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■ Three more ladies have been added to the roll of physicians 
entitled to practise in the United Kingdom by obtaining a 
diploma from the King and Queen’s College of Physicians, 
Ireland. This is, we believe, the only examining body qualified 
to grant degrees which has taken advantage of the Act passed 
last season, to enable any such body to confer medical degrees 
on women. The names of the ladies who have just passed 
are Dr. Louisa Atkins, Dr. Sophia Jex Blake, and Dr. Edith 
Pechey. Dr. Atkins has been for some time engaged in practice 
in London, and Dr. Pechey is about to commence practice in 
Leeds.

A course of lectures, organised by the National Health 
Society, was opened on May 9 th, at the rooms of the Society 
of Arts, when an address upon the value of open spaces, as con­
tributing to the health of the people, was delivered by Miss 
Octavia Hill. Princess Louise, attended by Lady Sophia 
Macnamaron, was amongst the audience. The Duke of West- 
minster, who presided, called attention to the good work which 
Miss Hill had been enabled to effect, not only in Marylebone, 
but in Whitechapel, and expressed his belief that she had been 
the means of materially reforming the condition of the working 
classes in those parts of London where such a beneficial change 
was necessary.

The region called Citolis had been entrusted by Pharnabazus 
to a native of Vardanus, named Zenis, who, after holding the 
post for some time and giving full satisfaction, died of illness, 
leaving a widow with a son and daughter, still minors. The 
satrap was on the point of giving the district to another person, 
when Mania, the widow of Zenis, herself a native of Vardanus, 
preferred her petition to be allowed to succeed her husband. 
Visiting Pharnabazus with money in hand, sufficient not only to 
satisfy himself, but also to gain over his mistresses and his 
ministers, she said to him—“My husband was faithful to you, 
and paid his tribute so regularly as to obtain your thanks. If 
I serve you no worse than he, why should you name any other 
deputy? If I fail in giving you satisfaction, you can always 
remove me, and give the place to another. Pharnabazus 
granted her petition, and had no cause to repent it. Mania 
was regular in her payment of tribute—frequent in bringing 
him presents and splendid, beyond any of his other deputies, 
in her manner of receiving him whenever he visited the dis­
trict.—From Grote's History of Greece, chapter 72.

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.

A-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

DIRECTIONS FOR PREPARING PETITIONS.

Write out the form given below on any kind of paper that 
may be at hand. A sheet of note paper opened out will do.

To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain and 
Ireland in Parliament assembled.

The humble Petition of the undersigned
SHEWETH,

That the exclusion of women, otherwise legally qualified, from voting in 
the election of Members of Parliament, is injurious to those excluded, 
contrary to the principle of just representation, and to that of the laws now 
in force regulating the election of municipal, parochial, and all other repre­
sentative governments.

Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray that your Honourable House 
will pass the Bill entitled " A Bill to Remove the Electoral Disabilities of 
Women."

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c.

Write out the above form without mistakes, as no word may 
be scratched out or interlined, and sign it on the same piece of 
paper. Try to obtain one or more signatures to follow your 
own. The petition may be signed by men and women of full 
age, whether householders or otherwise. Make up the petition 
as a book-post packet, open at the ends, write on the cover the 
words " Parliamentary Petition,” and post it, addressed to the 
member who is to present it at the House of Commons. No 
stamp is required, as petitions so forwarded go post free. Write, 
and send along with the petition, a note (post paid) asking 
the member to present it, and to support its prayer.

PETITIONS TO THE ITALIAN PARLIAMENT.

A petition to the Italian Parliament, from Italian ladies, 
has been drawn up by Signora Anna Maria Mozzoni, of Milan, 
for the purpose of obtaining the right to vote in Parliamentary 
elections. All the Italian ladies resident in England are in­
vited to send their signature and address to Professor R. J. 
Quattrocchi, 15, Southampton Buildings, London, W.C., who 
has undertaken to forward them to Italy ; or to draft a sepa­
rate petition, should the number obtained render this prefer- 
able. " We Italian women,” says the petition, after a short 
preamble, " apply to Parliament, which, with the Government, 
is supposed to constitute the kingdom, that setting aside their 
philosophical speculations about our nature, and the character 
of our special mission, they may consider us as citizens ; tax- 
paying, and capable of the right of voting, except with such 
limitations as are, or may be, in force- for other electors,” 
&c., &c.
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WITHIN a very few days after the present date the Bill to 
remove the electoral disabilities of women will be sub­
mitted to the judgment of the House of Commons. The 
principle it embodies is, in general terms, the recognition 
of the right of women to a voice in directing the policy 
of the nation, and to be consulted in framing the legis- 
lation which determines, not only the general condition of 
their lives, and the rights which they have in common 
with men, but also the special conditions of their relative 
rights and position with reference to the masculine por­
tion of the community. We trust that honourable mem- 
bers, who will have to give a judgment on this claim 
during the forthcoming week, will divest their minds of 
prejudice and prepossession, and approach the question in 
a spirit as nearly impartial as it is possible to be in a 
tribunal where one sex is in the position of being an abso­
lute and irresponsible judge of the rights and liberties of 
the other.

Some men appear to consider that the conditions of im­
partiality are fulfilled when they say they are willing to 
admit the claim if it can be proved to their satisfaction 
that it would be for the benefit of women to do so; but 
that if they think women are better without the suffrage, 
they would withhold it from them. They consider the 
question, not on grounds of abstract right and justice, 
but on those of expediency and convenience, and they 
assume a right to judge both, for themselves and for 
women what relations are most convenient and expedient 
for each. They argue as a benevolent slaveowner might 
argue, who should refuse to emancipate his slaves on the 
ground that they would not be so happy and comfortable as 
free men, a proposition which, enunciated by the master, 
would be no sufficient answer to those who asked for 
freedom.

Some of the arguments remind us of the story of the 
judgment of CYRUS between the two boys with the big and 
little coats, when the big boy had taken away the Coat 
of the little boy by, force, and given him his own in 
exchange. The little boy appealed to CYRUS, who, after 
satisfying himself that the coats after the forcible exchange 
fitted each boy more suitably than before, confirmed the
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arrangement. But his tutor reproved CYRUS for the 
judgment he had given, and said that he was not put 
there to examine which coat best fitted either of the boys, 
but to say whether the big boy had a right to take away 
the coat of the little boy without his consent. So we 
would represent to members of Parliament that the judg­
ment they have to give is not to examine what things are 
best fitted to the sphere or capacities of women, but to 
say whether men have a right to determine these things 
for women without their consent.

Under the present law women stand “ outside the fence 
of political privilege, and hear their dearest interests dis­
cussed and decided in an assembly in which they have 
neither part nor parcel.” It may be as Mr. Bright says, 
that if justice is not done to women in legislation, it is 
only through the ignorance of Parliament ; but injustice 
done, or allowed to remain unredressed through, ignorance 
of the needs or sufferings of an unrepresented class, is not 
less hurtful on that account. We cannot doubt the desire 
of Parliament to acquire the best information it can 
obtain as to the operation of legislation on the interest 
and welfare of women, and we commend the Bill now 
before it as enabling it to obtain the most trustworthy 
evidence on the subject.

The great conference and public meeting held on May 
16th in London, in support of Mr. TREVELYAN'S resolu­
tions respecting a reform in our electoral system, are not 
only of extreme importance in themselves as marking a 
new departure in that movement, but as affording an 
opportunity for the supporters of women’s suffrage to 
advance their claim to be included in any future adjust­
ment of the conditions of representation. The claim was 
put forward both at the morning conference and at the 
evening meeting, and although it was not pressed in such 
a manner as to raise a distinct vote on the merits of the 
question, the sense and sympathies of those assembled 
appeared to be heartily and unanimously with the ladies 
who pleaded for the recognition of a right to a share in 
the benefits of that representation which they had 
gathered together to demand for themselves.
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There is an almost absolute parallel between most of 
the arguments advanced in support of Mr. TREVELYAN'S 
resolutions and those urged on behalf of Mr. JACOB 
BRIGHT'S Bill, also between most of the objections raised 
to the one and those brought against the other. The 
curious part of the subject is that many of the Parlia­
mentary supporters of Mr. TREVELYAN'S resolutions, and 
notably the president of the conference himself, appear to 
be unable to apprehend this parallel, and do not hesitate 
to take up and use against the enfranchisement of women 
the very objections which they refuse to entertain when 
urged against the enfranchisement of men. They blow 
hot and cold with the same breath, and think to fan the 
flame of political aspiration in one section of the com­
munity, while they are doing their utmost to smother it 
in others.

Mr. JOHN BRIGHT, in his speech as president of the 
conference in Exeter Hall, took occasion to enumerate the 
advantages gained since the legislation of 1832 threw open 
the doors of representation to the people. He instanced 
the " Municipal Reform Act, which gave perfect freedom 
in municipal government to all the great cities and 
towns.” After that there was the abolition of slavery. 
After that “ one other great measure of deliverance, which 
has shown itself in the humblest dwellings of the three 
kingdoms—the abolition of the corn laws.” There was 
also a reduction of the postage, " which allowed the hum­
blest to correspond with the humblest as freely as the 
richest with the richest.”

Every one of these great deliverances concerned women 
as well as men, and concerned women in exactly the same 
way as it concerned men. Women equally with men 
participated in the benefits derived from these measures, 
and are equally interested in the progress of legislation 
which shall give to the people increased power to lift off 
the burdens and inequalities that remain, and increased 
opportunities of developing their faculties and ameliorating 
the conditions of their existence.

Mr. BRIGHT went on to mention one more beneficent 
change which has done more than all the others to render 
further measures of enfranchisement feasible—«the libera­
tion of the press by the abolition of the newspaper stamp 
and the repeal of the duty on paper, by which every 
agricultural labourer can for the price of a quart of beer 
have a newspaper which, if he has time to read it, will 
give him all that is happening in every part of the world. 
He who lives in the great castle, the great mansion, the 
rich man of every kind, has no more advantage in this 

great engine of instruction than the humblest labourer in 
the three kingdoms.” This may be true, but we cannot 
stop there. This great engine of instruction is as freely 
at the command of women as of men. There is no 
disability which hinders women from having newspapers 
and understanding their reports, and, as they pass a much 
larger proportion of their time indoors, they have pre­
sumably more time for reading than agricultural labourers. 
Mr. BRIGHT complains with justice of the imperfections of 
the great measure of education which was intended to lay 
open to all the children of the people the advantages of 
instruction; but he would do well to note that those 
imperfections are much greater in the case of girls than 
of boys.

In comparing the proposed composition of county boards 
with that of municipal corporations, Mr. Bright says that 
in. boroughs “they ask the whole of the people to come in, 
and by their open and free choice to say who of 50 or 60 
persons required shall be selected to manage the affairs of 
Birmingham, Manchester, Liverpool, or Glasgow. When 
you come to counties a wholly different principle is offered.” 
Mr. BRIGHT complains of this, and sees no reason for the 
anomaly, which he holds to be injurious to those shut out 
Will he be good enough to explain why he commends the 
principle of asking the whole of the people in boroughs to 
come in, and by their open and free choice to say who 
shall be the 50 or 60 persons required to manage the 
affairs of Birmingham, Manchester, and Glasgow; and 
when you come to Parliament, objects to the very same 
principle of asking the whole of the people to come in and 
by their free choice to say who shall be the 650 men re­
quired to manage the affairs of England, Scotland, and 
Ireland ?

One consideration on which Mr. BRIGHT bases his desire 
to perpetuate this distinction is that among the half of the 
people whom he would exclude from the choice of the men 
who are to manage their affairs in Parliament, there are to 
be found some who have become drunk and disgraced 
themselves, and others who would be under the influence 
of Catholic priests and other ministers of religion. Mr. 
Bright urged this objection in the House of Commons in 
resisting the admission of women to the suffrage, but when 
he has to meet a similar objection from the opponents of 
his claim for the admission of the agricultural labourers, 
he knows how to scatter it to the winds, and we answer 
him out of his own mouth. He said at Exeter Hall that 
“there were many persons who had great fears of admitting 
a large class of persons who were, as they thought, and no 

doubt it was true with regard to many, very ill informed 
upon political questions, who might be subject to much 
influence by those about them, among whom there was a 
class which was not only ignorant, but not very indus- 
trious, and not very sober. He knew, and he thought his 
audience knew, that in all classes of the people, even 
among the aristocracy, they would find some men who 
knew very little of politics, some who, so far as he had 
observed, did not appear to have been of the least service 
to their country. Even in so select a class as the clergy, 
there were some men who were inferior to others. In the 
constituencies under the first Reform Bill, and with the 
£10 householders, there were always a number of persons 
who were very bad to manage because you could not get 
at their intelligence, or reason, or their sense of honour, or 
patriotism; you could only get at them by cajolery. Some­
times they were got at by persons bribing them, at other 
times under the undue influence of those employing them, 
but always they were a difficult class in the great con- 
stitencies, and there will no doubt be a difficulty if the 
extension of the franchise in the counties which we seek 
takes place.”

Nothing more complete and sweeping than this confes­
sion of the existence among men of a class unfit for the fran­
chise has ever been alleged as to the existence of a similar 
class among women, and we take our stand on the position 
of Mr. BRIGHT, who, while admitting the reality of the im­
putation, shows its insufficiency as a reason for withholding 
self-government from the masses. He goes on to say that 
" this is a thing which is inseparable from popular repre­
sentation, and we must accept it with its drawbacks from 
the general good which we hope for. We must place our 
confidence in the growing education and intelligence of 
our people, and in the disposition, for there is some dis­
position almost amongst all to be influenced in things 
which they don’t understand by persons in whose intelli­
gence and probity they have some sort of confidence.”

We believe that in this sentence Mr. BRIGHT has indi­
cated the source of the influence which he assumes to be 
exerted upon women by priests and ministers of religion, 
namely, a disposition to be guided in matters which they 
do not understand by persons in whom they have con- 
fidence. This is a disposition which he commends as 
likely to lead to the advance of political intelligence 
among men. It will be no less potent an influence for 
the advance of political intelligence among women so soon 
as the recognition of their right to a share in the govern­
ment of their country imposes upon the political instruc­

tors of the people the duty of extending their efforts to 
enlighten the community on such subjects to that half of 
the nation hitherto excluded from political existence. The 
teachers of the people may be roughly divided into three 
classes—priests, professors, and politicians. Of these three 
classes, the first alone have recognised the principle that 
the subject matter of their ministrations concerned women 
equally with. men. The professors, charged with the 
education of the people, and the politicians charged with 
the government, have, until very recently, acted upon the 
principle that their mission related solely to men, and that 
women had no business with either politics or learning. 
Under these circumstances, it is scarcely a matter for 
surprise to find that women are supposed to be more 
under the influence of the priests than of the other classes 
of public teachers, but that is no argument for per­
petuating this one-sided character of their training.

Let the portals of the high schools and universities be 
opened to the education of women, and the doors of the 
franchise be no longer closed against them, and we shall 
find that these co-incident influences of the other two 
classes of public instructors will tend to preserve a healthy 
balance of their minds, and to counteract any undue influ­
ence of a priestly character which, if exercised in a wrong 
direction, may be as baneful in its effects on private life 
and domestic peace as it could be mischievous in its 
political bearing.

The best way to preserve any set of minds from undue 
bias in one direction is to bring them under the free play 
of the various forces that mould public opinion ; and one 
of the most powerful means to this end is to spread edu­
cation and enfranchisement among all sections of the 
people. We may then, in the words of Mr. BRIGHT, 
« accept the great population now existing, and trust to 
the good influences which are everywhere at work to com­
pete with those evil influences, and in the main to give us 
a great and free Parliament speaking the voice of the 
whole people of this kingdom.”

Some of the objections urged in the recent debate in 
the Italian Chamber of Deputies on the Bill to Remove 
the Disabilities of Women as witnesses to public deeds 
are curiously similar to those which have been brought 
forward in the House of Commons on the Bill to enable 
women to vote in Parliamentary elections. For example. 
Signor MURATORI declared himself against the Bill because 
he said you must not distract women from her family 
mission. Signor SPANTIGATI said he would vote against
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the Bill, because in spite of the respect which he had for 
the intelligence of women he feared they would not have 
sufficient firmness to ensure the triumph of truth. He 
feared women might become false witnesses from their 
good faith being easily deceived. He hoped the Chamber 
would reject the Bill.

Signor VARE said he must protest against the words of 
the honourable member. These observations about the 
weakness of women were the habitual commonplaces put 
forward by those who would deny their rights. The 
capacity to be a witness was allowed to men who hardly 
knew how to sign their names, and was refused to 
an educated lady who might be able to comprehend 
and exercise the power as well or better than some 
of those assembled in that Chamber. Signor MAN- 
CINI, keeper of the seals, said he accepted the pro- 
posed law. He should have thought that it would 
have been carried without discussion. . It did not impose 
on women the obligation to become witnesses, it merely 
enabled a notary to avail himself of the witness of a woman. 
The right of giving testimony is a natural right. Why 
deny it to a woman ? When a woman can exercise full 
paternal authority, why deny to her the right to testify 
which is an indifferent act? It might have been better 
not to have brought in this Bill alone, which was a single 
page torn from a large volume; but, since it had been in- 
troduced, it was necessary to vote on it. They were at 
Rome; they must not allow the civilised world to believe 
that they were guided by the spirit of the laws of ancient 
Rome. These noble words of the Minister were received 
with loud cheers. The Bill as amended was passed in the 
following form : " Sono abrogate tutte le disposizioni di 
legge che escludono le donne dall’ intervenire come 
testimoni negli atti pubblici e privati." "All provisions 
of law which exclude women from serving as witnesses 
to public or private deeds are abrogated ” There voted for 
the Bill, 136; against, 68; majority, 68, The Bill was 
therefore passed, and is, we understand, now law.

WE learn from the editor of Cornelia that, under the 
minister Bonghi, the Italian Government has made an 
official declaration that all Italian universities are open to 
women. There is a difficulty in passing the matriculation 
examinations, because there are as yet no good preparatory 
schools for girls; we cannot doubt, however, that a Govern­
ment which has been so discerning as to recognise the 
fact, that the most effectual method of freeing the minds 
of women from undue bias in an ecclesiastical direction 
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is to give them a sound liberal general education will, ere 
long, make this necessary provision to prepare them for 
the higher branches of the training which it offers to them 
in the universities.

Mr. Gladstone, in his speech in the House of Commons 
on Mr. Jacob Bright’s Bill, said that under the law now 
existing in Italy a woman is allowed to exercise the fran­
chise if she is possessed of a qualification, subject to the 
condition that she shall only exercise it through a deputy. 
It may be that such a real though indirect power in the 
election of members of the Italian Parliament bears some 
relation to the liberal action of the Government of that 
country as to the higher education of women. There is a 
suggestive contrast between this action and the sentiments 
of the House of Commons as manifested in the debate and 
division on Mr. COURTNEY'S amendment on the Oxford 
and Cambridge Universities Bill.

WE desire to call the especial attention of our friends to 
the meeting which is to take place this evening in St. 
James’s Hall, under the presidency of Lord HOUGHTON, 
in support of the Bill to remove the electoral disabilities 
of women, the second reading of which stands for Wed­
nesday next. The names of the speakers, which will be 
found in our advertising columns, afford a promise that 
the subject will be treated in an able and comprehensive 
manner, and we trust that a large and influential gathering 
will assemble in support of this great and just measure 
for securing a better representation of the people.

Various meetings have been held during the past month 
in different districts of London,—at Kensington Mr. 
ARTHUR ARNOLD took the chair at a meeting in the 
Vestry Hall, which was addressed by Mr. ASHURST, Miss
C. A. Biggs, Mr. FIRTH, and others; at Tower Hamlets the 
Rev. SEPTIMUS HANSARD presided at a meeting in Beau­
mont Hall, when Miss Tod, Miss BECKER, and the Rev. 
STUART HEADLAM supported the question; at Greenwich 
a meeting was held in the Lecture Hall, Dr. BENNETT in 
the chair, when Miss YOUNG, Miss Tod, and Miss BECKER 
attended as a deputation; and in the City of London the 
same ladies, together with Mr. C. H. HOPWOOD, M.P., 
addressed a meeting, at which Alderman Sir ANDREW 
LUSK, M.P., presided, in the Memorial Hall, Farringdon- 
street. Mr. ROEBUCK, M.P., took the chair at a meeting 
in St. Matthew’s Schoolrooms, Westminster, convened to 
hear an address by Miss ARABELLA SHORE, and which 
was afterwards addressed by Miss HELEN TAYLOR. A 
meeting has also been held in Frome, addressed by Miss

Lilias ASHWORTH and Miss SPENDER. Petitions to the 
House of Commons in favour of the Bill were adopted at 
all these meetings. A series of drawing-room meetings 
have also been held in Scotland, addressed by Miss BURTON 
and Miss Ella BURTON.

The Memorial to the Council of Birmingham, adopted 
at the recent conference in that town, was presented to 
the Council by Mr. R. F. MARTINEAU, who moved that a 
petition should be presented to Parliament, under their 
corporate seal, in favour of the measure. After a short 
discussion there was a unanimous vote in favour of the 
proposal, and the petition was forwarded to Mr. JOHN 
BRIGHT for presentation. Petitions have been also 
adopted by the Councils of Dumbarton, Wigtown, Girvan 
and Falmouth. The total number of Petitions presented 
up to May loth is 501, with 168,005 signatures. 
Excepting only the petition in favour of the Irish Sunday 
Closing Bill, this number is greatly in excess of the 
number of petitioners for any other object during the 
session, the nearest approach to it being 105,293 in favour 
of the University Education (Ireland) Bill. The petitions 
in favour of Mr. JACOB BRIGHT'S Bill are more than 
twice as many as those in favour of Mr. TREVELYAN'S 
resolutions, the numbers being 601 petitions for the 
former, as against 103 for the latter, with 168,000 signa­
tures, as against 75,694 for Mr. TREVELYAN'S proposals. 
We urge our friends to avail themselves of the few days 
that remain before the debate to send in more petitions, 
and if all who have not yet signed or sent in their 
petitions to the Legislature to grant this measure of 
justice will immediately do so, they will render essential 
service and greatly strengthen the hands of the Parlia­
mentary leaders who so. ably advocate and defend their 
cause. We refer our friends to the directions in our 
second page for the mode of procedure, and we trust 
they will act on the principle that however little they can 
do in the time that remains, that little shall be done, and 
done with promptitude and zeal.

REPLIES OF MEMBERS TO MEMORIALS.

The following letters have been received by the Mayor of 
Worcester in reply to memorials adopted at the recent meeting 
in that city in support of the Women’s Suffrage Bill:— >

Belgrave Mansion, London, S.W., April 20th, 1877.
My dear Mr. Mayor,—I beg to acknowledge receipt of the 

memorial which the public meeting held on 18th did me the 
honour to direct to be addressed to me.

In reply I have the honour to inform you that I have voted 
in former years in favour of the Bill introduced to give women 
the right of voting for members of Parliament, and that it is 

my intention to vote for that now proposed by Mr. Jacob 
Bright, M.P. It appears to me that the right of voting at 
Parliamentary elections is a logical sequence of the right of 
voting at municipal elections, parochial meetings, School Boards, 
and Boards of Guardians.—I am, dear Mr. Mayor, your faithful 
and obedient servant, T. RoWLEY HILL

To the Worshipful the Mayor of Worcester.
House of Commons, April 22nd, 1877.

My dear Mayor,—Many thanks for the memorial which you 
were good enough to send me. I have always voted, and— 
while a member of this House—will always vote for giving to 
those who pay taxes, whether male or female, the constitutional 
right of controlling by their votes the expenditure of these im­
posts ; and I have yet to learn that women are deficient in the 
knowledge and sagacity which are necessary to exercise this 
right. You have a good cause in hand, and it must, in the 
long run, be successful.—I am, my dear Mr. Mayor, yours very 
faithfully, ' Am SHEERTEF.

House of Commons, April 20 th, 1877.
Dear Mr. Mayor,—I have duly received the memorial from 

the inhabitants of the city of Worcester on the subject of female 
suffrage. Without committing myself any further, I should be 
willing to advocate the principle of single women possessed of 
property having votes provided that there were sufficient proof 
that they really desired the franchise.—I am, dear Mr. Mayor, 
yours very faithfully, ED. W. Lechmebe.

CONFERENCE AT EXETER HALL IN SUPPORT OF 
MR. TREVELYAN'S RESOLUTIONS.

A conference took place in Exeter Hall on May 16th, under 
the presidency of the Right Hon. John Bright, M.P., in sup- 
port of the resolutions on electoral representation introduced 
by Mr. Trevelyan in the House of Commons. The resolutions 
of which notice has been given by Mr. Trevelyan are as fob 
lows:— “1. That in the opinion of this House it would be 
desirable to adopt a uniform Parliamentary franchise for boroughs 
and counties. 2. That it would be desirable to so re-distribute, 
political power as to obtain a more complete representation of 
the opinion of the electoral body." All Liberal and industrial 
organisations were invited to send delegates to the conference. 
In accordance with this invitation Mrs. Ashford and Miss 
Sturge attended as delegates from the Women's Liberal Asso- 
ciation of Birmingham ; Mrs. Fawcett appeared on behalf of 
the National Union of Working Women ; Mrs. Abernethy was 
deputed to represent the working women of Dewsbury. After 
the chairman and many other gentlemen had spoken, one or two 
voices called out that several ladies wished to address the meet­
ing The Chairman announced that the name of Mrs. Smith 
had been handed to him, and he now called upon her. Mrs. 
Smith, who was seated on the platform, requested a hearing on 
behalf of Miss Sturge.

Miss Sturge thereupon ascended the platform, and said 
also belonged to a disfranchised class. She spoke as a delegate 
to that conference. It was not as a lady she was there, 
but as one of the people whose birthright was freedom. 
She claimed a hearing as a working woman, working with them 
in the same holy cause. (Cheers.) Earnest men must stand 
and work : a woman also must do the same, otherwise she must 
fall into serfdom. She rejected serfdom for those before her 
as well as herself. (Cheers.) She echoed every one of the 
chairman’s noble words, and why ? Because if they were true 
for them they were also true for her. They must not letwomen 
drop behind them in the race for freedom. If they did, what 

| would become of the many whom they influenced' - Yas 
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partnership in the fight of freedom. They must keep abreast 
of freedom, and carry forward the great cause that had been 
committed to their charge.

At the evening meeting in St. James’s Hall, Mr. J. COWEN, 
M.P., occupied the chair.

Mr. BURT, M.P., moved—" That in the opinion of this 
meeting it would be desirable to adopt an uniform Parlia- 
mentary franchise for borough and county constituencies.” 
After the resolution had been seconded and supported, the 
CHAIRMAN, before putting it to the meeting, said he introduced 
Mrs. Ashford, secretary of the Birmingham Women’s Liberal 
Association.

Mrs. ASHFORD advocated the extension of the franchise to 
women, and moved a rider to the resolution to the effect that 
the rate-book should be taken as the basis of the franchise, 
whether in regard to men or women.—This was seconded by 
Miss Becker, who said she came forward in accordance with 
the terms of the circular inviting attendance at that meeting, 
as representing a large unenfranchised class in the “manu­
facturing village,” called Manchester. There were about 
10,000 women householders in the Parliamentary borough of 
Manchester who were on the citizens’ roll, and who voted in 
the municipal and School Board elections, but who were denied 
all Parliamentary representation. She trusted that those who 
were endeavouring to secure an entrance for themselves into 
the ark of constitutional freedom would not beat back the 
hands of their sisters, who were striving, and cast them adrift 
on the ocean of political serfdom. Mr. Trevelyan had recently- 
made a speech at Salford, in which he said he had been much 
pained in addressing an assembly of working men in the 
county of Kent, to think that these men had no more 
political power than the horses and cattle on the farms they 
tilled. But this comparison was not quite just as applied 
to the men, because all men were potential if not actual 
voters, and if they could obtain the qualification they would be 
put on the register. It was, however, strictly applicable to 
women, who were disqualified although they were householders 
and ratepayers to the required amount. An estate owned by a 
lady might support a rich equipage; the horses draw the car­
riage in front, the lady sits in state behind, and the coachman 
who drove the one and obeyed the other was the only political 
unit in the whole establishment. In conclusion, Miss Becker 
said she appealed with confidence to the sense of justice and 
sympathy among those who were asking for political rights for 
themselves to accord them to others who were animated by the 
same hopes and aspirations.

Sir C. DILKE, M.P., although concurring in the views 
expressed by the mover and seconder of the rider in regard 
to the desirableness of admitting women to the franchise, spoke 
against the rider, on account of the terms in which it was 
expressed, which he thought would not be workable, inasmuch 
as it would exclude-lodgers and admit aliens and lunatics. He 
also suggested that it would be more desirable that the question 
of woman suffrage should not be mixed up with the labourers’ 
movement, as by so doing they would probably do injury to 
both.—In deference to the technical objection urged by Sir 
Charles Dilke, Mrs. Ashford withdrew the rider, which was 
therefore not put to the vote.—After the other resolutions had 
been passed, Mrs. Ashford proposed a substantive resolution.

Admiral MAXSE protested against the resolution as not 
being within the object of the meeting.

Some discussion followed, and eventually the resolution was 
withdrawn, and the proceedings were closed by a vote of thanks 
to the chairman and three cheers for women’s suffrage.

BIRMINGHAM.
Meeting of the Town Council on Tuesday, May 8tht 1877. 

women’s suffrage.
Mr. R. F. Martineau, pursuant to notice, presented a 

memorial from the members, delegates, and friends of the 
National Society for Women’s Suffrage, praying the Town 
Council to adopt a petition to the House of Commons in favour 
of the Bill introduced by Mr. Jacob Bright, M.P., to remove 
the electoral disabilities of women. He also moved—" That a 
petition to Parliament in accordance with the prayer of the 
memorial be prepared by the Town Clerk, signed by the Mayor 
in the name and on behalf of the Town Council, sealed with 
the corporate common seal, and forwarded to the senior 
member for the borough for presentation.” He believed that 
the Birmingham Council, if they thought a certain course 
right, were not generally particular about precedents ; but he 
might mention that petitions had been presented for the same 
object from the Lords Provost, Magistrates, and Councils of 
Edinburgh and Aberdeen, the Town Councils of Manchester, 
Bath, Scarborough, Stafford, Middlesborough, Lincoln, Dews­
bury, Barrow, Stalybridge, Plymouth, and many smaller 
places. It was indeed no wonder, and seemed to him a per­
fectly legitimate course, that through those who are their 
representatives women should seek to appeal to the Chamber 
in whose election they desire to have a voice. It was a moot 
point among the lawyers whether even now women had not a 
right to vote. They had been advised to contest the question, 
and claim to be heard at the bar of the House. Mr. Jacob 
Bright’s Bill would settle the matter, if passed, in a more 
satisfactory way. He supposed it was not needful for him to 
argue at any length in favour of the principle of the Bill. It 
simply rested on the motto adopted by Englishmen on both 
sides of the Atlantic, and at many epochs of our history, that 
“taxation without representation was tyranny.” The tax- 
collector knew no distinction of sex, but struck with an equal 
knock the door of the poorest voter in Thomas-street, and the 
unenfranchised lady of Barford Hill.* A lady might own half 
a county, and be able to manage her estates with the utmost 
ability, but was denied a voice in the selection of the men 
who should spend the large sums she contributed to the 
national exchequer. Nor need he dwell on the obsolete 
absurdity of women’s intellectual inferiority. It was, indeed, 
anomalous that women should be considered worthy to 
reign, but not to choose those who were to serve under the 
Queen. Why, Cabinet Ministers in a Parliament elected by 
men only practically demonstrated their appreciation of women’s 
intellectual power by putting them in office. Mrs. Nassau 
Senior had been appointed permanent inspector under the 
Local Government Board; and, while in no respects had her 
reports been inferior to male inspectors, in some respects they 
were greatly superior. Then he supposed it was well known 
that Miss Nightingale had been constantly consulted by the 
War Office on questions relating to improving the condition of 
our soldiers. Yet, when a soldier had been dismissed for bad 
conduct, as soon as he found a living as a civilian, he at once 
attained what was absolutely denied to her. He hoped and 
supposed the Council were interested in the grand work which 
Miss Octavia Hill was carrying on in London. Yet she could 
never procure what was the privilege of the most criminal and 
degraded of those whom it was the noble object of her life to 
make worthy of being citizens. The inconsistency of this ex­
clusion seemed the more absurd when we looked at the operation 
of School Boards. The Act of 1870 left so much work permis­

* Miss Ryland, a wealthy benefactress, who has given two magnificent 
parks to the people of Birmingham.

sive that School Boards had a thoroughly legislative character. 
As Birmingham people had good reason to know, women sat on 
School Boards; and thus, in this most important Stale work of 
education, women actually made laws, which denied the right 
to choose the men who should make them in other departments. 
He felt it was not necessary for him to say much in favour of 
the proposal to an assembly which was itself returned by women; 
they at all events must have an appreciation of the wisdom and 
discrimination which women showed in the election of those who 
were to represent them. (Laughter.) He submitted that the 
difference between the very efficient and enormous work im­
posed on the Council of a large borough, and that of the imperial 
legislature was not so very great; but there was one essential 
difference. In municipal matters there were no questions 
which affected the sexes differently; the Health Committee 
knew no distinction in their efforts to remove causes of illness; 
the Watch Committee, he hoped, guarded life and property 
equally, and the Gas Committee let its 17-candle gas shine with 
equal brilliancy for men and women alike. But in imperial 
politics there were of necessity constantly questions which 
affected the sexes differently, such, for example, as the laws 
about parentage, the property of married people, and others. 
Now, for the Legislature to say that where women have no in­
terests different from those of men, they may vote, but when 
their interests do differ, that therefore and on that account their 
voices shall not be heard, seemed to him monstrous cruelty and 
injustice. He believed that a nation was always the stronger 
for getting rid of a wrong, and he therefore hoped the Council 
would help in the removal of this anomaly by presenting a 
petition.

Mr. HOULSTON seconded the proposition.

Alderman BRINSLEY said he quite approved the principle of 
women voting, but should they as a corporate body have the 
corporate common seal affixed in this matter. He had had the 
honour of canvassing for their votes sometimes, and had found 
it very pleasant. (Laughter.)

Mr. Kneebone remarked that this was not a party political 
subject.

Alderman COLLINGS said it was a question of extending what, 
perhaps, was the highest right to those who ought to possess it.

The MAYOR : It is a question of politics, but not a question 
of party politics. We are anxious that all the Conservative, 
as well as all the Liberal ladies, should have a vote.

Aiderman BRINSLEY : You have not got to that yet, have 
you ? (Laughter.)

The proposition was then put to the meeting and carried. 
Names were called,- and thirty-two votes were recorded for the 
proposition. There were none against.

There was no other business transacted.

PUBLIC MEETINGS.
F R O M E.

A meeting was held in the Temperance Hall, Frome, on 
May 8th, Mr. Cooke, B.A., in the chair. The Chairman said 
so far as his observation extended there did not exist any strong 
deep-seated sentiment forbidding women to pay attention to 
political questions. What might a lady not do in connection 
with Parliamentary elections ? It seemed to him she could do 
everything except record a vote. The meeting was addressed 
by Miss Lilias Ashworth, Miss Spender, the Rev. W. Burton, 
and Mr. W. Lethally, and petitions in support of the Bill were 
adopted unanimously.

KENSINGTON.
On May 3rd, a meeting was held in the Vestry Hall, Ken­

sington, Mr. Arthur Arnold in the chair. Mr. Firth, of the 
London School Board, Miss Caroline Biggs, Mr. Ashurst, Miss 
Becker, and other speakers addressed the meeting. An amend­
ment was moved by a young man in the body of the room in 
opposition to the promoters of the meeting, which, after being 
seconded, was put to the meeting and lost by a large majority. 
The original resolutions were then put and carried by a large 
majority.

TOWER HAMLETS.
A public meeting was held in the Beaumont Hall, Mile End 

Road, on the 8th May. The chair was taken by the Rev. 
Septimus Hansard, rector of Bethnal Green. Mr. Potto (of 
the Tower Hamlets Liberal Club), Miss Becker, Mr. Patteson, 
Miss Tod, Miss Brown, and the Rev. Stewart Headlam, ad­
dressed the meeting. Resolutions approving the principle of 
the Bill, and adopting a petition, were carried unanimously.

GREENWICH.
A well-attended public meeting in support of the extension 

of the franchise to women householders, was held at the Lecture 
Hall, Royal Hill, Greenwich, on May 10th. The chair was 
occupied by Dr. Bennett, and his supporters on the platform 
were Miss Becker, Miss Tod, Miss Annie Young, Miss C. A. 
Biggs, Dr. J. Baxter Langley, Mr. Gurley Smith, Mr. J. 
Whale, and Mr. Wates, who took part in the proceedings. 
Resolutions in support of the measure, and adopting memorials 
to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, M.P., T. W. Boord, Esq., 
M.P., members for the borough of Greenwich, and also to the 
members for West Kent, requesting them to support Mr. Jacob 
Bright’s Bill, were carried unanimously.

CITY OF LONDON.
A public meeting in support of the Bill of Mr. Jacob Bright, 

M.P., for conferring the Parliamentary suffrage upon women 
householders, was held May 15th, in the library of the Memo­
rial Hall, Farringdon-street. The chair was taken by Alderman 
Sir A. LUSK, M.P., and the attendance was numerous.

The CHAIRMAN, in opening the proceedings, observed that 
the possession of property and the payment of rates formed the 
basis of the Parliamentary suffrage in the case of men, and he 
could not understand, therefore, why it should be denied to 
women who managed a farm, or kept a shop, and paid rates 
and taxes. When asked why women should have a right to 
vote, he asked, in reply, why they should not have it. (Cheers.) 
Taxation and representation ought in that case, as in others 
to go together.

Mr. G. H. Hopwood, Q.C., M.P., moved the following reso­
lution :—

" That as it is contrary to the principles of free and consti­
tutional Government that any class or number of persona 
should be permanently deprived of direct representation in 
Parliament, this meeting is of opinion that the Parliamentary- 
vote should be given to women on the same conditions as it is 
granted to men.”
It was, he said, ten years ago since that distinguished man the 
late John Stuart Mill first stamped that question as a question 
of the day by introducing it in the House of Commons, and 
though many other advantages had since been conceded the 
Parliamentary vote was still denied. Mr. John Bright’s recent 
opposition seemed to have arisen from anger with some one for 
saying that all men were tyrants and all women slaves • but a 
man of such strong mental calibre ought not to have been in­
fluenced by foolish language, and Mr. Bright had shown his 
repentance by voting for the admissibility of women to medical 
degrees.
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Miss BECKER seconded the resolution, which, on being sub­
mitted to a show of hands, was carried with only three or four 
dissentients.

Miss Tod, of Belfast, then moved a resolution to the effect 
that petitions should be presented to the House of Commons in 
favour of Mr. Jacob Bright’s Bill.

Miss A. YOUNG, in seconding the resolution, said the idea of 
the working man was that woman was his possession, or chattel. 
(No, no.) That he treated her as a chattel was proved by the 
records of the police courts. (Hear, hear.) The Parliamentary 
suffrage would give women their proper status, and tend to 
remove cruel and unjust laws.

The resolution was then adopted, the amount of opposition 
being like that against the previous one. The proceedings ter- 

. urinated with a vote of thanks to the chairman.—Daily News.

WESTMINSTER.
SPEECH OF J. A. ROEBUCK, ESQ., M.P.

On May 17th, a lecture on behalf of the London National 
Society for Women’s Suffrage was delivered by Miss Arabella 
Shore, at St. Matthew’s Schoolrooms, Great Peter-street, West- 
minster. Before the lecture commenced Mr. Roebuck, M.P., 
who presided, said he wished to explain in a few words why he 
was there. His opinions generally were with those who con­
ducted what he might almost call a movement; but he was not 
quite so sanguine as they were, and did not anticipate quite as 
many good results as they expected to witness should they 
attain their object. In the meantime he fully acknowledged 
all the wrongs under which women laboured under the laws 
of England, and he was exceedingly anxious that those wrongs 
should be righted. If asked, why he came there when he was 
not a friend of the object to the utmost, he would reply that 
he came because Miss Helen Taylor asked him to come. That 
lady was the step-daughter of the dearest friend he ever had, 
the late John Stuart Mill. He at once acceded to her request; 
in fact, he thought that if she had asked him to stand on his 
head he might have done so ou t of respect for the memory of 
Mr. Mill, one of whose great objects was to improve the posi- 
tion of women, and from association with whom he had derived 
such great advantages.—-Miss Shore then delivered a lecture 
embracing the question under various aspects, and in the course 
of it she contended that the claim which she was enforcing is 
just and in harmony with the constitution, and that it is clearly 
desirable that men and women should co-operate in great and 
wide objects for the national good. The injustice of the 
exclusion of women from the vote would, she remarked, be 
increased by the conferring of the Parliamentary suffrage on 
agricultural labourers, who were certain to have it before long. 
In concluding, she observed that not till women had some 
political value would their education be regarded as a 
matter of national importance; that political indifference 
on the part of many of them is a result of ignorance; and 
that women should show that they are not unconcerned 
about politics by supporting the claim which she now urged on 
their behalf. In reply to a question from a working man, the 
lecturer said she believed the number of female householders 
was between three and four hundred thousand.—Mr. Roebuck 
observed that it depended very much upon women themselves 
what should be the result of that agitation. He thought he 
knew what the end of it would be. As mankind grew more 
intelligent and more gentle, men would desire that women 
should be raised to the position which Miss Shore desired for 
them ; and when they had acquired sufficient intelligence, and 
had applied their minds steadily to the improvement of their 
education, they would not long be without the suffrage.— 
Miss Helen Taylor, in moving the adoption of petitions to

Parliament, to be signed by the chairman, said she did not 
believe it possible for the present state of things to last 
very long. She thought it could not have lasted so long as it 
had done, but for a certain weakness on the part of men. She 
had noticed among married couples that when the husband was 
very inferior to the wife, he was a firm believer in masculine 
superiority, because, poor man, he had nothing else than the 
fact of his being a man to be proud of. (Laughter.)—The 
motion was agreed to, and votes of thanks were given to Miss 
Shore and Mr. Roebuck.—Daily News.

Miss Craigen has addressed meetings at Shelf, Yorkshire, 
on February 6th, Richard Collinson, minister, in the chair; on 
February 9th, at LUDDENDEN, Yorkshire, Thomas Sharp in the 
chair; on February 18 th, at HECKMONDWIKE, Yorkshire, Jas. 
Kilburn in the chair; on February 20th, at MARCH, Cambridge­
shire, Edward Bell in the chair; on March 7th, at FRAMLING- 
ham, Suffolk; on March 15th, at BIRSTALL, Yorkshire, Anne 
Taylor in the chair; on March 19 th, at South Stockton-on- 
Tees, Yorkshire, Elizabeth Sanderson in the chair; on March 
26 th, at Todmorden, Yorkshire, Alfred Turley in the chair; on 
April 19th, at PLEASLEY Vale, Derbyshire, Samuel Richards 
in the chair. Petitions were adopted at all these meetings.

SCOTLAND.
EDINBURGH.

A meeting was held at Huntly Lodge, Edinburgh, the resi­
dence of Mrs. Nichol, on March 28th. Mrs. Nichol presided ; 
and Professor Lorimer, Professor Calderwood, and many other 
ladies and gentlemen took part in the discussion. A resolution 
approving of the principle of women’s suffrage was unani­
mously adopted.

On May 18th, a meeting was held in Mr. Monro’s schoolroom, 
18, Mint-street, Edinburgh, the Rev. A. Seton in the chair, 
when Miss Ella Burton read a paper. Miss Wigham delivered 
an address on the enfranchisement of women. A petition to 
Parliament in support of the Bill was moved by Mr. Macdonald, 
of the High School, seconded by Mr. Alex. Fraser, and passed 
unanimously. Votes of thanks concluded the proceedings.

KIRKCALDY.
A drawing-room meeting was held on May 4th, at the resi­

dence of Robert Douglas, Esq., Frankfield, Kirkcaldy, the 
subject of discussion being Woman’s Household Suffrage. The 
chair was occupied by Mr. Douglas, and the meeting was ad­
dressed by the Misses Burton. The attendance was numerous. 
A petition was sent up to Parliament from the meeting.

CUPAR.
The Misses Burton, sister and daughter of the well-known 

historian of Scotland, visited Cupar on Monday, May 7 th, as a 
deputation from the Scottish Branch of the Women’s Suffrage 
Association, and addressed a well-attended drawing-room meet­
ing, chiefly composed of ladies, in Edenbank House. The Rev. 
John Rankine, Moderator of the U. P. Synod, occupied the 
chair, and was supported by General Dalyell and the Rev. Mr. 
Gordon, assistant to Dr. Cochrane. Miss Ella Burton read an 
interesting paper on noted historical women, whose lives and 
influence, as recorded either in sacred or secular history, she 
briefly reviewed. Miss Burton followed with a few pointed 
and forcible remarks. Now that Parliament in the Patronage 
Abolition Act had given women the right to vote for their 
ministers, they might surely be trusted to vote for members of 
Parliament. The Rev. Mr. Wills and other speakers admitted 
the convincing character of the arguments advanced, and the 
chairman was authorised, in name of the meeting, to sign a 
petition to Parliament in favour of the Bill.

GIRVAN (AYRSHIRE).
At the monthly meeting of the Town Council of Girvan, on 

Friday, May 4th, a petition from the local committee for the 
promotion of the Women’s Suffrage Bill, that the Town Council 
should support the measure, was presented by Mrs. John I. M. 
Blair, Burnbank House, Mrs. Blair, in presenting the memo- 
rial, made an eloquent speech, which fairly took the Council 
by storm. She contended that as rating was the basis of repre­
sentation, it was a manifest injustice to every woman who paid 
rates to exclude her from the franchise. The Legislature had 
already conceded the right in the election of School Boards, and if 
qualified to discharge this duty, she could not see how they 
could be pronounced unfit to vote for members of Parliament. 
She thought the interest the ladies took in the election of 
School Boards a sufficient proof that they were quite as alive 
to the public interest as the gentlemen. The speech was 
received with great applause. A motion to support the Bill 
was carried by a large majority. The Clerk was instructed to 
prepare a petition for the House of Commons in favour of the 
Bill. 20004 : j ■

PARLIAMENTARY INTELLIGENCE.
HOUSE OF COMMONS, Thursday, May 3rd.

UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE.
In Committee on this Bill on Clause 16, Mr. COURTNEY 

moved the insertion of the following sub-section :—
“ For enabling the University to examine female students 

concurrently with male students, subject to such conditions 
regulating the residence and discipline of such female students 
as the University may from time to time approve or ordain ; 
and for enabling the University to grant licences to practise 
medicine to female students who have passed the examinations 
and fulfilled the conditions which are necessary for obtaining 
degrees in medicine in the case of male students in that faculty.”

In moving his amendment, he stated that as far back as the 
year 1869 there had been a college for women modelled after 
the organisation of the Colleges, and its promoters desired that 
the students should be subjected to examinations like those at 
Oxford or Cambridge. The authorities at Cambridge were 
not prepared at the time to accede to this request, but they 
had intimated that the examiners, in their private capacity, 
might look through the papers, and this had been done from 
the year 1870 to the present time. In that year the examiners 
of the previous examination had consented to furnish these 
female students with examination papers and report on their 
answers, judging them by the University standard. That had 
been done, and the examiners had certified with respect to them, 
and the custom had prevailed for the last seven years, not only 
in the case of the previous examination, but in the case of the 
pass and the higher examinations for honours. He could not better 
explain the process than by reading a letter which had been 
written by one of the examiners of the Classical Tripos in 1873, 
in which he stated that his colleagues and himself would be 
happy to examine papers sent up to them, but that it must be 
distinctly understood that they did so in their private capacity. 
The whole scope of his amendment was to give an official 
recognition to what had thus been done in an unofficial manner. 
Nothing was wanted but the recognition of the University, 
He would point out the extent to which this examination of 
women had been carried. In the year 1870 five students 
passed the previous examination, two of them in honours. In 
1871 two others passed in honours. In 1872 five passed, and 
four took honours. In 1873 two passed, and two took honours.

In 1 874 five passed, and two took honours. In 1875 six passed, 
and five took honours. In 1876 eighteen passed, and twelve 
took honours. Of late years ladies had been tested by the degree 
examination standards. In 1873 a lady took a position 
equivalent to a second-class in the Mathematical Tripos; and 
another, a second in the Classical Tripos. In 1 874 two passed 
in Natural Science. In 1875 two reached the Classical Tripos 
standard. All these came from Girton College. There was 
also at Cambridge, Newnham College, an arrangement by 
which ladies were admitted to the lectures of the professors, and 
students from Newnham had been examined like the students 
from Girton. All that he wished to suggest was that what 
was now done by favour should be done publicly and in a 
recognised manner. The matter was one of considerable im­
portance, and it could not be argued that the practice which 
the amendment proposed to legitimate was novel or dangerous. 
If a gentleman wished to send his boy to a school he could 
ascertain the character of the schoolmaster, but in the case of 
girls parents had no kind of authority to which to refer. But 
the voluntary organisation to which he had referred had intro­
duced such an authority, which had been found most useful. 
Public schools for girls, analagous to high schools for boys, had 
been established at Notting Hill, Chelsea, Clapham, Norwich, 
Manchester, and other parts of the country. He did not know, 
considering the strictly permissive character of this proposal, 
what objections would be raised to it. Last year an Act was 
passed enabling any authority which could grant degrees to 
men under the Medical Act to confer them on women also. It 
might, perhaps, be argued that under the provisions of that 
statute the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge could grant 
medical degrees to women. But his present proposal did not 
relate to the granting of degrees of any kind. At present the 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge granted licences to prac­
tise medicine, but only as a corollary to a medical degree. He 
now proposed to enable the Universities to grant such licences 
to practise to persons who had not graduated, provided they 
fulfilled the necessary conditions of knowledge. The sub-section 
was purely permissive, and if it were passed the probability was 
that Cambridge would take the matter up and that Oxford 
would not. The greater liberality of Cambridge in this respeet 
was perhaps due to gratitude for what that University owed to 
women. It was a remarkable circumstance that at Cambridge 
six colleges were founded by the benevolence of ladies. Con­
sidering, therefore, how much we were thus indebted to women, 
we ought to do what we could now to promote the education of 
women.

Mr. Forsyth said that, although no one could accuse him 
of being indifferent to the claims of women, he confessed he 
felt some difficulty with regard to this sub-section, which was 
rather ambiguously worded. Its first object was to enable the 
University " to examine female students concurrently with male 
students.” That meant, he supposed, that they were to be in 
the same lecture-rooms, to sit side by side on the same benches, 
and that the examiners were to walk up and down while the 
young gentlemen and young ladies were answering the questions. 
(A laugh.) His real objection to the clause had reference to 
the first part of it. If ladies were examined in classics and 
mathematics by University officials, and no degrees were con­
ferred, no better results would follow than are now attainable 
at Girton College. If the lion, member for Liskeard had pro­
posed that the ladies who acquitted themselves well in the 
examinations should be named in the Tripos list, and should 
afterwards have degrees conferred upon them, he would have 
voted for the proposal. As to the second part of the sub­
section, he thought it right that licences should be given to 
female students of medicine who proved themselves fit to practise.
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Mr. HOPWOOD supported what he regarded as the just demand 
embodied in the amendment, and regretted that his hon. and 
learned friend who had just spoken had not the courage of his 
convictions, and had not suggested such an alteration in the 
proposal of the hon. member for Liskeard as would carry those 
convictions to their legitimate conclusion.

Mr. GORST hoped there would be no objection on the part of 
the Government to concede something in the direction proposed 
by the hon. member for Liskeard, and expressed his concur­
rence in the opinion that the first part of the amendment did 
not go far enough.

After a few words from Mr. Rathbone in favour of the 
amendment,

Mr. BERESFORD HOPE said he thought it was a proposal 
which would introduce a very great change, which ought, if 
made at all, to be made in a more open and direct form. If 
once ladies were admitted as a constituent part of the under- 
graduate body, were they to be eligible for scholarships ? . If 
so, how were they, he would ask, to be kept out of fellowships, 
and tutorships, and masterships ?

Lord F. CAVENDISH should give his cordial support to the 
amendment in the full confidence that the Universities would be 
able to lay down the regulations necessary to give it due effect.

Mr. MUNDELLA pointed out that the examination of the two 
sexes together would not be a novelty in connection with the 
Universities, the present local examinations being conducted in 
that manner; and he urged the importance of opening up an 
educational career for the daughters of professional men, for 
whom there was at present hardly any occupation.

Mr. HARDY understood the object of the proposal to be to 
bring women in, practically, as undergraduates of the Univer­
sities. The hon. member for Liskeard had spoken of the 
Colleges which in times past were founded at Cambridge for 
the education of women as well as men, but it had been over­
looked that in those times the education of the women was 
carried on in convents, and, of course, separately. He was not 
aware that Girton College admitted young men. (Hear, hear.) 
In that very case the advantages of separation seemed to be 
recognised. The scholars there were under the superintendence 
of women ; they had lecturers of their own; and, he was told, 
that when they attended lectures away from their College, they 
still had lecturers for themselves. The whole system, therefore, 
was one, not of mixed and concurrent education for both sexes, 
but distinctly of separate education. (Hear, hear.) He be­
lieved the success of the teaching was greatly owing to the 
privacy of the arrangements. Believing as he did that this 
separation was most desirable, he must oppose the motion of 
the hon. member. If the object was to overturn the whole 
system of male and female education in the country, this was a 
matter which ought to be settled by Parliament, and ought not 
to be delegated to Commissioners. With respect to the latter 
part of the amendment, it had already been pointed out that it 
was not needed. If the Universities wished to give medical 
degrees, they might do so, but he did not think it likely they 
would exercise that power. While recognising the importance 
of giving educational facilities to women, he thought the pro­
posal of the hon. member for Liskeard to bring female students 
under the regular discipline of the Universities was not likely to 
meet the wishes of those whom it was intended to benefit, and 
that the attempt to carry on the education of both sexes to­
gether would only destroy the system of separate education for 
young ladies, which was at present flourishing. (Hear, hear.)

Mr. COURTNEY explained that he did not wish, as the right 
hon. gentleman supposed, to bring the girls of Girton College 
under the same regulations with respect to discipline as the 
undergraduates at the Universities. He observed, moreover, 

that it was not proposed to delegate any absolute final authority 
to the Commissioners, but only to invite them to frame some 
working plan which would in due course be submitted to the 
University Commission and to Parliament.

Mr. NEWDEGATE said he at last understood the purport of 
the amendment. The Universities had been spoken of as 
« monastic institutions.” He was not prepared to vote for 
their being " conventual institutions " as well. (A laugh.)

The Committee divided.
For Mr. Courtney’s amendment ............ 119
Against ... ... ... ............ 239

Majority against ... ............ 120 
So the amendment was negatived.

The following members voted in favour of Mr. Courtney’s 
amendment:—-

AYES—119.
Adam, Rt. Hon. William Patrick 
Allen, W. Shepherd (Newc. U.L.) 
Anderson, George 
Anstruther, Sir Robert (Fife) 
Balfour, Arthur Jas. (Hertf. Bo.) 
Barclay, James W. (Forfarshire) 
Barran, John
Bass, Arthur (Staffordsh. E.) 
Beaumont, Major Fred. (Durh. S ) 
Bell, Isaac Lowthian 
Biggar, Joseph Gillis 
Blake, Thomas
Briggs, William Edward 
Bright, Jacob (Manchester) 
Brogden, Alexander 
Brooks, Maurice (Dublin) 
Brown, Alexander H. (Wenlock) 
Burt, Thomas
Cameron, Charles (Glasgow) 
Campbell, Sir George (Kirkcaldy) 
Cavendish, Lord F.C. (Yk. W. R.) 
Chadwick, David 
Chamberlain, Joseph 
Clarke, J. Creemer 
Clifford, Charles Cavendish 
Cole, Henry Thomas (Penryn) 
Collins, Eugene
Colman, Jeremiah James 
Conyngham, Lord F. (Clare) 
Cowan, James (Edinburgh) 
Cowen, Joseph (Newcastle) 
Crawford, J. Sharman 
Cross, John Kynaston (Bolton) 
Davies, Richard (Anglesey) 
Dilke, Sir Charles Wentworth 
Dillwyn, Lewis Llewelyn 
Dodds, Joseph 
Downing, M‘Carthy 
Duff, Mount. Elph. Grant (Elgin) 
Egerton, Adm. Hon. F.(Derby, E.) 
Evans, Thomas William 
Fawcett, Henry 
Ferguson, Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Isaac
Forster, Sir Charles (Walsall) 
Forster, Rt. Hon. W. E. (Bradford) 
Gorst, John Eldon 
Goulding, William
Gourley, Edward Temperley 
Gurney, Rt. Hon. Russell 
Havelock, Sir Henry 
Hayter, Arthur Divett 
Herbert, Henry A. (Kerry) 
Herschell Farrer
Hibbert, John Tomlinson 
Hill, Thos. Rowley (Worcester) 
Holland, Samuel (Merionethshire) 
Holms, William (Paisley) 
Hughes, W. Bulkeley 
James, Walter H. (Gateshead)

Jenkins, David James (Penryn) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Sir Harcourt (Scarb.) 
Kensington, Lord
Laverton, Abraham
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid
Lee man, George
Lefevre, George John Shaw 
Legard, Sir Charles
Leith, John Farley
Lloyd, Morgan (Beaumaris)
Lubbock, Sir John
Lush, Dr.
Lusk, Sir Andrew
Macdonald, Alexander
M‘Arthur, Alexander (Leio.) 
M'Arthur, William (Lambeth) 
M‘Lagan, Peter
Marling, Samuel Stephens
Martin, Phil. Wykeham (Roches.)
Middleton, Sir Arthur E.
Monk, Charles James
Morgan, G. Osborne (Denbighsh.)
Morley, Samuel
Mundella, Anthony John 
Noel, Ernest (Dumfries) 
Nolan, Captain
O’Beirne, Captain (Leitrim County) 
O'Clery, Keyes
Palmer, Charles Mark
Parnell, Charles Stewart 
Pennington, Frederick 
Rathbone, William
Redmond, William Archer 
Reed, Edward James (Pembroke)
Richard, Henry
Russell, Lord Arthur (Tavistock) 
By lands, Peter
Samuelson, Bernhard (Banbury) 
Samuelson, Henry (Frome)
Seely, Charles
Simon, Mr. Serjeant
Sinclair, Sir John G. Tollemache 
Smith, Eustace (Tynemouth)
Smyth, Richard (Lond'derry County) 
Stacpoole, William
Stansfeld, Rt. Hon. James 
Stevenson, James Cochran 
Sullivan, Alexander M.
Taylor, Peter Alfred (Leicester) 
Tennant, Robert
Trevelyan, George Otto 
Waddy, Samuel Danks 
Wait, William Killigrew 
Whalley, George Hammond 
Whitbread, Samuel 
Williams, Watkin (Denbigh) 
Young, Adolphus William

Tellers for the Ayes, Mr. Courtney 
and Mr. Hopwood.

THE PROPERTY OF MARRIED WOMEN.
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE.

(Sittings at Lincoln’s Inn, before Lord Chief Justice Coleridge 
and Lords Justices James and Baggallay, May 16th, 1877.)

ASHWORTH v. OUTRAM.
This was an appeal from a decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins, 

and it raised a question of considerable importance as to the 
effect of the Married Woman’s Property Act of 1870. The suit 
was instituted for the administration of the estate of a Mr. 
Thomas Outram, who died intestate in August, 1874. In 
April, 1874, he married a Miss Fairbank, who had for some 
years previously carried on a business of preserve-making of 
her own. She continued to carry it on after her marriage, and 
she survived the testator. The Vice-Chancellor held that she 
had carried on the business after the marriage independently of 
her husband, with his knowledge and consent, and that she was 
entitled to the stock-in-trade employed in the business at the 
time of the marriage, and the accumulations during the mar- 
riage, as her separate property. The next-of-kin of the intestate 
appealed.

Mr. Glasse, Q.C., Mr. Milward, Q.C., and Mr. Malden were 
for the appellants; Mr. J. Pearson, Q.C., Mr. Higgins, Q.O., 
and Mr. Freeling were for the widow.

Lord Coleridge was of opinion that the Vice-Chancellor's 
order ought to be affirmed. It must be taken to have been 
found by the Vice-Chancellor as a fact—and upon the evidence 
Lord Coleridge saw no reason to doubt that this was a perfectly 
right conclusion—that the husband permitted the wife after the 
marriage to conduct this preserving business, which it was ad­
mitted she had carried on alone before the marriage, separately 
from himself and as her own business. The evidence upon 
that point appeared to his lordship perfectly satisfactory. 
The husband did not interfere at all with the conduct of 
the business, which continued to be carried on as it was 
before the marriage, in the wife’s maiden name. It must be 
taken upon the evidence that after the marriage the business 
was carried on for the benefit of the married woman separately 
from her husband, with his knowledge and consent. What, 
then, was the consequence resulting in law ? It was twofold. 
First, it was clear that a husband could by a declaration, or by 
acts equivalent to a declaration, entirely apart from the provi­
sions of the Married Women’s Property Act, constitute himself 
a trustee for his wife in relation to such property as the decla­
ration, or agreement, or equivalent conduct comprehended. 
There had been repeated decisions to that effect, and the prin­
ciple was well established. And the Court would protect the 
property of the wife, and her earnings and gains in respect of 
it. That being the general state of the law, the Act of 1870 
was passed, and it enacted by section 1 that “ the wages and 
earnings of any married woman acquired or gained by her after 
the passing of this Act in any employment, occupation, or trade 
in which she is engaged, or which she carries on separately from 
her husband, shall be deemed and taken to be property held 
and settled to her separate use independent of any husband to 
whom she may be married.” That enactment was passed with 
a knowledge of the existing law as it was administered by 
Courts of Equity. What, in reason and substance, was its 
meaning ? It was clearly intended to protect the wages and 
earnings of married women, that is, while they were married, 
though it was not intended to alter the general law of property 
in regard to the relations of husband and wife. But the wages 
and earnings of the married woman in any trade which she car­
ried on separately from her husband was to be protected. The 
Vice-Chancellor was warranted in finding, as a fact, that Mrs. 
Outram was engaged after her marriage in carrying on the trade 

separately from her husband. Then her wages and earnings in 
respect of that trade were to be protected. How, far was that 
protection to be carried ? Not beyond the wages and earnings, 
but so far as to protect the trade or business from which they 
arose—for the purpose of protecting the wages and earnings 
themselves. Without the protection of the trade or business 
itself the protection of the wages and earnings would be per­
fectly illusory. How could wages and earnings be obtained in 
any trade without the necessary tools ? How could money 
or property be acquired by the exercise of literary or artistic 
skill, without the pens and paper or canvas, paints, and 
brushes, which must be employed ? It was not a liberal or 
loose construction of the Act, but a rational construction 
that the trade or business itself must be protected. What, 
then, was the meaning of a trade or business 1 His lord­
ship referred to the order made in "M'Neillie v. Acton” 
(4, “De G., M., and G-.,” 744) as showing the meaning. The 
result was, that according to the fair meaning of the Acts, the 
property and stock-in-trade employed in the business at the 
time of the marriage must be protected, for without it there 
could be no wages or earnings. Though the Courts in other 
cases had declined to extend the Act, they had given abundant 
sanction to the principle of this decision, that everything fairly 
necessary to effect the protection intended by the Act must be 
included in it

Lord Justice James was of the same opinion. In former 
times and down to a period within his own recollection, the 
Judges of the Common Law Courts had delighted in applying 
rigidly and strictly a series of rules and maxims which their 
predecessors had delighted themselves in devising, though they 
did not commend themselves to the millions who were affected, 
by them. One of these maxims was that a married woman was 
incapable of taking a gift of property either from her husband 
or a stranger. But the Court of Chancery, which was a very 
great Court, though it had now ceased to exist, invented that 
blessed thing called the separate use of a married woman, and, as 
it would never be hindered by mere technicalities, so far as was 
necessary to give effect to the separate use, it treated the hus­
band as a trustee for his wife of property which came to him in 
his marital right. In this case, whether the married woman 
was carrying on a business which she had established before her 
marriage, or one which she. had been allowed by her husband’s 
consent to establish, and carry on after her marriage, the trade 
itself became her separate property, and everything incident to 
it became her separate property, and her husband became a 
trustee of it for her. The judgment of the Vice-Chancellor 
ought to be affirmed.

Lord Justice Baggallay concurred, founding his opinion, 
mainly on the law as it stood independently of the Act of 
1870.—Times.

MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY COMMITTEE.

The Married Women’s Property (Scotland) Bill was con­
sidered in Committee and reported on Tuesday, the 15th May ; 
it will again be considered in Committee on Tuesday, the 12 th 
of June.

The Married Women’s Property Committee earnestly re­
quest all friends at once to petition the House of Commons in 
favour of this instalment of justice to women.

Forms of petition, written and printed, leaflets, and other 
papers, may be had from the Secretary, Mrs. Wolstenholme 
Elmy, Congleton, Cheshire.

Subscriptions and donations should be sent to the Treasurer, 
Mrs. Jacob Bright, 15, Cleveland Square, London, W.
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MANCHESTER NATIONAL SOCIETY
WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE

SUBSCRIPTIONS AND DONATIONS RECEIVED 
MAY, 1877.

The Executors of the late Mr. Thomas Thomasson

FOR

DURING

CENTRAL COMMITTEE.
CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED FROM APRIL 20th TO

Mrs. Long ..................
Miss R. P. Hutchinson...
Right Hon. C. P. Villiers, 1 
Mrs. Chandler ...........
Mrs. Kenderdine ...........
Mr. Philip H. Minshull 
Mrs. H. Turner ...........
Mrs. Philips ..................
Miss Parsons..................
Miss Earle ..................
Mrs. Sturmer Sibthorpe 
The Misses Cogan........... 
Mr. H. F. Smith, Hull... 
Miss C. A. Biggs..........  
Rev. J. M. Dixon..........
Mrs. Addison..................

£
200

2

s.
0
6

P.

S. ALFRED STEINTHAL, 
Treasurer.

0 
0 
0
0 
0
0 
0
0 
0
0 
0
0

1 
0

10
5
5
5 
5
5.
5

2
2
2
2

d.
0
0 
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0 
0
0
G
6
6
6
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BIRMINGHAM BRANCH OF NATIONAL SOCIETY 
FOR WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE.

SUBSCRIPTIONS AND DONATIONS RECEIVED IN
APRIL AND MAY, 1877.

“A. C. W." ... ... ...... ..........................  
Mr. J. P. Thomasson, Alderley......... . ........... 
A Friend... ..................   ••• -I*
Miss L. Ashworth, Bath •■• ............................
Mr. James Baldwin ..........................................
Mr. Councillor W. H. Dixon ..........................  
Mr. Councillor Felix Hadley ... ..................
Mrs. A. Osler... ... ... -.. -:• - -. , -.:
Miss Bailey ... ... • ••• • . ■•• ••■ ■••
Mr. Alderman W. Kenrick..................................  
George Baker, Esq, Mayor.......................... ...
Mr. Councillor W. H. Hart..................................
Mr. F. Adams... .... 8" --. -.- •.. -..
Mrs. R. C. Bartow ....................• .. ...
Mrs. W. Kenrick ...  ........... •. ... ... ...
Mrs. A. Southall ...............................• — “‘
Mr. Councillor Mitton..........................................
Mrs. W. B. Smith... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Mr. T. B. Carslake
Mr. A. J. Jones ..................................................
Mr. Alderman Manton, J.P................................... 
Mrs. Robert Chance ..........................................
Mrs. Goodrick.......... ... ... ... . . ... -..- 
Mrs. R. W. Dale ... ........... ... ... ... .
Professor Massie ..................................................
Mrs. F. Impey ......................... ...................
Councillor W. White ... ... ... ... ... ...
Mr. H. J. Manton.. ... ... ... ... ... ...
Miss Bailey (2nd donation)...........■.....................
Mr. Seruton — ■■• —. .•• vs w ... •••
Rev. H. W. Crosskey ......... ••• — -.. -..
Mrs. Crosskey... ... ... ... .................. ...
Mrs. Robinson ••• •• — •■• ••• — —
“J. F” ... ... .... ... - ,-= 
Mrs. G. S. Mathews ..........................................
Mr. M. O. Suffield....................................... . ...
Mr. J. Player... ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Mrs. Cattell ... ... ... ... ... ... --- ...
Mr. Cave... ........... ... . ................. , ... ...
Mr. Joseph Fairfax ... ... ... ... .......
A Friend ... ... ............ ......
Miss Dixon •.. ... ... ... ... ... ................
Mr. T. H. Lakins................................................ .

£
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Mrs. ASHFORD, Speedwell Road, 
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MAY 20th, 1877. 
« A Friend to the Cause " .......................... 
Impartial Representation ..........................  
Mrs. Stephen Winkworth ..........................  
Mr. Henry Davis Pochin ... ... ... ... 
Mrs. Hargreaves ... ... — ... ■■■ -.: 
The Lady Anna Gore Langton................... 
Mr. and Mrs. W. Malleson..........................  
Mr. Ernest Ricketts ... ... .................. 
Mrs. Tebb ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 
Mr. and Mrs. Webster......... . ... ... ... 
Mr. Edric Bayley ... ..........................  ...
Miss Estlin .................. ... ... ... ...
Miss Newnham .  ... ... ... ...
The Misses Priestman  ... ... ... 
Mr. Herbert Richards ...... ... ... ... ...
Mrs. Charles Thomas ............... 
Mrs. F. Askey ... ... ... ... ... ...
Mrs. R. L. Carpenter ... ... .., ... ...
Mr. S. Courtauld ... ... ... ............. ...
Mr. J. S. Symon ... ... ... ... ... ...
Miss Mabel Taylor ........................  ...
“ Female Emancipation ” .................  ...
Mrs. Scull ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Mrs. Roberts........... ... ... ... ... ...
Miss S. Warren ... ... ... ... ... ....
Mrs. Lowe ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
The Misses Southall ....................................
Miss Travers ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Mrs. Addison... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Miss Chambers ... .... ... ... ... ... 
Miss Donkin.................. ..................  ...
Mrs. Reid ... ... ... ... ... ...... —
Mrs. Watcs .. ... ............ ... ... ...
Mrs. Hooper ............ ... ....................  ...
Mrs. Jackman ... ... ... ... ... ...
Miss J. Blatter ... ... ... ... ... ...
Miss Flint ... .. ..."... ... ... 
Miss Le Geyt...   ... ... ... ... 
Miss Webster... ... ......... ... ... ... ...
Miss Obbinson ... ... .. ... ... ...
Mrs. Cable ... ... "... ... ... ... ...
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BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND SOCIETY.
CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED SINCE 

MARCH 22ND, 1877.
Miss Ashworth ... ... ...................
B. C. L. ... ... ... ... ... ... ...
Mrs. Robberds, Cheltenham (donation) 
Mrs. Mills Baker (donation)
Mr. Sholto Vere Hare...............................
Mrs. D. Griffiths, Cheltenham ........... 
Mrs. Mc.Ilquham (donation) ..........  
Mrs. Shipley ... ... ... ... ... ... 
Mr. W. A. Leonard ... ... ... ... 
Dr. Macgowan .................................. 
Mrs. James (donation)..........................  
The Misses Southall, Leominster
Mr. Howell Davies, Tenby................... 
Mr. Lloyd .................. ...................
Miss Lillie Thomas ..........................  
Mrs. Warren.................. ...................
Ditto (donation) ...
Mr. Willis ... ... ... ... ... ...
Rev. Thos. Wilkinson, Tewkesbury ... A. R. '... ... ... ........... ... ...
Mr. Chapman, Frome..........................  
Miss Thompson, Bridgwater ..........  
Mr. and Mrs. Andrews........................... 
Kev. E. S. and Mrs. Bayliffe, Tiverton

Office, 16, Park-street, Bristol.
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ALAN GREENWELL, TREASURER,

1, Westbourne Villas, Clifton.
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Fitz Maurice, Lord Edmund, M. P. 
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Jenkins, D. J., Esq., M.P.
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid, Bart., M.P.

• Lush, Dr. J. A., M.P. 
Lusk, Sir Andrew, Bart., M.P. 
MacArthur, Alex., Esq., M.P. 
MacLagan, Peter, Esq., M.P.

-Mundella, A., Esq., M.P. 
Potter, T. B., Esq., M.P. 

'Reed, E. J., Esq., C.B., M.P. 
Richard, Henry, Esq., M.P.

• Rylands, Peter, Esq., M.P. 
Samuelson, H. B., Esq., M.P.

• Sinclair, Sir J. G. T., Bart., M.P. 
Stansfeld, Right Hon. James, M.P. 
Turner, Capt. Polhill, M.P. 
Wait, W. K., Esq., M.P. 
Aldis, M. S., Esq., and Mrs. 
Aitken, Miss Mary Carlyle 
‘Anthony, Chas., Esq., jun. 
Antrobus, Sir Edmund, Bart. 
Arnold, Rev. C. T. 
Arnold, Sir Edwin 
Babb, Miss O. E. 
Balfour, Mrs. Clara 
Beedy, Miss 
Bennett, Sir J ohn 
Bernays, Dr. A. 
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Boecker, Miss 
Boucherett, Miss L. 
Bowring, Lady 
Bostock, Miss 
Brown, Samuel, Esq., F.R.G.S.
Browne, Mrs. Samuel W. 
Brine, Colonel, and Mrs. 
Brooke, Rev. Stopford 
Buchan, Jas. 8., Esq. 
Buckton, Mrs. Joseph 
Burns, Mr. and Mrs. Dawson 
Burton, Mrs. Hill 
Butler, Rev. G., and Mrs. 
Bunting, Percy, Esq., and Mrs. 
Burn, Rev. R., M.A. 
Buss, Mrs. Septimus

Executive Committer.
Miss Helen BLACKBURN
Miss J. Boucherett
Mrs. Jacob BRIGHT
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The Hon. Mrs. MAURICE DRUMMOND
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Daniell, Mrs.
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Dicey, Mrs. Edward 
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J. S. SYMON, Esq. 
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Kirk, Professor
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Law, Hon. W. Towne 
Lawrie, Mrs. Andrew 
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L'Estrange, Rev. A.G. 
Lewis, Mrs. G. H.
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NONE ARE GENUINE WITHOUT THE NAME AND TRADE MARK OF J. & J. CASH.

D0 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, 1s. 1}d. each, with full directions, by all Chemists.
None are genuine but those with the Proprietor’s name, “ ALFRED 

FENNINGS,” printed onthe Government Stamp, round each Bottle.

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

Convulsions,
ARE COOLING AND SOOTHING.

FENNINGS CHILDRENS 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 ls. 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, dc. 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.

LINEHAM’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. Hack, 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 dandriff 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.

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 SKIN 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 7}d., la. 12d., and 2s. 9d., by G. WHELPTON & 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. Trubner and Co., 57 and 59, Ludgate Hill, London, and 
Mr. JOHN HEYWOOD, Manchester.—June 1, 1877,—Entered at Stationers’ Hall.


