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By virtue of a clause in the Act of 1869, a | asked one of the chemists if he would be kind

woman who thus voluntarily subjects herself to
medical treatment puts herself in exnctly the

:

enough to take the number of the men whom he
served with the particular medicine during one

same position as if she had been forcibly subjected | week ; and he did so, and he very kindly gave

to examination by order of a justice of the peace !
¢ Sych submission,” it is ordained, *shall for all
the purposes of the Contagious Diseases Aots,
1366 to 1809, have the same effeck as an ﬂt"r]r.:r
of the justice subjecting a woman to examina-
tion,” and all the provisions of the principal Act,
respecting the attendance of the woman for ex-
amination, and her absenting herself to avoid ex-
amination, and her refusing or willully neglecting
to submit herself for examination, and the force
of the order subjecting her to examination after
imprisonment for such absence, rBfu:m],_ or ne-
glect, shall apply and be construed accordingly.”

Now, Sir, I consider that there are three
main arguments against these Acts—the
medical, the constitutional, and the
moral. I will take them in their order.
We are constantly told that the Acts
have done much fo reduce disease in the
Army and Navy. Now, I maintain that
this reduction began before the Acts
were passed, and I can show that the
reduction was much greater before the
Acts passed than after ; and, therefore, I
defy my hon. Friends to show that the
Acts have caused diminution of disease.
I quote from the figures of Dr. Balfour.
In the stations to which the Act has

been Eplie&, they are as follows:—
Men affected in 6,000 —in the year

1860, 2,433; in the year 1864, 1,729;
in the year 1868, 1,628. So that the
reduction in the four years hefore the
first Act was 704, and in the four years
afterwards 101. I maintain, therefore,
that it is impossible to say that the
Acts have caused the diminution. As
to the year 1869, I have the authority of
Dr. Balfour to say that there are no re-
liable statistics as to the increase or de-
creagse of the really important disease.
But I would point out to the House that
these figures are, in one sense, deceptive.
There is much disease not set forth in
the Returns of the hospitals. Take the
evidence of Inspector Smith (Commons
Committee, 1869, p. 53.)—

“1007. Can you tell the Committes whether
you have any grounds for believing that there
are many diseased soldiers going about who have
nob given themselves up, and who are not under
treatment in hospital for diseases of this class ?
—TYes; 1 have for a very considerablo time boen
impressed with the belief that many men are at
large who are diseased, and who ought to be in
hospital, from seeing them so frequently in the
ehemists’ shops at Aldershot. 1 have taken some
trouble to see what thoy were doing and bringing
out ; and I thought I gould see, by what they
were taking out, what they were having ; g0 1

it to me.

“ 1008, Have you that with yon 7—I have.

“1009. Will you read it, if you please ¢—0On
Monday, 14th June, 1869, there were 16 ; on
Tuesday, 15th June, there were 13 ; on Wednes-
day, 16th June, there were 17; on Thursday,
17th June, there were 18 ; on Friday, 18th June,
there were 11 ; on Satorday, 19th June, there
were 23 ; the total being 98 in one week.”

But, even if we admit that there is a
decrease in the disease, we must not for-
get that, while for many years we de-
gpised or neglected these poor women,
we have now provided them with accom-
modation in hospitals, and this is quite
sufficient to account for an improvement
in their condition, and a diminution of
the disease. The existence of hospitals
18 one thing, the passing of such Acts as
these is another. But I should ohserve
that this diminution in the intensity of
this disease would seem to have been

oing on elsewhere. I would refer to
the evidence of Mr. Acton. At page 89,

he says—

“ Since the last edition of this book appeared,
venereal diseases must have become much modi-
fied. Mr. Callender, in charge of Mr. Paget's
wards, has kindly furnished me with the following
observations :—He says—* That at the present
day the system of competition (to which Ialluded
af page 133 of my former edition) for admission
to the female venereal ward has ceased. It often-
times happens that there are not enough appli-
cants for the empty beds. The cases are com-
paratively slight : a warm bath, rest in bed, and a
little lotion, causes a complaint which looked VEry
formidable on entering the hospital, to become a
relatively mild affection.’ ™

Take, too, the evidence of Mr. Skey,
given to the House of Lords in 1868—

*617. ~ The discase is by no means so common
or so universal, I may say, as is represented in
that article, in my opinion ; and I have had an
opportunity of communicating with several lead-
ing members at the College of Surgeons, and they
are all of the same opinion that the evil is not so
lavge as is represented by the Association (for
extending the Aots),”

“0628, I think the reports are too highly
M, I think, if you took the impression of
any individual in reading these reports, vou wounld
infer an extent of syphilis in society far bevond
the truth—very decidedly bevond the truth : i is
not 8o common, and it is not so severo,”

Let us take the evidence of another wit-
ness, Surgeon Wyatt of the Coldstreams.
He rays—

#7700, You do not rofer that (the milder
character of the disease) to the operation of the
Act #—No : I think certainly not in London, The
class of syphilitic diseases which we see are of o
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one or two authorities. Dr. Chapman

EayE—

“Tt seems to us that anyone studying those
regulations will be prepared to expeet that the
women who are subjected to them will resist
and evade them by every means in their power.
Whether well or ill, they are compelled to sub-
mit themselves at the ever recurring periods
prescribed to an examination, which, in a large
proportion of cnses, is at once so distressing and
repulsive, that, as stated by the great advocate of
the system, Duechitelet himself, many women
only approached the dispensary with o kind of
horror ! "

Again, Dr. Simon says—

#1300, There would be, T think, no possibility
of dealing with clandestine prostitution *—I be-
lieve, so far as I ean judge from the Paris infor-
mation on this subject, that what they call clan-
destine prostitution breaks down their system.
They catch a number of specially flagrant, un-
registered prostitutes, and bring them before the
police ; but the quantity which evade is enough to
defeat them."

But I have a more powerful witness, I
will read a few words recently written
by M. Lecour, the head of the Paris
police. After referring to the statistics
of the matter, he says—

“ All these vesults prove that prostitution is
increasing, and that it is now more dangerous than
ever to the publie health. Has the action of the
police been relaxed 2 No: on the contrary, it has
constantly more powerfully organized its means of
repression, by surveillance, and sanitary control,
It has never been more active than now. This
is proved by the fact that the number of daily
arrests of unsubmitted givls, filles insoumises, is
on the inerease ; while the samitary state of the
registered women is satisfactory. The evil is a
moral and social one, and cannot be gontrolled by
the police, who can neither restrain nor destroy
it. The number of permitted houses (brothels) is
diminishing, This sounds well ; but now let us
see. The fact is this—women leave the permitted
houses to swell the list of solitary prostitutes,
filles isolécs, whom it is much more difficult to
bring under police control. These Jilleg dsoléees,
with diffieulty brought under control, are again
from year to year being diminished by going over
to, and augmenting the ranks of the felles ingou-
mises, clandestine prostitutes, The numbers of
Ehese are eontinually increasing, and are a great
danger to public health ; and the diffieulties en-
countered by the police are insurmountable. E
have shown you what we have done by science.
I have shown that the evil js increased and in-
creasing. 1 have indicated the cause. I hayve
pourtrayed the work of the police, and the limits
of their mission. The ovil must be O¥ETCome, not
by legislative, but by moral means.”

Nor is this all. Lefort, another

French authority, says that 40,000 more
Women ﬂﬂ?‘hﬁ to be put on the register,
and that the examinations ought to be

great

made twice a weelk, or even, according
every other day.,

to one eminent doctor,

]
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The French system has utterly failed,
after long experience and full trial ; and
we are asked to begin the same wretched
system by men who, in their evidence
before the House of Lords, confessed
they knew hardly anything of the work-
ing of the plans adopted on the Conti-
nent. I ask with confidence, why should
we make this beginning, and why should
we not rather take warning by the
failure of others? Depend on it we shall
have to go back and not forward in this
matter. Icannot conceive why we should
expect to succeed where others have
failed so signally. But, remember, if
you are to do any general good, vou
must go forward, Much is said about
the *‘innocent women and children;”
but you are doing very little for them
while you confine your operations to
these garrison towns. These poor mise-
rable women have very few children as
the fruit of their wretched lives. T
should like to see the man who would
propose to extend these Acts to the
general population, for the sake of the
women and children. And now I must
say a word about the cruelty of these
examinations. The doctors say there is
no pain. For my part, T would rather
take the evidence of the patient than the
doctor on that point. But I have a
doctor’s evidence which I will read to
the House. This very day I have re-
ceived a letter from Mr. Baxter Langley,
which I will read to the House—

“50, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, W.(..

" 23rd May, 1870,

* William Fowler, Esq., M.P.
e Dear Sir,—Asg o surgeon who, when in prac-
tice, had an opportunity of secing a great deal of
obstetrie, and what is called ¢ gpecial * practice, I
desire to convey to you my impressions ng to the
cruelty and impropriety of some of the clauses of
the Contagious Diseases Acts, more especially
those relating to the use of the speculum vaginae.
. “In cases of health or disease great diseretion
18 required by the surgeon in the use of such an
instrument, or great pain, and even permanent
injury may bo inflicted on the person examined.
And from what 1 know of the rapid manner in
which the examinations are conducted Ly the
examining surgeons under the Contagious Diseases
Act, 1 should say that such eare and diseretion
could not be exercised, and is not attempted, for
want of time. (I have heard of one a minuto
being examined.)

** Morcover, I am prepared to declare from
experience _r.]mt, in a very large number of enses,
1t is quite impossible to decide, after suel pain-
ul examination as may be sometimes necessary,
whether the woman is suffering from contagious
disease or nok; and it is a manifest injustice to
compulsorily demand or take doubiful evidence
when the examination of the men would give
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T say, Sir, that if once you assume an
evil to be necessary you lose your power

over it. We are here dealing with what | p

is a sin according to our law, and ac-
cording to the law of God ; and I agree
with John Milton, that when we fall to
regulating a sin, we make a great mis-
take. I willread the words of this great
Inan—

“"As for sin, the canses of it cannot consist
with role ; andif the law fall to regulate sin and
not to take it utterly away, it necessarily confirms
and establishes sin. To make a regularity of sin
by law, either the law must straiten sin into no
gin, or sin must crook the law into no law."—
(Works, iv. 96.)

I think, Sir, that so far from this indul-
gence being necessary, it is simply de-
grading, and that these Acts are based
on a false view of the sexual relation be-
tween man and woman. When I con-
sider, Bir, that the whole family life of
our countrymen is based upon this re-
lation, and when I think that thus we
owe to it all that is noblest, and holiest,
and purest in our lives ; and when I con-
sider how, in this %hasﬂjr system, this
relation is degraded into a source of
mere animal indulgence, I cannot but
deplore that any Act of Parliament
should sanction that which is so utterly
repugnant to my best feelings and my
firmest convietions. T have asserted that
the direct effect of these Acts must be to
increase the license of profligate men
and women, and I have proved it by
the evidence of a great supporter of
these Acts. It is cerfain, in my opinion,
that men will argue—if the State recog-
mzes and regulates our proceedings in
these matters, there cannot be any in-
herent evil in them. T am told there is
a difference between regulation and li-
cense, but, surely, such a position is
wholly illogical. I find in the evidence
laid before the House that, under this
:ﬂstam of regulation, the doctors instruct

8 women how to make their vocation
more easy and less harmful by all sorts
of ;qedma] appliances, and to prove my
Fﬂﬂllhﬂn on this head, I will call & pro-
essional witness. Dr. Balfour, in the
Committee of the House of Commons
last year, was asked—

T “With regard to putti iog i
places, wnylj:% not thn'f b:“]lfgiilti:?:;rl? ;ﬁp;:::dn
to be legalizing prostitution 27 « I am afraid " says

]].ﬂ 1] 5
Aat."hh“ you have legalized it under the Presont

And I would furthey
France the -

observe that in
carte carried by the women

is no more a formal licence than the sum-
mons which is used by women under the
resent Acts. The French earfe is merely
a record of the times of examination,
with certain regulations as fo what a
woman is not to do on the back ; and T
hold in my hand a summons under this
Act given to a woman, and which has
been used by her as a means of soliciting
the patronage of men. In truth, Sir,
the statute says—*‘Come, I will cure

jyou; then you may go on with your
|trade again: as long as you are not dis-

eased, 1t does not matter what you do.”
For the first time in our history prosti-
tution has become a *° legalized institu-
tion,”’ and a woman is made a chattel
for the use of men. We hear a great
deal about the ‘" inmocent women and
children’ who are injured by this dis-
ease and by this sin. But if that argu-
ment means anything, it means this—
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer is
to find money to provide clean women
for married men. And let me add, that
we hear very little anxiety expressed on
account of the wvictims—the innocent
women and children who are the victims
—of the drunkenness of husbands and
fathers, and we hear very little said re-
specting the children of criminals. They
are left fo take ecare of themselves. In
my opinion, 8ir, the title of these Acts
ought to have been different. The Act
ought to have been called—‘* An Act to
provide clean women for profligate sol-
diers,” and then it would never have
passed this House. But, Sir, in reply
to all that I have said, it is sometimes
asserted that a great moral improve-
ment has obtained among these women
by reason of their entrance into hos- .
pitals, and the care that is taken of
them. Now the fact is, that what good
has been done has been done by the
fact that hospitals have been established
where care has heen taken of these poor
creatures, and not by the peculiar pro-
visions of the Acts to which I have ob-
jected. Moreover, it is beyond dispute
that hundreds are yearly turned away
by the Rescue Society for want of funds ;
and T feel confident that the money
spent by the Government, if spent by
others, would have reformed a far larger
number than have been reformed by the
a%-juncg_r of the Government. I find the
fol ﬂ"iﬂ.l]% statistics as to the number
said to be reformed between the 1st of
April, 1868, and the 1st of April, 1869,
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doubt much of the opposition, which is
now manifested, is due to the fear that
the Acts may be extended to the civil
population. This would be a serious
question ; but it is not before us. What
the hon. Member for Ga,mbritiga asks us
to do is to deprive our soldiers and
sailors of certain sanitary safeguards
which these Acts afford to them. In
order to keep our Army unencumbered,
State policy enforces celibacy on about
90 per cent of the soldiers. The Navy,
by the nature of its oceupation, acts in
a like way. Now, these contagious
diseases are certainly largely promoted
by celibacy, and the State is bound fo
preserve its combatants from the con-
sequences of an abnormal position. But
we are told that the Acts passed for this
purpose do not accomplish their end, and
if this be frue, I allow that they should
be repealed. If the assertion simply
means that they have not stamped out
disease, as the cattle plague was stamped
out, I admif that they have not done so,
nor were they ever expected to act in
this way. An epizootic can readily be
dealt with ; for it is easy to prevent the
movement of cattle, and even to kill
infeeted animals. But when human
beings are the subject of disease, the
case 18 very different, and it is rare that
ou can stamp it out, though you may
wely mitii;ta it, Though the Acts have
only been three years in force, yet the
results obtained in this limited period are
conclusive as to their efficacy. Before
describing these, it is' necessary that I
should remind the House that two main
diseases are included in the general
term. The one is a minor form, and
has existed from early periods; for it is
frequently referved to by classical au-
thors. It inconveniences the individual
affected, but only rarely injures his con-
stitution ; it is local in its character, and
1s not transmissible to his offspring,
Though the Acts have mitigated the
severity and duration of this minor dis-
ease, they have had little influence on its
frequency. The second, or major dis-
ease, 18 that which we chiefly aim to
subdue, : It is comparatively new, for
Europe did not lknow it till the end of
the 15th century, Of all diseases it is
one of the most loathsome and terrible -
1t often saps the constitution of its victim:
and is readily transmissible by descent
to his innocent offspring. Upon this

major form, the Acts have had a most

|
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beneficial effect. The statistics, which
I shall quote in proof, have been fur-
nished to me by Dr. Balfour, the emi-
nent statistician at the head of the Sta-
tistical Department of the Army. Itis
well known that he was not favourable
to the introduction of these Acts, and
that at first he doubted their success;
but now I am authorized by him to state
that he can no longer resist the favour-
able evidence which the Returns afford of
their efficiency. In 1869, there were
seven Pmtecteg stations and 15 unpro-
tected stations of our home Army. e
first Act of 1864 had thrown a partial
protection over the former, and this is
seen in the period of three years ending
1866, for the ratio of disease in the pro-
tected towns was, in the case of the
major disease in its primary form, 93
cases per 1,000 men, while in the un-
protected places, it was 107. DBut it
was only in 1866 that an effective
Act was passed, and it did not come
into operation till towards the close
of the year. In the next period of
three years, ending 31st December, 1869,
we find a large reduction of the major
disease ; for the protected stations had
now a rafio of 71 cases per 1,000 men;
while the unprotected stations increased
to 111. This fact renders all doubt im-
tp};]ssibla. During the last three years

ereisno diminution at all, but some in-
crease in the unprotected stations; while
at all the protected stations there is a
steady diminution until, in 1869, the
ratio was only 58 to the 1,000, or nearly
half the number found where the Acts
are not in force. The mean reduetion
during the three years has been quite
steady, in one direction, in the protected
districts. TIn the first year, the ratio
was 86; in the second year, 70; in the
third year, 58. You will observe that
this mode of comparison between pro-
tected and unprotected districts elimi-
nates all chances of error as to a natural
decrease in the disease down to 1866,
which my opponents make much of, but
which must tell equally upon both; nor
was this decrease maintained up to 1869,
for in 9 out of the 15 unprotected stations
the ratio was higher in the latter year
thrn in the preceding years. I have
confined myself to Dr. Balfouwr’s sta-
tistics of the major disease in its pri-
mary form, because I believe that
they are strictly and scientifically ac-
curate. Perhaps you may think that
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our connection with them was severed.
If we go beyond the experience of our
own Army, and take that of forei

nations, which pursue a like system, the
evidence is conclusive. In England Ll
troops lose seven days of service; while
those of France lose only four days, and
those of Belgium only three days.
Hitherto I have confined myself to an-
swering the allegations that the Acts
have failed in their sanitary aspects.
But this is a small part of the issue
raised. The main contention is, that the
Acts are opposed to religion, justice,
morality, and public liberty. The reli-
gious objection belongs more to a past
than fo the present age, but must still
be combated, because even now a few
men of knowledge are influenced by it.
Thus a distinguished surgeon, a Fellow
and Member of Council of the Royal
College of Surgeons, announces his be-
lief that this disease is not an evil but a
hlessing, and “thatit was inflicted by the
Almighty to act as a restraint upon the
indulgence of evil passions;’ and the
right hon. Member for Oxfordshire (Mr,
Henley)whose honest and outspoken opi-
nions are always valued by this Houss,
seems to share these sentiments. I do not
pause to remind him that it is strange
thus to characterize a modern disease,
only three and a-half centuries old, as
the special punishment for profligacy ;
because it would follow that ancient pro-
fligacy, which was certainly not less,
escaped the infliction. But I prefer to re-
mind the House that similar opinions in
regard todisease haveconstantly prevailed
from remote antiquity, and have as con-
stantly been refuted by the progress of
knowledge. It is a very old notion that
diseases should not be combated be-
cause they are Divine punishments for
sins, relevant or irrelevant. Such views
have become more rare in modern times,
because we are constantly reminded, in
the progress of science, that there is far
more of mercy than of wrath in Divine
arrangements. The angel who stood
in the path of the prophet had a
sword ; but still we are 1:1:}1](3[ it was an
angel of mercy. Yet, whenever we
reach a stage when a disease is proved
to be preventible, it is found that a fow
religious enthusiasts cling to the wrath
and spurn the mercy.,
further back than "Jenner's great dis-
covery for a proof of this. Vaccination

gave us a protection against a disease

e need not go | b

only less abhorrent and repulsive than
that under consideration. But its intro-
duction was fiercely opposed, because it
was alleged to be repugnant to religion,
morality, law, and humanity. Large as-
sociations were formed to resist its ex-
tension ; the pulpits resounded with at-
tacks on the impious and presumptuous
man who dared to interfere with a visita-
tion from God. The introduction of a
disease from a cow into the body of a
man was thought to give him bovine
and beastly propensities. Excited by
this clamour, the people rose in riots
and pelted the vaccinators with stones—
Just as the Scotch peasantry pelted their
first benefactor who introduced potatoes
with his own tubers, as being an irreli-
gious erop, for they were nowhere men-
tioned in the Bible. We have lived
down all this clamour, and 80,000 lives
of our present population are annually
saved by Jenner’s discovery. Misdi-
rected religious zeal of this kind upﬁusea
many great benefits,. When my lately
deceased friend, Sir James Simpson, in-
troduced chloroform — that great hoon
to suffering humanity—he, too, was de-
nounced as irreligious, because he was
interfering with a Divine punishment for
woman’s primeval gin, that in sorrow
and travail should she bring forth child-
ren. And so was it also in regard to
these very contagious diseases in the
15th and 16th ecenturies. The afflicted
patients, smitten, as it was thought, by
Divine punishment, were refused ad-
mission into hospitals. This refusal, as
a traditionary usage, prevails to the pre-
sent day, and has led to the special
class of Lock hospitals. This special
provision shows that we have advanced
somewhat in Christian humility since
those times, and that fow dareto express
the arrogant conceit that they are en-
titled to be exponents of Divine retri-
bution by excluding any class of the
afflicted from mercy and COMpPAssion.
But though the religious argument fails
entirely, when examined by the light of
past experience, the allegations of in-
Justice and immorality brought against
the Acts are not affected by it. The in-
Justice is said by my hon. Friend to rest
in the fact that they apply restrictions
pon women and not on men, although
oth are equally propagators of the dis.
ease. Unquestionably both ave, though
my hon. Friend, in hia{ﬁuniug to women,
thinks men are the worst. To discuss
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emlg in the sources of their suppl
the clandestine fallen. Nor is this reform
surprising when we recollect the human-
1zing and religious influences under
which these unfortunates are brought;
for you will recollect that the Act per-
mits no hospital to be certified, till
ample provision has been made for the
moral and spiritual instruction of the
inmates. From the unattractive sensa-
tional literature, which has been, with
more zeal than discretion, put upon our
tables for the last fow months, one would
be inclined to believe that the hospitals
under these Acts are prisons and places
of torture. 'Well, in former periods of
history, when an excited and false
Fuhlin:s opinion on such subjects was al-
owed to prevail, Lock hospitals de-
served this description, but now the
hospitals are conducted with kindness
and consideration to the fallen. Medical
men, chaplains, and nurses gladly aid
them in their attempts at reform. So
little are these poor creatures accustomed
to such humanizing influences, that their
hearts become touched, and, in enforced
legisure, they are awakened to the shame
and misery of their lives. If you will
not ecredit the Return of the police, at
least let us believe the chaplains who
testify to these results. ere it not
that I am unwilling to detain the House,
I should read to you the strongest letters
in support of this, from clergymen of all
persuasions in the protected stations,
none of whom have official connection
with the Acts. What do the opponents
say in reply to such united testimony?
They simply murmur their fears that the
inspection of such women must have a
tendency to degrade and not to elevate
them. Well, I would treat those fears
with the respect which is due to all sin-
cere convictions, especially as they are
the offspring of wirtuous minds, who
cannot conceive the degradation of the
fallen. TUnguestionably, modesty in a
woman is at once her glory and protec-
tion, and I hope it 15 not w]mﬁy eX-
tinguished among unfortunates. But
traders in immorality, whose bodies are
the subject of commerce, have not those
foelings of delicate susceptibility which
are claimed for them. I admit that it
would be a terrible thing if any inuo-
cent woman could, by a miscarriage of
law, fall under the operation of the Acts.
But women, as a class, are as much out-
side legislative interference, as their vir-

tue and goodness are outside and far ye-
moved from the sins of the fallen of
their sex. In the operation of all laws
there have been isolated cases of mis-
carriage of justice. I shall leave to the
Home Secretary the defence of the police,
who seem to me to have exercised g
really marvellous tact and discretion in
carrying out these Acts, and I will admit,
for the sake of argument, though I do
not believe it, that there may have heen
one or two cases of mistakes in the cha-
racter of the women who have been
summoned. But even for robbery or
murder, innocent persons have been tried
and convicted. When a misadventure
occurs in the application of a law, it is
a subject of deep regret, and a warnin
that our safeguards against such contin-
encies should be multiplied; but it
orms no argument for the abolition of
a salutary law. The law, as it stands, is
singularly careful. It takes no notice of
individual immorality, but only of the
immoral trader who plies her trade to
the detriment of the public forces. It
does not allow a common policeman to
be an indicator of the trader; but re-
serves that power to a skilled and respon-
sible superintendent or inspector. No
such woman need come under the Acts,
if she choose to abandon her courses, or
even to leave the district, and in no case
need she, without being bronght before
a magistrate, in public or private as she
prefers. So that the constant statements
made that any woman can be arrested,
detained, or inspected, at the mere will
of the police, are utterly without foun-
dation. In conclusion, I trust that I have
treated this delicate subject as little of-
fensively to the House as its nature per-
mits. 1 have tried to show dispassion-
ately that these Acts, viewed as sanifary
measures, have been successful, ﬂﬂgﬂ are
hecomi rogressively still more effec-
tive. I ial,]m %ilde&vngrad to show that
they are not unjust, iﬂa&mu(:];'t as the
deal only with traders in a vicious an
injurious traffic; and, so viewed, t]{at
they are consistent with our usual habits
of legislation. So far from degrading
the unfortunates subject to them, they
have largely ameliorated both the physi-
cal and moral condition of the ‘i_'E'DDlGH
who have been brought under their ope-
ration, alike out of mercy to our forces
and of mercy to themselves. For three
centuries and a-half these diseases have
been the scandal of civilization, and nei-
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ther %hilunﬂmpy nor religion have |
stoppe

their growth. Itislong since that
Parliament became cognizant of their
serious character. In the year 1529 it
arraigned Cardinal Wolsey, tnfer alia,
for daring to go into the presence of the
King while he was afflicted with the
major disease, when he ought to have
isolated himself from one in whom the
State was interested. This enforced
isolation we now extend to the forces
which are kept up for the protection of
the State. For three years and a-half
this active policy of prevention has sub-
stituted the do-nothing policy of three
and a-half centuries ; and the undoubted
result has been largely to mitigate dis-
ease and to lessen immorality. T trust,
therefore, that the House will not repeal
Acts, whose past history has answered
our expectations, while their future his-
tory is full of promise.

Mz. HENLEY—

Major ANSON said: Whatever the
opinion of individual Members of this

ouse may be with regard to the Con-
tagious Diseases Acts, we must all agree
that it is a matter of the greatest im-
porfance, and one, moreover, upon
which the people of this country would
be justified in feeling extremely jealous
as to any action which might be taken
with ra%lﬂrd to it, either by the House
or by the Government. It is, there-
fore, not only to be regretted that the
speeches to which we have already lis-
tened should have been delivered in the
absence of the only channel of commu-
nication between this House and the
general public; but it is also of the
deepest importance that the general

views of Members of the House on this |

subject, and the evidence which they
may advance, whether for or against
the working of the Acts, should be laid
before all classes in the country, in order
to enable them to form a sound opinion
on the subject.
view that, in the absence of the usual
means of spreading this information, T
Bﬁf to move the adjournment of the de-
ate.

Motion made, and Question pro osed,
“ That the Debate be now Eﬂ}-{}'l.l.l?.llﬁﬂ.”
—(Major Anson.)

WME. E;JREOE announced that the Go-
Tnment were prepared to authorize
the issue of a Royal Commission,

e

It is with this object in |

Sie JOHN PAKINGTON said, he
had heard the decision of Her Majesty’s
Government with very great regret. He
thought it a weak and most unfortunate
eourse, especially at a moment when the
fair trial of a great experiment was only
just commencing, and when a great ma-
jority, both in Parliament and the
country, was prepared to support the
Government in resisting a premature
demand for a change of policy.

Mr. CARDWELIL said, that the
granting of a Commission was no proof
of weakness on the part of the Govern-
ment in their support of the system in
force under the present Acts. On the
contrary, if the disecussion had proceeded,
he should have been prepared to bring
forward proofs of the great advantages
—moral as well as physical—which
had resulted from the system. But was
it desirable that such a discussion should
E‘:;eed? Were they not under great

isadvantages in discussing such a sub-
Ject in that House? If they discussed
it, as they had to-night, with the Galle-
ries cleared, they excluded those whose
représentatives they were from the know-
ledge of the proceedings they took on
their behalf. ]E‘thn::y discussed it with the
Galleries open, then a subject—which,
until this year, there was a very natural
indisposition on the part of everybody
to diseuss at all—was made painfully
familiar to the young as well as to the
old, and brought next morning under
the notice of ladies, perhaps, as well as
of men. Tt seemed to him, then, that
this dreadful subject ought to be tho-
roughly axmrﬁnei but not in Parlia-
mentary debate; and that a Commission
afforded the best means of probing it to
the bottom without giving needless of-
fence to public decency.

Mz. LIDDELL hLoped the House
would, even at this protracted period of
the debate, agree to the Motion for Ad-
Jourmment. It was most desivable that
a debate upon this subject should take
place ; and, above all, that constituents
and the public generally should be in-
fur:sned of the reasons for or against
maintaining the Acts now under diseus-
ston. Bo strongly had he felt this con-
viction that he had risen an hour and a-
half ago, quite early in the debate, to
make a similar Motion. He was not in
favour of the repeal of these Acts upon
an mmperfect knowledge of their working
and effect ; but he was fully aware that,

&)



{ B

rightly or wrongly, wisely or unwisely,
the tﬁu}.ﬂic mind had been deeply stirred
by the agitation of this question out-of-
doors. He believed the public were ill-
informed upon this question, and that
much misapprehension and no small ex-
aﬁgemﬁan prevailed respecting it. He
had no fear of inquiry,ﬂgecauaa he be-
lieved it would confirm the policy of
these laws ; but it was precisely for these
reasons that he had so deeply regretted
the injudicious course adopted by an
hon. Member earlier in the evening. He
regretted that this painful subject had
been discussed with closed doors and
empty Galleries. He thought the step
taken to secure secresy for this discussion
was, to say the least of if, inexpedient.
‘What the public wanted to know, and
had a right to know, was—if these laws
were to remain in force—why? They
were waiting to hear what the Home
Secretary had to say on behalf of the
“ Police;” what the War Secretary had
to tell them for the ¢ Boldiers ;" and the
First Lord of the Admiralty for the
““ Sailors ”* of this country—and regret-
ting, as he did, that much had already
been said in secret which cught to be
heard openly, he trusted they would,
with one voice, assent to the adjourn-
ment.

Mr. RUSSELL GURNEY said, he
was exceedingly %llad to hear of the de-
termination at which the Government
had arrived. In consequence of the

at interest taken in this question in

e town which he had the honour to
represent, he had felt it to be his duty
to take great pains o ascertain what
was the right course to pursue with re-
ference to the Motion of his hon. Friend
the Member for Cambridge. He had
carefully read the evidence given before
the Committee of this House, as well as
the numerous pamphlets which had been
published on the subject; and the only
conclusion at which he had been able to
arrive was, that further inquiry was ab-
solutely necessary. The evidence of Mr.
Bimon was, to his mind, erfectly con-
clusive upon this point. He had pointed
out what the points were on which fur-
ther ovidence was mnecessary, and the
manner in which it could be obtained.
There was only one other matter which
ho wished to press, and that was that,
until this further information was ob-
tained, there should be no extension of
the area over which the Acts now in

force should have operation. Tt being
admitted that further inquiry was neces.
sary, it was exceedingly undesirable that
any district should be brought under the
operation of the Acts until the informa-
tion was furnished which it was hoped
would satisfy the public of the ground-
lessness of the objections which had
been urged with so much force by the
opponents of the Acts.

Me. CRAUFURD—

Mg. M'LAREN said, he had risen to
address the House for a few minutes,
only to correet a misapprehension on the

art of the right hon. Gentleman the

ecretary forngWar, who appeared to
think that the numerous public meet-
ings, and the 270,000 pefitioners who
had addressed this House, desired only
an investigation into the operation of
these Acts. Now, this was a most erro-
neous opinion. He (Mr. M‘Laren) had
presented many Petitions, and had read
the resolutions and proceedings of many
meetings ; and, as a rule, they did rot
ask for any inquiry, nor would the peti-
tioners be satisfied with the result of any
inquiry, however favourable it might
&E.P ear to be to the operation of the Acts,
The petitioners took up the question on
the ground that these Acts were a viola-
tion of justice and of civil liberty—a
contrivance to nt]]j]prass wealk and defence-
less women for the gratification and sup-
posed benefit of men ; and being alrea
satisfied with the inquiries which h
been made, they held mainly to the
moral aspects of the question, and ealled
for the total repeal of these iniquitous
Acts. None knew this to be the general
feeling of the petitioners better than his
right hon. Friend the Home Secretary ;
for he had received a very large deputa-
tion, consisting of gentlemen and ladies,
appointed by a conference of the dele-
gates from all parts of the kingdom re-
cently held in London, and who had
stated to him their views, and had left
with him their memorial, which had
since been printed. He (Mr. M‘Laren)
would, with the permission of the House,
read from it a short passage to show
that he had correctly represented the
views of the petitioners—

“ Wo unhesitatingly adopt an ancient sentiment,
that an injustice to tho meanest citizen is an in«
sult to tho whole community. Grant that a
woman who trades in her person is the mnlna-_li of
citizens, yet sho does not cease to be a citizen,
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from the House. And the discussion of
this disagreeable question, which has
penetrated into the kitchens and fac-
tories, will be prolonged, and the agita-
tion intensified, by the convietion on the
mind of the country that investigation
has been stifled in this House. our
present position those of us who are
opposed to these Acts have no alternative
but to vote adgainat the Adjournment and
accept the Commission offered by the
Government. But the House may be
assured we have not heard the last of
this question. It will meet us in a less
decorous form than it has done to-night.
These Acts are opposed to the sacred
family life which 1s the glory of this
country; and I was prepared to show
that in those countries where they had
been most stringently enforced, they had
most signally failed. At the commence-
ment of this debate, two intelligent
foreign merchants of my acquaintance,
were under the Gallery. I inquired of
them the effects of these Acts on the
health and morals of their respective
countries. One answered he believed
they operated injuriously to both. The
other objected. He said—* They are
favourable to health, but as for morals—
we have none.”

Mr. BONHAM-CARTER—
S JAMES ELPHINSTONE—

Mz. GILPIN : Sir, T respectfully pro-
test against the course just taken of
advocating the Acts which have been
under discussion while speaking on the
subject of the adjournment of the de-
bate. I submit that it is quite out of

Order. Referring to the subject to which |

several hon. Members have alluded-—
the exclusion of the public upon the
Motion of the hon. Member for Ayr—T
have shown my opinion of that exercise
of a questionable privilege by placing in
your hands a Notice of Motion restricting
such privilege in future to the majority
of Members in this House.

Mz, W. FOWLER, in 1
objected to the decision n?l e House
being taken upon a side issue. The
appomntment of a Commission would not
remove the difficulty which he felt, which
Wwas one of principle.

Question put, “That the Debate be

ouse divided ;

Hﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂtj’ 141.
Tussday 21st

, said, he

now adjourned ’—The H
Ayes 229, Noes 88 -

Debate I
T adjourned
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