
1 
1 

" 

·p "4 fi '" iQl4l{1'J ...... .,.,.'" ~ "[-; ~f...,~W'~I(~ ~~J ~~.Ft.W; J(+.$1IpIIf'::p;rw ;,*f.D4fl14;U",*"'i~"'-"" \ ..... ..-- ~Af""'~~'" __ 'Or .. 

UNUSUAL VICTORIANS: -THE PERSONAL 

AND POLITlCAL UNORTHODOXY OF LORD • 

AND LADY AMBERLEY 
( 

by 

Valerie Yates 

Graduate proqram in History 

McGill 6niversity, Montreal 

May 19~ 

A th •• ia-apbmitted to the Faculty of Graduate 
'Studie. and Re •• arch in partial fulfillment 

of the requirements of the degree 
of Mas ter of Arts 

~ Valerie Yates 19861 



~'-, ~ 

MIma., 

perrniss ion has been granted 
to the National Library of 
Canada to microfilm this 
thesis and to lend or sell 
copies of the film. 

The author (copyright owner) 
has reserved other 
publ ication rights, and 
neither the thesis nor 
extensive extracts trom it 
may be printed or otherwise 
reproduced without his/her 
written permission. 

-

ISBN 

L'autorisation a &t6 accordle 
! la Biblioth~que nationale 
du Canada de microfilmer 
cette th~se et de prlter ou 
de vendre des exemplaires du 
film. 

L'auteur (titulaire du droit 
d'auteur) se r~serve les 
autres droits de publication; 
ni la th~se ni de longs 
extraits de celle-ci ne 
doivent être imprimês ou 
autrement reproduits sans son 
autorisation êcrite. 

0_315-34464- 4 
\, 



. 
. f 

~ 
J 

t" 

o • 

" 

ABSTRACT 

• 

Lord and Lady Amberley, historically eclipsed by their' . . 
philosopher son, Bertrand Russell~ and relegated to 

obacurity todaY,were valid social figures in their own 

riqht. They were ~ctive in mid-Victorian England in a -variety of key social t~sues, and most particularly in 

the area. of vomen's emancipation and Neo-Malthusian birth 

control. The Amberleys became victims of their own,outspoken 

activity, ta the extent that Lord Amberley's pOlitical career 

vaa ruined by the press. They were branded in their 0Wn time 
.. 

aa radic~l, unorthodox, and irreliqious. They were firet 

maliqned, and aince conaiqned to oblivion as misquided 

utopiana. 
• 

A atudy of relatively unexplored peraonal documents 

reveal. that they vere indeed unconventional. Thia theaia 

maintain. that they vere abead of their time and that they 

played a aiqnificant aupportinq role in the articulation 

of wamen'. emancipation and birth control, ia.ues central 

to the redirection of Victorian aociety. 

\ 

\ 
\ 
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RESUME 

Lord et Lady Amberley, bien qu"clips'. historiquement 

parlant par leur fils, le philosophe Bertrand Rus.ell, et 
-

aujourd'hui encore m'connus, furent en leur temps des figures 

sociales d'importance no~able. 

Ils s'impliquèrent activement dans plusieurs d'bats sociaux 
. 

de l'époque victorienne anglaise, et plu en 

ce qui concerne le sujet de l"mancipation fenanes, et 

du contrOle des naissances. 

Les Amberleys devinrent victimes de leurs propres croyance •• 

La carrière de Lord Amberley fut ruin'e pa~ la pres.e. lIa 

furent marquas comme radicaux, non-conformistes, et irr'liqieux. 

Ils furent d'nigr's, calomni's, reni'., en tant 
• 

qu'utopiens, e~ oublias. 

Cette 'tude de documents personnels peu ionnus r'vll~ 
, 

~u-' il~ 'tai.~nt r6ellement non-conformi.te.~ Cette thl.e 

veut d6montrer qu'ils 'taient en avant de leur temps, qu'il. 

eurent un rOle important dans les premilres d'marche. de 

l'Amancipation des femmes et ~u:cont~le des nai •• ancea, 

questions majeures dans l"volution de la soei't' victorienne. 

. 
1 
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Unu.ual Vietorians: the Personal and Political Unorthodoxy 

of~Lord and Lady Amberley. 

INTRODUCTION 

, 
John and Kate Amberley, born in 1842, are likely to 

be viewed by history as the parents of philosopher Bertrand 

Russell, or even as the children of Lord and Lady John 

Ru.sell and Lord and Lady Stanley of Alderley. Yet, they 

wmœin their own riqht, intell~ctual rebels determined to 

express their differenee with the world. 

Lord Amberley in particular was eclipsed ori both 

side., on the one hand, by the apclaim and publieity accorded . .. 
both by his time and by history to the philosopher son, 

, 

and on the other, to the prime ministerial father. 

-' 

OVerloeked by historians, ~hey were nevertheless prominent 

figur •• in Mid-Vietorian England, due largely to their radical 

vi.w. and the equally radical company they kept. Notoriety, 

rather than fame, W8I tlieir lot in their day. "nlis the y 

attraeted, at times unwittinqly, through their shocking view8 

and public discours. on tapie. whieh were ahead of ~eir time. 
~ ~ 

Th ••• topio., etill s.naitive by today's standards, included 

. . 
iIofriv..~~_~~IilItoIo~~~~-._,(::".~~.Lt:~..:..a..~ # .. 1. ._J"~~'U 'f~_~~~~_ ' • • ~~~_...!i .-., .L. .. ~~ .• "" '-.dI~l.t_~',,~ __ . 
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, 
birth control in the guise of Malthusianism and, the .mancipation 

, 

of wanen. While Lady Amberley made it hèl lih mi •• ion to 

publicly raise such issues, her husband, antithetical~ reaped 

scandaI rather than courted it. It would prove his undoing 

in the pOlitical arena. A 

The Amberleys were considered veritable firebrand. by 

their society. The1r son Bertrand wrote that even semi-radieal 

friends urged prudence, but in vain. He concluded: -The 

cumulative effect of free thought, feminism, and the suspicion 

of 'Malthusianism' was to shock society-.l Lord ~~ley'. 

vieWB, once ventilated to the presa, were to cost him a seat 

in South Devon during the general election of 1868. The 

scandaI surrounding his advocacy of family limitation 

'irreparably damaged his name 1 Lady Amberley' s radicalis. 

-

also caused her considerable embarras.ment, aa ~he public pre •• 

greatly scorned her feminiat viewB and activitie •• 

>i 
Lord Amberley's career wa. brief and both their liv •• 

. equally aa short; th,ir ~ives, however, were remarkab1è for 

their poignancy. They left a veritable walth of corr •• pond.nce 

with f8Ddly and friends, a. weIl as detaile4 diarie. that 

recount their per.onal, politieal, and intellectual live.,~ 

not to -mention new.paper cIlppinq. atte.tinq to their .. teori~ 
. .,. 

notoriety. This the.i. will locui on th ••• unpubli.hed 

document., bou.ad in tha Bertrand Ru •• ell archiv... r.ocat4t4 

.. ,~ ..... ,. '1 .~ _, _.. __ •.• .t,,-__ ... 
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at McMaster University in HamIlton, Ontario, this collection, 

known as the Amberley Papers, oonuuns documents related to 

the Amberleys durin1 the perlod from 1854 to 1876, when 

they died in their early thirties. 

The relatlonshlps they enJoyed and the correspondence 

they shared brought thern ln contact with sorne of the mcst 

significant thinker5 and wrlters of the period. These Include 

people such as Herbert Spencer, John Stuart "" i11, hLS stepdalXJhter 
\ 

Helen Taylor, T.H. Huxley, William Leckey, ~ carlyle, and 

many others. 1 

Because of that wealth of contacts and correspondence, and 

of the mark they briefly made on the eV$nt of their day, it i5 

all the more surprising that no more detailed examination has 

been made of this unusual partnership in the past half century 

of research. Bertrand Russell's own edition of the Amberley 

Papers in 1937 was the first introduction of these figures. 

Since then, a few isolated_articles and references in other 

warks have appeared. 2 This thesis will examine the Amberley 

Papers in a new light, offering the element of analy~is lacking 

in Russell's lengthy edited version, and provide as weIl. 

material unpublished by him. Using these materials, this 

thesis wIll a180 venture upon a subject previously unexplored 

w~th respect to the Amberleys, and little touched upon by 

.ocial historians generally. 
• 

, 
- - j 



-0 

,. " 

- • ~ - -, 'IM' f Ifiii(~ 

4 

The Arnberley Papers provide us with a profile of an 

arresting couple weIl ahead of the1r time. In shedding new 

light upon these figures, we aiso obtain an excellent 

picture of the social and poIit1cai preoccupations of mid-

nineteenth century England. The Amberleys' age was one of 

a most confident and universal 11beralism. Both Lord and 

Lady Amberley were very active in their efforts toward 

further1ng a v~riety of personal causes, the most -
controversial of the se being their support of birth control 

and of the first stirrings of the errancipat.ioo of waren. Their 

papers and occasional pronouncements encompassed a breadth 

of concerns of the day- anti-slavery, temperance, 1nternational 

peace, and various other social reforms reflected in the 

poli tics of the day. These lat~r included the Contagious 

Oiseases Act and the disestablishment of the Anglican Church 

in rreland. 

The Arnberleys were inspired by the radical i~telligentsia 

of the d~y, John Stuart Mill in particular. The Amberley 

Collec:tion thus reflects the cont'~ution of the enlightened 

Whig aristocracy under the guidance of the Radical thinkers 

of the period. The Amberleys were thus, often precariously , 

lending their voices to and being identified with that 

radical movement which sought to reshape its society. 

This study of the Arnberleys, througH- published and 

1 
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unpublished material, will focus upon the two key issues 

of birth control and women's emancipation. In so doing, 

it can provide new insights in three ways: 1'") by giving 

substance to the Amberleys themselves; 2) by shedding 

5 

new light on the Malthusian and female emancipation issueso 

of the day, and finally; 3) by reflecting the prevailing 

.ffairs and moral attitude~f mid-Nineteenth century 

England. 

In documenting their stance on MAlthusianism and women's 

rights, we uncover a portrait of a hiqhly unusual Victorian 

couple which, by espousing such sensitive and unpopular 

iasues, set itself apart from the great majority of its 

contemporaries. This examination will not be restricted 

to the more externalised and public manifestations of 

~heir unconventionali ty, but will alao deal witb their pr1vate 

and familial lives. What will emerge is the ex..tent of the 

priee paid by them for flying in the face of accepted and 

cheriahed beliefs and opinions. By'combin1ng the political 

and the personal, the public and the pri vate, we should 

also derive a more complete image of the se sensitive and 

open-minded indi viduals, one which could prove ,to be of new 

interest to social historians. -
The Amberleys were prolific latter writersJ the y wrote 

lattera a. one u ••• the telephone today, an,! in turn they 

i 
1 

! 
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received as many. As they collected aIl references made to 

them by the press, an intimate public as weIl as private 

conception of the couple su~f~ces from an examination of 

these documents. It is On this public perception, through 

press comments of the day on their lives and careers, that 
\ 

this study w111 concentrate. It will start with the 

unfortunate and unintentional collision between Lord 

Amberley's Malthusian convictions and his nascent polltical 

career. ln this instance, the press served as bath mlrror . 
ta and instigator of the controversy that surrounded Lord 

Amberley. For, It should not be forgotten that a prlme 

characteristic of the press of the day was its active 

involvement with, rather than editorial distance from, the 

3 moral passions of the era . We therefore derive from the 

study of su ch articles highly emotional partisan views of 

the Amberleys' involvements, rather than a mere journalistic 

~eflection of them. Fro~ this adversarial approach to issues 

and personalities, an inaccurate image of the Amberleys 

e~erges, particularly of Lord Amberley. Even the most 

respected Medical journals were not beyond launching 

scurrilous attacks upon the charactei ot. one who was perceived 

to challenge established medical beliefs and practices. In 

this instance, Lord Arnherley found himself caught between 

the press as the guardians of public morality and the.medical 

journals in their defence of medical ethics. Such a review of 
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press opinion illustrates how high ideals and intentions 

can be trivialized and devalued by public debate by a 

partisan press. 

The public perception of the Amberleys will be complernented 

by a more intimate examination of their private life, so that 

their'unconventionality be appreciated in aIl realms of 

their lives. This analysis will draw upon material largely 

unavailable in present sources. This subject of concern i8 

wholly unexplored wjth respect to the Amberleys and neglected 

as weIl in a wider sense by social historians. Victorian 

aristocratie domestic arrangements is a subject for which 

scholars have shawn little curiosity. 

'There are three basic resource s drawn upon in the research. 

and articulation of the themes of this thesis: 

1) a systematic revisiting of the Amberley collection 

with Màlthusianism and women's emancipation as its 

focus; 

2) the investigation of aIl press articles related to 

the above two topics; 

3) a review of the already published excerpts and 

Bertrand Russell's awn perceptions in the Amberley 

Papers (1937). 

o 

In the course of developing its arguments, this thesis 

\ 
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will take the reader from the biographical detaile t~at trace 

the beginnings of the Amberleys' thoughts and influence in 

the area of birth control and women's rights, through the 

~ history of the public controversy, to a close look at the 

Amberleys' domestic 11fe. This will culminate in the 

concluding section with a more dispassionate contemporary 

re-evaluation of the Amberleys' thoughts and significance. 

The material w~ be organized as follows: 

The first chapter will examine the long tradition of 

family radicalism and religious unorthodoxy which the 

Amberleys had behind them, and will thus briefly concern 
, 

itself with placing their radicalism in its family contexte 

This section will then examine in greater detail the youth 

and intellectual development of Lord and Lady Arnberley and 

the beginnings of their radical sentiments, as discernible 

in their private papers. Lord Amberley's reputation and 

political career prior to 1868 will be outlined, and the 
\ 

Amberleys' mature views and convictions will be placed in 

the intellectual context of the day. The couple' s "phi losophy 

of progress" will be analysed, 50 that their notivations and 

conuni tment to their causes, may be 'apprecia ted in the chapters 

that follow. 

Chapter Two begins with an overview of the climate of 

opinion surrounding birth control prior to and du ring Lord 

, 
.~ 
~~ 
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Amberley'. involvement in the question in the late 18608. 

Thara follows a discu.sion of Lord Amberley's opinion on 

population limitation and his activities in this concerne 

The chapter will pay close attention to the South Devon 

election of 1868, where Lord Amberley's advocacy of 

population limitation surfaced and the press transformed 

it into a scandaI. 

Chapter Three will follow Lady Amberley's involvement 

and activities in the cause of, ~omen's riqhts, placinq 

thea. in the context of the women's suffrage movement of 

the late 1860s. The chapter will examine in detail her 

controversial lecture, "The Claims of Women", which was 

subaequent1y published. The public reaction to this 

lecture will also fiqurè prominent1y in this section. 

Chapter Four will examine the extension of the 

9 

Amberleys' unconventionality into their personal, family life~ 

illuatratinq how siqnificantly their domestic arrangements 

diffared fram th08~ of their class, the landed aristocracy. 

This aection completes the portrait of the Amberleys, showinq 

how their independence of spirit was reflected in their 

private lives. 

The fifth and concluding chapter.will study ~e Amberleys 

a. perceived by their contemporarie., and will then trace the 

re-.valuation of the couple •• it emerge. in the 1937 review. 

1 
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of Ruasell's Amberley Papera. This ehapter will arque that 

the Amberleya were ahead of their time in many way., but 

were not the firebrands they were depicted in their day. 

Ra)her, i t wi 11 be arqued that they were senai'ti ve, aineara 

individuals dedicated to the greater freedom of all human 

beinqs. " 

The Amber1éys were not forqiven in their lifetimea for 

challenqinq eherished values, and were subaequently forqottanr 
;J> 

perhaps a worse fate than public castigation. A review of 

the Amberley pafers in 1937 'rediscovered' the Amberleya 

~ixty years after their deaths: "What a pit y", it concluded, 

"that two sueh very delightful and important people as 

Lord and Lady Amberley should be subtitled into oblivion."4 

This thesis is intended to support thia view of the 

Amberleys. It i9 to he hoped that it will help ~eawaken 

scnolarly interest in these figures and provoke 9reater 

research into their role and part in ~d-Victorian life and 

history. 

... 

.'. 

. 
'. 
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1. Bertrand and Patricia Rulsell, eda., The Amberle)' Papera: 
the Latters and Diaries of Lord &nd Lady Amberley (London: 
Hogarth Pres., 1937), vol. 1, p. 36. 

2. Post-secondary literature inclqdes: Michael St. John 
Pack., The Life of John Stuart Mill (London: Secker and 
Warburq, 1954), J.A. Banks, prosperit! and parenthood: 
a Stud of Famil P1annin Amon the V ctorIan MIddle 
C assea Lon on: Rout e ge an I<egan Pau , : 
pp. 146-50: Peter Fryer, The Birth Controllers (London: 
Secker and Warburg, 1965): chapter 12; Terry Philpot, 
"TWo Victorian Free Thinkers", in Humanist (July 
1970): 206-8; Ann Robson, "Bertrand Russell and his 
Godlesa Parents", in Russell 7 (FaI11973):3-9. Letters 
and references to the ~ frorn John Stuart Mill 
and Helen Taylor can be found in Francis E. Mineka 
and Dwiqht N. Lindley, eds., The Later Lettera of John 
Stuart Mill

f 
1849-1873 (Toronto: UnIversIty o~ Toronto 

Press, 1972 : vol. 16. 

3. See for example, Helen MacGil1 Hughes, News and the Human 
Interest StOry (New York: Greenwood Press, 1968), p. 20. 

4. AC 1 4/1, Transcript, Boston, Mass., May 22, 1937 • 
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CHAPT§R ONE 

THE BACKGROUND, YOUTH AND INTELLECTUAL 

DEVELOPMENT OF LORD AND LADY AMBERLEY 

Very little is left to remind us of Lord and Lady Amberley 

today. While Lord John Russell's aetivitiea a~ career 

figure prominently in English political history, little is 

known of his son. A1most nothing survives of the Amberleys, 

except a brief tribute in the historian Froude', essay" 

"Cheneys and the House of Russell".l The little that is 

left offers an image of them as fearless young reformera, 

of a radicalism greatly surpassing that of Lord John 

Russell's. Shortly after their marri age and in their early 

twenties, they embarked together on a brief but notable 

eareer of radical public speaking, free thinking, and 
a 

dedieation to the idea of progresse 

The Amberleys' ideas and opinions were at timea ill received 

by their Jociety. Their cri tics despaired over the peraisten~ 

and oonspieuous radiealism of the aristocratie couple, and 

often spoke of the hereditary transmission of radicaliam 

peculiar to their families. The opinion that Lord Amberley 

waa, as one newapaper noted in 1865, -a remarkable example 

; , 
"1 

-__ J 
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~ 2 
of h.r.ditary talents and transmitted sympathi~s" , is a 

recurr.nt th.me in the Amberley collec~ion. The Amberleys 

did indeed continue a family tradition of radicalism, a 

tràdition that ran on both sides of the family. Both 

the Russells and the Stanleys of Alderley historically 

leaned heavily towardp unconventionality and religious 

non-conformity. A review of the ~rleys' famdly history 

and background thus shows their own radicalism to be 

hardly surprising. 

The AmberleIS' Family Background 

Lord Amberley was descended fram the Earls and Dukes 

of Bedford, who had made a great impact on English life 

frOID the sixteenth century on. They had always been 

liberal in their views, reformers in many cases, and always 

centres of controversy. As Christopher Trent wr~s~ ~they 
are central figures in a story of high endeavour allied 

vith courage and defiance of established authority".3 

By the time Ou&en Anne-came to the throne the Russells 

vere •• tablished as'one of the greatest Whig families in thé 

country, a. well as one of the wealthiest and moet influential. 

They remained Whig for two hundred years without a break. 

The Ruaaella became constitutional reformer. when the English 

Conatitution wa. on a fi~' ba.i., leaving behind their 

./ 
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revo1utionary tendencies of the seventeenth century. They 
'. . 

becarne concerned with the rights, freedom of speech and 

opinion of individuals, and were often outspoken in their 

criticism of the Crown. According to Trent, "They were 

generally in advance of their times( probing further 

and further towards the modern conception of government. 

They were indefatigable in working for the wider representation 

of the people in Parliament and were leaders always of 

progressive thought".4 As individuals the Russells tended 
('-
1 

to "show in diverse ways a disregard for accepted attitudes, 

each pursuing his course in his own way with no timid 
- 5 

apprehension of being thought different from his fellow-men". 

The most prominent member of the Russell family, who 

carried the po1itical banner of the fami1y wifh distinction 

in the nineteenth century, was Lord John Russell, 3rd son 

of ~~e sixth Duke of Bedford. Lord Amberley's father, .. 
he was created Earl in 1861, and was twice Prime Minister ~ 

to Queen Victoria, from 1846 to 1852, and from 1865 to 1866. 

He was responsib1e for many social and po1itical reforms, 

inc1uding the Reform Bill of l83f~ He retired from active 

poli tics ear1y in 1868, after a career of fifty-five 

years in which, "except in the case of the secret ballot 

and the reforming of the civil service, he had consistently 

taken the reforming side.,,6 Lord John Russell stood forth, 

--
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a. John pre.t puts it, as ·the champion of the aristocratie 

middle·. His political career was marked by the belief that 
• 4 

that 

if great changes aecomplished by the 
people are dangerous, although sometimes 
salutary, great changes accomplished 
by an aristocracy, at the desire of 
the'f!0ple, are at once salutary and 
safe.' 

"Lord Rus •• il took as his second wife Lady Fanny Elliot, 

daughter of Lord Dillon, in 1841 and had four ehildren, of 

whieh John Amberley was the eldest. The famdly was thus 
. 

brought up with the impressive political personality,of the 

father. Russell'. reformist prineiples were such as "would 

naturally lead to radicalism in his son, to which he never 

objeeted", Bertrand Russell has wrLtten. "Hi. pride in 

my father'.'bold earrying on of the Russell tradition 

outw.i~hed their disagreements·. S 

Lady Ru •• ell, who had married into a family historically 

in the front rank of the Crown' s servants, herself came of a 

·rae. of .oldiers, governors, and t~ied servants of the State·. 
o 

~ Trent writ •• , .he "unifed in herself the principl~s typified 
v 

in the hi.torie mottoas of her own house and that of her 

hua band '." • 9 Sile wa. conaiderably more Radical than Lord 

au ••• 11, however, and her influence on her hu.band was sue~ 
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that she became known as the "Deadly Night.hade". In 

stark contrast to her radical ~u. va. her Puri tan 

attitude to the facts of life, a result of her Scottish 

Presbyterian family background. She immensely disliked 

or did not understand "The claims of animal spirits 
11 and exhuberant vitality", which led her to attempt to 

prevent -Amberley's marriage to Kate. While ahe vas 

conservative in her views of behavior and morality and vas 

rather self-righteously narrow-minded, she espoused such 

causes as Irish Home Rule which only extreme Radicala 

campaigned for. 

16 

Bertrand'Russell, who was brought up by Lady Ru.sell·, 

has written that her "fearlessness, her public apirit, 

her contempt for convention, and her indifference to the 

opinion of the majority" were stronq#aspects of her per.onality 

and important in the shaping of hi. own radical sentiments.U 

She vrote in Bertrand's Bible: "Thou shalt not follaw a 

multitude to do evil", and had a deeply rooted conviction 

that "virtue is only to be found' in minori ties· .13 

-On Lady Amberley's side, the Stanleys of Alderley are 

said to have been descended fram Charlemagne. They croased 

the Channel in 1066, and married into the Anglo-Saxon landed 

gentry. Kate Amberley's father wa. Edward John Stanley, 

second Lord Stanley of Alderley, and first Lord Bddisbury 

* 80th his parents had d1e4 by the t1 .. he r .. c~ the a9- of t. 

.' i 
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of Winninqton, i~ the county Palatine of Chester, as weIl 

a. a Baronet. He was the eIder son of Sir John Thomas 

S~an1ey of Alderley, who was raised to the Peerage as Lord 

Stanley of Alder1ey in 1839. His mother was the Lady Maria 
, 

Josepha Ho1royd, daughter of JOhn, first Earl of Sheffield. 

Edward John Stanley was described by the Times as "a 
. 14 

zealous, able member of several Liberal administrations". 

He was raised to the peerage before the death of his father, 

and ended his varied career as Postmaster-Genera1 with a .... 
seat in the Cab~net, retiring in 1866 wich the defeat of 

\ 

the Liberal Party. However, he was more known as a man 

of "ready and somewhat. incisive wit" than as a po1itician. lS 

Not much mention -ts made of Lord 'Stanley in ~e Amberley 

collection; he appears to have been in the background 

of family affairs. 

Lady Stanley of Alderley, however, fiqured more 

pranillentl.j' in th,' collection and in Kate Amberley' li life. 
1 

1 

Sh. ha. been de.eribed as -a person of quite remarkable viqour", 

wha.e exceptional deqree of vitality was inherited by many 
16 

of her d •• cendant.. Lady Henrietta Maria, eldest daughter 

of Vi.count Dillon, had a large famdly of six daughters and 

four .on., "amonq.t whom there was not ane quite ordinary 
• 

huaan beinq-. Their eommon characteristics, as Mitford 

write., vere -•• ort of downright rudeness, a passion for 

. , 
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qu~rrellAng, great indifference to public opinion-, "lively 

minds and a great li terary sense". 17 Henrietta Maria would 

give Sunday Luncheons to her children and grandchildren, 

and at these there used to be, as Bertrand Russell recalled, 

"arg~~ation such as l have never heard before or sinee, 

for vehemence and profound conviction of entirely different 
18 sorts". Their religious opinions, ngenerally adopted 

to annoy some other member of the family", 19 were various, 

including Mahommedanism, Roman Catholic~sm, Agnosticiam, and 

Anglicanism. 

Un I_ike Lady Russell, Lady Stanley was completely free 

from prudery, and Bertrand Russell has described her as 

"eighteenth century rather than Victorian in her conversation". 

She was a wornan of forthright opinion, against all kinds 

of "nonsense" and every kind of enthusiasm "except for 

science, enlightenment, women's education, and Italy" 20 

Women's education became her chief public activity after 

the death of her husband: she was one of the founders of 

Girton's College for wornen, which involved her until her 

death in 1895, and helped fôund High Schools for girle and 

Queen's College. Lady Stanley supported Lady Amberley'. 
, 

feminist opinions and activities and was, in tact, one of 

her few supporters in tirnes of public opposition and Bcorn. 

The Ru •• ells and Sta~leys of Alderley, part of the minor 

'f 
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nobility of England alm~st one hundred and fifty years aga, 

lived their lives in the particular frame of their age and 

circumstances. Secure in their wealth, they c~ld easily 

maintain their large families, develop their personalities 

and cultivate their talents. Secure in their Whig outlook " 

as weIl, Mitford writes, 

they never considered the fact that 
each individual has his allotted place 
in the realm and that their own allotted 
place was among t~e ruling, the leisured 
and the moneyed classes. This peace 
and security, which are today outside 
the experience of Any but ,the ri ch and 
heedless doIt, had been enjoyed by 
their ancestors for hundreds of years, 
were ta them the natural arder of things, 
and like the music of the spheres, went 
unheard because tao familiar. 2l 

Their radicalism was therefore one of confidence, barn and 

bred on the notion that ta the aristocrat aIl thinqs were 

possible. Their radical tradition, writes Ronald Clark, was 

firmly rooted in the belief that predecessors had been barn 

to rule, -not as a right but as a dutY1 they stood 

profe •• ionally, dutifully, for Whig ideals of Liberalism, 

.~ucation, and benevolent deln:Zacy • .22 Lord and Lady Amberley 

WOU Id themaelvea inherit this confident radicaliem and sense 

of dut Y to the state. 

Th. Ru ••• lla and Stanley. lived in an important period 

_ ....... ~ ... ~ t _ '., • f _ 
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, . 
in the history of England, particularly the decade fram 1841 

to 1851. Important changes came about in social, religious 

and political issues. 1842 saw the imposition of an 

Income Tax for the first time in time of peace, in 

1846 Sir Robert Peel brought about the Repeal of the Corn 

LaWs, and hopefLÙ spirits arronq RadiCùs were fanned by 

the Chartist movement. oespite aIl these changes the 

aristocrats and old landed families were still supreme 

-and such Whig citadels as the Bedfords' Woburn estate and 

Holland house in London prospered . 

Lord and Lady Amberley were thus both brought up in 

an environment rich 1n a tradition of political involvement, 

radicalisrn, as weIl as unconventionality. Both their roots, 

Amberley's in particular, were firmly in Whig reformism and 

a nonconformist tradition. The atmosphere of Pembroke Lodge, 

the Russell's home, was conducive to creating enthusiasm 

in the young Amberley for politics, the more so as the most 

dîstinguished Victorian statesmen, such as Gladstone, were 

frequent visitors. In view of their family history of 

dis~egard for established opinions, it is hardly surprising 

that orthodoxy and conventionality sat so lightly on the 

Amberleys' own shoulders. The Times Literary Supplement 

in 1937 apt1y concluded that "Wbatever can be said of the 

two families, they were not composed of dui1 and conventiona1 
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people-. 

-My mother and father were dead-, Bertrand Russell 

wrote in his autobiography, remembering his boyhood, "and 
• 0 
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l used ta wonder what sort of people they were."24 He later 

discovered, while editing his parents' private papers, 

that the Amberleys themselves had been far from dull and 

conventional people. They attracted much attention in 

their day, both for the radicalism of thêir opinions and ..... 

for the image they projected. Present-day scholars 

~ have described the Amberleys as a "fairly-tale couple", 

for they were both nobly barn, wealthy, liberal, handsome, 

young, and very much in love. They died young, but in 

their brief lifetimes "they shane through the heavy atmosphere 

of mid-Victorian pretension and convention like two fireflies 

in the night".25 Before examining the contribution of this 

couple to their society, the rest of this chapter will 

examine the youth and intellectual development of Kate 

Stanley and John Amberley prior ta and shortly after their . 

marri age in 1864: 

Kate Amberley's Youth and Development 

Katherina Louisa Stanley, born in 1842, grew up in ~e 

large, noisy, argumentative Stanley household, th~ eighth 

o 
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child in a brood of nine. Her childhood and youth was 
, 1 

"happy and healthy," as Russell writes, "full of cheerful 
16 

22 

family life, riding, parties, travelling, etc." In contrast 

to Amberley's early diary, which tended toward morbid 

introspection at times, Katels shows a more pronounced 

intellectual liveliness, a more careless, less self-conscious 

nature. Bertrand Russell described her as "vigorous, 

lively, witt y, serious, original and fearless."27 In 

spite of an orthodox upbringing, which involved the 

prohibition of aIl books that were thought unsettling, 

her letters and diaries reveal strong intellectual interests 

and the graduaI growth of modern ideas in her mind. 

Kate read widely, despite these restrictions, looking 

to her free-thinking brother Lylulph for direction and the 

exchange of ideas. Being considerably more conservative 

than her brother in her late adolescencè, her letters to 

Lylulph often included lively discussions and mordant 

criticisms, which in time would attenuate and even be 

ruefully remembered. In her diary she noted and commented 

upon her readings, which included Kantls Critiqu~ of Pure 

Reason and the controversial Essays and Reviews in her 

eighteenth year, as weIl as Mill's On Liberty the follOWing 

year. 

Kate was very religious in her adolescence, although' 

1 
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Lylulph's insistent irreligiO~ -9~dUallY weakened the 

certainty of her convictions. ~ eighteen she flung 

to her brother the following words, weIl illustrating 

ber frame of mind: 

••• you think that we are in the world 
first & foremost & only to cultivate 
our intellect our minds & facilities, 
do you not? But l think that is not 
the object of life: l think it is~ 
prepare ourselves for another & that 28 
it is only a state of trial, & waiting ••• 

It would only be after her marriage to Amberley that Kate 

23 

would abandon her religion. The book Essays and Reviews, 

which alarmed a great number of people at the time, greatly 

interested Kate and her comments upon it in her diary 

illustrate the growth of her critical spirit. The book, 

which was brought to public attention by an article in 

the Westminster Review,29 discredited inspiration, prophecy, 

miracle., the truth of the history and the authority of 

the precepts contained in the Old and New Testaments, the 

creation and fall of 'man, the Sacraments and the Creeds. 
~ -

The article, which stirred the defenders of the church, 

includinq the BiShop of OXford, to reply to the book, 

horrified those around Kate, a guest thought the article 

·horrid , unfair·, and Lady Stanley, Xate noted, ·was 
30 

d1aquated by it.· Xate, however, thouqht the Essays much 

- 1 
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maligned by its reatlers; she could see "nothing in i~ 

to offend the most weak minded. M31 She preferred to see 

it as "an advancement & an improvement of what we have 

already"; unfortunately, aIl the "hubbub about it h4S made 

everyene l~ok at it as a complete overthrow of everything 

50 that they can never come round te it." Kate assured 

h1r diary, however, that she did not mean ta "launch out 

into aIl the opinions of the Essayists" - what she desired 

was a greater truthfulness and earnes'tness, the freedem to 

"do it my way".32 

24 

Ratels independence of mind and rebelliousness against 

cenventionality is revealed in different ways in her diaries. 

In a letter to her brother, Lylulph, for example, she writes: 

You both started in the same graave, 
Marna is still in it but you ran off the 
line; a thing l long to do, l am equally 
sick of the platitudes spoken'everywhere 
& the wordly sentiments l hear for 
worldly the y are though not in the common 
sense of the word; but as one cannot change 
others it is better only to think about 
changing myself l do not mean to conform 
to others but to bear with them.33 

Kate refused ta conform to or accept the antiquated views 

of those around her. The following criticism of her aunt Ally 

also reveals her feminist instincts: 

.. 
, 
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Aunt Ally very much objects to aIl the 
new books which say that people ought 
to have a work to do in the world & that 
women ought to 'better themslves'; she 
thinks that everyone's dut Y is to be 
quiet & retiring & unobtrusive as 
possible & contented. l remember trying 
to argue with you on the advantage of 
contentment & l put myself in yr. place. 
l still think it-right but l can see ~hat 
harm it can do.34 

Kate was also amused by the peculiar notions of Thomas 

Carlyle, upon his visit to Alderley. He told her that he 

thought aIl novels were stupid, 

,. 
& he did not know Any good ones written 
by warnen, he abused every one in turn that 
was mentioned ••. he thought women had better not 
meddle with those things but be quiet 
with darning stockings, a very different 
idea from Mrs. Mill's in her 
Enfranchisement of Womeni he talked 
of her & said she was a silly wornan, 
at least not\so clever, but that Mill 
admired her because she was kind to him •. 
He thinks that talking is the great fault 
of the age & that people had far better 
not talk •. 35 

( . 
It would t~us appear that the variotts aàŒmdtûms 

~ . .r' .,~ 
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by those around her to "be quiet" and coritelË ed appealed li ttle 

to Kate'. alert and questioning mind. Instead, she agreed 

with the words of Professor Jowett that "the only t~ing to do" 

.. was "to plant one' s foot beyond the waves of time.,;J6 

Kate's rebelliousness was as yet tentativei a passage from her 

1 
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diary for 1866, however, reveals the solidification of 

her refusal to accept the ways of the world, followinq 

a discussion with Professor Jowett, she writes: 

At the railway we talked of not qoinq 
aqainst the world , doinq as everyone 
did, and he strongly urged it in everything 
that was not positively wrong, , said 
for instance a woman shd. never have the" 
character,of an esprit fort. 1 did so 
disaqree with him- it was worldy wisdom 
without doubt, but then is that to be 
the rule of our actions- l May change 
but now l feel a strong inclination to 
go against the world. 3i 

, 
Kate Amberley would not begin her involvement in Women's 

Questions, al ~ould cali them until 1865, after her 
" ( 

mar~age to,Amberley. Nevertheless this interest was not 
l ' 

sudden; mat y of th~ above quotations illustrate her resistance 
'-, 

to acce~ed notions of female conduct and interests. At 

an early age she identified improper education as the 
'. 

source of female frivolity and intellectual vacuity. Commentinq 

to Lyluph on a friend's vapid character, ahe writes: 

1 do not wonder that quiet people who 
see her or other young ladies of the 
same description think it very perniciou. 
to go out in London , think there i. 
little good in a fashionable yq. lady, 
1 think thouqh that the fault ls in 
the education , thouqh mine ~y have 
been deficient in seme points'it ha. 

J t. ~ 
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be.n pertect in that 1 do not know "-
how Hama ~aa done it or when but ahe 
ha. c.rtainly made ua caf' for things 
bett.r , more important. 

This concern over female education would later figure 

27 

prominently in Lady Amberley's feminist formulations, and 

in her published lecture, RThe Claims of Women R• From 1865 

on, Kate would be guided and supported in her feminist 

a~tivities ~y her close friend Helen Taylor and Helen's 

stapfather, John Stuart Mill. Lady Amberley would lend 

h.r energy and vitality to many women1s organizations, 

aIl the while, in true Victorian style, devoting herself 

with great passion to her husband and his career. Though 

Kat. Amberley was an unapologetic feminist, her great 

charm won the he arts of Many. Lady Georgiana Peel, --
Amberley'. sister, wrote in her Recollections that Kate was 

, 
like Ra fresh breezeR coming on the Russell family. 

Be.ide~ her beauty, the charm of her 
high .pirits, and joy in lite, made her 
a universal favourite. Even the old '-- \ 
aag., Thomas Carlyle, would come and . ~ 
wait a: her door to take her out . 
ridinq, and evidently .njoyed the 
qallop. they had on 'Many mornings. She' 
wa. .uch a mixture of fun and 
earn •• tnes8, and had in a marked de,ree 
th. gr.at quickn ••• of thought 
po •••••• <\fy aIl that generation of 
Stanl.y •• 
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~ord Amberley's Youth and Development 

John Amberley was born at thirty-seven Chesham Place, 

London, on December 10, 1842. He kept a journal from 1854, 

when he was barely twelve, unbil his engagement to Kate 

Stanley in 1864. His early writings reveal a comfortable, 

happy and uneventful child~ood, with no evidence of the 
"1 

radicalism or studious temper that would characterize 

the older Amberley. Rather than showing any early interest 

in poli tics or religion, his diary reveals the ordinary 

interests and concerns of an aristocratie adolescent 

hoy: tea'parties, riding, sports, the desire for independence 

from parental strictures. His chiidhood companions included 
• 

the sons of Queen Victoria, with whom he would often play 

at Buckingham'Palace. The dominant characteristic of his 

diaries is a pronounced, at times morbid, introspection. 

Bertrand Russell described his father as "philosophical, 

studious, unwordly, morose, and priggish".40 Reviewinq 

the Amberley Papers, the New York Herald Tribune agreed with -
, Russell: "Lord Arnberley is a little stuffy as he appears' 

in these papers ..• " 41 Bertrand's eIder brother Frank, 

the second Earl Russell, described his father as ·short, 

( 
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black hair, not very strong, not very good sight", and 
42 

"artistic". 

Amberley was educated at Harrow, and went afterwards 
! 

to Edinburgh, where he li ved for a year wi th Professot:, 

A.C. Fraser. He then went to Trinit y College Cambridge, 

where he was very unhappy. In 1861 Lord John Russell 

was created Earl, and his eIder brother, the Duke of -, 
Bedford, Marquess of Tavistock, died. John was given 

the courtesy title of Viscount and inherited the Duke's 

Irish estate of Ardsalla, becoming Lord Amberley of 
~ 43 

Amberley and Ardsalla. 

Amberley was introduced to religion while very young, 

and his Anglioan beliefs were very important in hie 

youth. More enduring than his ties to religion, however, 

wa. his "very exceptiona1 intellectual integrity", as 

Bertrand Ruesell calI. it.44 Amberley' s diary for August 
ù 

5th, 1860 prai.es candidness and trutnfu1ness: " ••• such 

conduct, l think, deserves the highest praise in an age 

wheft the rule. of poli teness forbid plain language ••• or 

at be.t --;e i.t diff1cu1t & danqerousl when to tell a man 

hi. fault. is .0 much harder than to talk of them behind 

hi. back, to reprove honeetly so much harder than to speak 

indly." 45 

." 

29 



o 

o 

l .. 

30 

This riqid intellectual honesty, according to Ru.s.ll, 

was a major cause in the thwartinq of h±a political ambitions, 

"He considered e~ch political q~estion on its merits, 
46 

and refused to conceal his opinion whatever it might be." 

Amberley made a virtue of "honour toward opponents, fairness 

in representing their arguments ... the power of enterinq 

into points of view which are not our own," as weIl as 

"the stern regard for facts, the hatred of exaqqeration, 

~nd the delicate regard for other people's feelings." 47 

Innocently, he expected these virtues in others. 

A major change in Amberley's life came about in his 

twenty-first year: a sudden change from orthodox Anglicanism 

to free-thin~ing. The 13th of December 1863, two ~ays 

after his twenty-first birthday, Amberley announced in 

his journal that he was no longer a Christian; • •.• a course 

of reliqious enquiry (particularly reedinq 'G~eq's 

Creed of Christendom') has led me ta feel that l can no 

longer hold th~ doctrines which formerly l uaed to cherish 

às truths of the highest spiritual value." Hi. reading 

and inde pendent thinking had impressed upon him the 

conviction that "the whole system of 'Dogmatic Chri.tianity· 

is built on a false foundationl a foundation which l cannot 

help feeling that the proqre.s of Tzuth will in the cour •• 

of time ahake so violently that the Superstructure will 

.. 
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fall. .. Am.ber1ey thus ear1y professed himself a deist; 

hi. mature raligious be1iefs would close1y resemb1e those 

of Herbert Spencer's, both in nature and written 

expression. The Amberleys' deism admitted of prayer but 

not the divinity of Christ. 

Shortly after, Amberley wrote his first piece for the 

periodica1 press, an argument for the relaxation of the 

doct:rinal declarations required of clergymen of the Churoh' 

of England. This article appeared in the North British 
6 

31 

Review for November 1863, and stirred considerable interest 

and controversy; the public eye was thus on Amberley for 

the very first time. For Professor R.J. HeLmstadter, 

Amberley'. progression to free-thinking was appropriate 

to the Rusaell name: "In a sense the calI for religious 

liberty that ran through the article was a Russell family . . 
49 tradition", one which his father Lord Russell supported. 

'After Cambridge, which he left without a degree 

in 1862, Amberley devoted much of his time to reading and 

writlng. He wes involved briefly in Pàrliament in the 

mid-sixtie., he !an UJl8uccessfully for Leeds in 1865, 

va. a member of Parliament fo:: Nottingham from 1866-68, and 

loat the South Devon .leotion of 1868 due to a scandal 

OVer hi. ~upPOrt of birth cont~ol. His brief public 
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life effectively ended, Amberley turned from London to 

th~ country, fram poli tics to the pursuit of literary 

interests. Although he had attempted '8 parliamentary 

career, out of Adherence to the family tradition, Amberley 

never really became deeply engaged in practiçal politics. 

His true interests were political economy and the analysis 

of religious belief. Wrote Bertrand Russell of his father, 

"as in many Russells, the desire to study and philosophize 

fought with the inherited desire for power, and with the 

moral conviction- for it was no less- that he must do 
50 

a Russell' s dut Y to the state." 

After their rnarriage in 1864, the Amberleys spent 

sorne rnonths of each year in London, 'where they had a house 

in Dean's Yard. After a few years they moved to Ravenscroft 

. in the countryside. Amberley contributed to the North --
British Review, The Fortnightly Review, and the Theological 

51 Review, and began preparing his book on religious belief. 

Amberley did not lecture, and nor did he attend conferences 

or involve himself in any scholarly institutions. The 
. 

couple's intellectual life was set by the visita of and 

friendships with England's radical intelligentsia. These 

included George Grote and h~s wife, John Stuart Mill and 

his atep-dauqhter Helen Taylor, Herbert Spencer, T.H. Huxley, 
, , 

\ 
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Franc.. Power Cobbe, and Many otners. A local paper 

in 1870 remarked, "Soth Lord and Lady Amberley are 

weIl and widely known in political and literary circles, 

and are esteemed as much for the liberality of ~heir 

views 8S for the ability and mode st y with which they 
S2 state them." They belonged to the intellectual 

section of the Whig aristocracy, standing, as the Times 
\ 

commented, "on a hub from which the spokes of fashion, 

tradition, radicalism, and rationalism radiated.~·53 

Kate established hers~lf as a leading society hostess, 

her Tuesday night salons being weIl known. 

33 

The Amberleys developed their intellectual enthQsiams, 

lectured and agitated for reform in one of the most interesting 

ana dynamic periods of the nineteenth century. While the 

1850s and 18608 have been described as an age of relative 

pro8perity, comfort, and even political complacency, the 

parliamentary reform debates of the late 4860' s swiftly 
, 

changed the poli tical temper of the day. New opportuni ties 

for reform came about wi th the death of Lord Palmerston 

after the general election of 1865: Russell, naw Earl 

Ru •• ell, became the head of the gov~rnment and Gladstone 

bec ... the leader of the majority in the House of Commons. 

The Bill which had beCJUn \,lnder Russell in 1866 and which 

w •• eventually changed and pasaed by Di.~aeli in 1867, 
"" 



o 

o 

34 

was much more radical than anyone had anticipated, and was 

a great step toward a commitment to democracy. A great part 

of the urban working class had been enfranchis(d and the 

electorate doubled. 

The reforrn-minded Gladstone administration of 1868-14 
~ 

brought about a great number of legislative and administrative 

reforms. The first ~ssue Gladstone turned to was the 

disestablishment of the Anglican Church in Ireland. During 

these years reforms in the Ci vil Service system and 

the English Judicial system were introduced, as weIl as 

the Education Act of 1870, which was a step towards 

creating a common minimal level of education for aIl 

children. In 1871 an act repealed aIl religious restrictions 

on students attending the traditionally Anglican universities 

of Oxford and Cambridge. The Trade Union Act of 1871, 

though prohibiting picketing, legalized unions and gave 

thern the protection of the courts. Finally, the Ballot Act 

of 1872 was a reform that had long been advocated by 

radicals. 

The years 1865 to thé early 1870s stirred the hopes and' 

confidence of LiberaIs and Radicals. In 1865 the Fortnightly 

Review began its career with a mission, as stated in its 

prospectus, to "further the cause of progress by êhe 
-' 
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illumination of many minds." Under the eqitorship of 

John Morley, it was to become after 1872, as Donald 

Southgate wri tes, "The best authori ty for the orientation 

of the English mind toward! a more secular and scientific 

out1ook. ,,54 The intellectual radicals of the day, Lord 

and Lady Amberley among them, laboured against aIl which 

impeded the greater liberty of individuals and the 

progressive course of society. 

Radicalism in this.period gained an inte1lectual 

respectabili ty and social prestige which the radicalism 

,.. 
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of the Manchester School under Cobden, Bright, and Villiers 

in the 1840s and 18505 had never had. 55 Under the influen~e 

of John Stuart Mill,.Goldwin Smith, John MorleYandHeruy Rlwcett, 

the new radicalism, which had entered into connection 

with organized labour, pondered the rights of wornen, 

democracy, as weIl as the principles of church establishment. 

These radicals, still cheered by the success of the Anti-

corn Law League, had a wide spectrurn of causes before them-

temperance reform, women's suffrage, disestablishrnènt, 

aecular education, the repeal or advocacy of the Contagious 

Diseues Acts, and the promotion of international peace. -
Near1y aIl of these causes the Amberleys concerned 

themselves wi tlt in their lifetimes. In 1867 John Stuart 

Mill was able to as sert that "we live in a world of novelties; 

-"'" 
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the despotism of custom is on the wane.· The Amberl.ys 

themselve~ reflected the hope and confidence of what 

has been called "the age of improvement·~7 a confidence 

qreatly facilitated by their class positivn. As Bertrand 

Russell has written: 

••• throughout their lives the world 
was movinq in directions that to them 
aeemed good. And al though they opposed 
aristocratie privileqe, it survived 
intact, and they, however involuntarily, 
profited by it. They lived in a 
comfortabl~, spacious, hbpeful 
world .•• 58 

36 

The abovementioned issues and causes essentially 

constituted the nature of Liberal political activity. Thera 

was, as H~er puts it, "not seen to exist any central 

core of principle and belief to which were related and in 

which were cohered all the particular thinqs that Liberals 

did and aIl the particular reforma in which they were 
·59 interested." The principles of Liberalism and of Radicalism 

thus suffered fram a lack of coherency, fram the fact 

that they were a "miscellany of vaguely humanitarian 

enthusiasma, chiefly for the relief of individuals fram the 

metaphysical rather than material distre ••• • 60 

Lord Amberley himself espoused a "miacellany 

.. 
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of vaguely humanitarian enthusiasms" in his lifetime. 

Hia pOlitieal position was first defined in his unauccessful 

bid for the Liberal seat at the Leeds election of 1865, 

and firmly established by his successful contestation 

of the Nottingham e1ection of 1866. He remained a 

Member of Parliament for Nottingh~ until 1868. Amberley 

was identified as a Radical Whig back-bencher, and was 

thua part of a rather unimporta~t section of the House 

of Commona. These backbench Whigs, according to John 

Vincent, "represented aIl shades of po1itical opinion, 
" 

and were in general poli tics a marginal, and not a directive 

force." They were few in numbe4,.lacked individua1 

weight,.and "had nothing in eommon apart from their 

relationship with the historie Whig houses."6l 

Amberley, rather than being an outstanding personality 

or establiahed politic~an, held the appeal of being a 

'gentleman' with radical opinions. A gentleman, as one 

paper latar put it, "whose sports were not foxes and 

pheasanta and horses, but Liberty, Equality, and 
62 

Fraterni ty • • 

Aaberley'a radicaliam waa exposed to the public 

by hi. firat political addrea. at a reform meetinq February 

lat 1865, ealled by the Mayor at the requeat of the Leeds 

" Working Man' a Refora Aa.ociation. The purpose waa to 

. . 
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consider the propriety of petitioning the Hous. of 

Commons for Parliamentary reforme In his speech Amberley 

called for the further extension of reform, a subject 

with which he could be said to have "especial historical 

connection." "I don't know when it may come," he said, 

"but still l trust thé day may come when it will be 

possible that every intelligent and honest man, whatever 

the class to which he belongs, or whatever the employment 

he pursues, may be admitted to the extension of the 

franchise." He looked forward to the abolition of 

"distinctions and lines of demarèation between various 

classes," and humorously concluded: "You will have 

been able to gather from my remarks that l am not one of 

those who regard the advance of democratic opinions 
63 

with particular alarm." He confessed himself in favour 

of "violent changes" if for the better. 

Lord Amberley's political d6but was cloaely 
1 

38 

w4tched by the press. The-'1mrning Star of February 2nd ~, 

a Radical paper, wrote: "Lord Amberley has given good 

evideooe that-the historic name of Russell shall not he lost to 

the party of progress." The Ttmes, with a touch of distaste, 

described Amberley as "thoroughly indoctrinated in the lO91c, 

the oontroveray, and the history of Reform ••• Kr. Gladstone 
< 

ia the Mentor of the young Telemachu8 ••• • The standard, 

" 
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a Tory paper, was prepared to forgive Amberley's -flippancy" 

on account of "his tender years, as well as his lack of .. 
understanding of the issues of Reform-. Punch, 

inferring parental influence, published a satirical poem, 

.' ,64 
-As the Cock Crows, the Young Cock Learns." Many LiberaIs, 

including Gladstone, praised Amberley's speech. 

Amberley thus pledged himself to the more 

radical of the Liberal Party very early in his life and 

at the very beginning of his political career, despite 

his father's cautions. "Amberley must take his own course 
. . 

at Leeds," Earl John Russell wrote resignedly to Kate, 

" ••• 1 have no wish to calI in question his di~retion."65 
Xate'a Aunt Louisa was quite appalled by Amberl~'S 
radicalism, "And 80 Amberley is going to fOllowln his 

Father's foots teps & speak up for Reform", she rote to 

Kate. "I am an old Whig by education & have been from 

my earliest years trained to Whig Poli tics but not to 
. --

Radicaliam , though 1 was quite aware that Amberley was 

of the Ultra Liberal School, yet l trusted that he might 

have enough prudence not to give out a public meeting the 

full force of his Liberalism."66 John Stuart Mill warmly 

prai •• d ~rl.y·s speech, confident that he would have a 

fine career before him, "if he only went on as he had 

begun".67 Atter declininq to stand for Westminster, 

" 

.' 
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Amberley rather re1uctantI'y accepted in May to stand 

, 
for Leeds. Despite the success of his Leeds speech" 

Amberley, as weIl as the other Liberal Reform Candidate, 

Kr. Baines, lost the electian. 

Amberley was elected for Nottingham in 1866 

after a campaign in which he advocated Sunday places 

t 

of recreation. In 1867 he made his maiden speech on the 

Reform Bill, which gained the praise of Arclbishop (later 

Cardinal) Manning, J.S. Mill, his father, Gladstona_ 

and Disraeli. That year he also introduced his Sunday 

Lectures Bill, which was unsuccessful. In 1868, after 

40 

a visit ta America, Amberley declined ta stand for Nottingham 

again. He feared a repetition of the circurnstances 

of the last election, when BernaI Osborne intervened and 

. spli t the Liberal vote, thus defeating Amberley' s col1eag'.le, 

Cossharn. He also feared a corrupt and rowdy contest. 

He was adopted as candidate for South Devon instead, to 

contest his father's old seat, which had been Tory "almost 
~ 

from tirne inunemorial" - that is to say, thirty-three 

years. 69 Amberley also sat as magistrate in Monmouthshire, 
r 

at Trelleck Petty Sessions. 

Amberley's friends and family had wa:ned him of 

the possible consequences of his bràve declarations of faith. 

o 
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Prof ••• or Jowett had written to Lady Amberley that her 

hu.band -must expect ta be abused and to hear 'American', 
J 

'traitor to his order' and the like. And in time l 

have no doubt that you will live ta see him under various 

disquiaea in 1 Punch 1 •• 69 Lady Amberley ~,herself was 

worried at timea about her ~usband's political career; 

though she felt that his ·great truthfulness, honesty, 

linglemindedness and courage- would eventually tell, 

Ihe feared that he would ·never shine in politics· • 

. • ••• he vanta readiness, and adaptability to people and 

circumstances·, she confided to her jou~nal.70 The Times 

recoqnized in Amberley's terribly ·honest convictions· 

a kind of ·holy fai~·, and felt he would soon be a 

lorry victim of the rapacity of political life. ~We 

Ihrink fram the contemplation of thia pure, untainted, 

unlophiaticated, unencwnbered Reformer of his country 

al the wear and tear of life may present him even at 

thirty.·71 The Times' warda were rather prophetie; for 

th. moment, however, Amberley felt bound to his dut y to 

expre •• hi .. elf. 

The Influence of John Stuart Mill and Belen Taylor 

Of all their 'radical friends and aoquaintancea, 
-

the Amberleyl vere moat influenced by John Stuart Mill, 

. -, 
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wham they met when they were both about twenty-two and 

newly wed. A strong friendship developed between them, 

following a weekend house party at Mrs. Grote'. in 1865. 

Mill's discussions and encouragement. to the couple to 

care not of the world's judgments greatly impre •• ed Lady 
, , 

Amberley and raised her "into a hopeful state of mind": 

He was talking about everyone beinq 
wished to be ali~e & do alike, & 
l told him that we met with oPP08ition 
for going to the country & not 
qoing out as ev.~ryone did & people 
were always wanting A to shoot to be 
like everyone else 80 he adviaed me to 
answer '1 did not wish him & he did not 
intend to be like everyone else but 
someting more & of use in his time 
& for that solitude & study were 
necessary & not to be always in the world ••• 
He said the wish & intention to do 
good was good in itself ••• 

The next day, on the 2lst of February, Kate wrote in ber 

diary: 

•• ,.Mill said he had been very gla4 
to meet ·~rley ••• It ha. been a 
very great pleasure meeting bim, .0 
edifying & made one feel 80 bopeful 
& atrpng of the use one could he in 
the world. 

1 - l am so happy at A knowing him , 
Mill's appreciating him. ,It i. ot 
cour.e more pleasure to hear him prai.ad 
or rather cOIIIDended by Mill than 
aIl the praise or blame of the world-

42 
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1 do trust never to mind more 
what the world says, than 1 do now; 
for now i t is qui te Indifferent to me, 
1 know aIl his motives are pure & 
great , unselfish, 0% to be admired; 
, while he ~ticks to his princip les 
how can l eare what people think or 
what motives they attribute to him!72 

Lady Amberley later described herse~f as one of 

Mill'. -devoted followe~-.73 

Kate Amberley and Mill's stepdaughter, Helen Taylor, 

became close friends, correspondinq regularly until Kate's 

death in 1874. Helen qreatly encouraged and supported 

Kate'. feminist activities, which had been spurred by 

Mill'. historie women's suffrage speech in Parliament 

in 1866, and by his book, The Subjection of Women (1869), 

Mill had felt that Amberley was -one of the very best of 
7. 

our riainq politicians.- . He served as an adviaor to 
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Amberley both on his writinqs and on hi~ political activitles, 

and even agreed to beeome godf a ther to the Amber leys ' 

third child, Bertrand. Accordinq to Ann RobsoI\' their 

friendahip wa. anchored in a certain need: -althouqh both 

th.~Rua.èll and Stanley faœdlies had radical tendeneiea, 

th.y did not give unqualified .upport to the younq people 
--

ancS it wa. of very great importance to both Amberleys to 

bave the approval of the moat re.pectecS philosopher and . 

t '. 
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radical of their time." Their support of Lady Amberiey 

was particularly valuable, Robson notes, for Kate was 
'. 

greatly discomfited by the idea of drawinq public 

attention upon herself and of violating Victorian rules 
. 7S 

of aristocratie feminine idieness. 

~ 

A biographer ôf Mill has written t~ the intimacy 

that developed between Mill and the Amberleys was a 

"disastrous one", in terms of the couplets worldly 

interests: • ... the whole of their thouqht was steeped 

in Mill"s opinions, dangerously advanced; and their 

contempt for society together with their determination 

to Act up to their beliefs made ttlem rash."76 Mrs. 

Grote attempted to dilsuade Amberiey from followinq "the 

example of Miil, wh~se creed aIl recognize as the extrema 

democratie," and warned,him of "qoinq beyond the limita 

of a conseientious liberai in public speakinq", lest 

he should "one day have to recede from positions taken up 

in the warmth of his popular sympâthies ... 77 

The Amberleys, however, almost worshipped Mill and 

. were not to be deterred from fOllowinq their philoaophy .. 
of Truth and Progresse 

\ 

The Ambarleya' Philoaophy of Truth and Dut Y 

.. 1'11e Amberleya' unconventionali ty and effort. in the 

~< 
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fields of birth control and women's emaneipation 

cannot properly be appreciat~d witho~t an analysis of 

the philosophieal basis of their commitments. This 

philosophy led the couple onto the path they took, 

and provided strength in the face of adversity. 

Lord Amberley had early, as a youth of 17, expressed 

the desire to do good in the wor~d; similarly, very near 

~e'end of his life, he expressed the hope that little he 

had done had been "of a bad kind. l should die with 

45 

. 78 
the sense that ~e great work of my life was accomplished". 

The concept of dut Y figured prominently in the Amberleys' 

philosophy of life, partieularly in that of Lord Arnherley's. 

This dut y involved devoting one's life to "doing good", 

working to the attainment of knowledge and Truth, and 

remaininq true to onels prineiples. "We both put Dut Y 

above everything else", Amberley once wrote to his wife, 

., 1 do ask you to do y~. duty ••• ·79 .The ideas of Truth 

and knowledge vere especially important to Amberfey, and 

appear often in the collection as a theme. Those near 

Amberley noted hi. "deterMined pursuanee of knowledge", 
, SO 

the vay he made "everything e1se give'way to it". 

Hia journal of September 1860 td February 1864 typically 

be9~1 wi th a poem on 'Truth: 

-
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Truth circ les i~o Truth. Each note is clear 
To God, no drop of Ocean is e'er lostJ 
No leaf forever dry' and tempest-tost. 81 
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Similarly, Amberley's Analysis of Religioua Belief, his final 

effort, begins with the quotation: MYe shall know the 
, 

Truth,' and the Truth shall make you free M• Amberley 

strove, by the example ~e set, to help emancipate his 

fellow human beings from narrowness and meanness of spirit, 

however great and difficult the task. The fOllowing passage, 

from a letter he wrote to Kate early in their marriage, 

captures Amberley's sense of purpose in life, his 

optimistic commitment to his philosophy of Truth and 
/1 

progress: 

\ 

~ wish to show by what 1 write, by the 
life 1 live, by the example 1 set, that 
opinions such as mine need & ought 
not to bring the slightest suspicion 
Qr cenaur~ upon thoae who hold them. 
And l will say what 1 believe & what 
l diabelieve that others May pick up 
8uch little fra~enta of truth as 1 may 
be permitted to give them, or be weaned 
fram the errora that h~er their 
thoughts ••• I can look baek upon hi_tory 
, see that the great thlnkers of the world, 
who have never dlacovered the abaolutely 
trua, have been able to break down the 
superstition & to diminish the Intolerance 
of mankind ••• Thu8 shall we atrive to 
increa .. the charity of men towards •• eh 
o~er, , mi tig'te their bi ttem.... And 

, , .-
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we will not demand Toleration , 
only at the hands of our friends, 
but much m6re justice. They shall 
us justice. 82 

do 

Amberley thus expected opposition to his bel!efs 

very early, before the beginning of his pOlitical career. 

However violent the initial reaction to the Amberleys' 

beliefs and way of life, Amberley optimistically believed 

society w~uld,eventually do them justice: 

Let them be shocked & pained at first, 
if it must be so (though l hope 
even this may be avoided) but when 
the first violence of their surprise 
or their resentment is over, we 
will ask them if afterall, we are 
worse than other men; we will ask 
them to confess, if not at once by the 
force of reason then later by the 
force of facts that the fruits of the 
Spirit may be granted to thoae who have 
flung off tll-e. ancient creeds as chaff ,., 
, stand UP1\ght, pure, & noble without 
their aid! ~ \ 
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Nbile the Amberley. had long anticipa~d the welcome their 

unconventional opinions would receiye, they had inaccurately. 

judged the aeverity of this censure. ~rley had not 

anticipated how very -shocked and pained- the world would be, 

and the toleration he had expected wa. not granted them 

in their lifetimea. 
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The Amberleys felt the need to express their 

dissatisfaction with_the ways of the world, though the world 

might not be a sympatheti~ listener. Lady Amberley's 

advanced beliefs were a matter of faith and religion, 

she confided to her friend Henry Crompton; "My religion 

impels me to be outspoken & in my life to show what 

l
, B4 l be J..eve." Shortly before their marriage, Amberley 

found it neccssary to warn Kate that he should have to 

o proclaim whatever he believed, and that "a certain 

degree of unpopularity, or even alienation from friends 

might be the resul t". 85 In the face of public outrage 

they took comfort from the idea that they remained true 

to their convictions, and accep~ed as inevitable the 

hostility and resentment: " ..• one must make up one's 

mind to sorne disagreeableness for the sake of one's 

opinions", Kate wrote to Helen Taylor in 1870.
86 

Slmilarly, 

Amberley expressed the following to Kate during their 
1,; 

çourtship: 

Those who would be something more 
than they who feast 'to laugh and 
die' must accept misunderstanding, 
unkindnëss, disapproval as their 
inevitable lot. They must be content 
to foresake father & mother for the 
sake of Truthi they must be ready to 
resign what mdet they prize the moment 
it clashes with the liqht that ls given 
them. It is their dut y to follgw that 
light withersoever it may lead.87 
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"It i. not exàct1y a hi~h order of merit wh. ia shawn by 

ac1miring the martyr-apiri t in lothers, but possessing. 
\ 

none of it oneeelf", he continued. Amberley seems to 

have been endowed with this "martyr-spirit" even in his 

youthl one of hie early journals containe the following 

verees: 
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Ble •• ad are ye, when men shall revile you, & persecute 
yeu, , say all manner of evil againat you 
faleely for thy sake, Rejoice, & be exceeding glad, 
for qreat is your reward in heaven. a8 

With the strength of their philosophy of life behind 

them, the-young Amberleys rushed headlong into their 

intellectual enthusiasms, which will be the focu8 of th~ 

following Chaptera. 
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CHAPTER '!'WO 

THE CON'l'ROVERSY BEGINS: LORD AMBERLEY AND MALTHU8IAN 

BIRTB-CON'l'ROL 

Lord Amberley's interests centered on pOlitical and 

eCQnomic history, and the subject closest to his heart, 

upon which he first published ~nd wrote on foll~ing 

his retirement from politics, was that of t.1leologlca~ 

debate. Amberley dld, however, devote his ùttention to 

other subjeets and causes; WomAQ suffrage, for example, 

was an interest he shared with his wife, Kate Amberley. 

It ls paradoxieal that it proved to b~ the subjeet ct 
birth-control whieh gained him the greatest publie / 

notoriety and furor, sinee it would appear that his private 

references to the àubjeet were never intended to reaeh 

the public ear. The commotion caused by their revelation 

forced Amberley into a defenslve stance on an issue with 

which he was not nearly as intelleetually preoccupied 

aa his religious views. Lord Amberley's name eame to be 

intimately and negatively connected with the idea of 

population limitation, mueh to his conaternation and 

miafortune. 

Defore examining the nature of Lord Amberle~'8 Malthuaian 

... ""':~ , ~ . . 
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views, it would he helpful to begin with an overview 

of early birth-control propaganda and of the climate 

of opinion surrounding the subject in the 1860s. Plàced 

in their cont~xt, both Amberley's ideas and the violence 

of what cJme to be known as the 'Amberley Affair' in 1868 
," 

will be better understood. 

The topic of family limitation was a very sensitive 

one- throughout the nineteenth century; viewed as an outrage 

S6 

of delicacy, the subject was excluded fram aIl public 

~xamination or discussion. A steady stream of birth-control 

propaganda and controversy came to be felt from the 18208 

on, forming what Norman E. Himes calls th-=period of "quiet 

percolation"l - a limited percolation downward of 

contraceptive knowledge. This quiet wou1d only be broken, 

as Peter Fryer and J.A.Banks have shawn, by the brief 

commotion of the Amberley Affair in the 1ate 18608. 2 Barly 

birth-control ideas were based on the doctrines of Thomas Malthu •• , 
In his Essay on Population (1803), Malthus had argued that 

reckless overbreeding depleted human resources; as food 

supplies move in arithmetical progression, population mev •• 
in geometric progression, leading tp a dep1etion of the food 

supplies and a resulting state of misery and vice. 3 Malthus 

thu. argued that misery and poverty re.ulted fram human 

failings rather than from social institution •• Charity and 



. 
'-
1 

:--

reform wexemere pa11iatives; the only cure for PQverty, 

in Ma1thus's opinion, ~edtr::ating the ~~I as te the 
" ' - /' 

necessi ty of sexua1 se 1f-res~~_ and ,the deferra1 of 

marriage. Malthus did not advocate or condone 

contraception, however. In the 1820s, alone and un~ided, 

Francis Place ventured upon an attempt to educate the 

masses. He offered explicit contraceptive information 

in his "diabolical handbills", which were furiiv~ly 

disseminated in back alleys. In doing so, Place gave 

birth control a body of soc~al the ory 4 ltili tarians 

57 

. '" 

such as James Mill ~nd Jeremy Bentham also adopted Malthus's 

concern for population, but declared not onl,Y the morality 
5 

but ,the social necessity of contraception. Birth-contro1 

would come to be placed by mid-century as part of a 

reformist package, linked to, tHe Woman Question, by such 

writers as John Stuart Mill, although this was 'a minority 

opinion in an increasingly conservative atmosphere. 

Neo-~lthusians operated in a hostile environment; ,-
birth-control was linked to pruriency in the Victorian mind, 

unmentionable in public and hardly considered to constitute 

respectable reading material. The ignorance surrounding the 
~ 

subject often led opponents to confuse birth-control with 

abortion and infanticide and accuse advocates of seeking t6 

undermdne the èkisting family structure. Accordinq to 

• 
• 
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Francis W. Newman in 1871, birth-control was an unnatural 
~ li, 

./ . 
vice that amounted to "promiscuous concubinage," which wou1d 

gravitate "first into the ju~tificat1op of abor~ion; 

and next into infanticide. ,,6 Another author in lB71 

a1so lookep upon the matter with equa1 horror, convinced 

, it spel1ed the doom of the nation: 

To innocu1ate Eng1ish society with 
French viCes; to (~stroy our unique 
home-liie and home-ideas; to betray 
the sentiments which have established 
the purities of our society and 
glorified us in the eyes of nations;­
nay, to depreciate at once oûr manners 
and our race, is the remedy, God help 
us! offered by the thinkers, followed 
by tl)e, strange- women and chattering 
disciples of the social ph1losophy. ï 

50 delicate was the subject that both advocates and opponents 

could only refer to it in the vaguest terms possible as late 

as the 1870s, for fear of obscenity. 

Reputations were besmirched by involvement in this matter; 

only the most extreme Radicals who had nothing to lose, like 

the notor!ous birth-control propagandist Charles ~~, ~ 

were prepared to face the seve~ public censure. John 

Stuart ~l's youthful Malthusian activities, for example, 

were unearthed by Abraham Hayward in 1873 in an attempt to 

block his public rnemorial~ 
• 

• 
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The staunchest enemy of birth-control was the rnedical 

professLon; although a few physicians did support 'the 
, 

campa1gn for b~rth control in the last decades of the 
-

59 

nineteenth century, the medical profession as a whole remained 

adamantly opposed to contraception, despite an increasing 

concern with the problems of infant rnortality, abortion, 

and infanticide. The Medical profession fought against the 

promotion of habits of irnmorality, habits whicn.it saw 

as "so vile in their character, 50 dishonourable in their 
. . 9 development, 50 degrad1ng in theJ.r practl.ce." 

A number of reasons May be cited to explain the medical 

profession's resistance to birth-control. As Angus McLaren 

notes, the profession was sensitive to the explosive nature 

of the issue and anxious to establish its professional 

respectabilitYi its initial response was therefore to 

declare that the control of f~rtility was not a medical 
J 

problem. The Lancet, the Most illustrious and respected 

medical journal, illustrates weIl the prevailing medical 
l, l 

opinion on the subject: the question of "over population" 

they held to be unworthy of any space or examination 
" 

in the journal, for it was. a .~silly and mischievous one", 

dependent on the "rational defect or obliquity of mind" of 
10 those who fall under its sway. 

According to M~, family limitation was viewe4 as 
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an inappropriate subject for study by respectable phyaiciana 

because it was "associated with the activitiea of non-

professionals- the quacks, the retailers of rubber qoods 

, -and the midwives- who challenqed their professional 

monopoly in medical science. nll Furthermore, doubtful 

physioloqy combined with the confusing of reliqioua, moral 

and social prejudices also plagued medical discussions of 

family limitation. Physicians continued to confuse abortion 

and contraception, and, in addition, were convinced that 

contraception was physically and psychologically harmful. 32 
r 

Wornen, it was believed, were susceptible to a qreat range 

of retributive sexual maladies while men faced the prospec~s 

of sterility and mental decay. For those who aurrendered 

to the foolish doctrine the moral consequences were very 

grave: the Lancet concluded that "a woman on whom her 

huaband practisea what is euphemistically called 'preventative 

copulation' is ••. necessarily brouqht into 

mi~d of a pros~itute." For the male, the 

, /- .... 
/ ' 

the condi tior)' v': J 
'" \ 

practice, ~:in i ts 

actual character and in its remote effects, ia in 

distinguiahable from masturbation." ,13 

" The rnedical profession assumed the re.ponaibilit~ for 
1 

public mora1ity, and succeeded, in blockiuq aIl dis9Üasion 

of birth control in ita professional journals until the late 

. 1860a. However,. a. both John Peel ~d J.A. Bank. note, th. 

-
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medica1 profession's silence on the subject v~nished when 

it became evident in the 18608 that the -issue cou1d no 

longer be ignored.14 Medical journa1s were provoked 

into the first exp11cit mention of contraception as a 

resu1t of the outcry raised against Lord Amberley in 

the autumn of 1868, when it became known that Amber1ey 

nQt only himself advocated birth control, but.pro~osed 

that the medical profession do so as weIl. A great deal . 
of the hosti1ity voiced in Eng1and towards birth control, 

and its advocaqes in this period, according to Peter Fryer, 

was aroused "during or as ~ result of the Amberley affair 
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of 1868-69" .15 The medical profession reacted wi th indignation 

and disgust at Amberley'~ Malthusian speech of 1868, as 

'" .hall be exp10red ~~his chapter. 

" 
De.pite the profession's continued condemnation of 

the use of contraceptives, the British birth rate dec1ined 

in the lat'ter half of the nineteenth century (from 34.1 

par thou.and in 1870-72 to 24.5 per thousand in 1910-12).16 

In the 1860s and 1870s an extension of birth control 

propaganda waa directed to the midd1e class. In 1872, 

for example, Montague Cookson in an article entit1ed "The 
'" 

,Mora1ity of Married Life-, added a new argument by addressing 

tbe audience ·which occupies a midd1e place between the 

plutocracy and the masses •• 17 He draped his ar9~nt for 

.... ..!: --" .. _ ... -



o 

o 

62 

family limitation not only in economic terrns or in 

connection to the woman question, but wrote as weIl in terme 

of the intellectual horizons of his class. Marriage 

and the ensuing unreasonable production of children 

involved a break in the education of humanity 
, 

"incompatible with the continuity of moral growth, a 

surrender of freedom:18 During the next 15 years, Robert 

Dale Owen's Moral Physiology (1831) and Charles Knowlton's 

Fruits of Philosophy (1841) were republished and sorne 

anohymous pamphlets were published as weIl, such as "Valuable 

Hints" (1866), "The Power and Out y of Parents to Limit 

Their Children" (1868), and others. The most popular 

and influential book published at this time was authored 

by the physician George Drysdale: Elements of Social Science: 

or Phxsical, Sexual, and Natural Religion. So hostile was 

the climate of opinion that Orysdale did not dare 

ack~owledge his authorship of the book in his own lifetime. 

Although only five-and-a half of its six hundred pages 

were devoted to an analysis of Jp~eventative sexual inter­

course', it was republished in many large editions in many 

translations. The English version under the changed 

title of ~he Elements of Social Science sold in aIl 88,000 

copies. 19 

The Amberley Affair ~an thus be located in 4, very 

4 
__ • t ~ .. 
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.ensitive ara in the history of birth controlr while 

open discussion of the subject was not encouraged, public 

opinion within the middle class appeared to be in the process 

of change. The conjunction of the Amberley affair and 

the impact of the birth control propaganda in the l860s 

and l870s, according to J.A. Banks, may have been of sorne 

importance; this conjunction, "while not yet bringing 

round the force of middle class publicly expressed 

opinion to the contraceptive point of view, nevertheless 

could hardly have been negligible." 20 

George Orysdale's Elements of Social Science appears 

to have been instrumental in sharpening the young Amberley's 

interest in the Malthusian question, and later, in 

deepening the scandaI surrounding him. The following passage 

appeared in his journal for the second of February, 1864. 

Amb$rley was in his twenty-first year: 

l am reading a u:xst interesting book 
recommended by J.S. Laurie on 
'phyaical, Sexual, & Natural Religion' 
in vhich the author (a medical man) 
aeam. to overturn aIl the moral theories 
on the subject of Chastity &c. 
As a cure for poverty (being also a 
political economist) he recommends 
preventative sexual intercourse, 
vith a view to which various expedienta 
are aubjected. If true, the book 
throws a new light on the whole Malthuaian 

~_ l' ~ _ • ' 
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question & provides a new out let for 
the great social difficulty by much 
easier means than l had ever thouqht 
of: the author's very materialistic 
notions offend me; but there is one 
qreat merit in the work & that is the 
continuaI protests he raises aqainst 
the utterly foolish delicacy which 
prevails fI! these most important ,e 
subjects. 

Amberley's journal does not show further evidence of 

his interest in the matter, and his correspondence is 

no more indicative of involvement. Given his lack of 

discursiveness on the matter, it ls difficult to 

'determlne the reasons for his interest, the deqree of his 

intellectual commitment, and Any influence other than 

Drysdale's book. It is possible to assume that John Stuart 

Mill, qiven his close relationship to Amberley and his own 

stronq opinions on the issue of Malthusianism, may have 

influenced and supported Amberley on this question. No 

evidence, however, can be found of discussion upon this 

subject in the correspondence between Amberley and Mill; 

the influence can only remain a conjecture • 

. "' . . Amberley's 1nvolvement in the Malthusian question 

began rather innocuously and was brouqht to the public ear 

againet his intentions. It will be the contention of thi. 

chapter that the scandal of 1868-69 was very much out of 
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proportiOn to Amber1ey's actua1 inte1lectua1 and personal 

commitment to the issue. Given the climate ·of opinion 

at the time, it is doubtful that Lord Amberley would 

have chosen to bring the issue of birth control out into 

• the public; prudence wou~ preclude such a decision, 

especially in the light of both his prominent position 

and"Eeputation, and the prestigious career that promised 

to unfold before him. 

Amberley's involvement in the Ma1thusian question 

began with the London Oia1ecticàl Society,' following a 

letter from the organization of the 14th of May, 1868: 

A philosophical Association has been 
recently established called 'The 
London Oia1ectical Society', founded 
upon the princip le of absolute liberty 
of thought & speech, and having for 
its object the unbiased consideration 
of aIl those important questions, , 
which have at various times, occupied 
the Attention of Philosophera & 
aIl thinking men. 

Its members at present about 80, 
are persons of Education & respectability, 
, conspire graduates & undergraduates 
of Universities, Members of the Medical 
, Legal Professions, & Gentlemen otherwise 
enqaqed mliterary & Scientific pursuits. 

The Council, aware of the liberality 
of your Lordship's views, are desirou8 
of your patronage & co-operation, & have 
directed me to communicate with 
your Lordship, and to state that it wou1d 
afford us much pleasure if your Lordship 
would confer upon us the honour of 
beccadng one of our Vice-Presidents. 

.. 
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We beg to observe tha t the 
duties are merely nominal, indeed, 
the word 'Patron' would more correctly 
express the nature of the posi~ion. 
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l have the honour to r~ïn, my Lord, 
with profound res ct, 

your Lordship's most 0 ediant & faithful Servant, 
o • H. Dy te .22 

Lord Amherley became Vice-President of the Dialectical 

Society, which was essentially a private debating society. 

The constitution of the Society is i~teresting, throwing 

light on its nature and purpose: 

• 
That Truth is of all th~ngs most to be 

desired, and is best elicited by the conflict 
of opposing opinions. 

That the Society shquld afford a 
field for the philosophical consideration 
of aIl questions without reserve, but 
especially of those comprised in the domain 
of ethics, metaphysics, and theology. 

That it should be unsectarian in the ' 
widest possible sense, and allow the most 
absolute freedom of debate, no subject 
whatever beinq excluded from consideration 
except on the ground triviality. 

The followinq remarks by Professor Bain 
may he considered to embody the leading principle 
of the Society, and show the origin of the 
title:-

'The essence of the dialectical method 
ia to place side by side, with every doctrine 
and its reasons, aIl oppoaing doctrines 
and their reasons, allowing these to be 
stated in full by the persons holding them. 
No doctrine is to he held as expounded, 
far less proved, unless it stands in parallel 
array to every ether counter theory, with aIl 
that can be said for each ••• 23 
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It Wa8 Amberley'8 involvement in the8e Society debates 

which would 1ead to the stirrings of public controversy 

and cause him much discomfort and misfortune, a1though 

the debates of the Society had never been intended for 

public scrutiny. His first activity in the Dia1ectical 

Society invo1ved a debate on prostitution, held on May 

27, 1868, raised by a paper of Dr. C. DrysGale, brother 

of George Drysdale. Amberley reported on the meeting at 

length in his journal. The meeting somehow reached the 

pres8, the Dailf Post providing a report of the proceedings 

on the 2nd of November 1868. It was a ~eeting of July 
, 

1st, however, which led to Amberley's troubles, a meeting 

of which he kept no record in his journal. The meeting 

was reported to the press in the sarne manner as was the 

fir8t meeting, without the members' intention or even 

knowledge. 

" 
The meeting, which he chaired, was on a paper read 

by ex-tutor J.S. Laurie~(who, it is to be remembered, .. 
introduced Drysdale's Elements to Amber1ey), called "On 

67 

-the Happine88 of the Community as Affected by Large 

Families.- Speakers inc1uded the birth control propagandist 

CharI •• Bradlaugh, and Dr. Charles Drysdale. The Medical 
.24 

Pre •• and Circular for July 22nd, 1868 pub1ished a 

detailed report of the meeting. A8 the journal reporta it, 

~
If.' • 
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~l 
Amberley thought the subject brought forward by Mr. Lauri~' '" ( 

to be of first rate importance, and that there was no 

doubt that the prevention of over-popu1ation was the most 

satisfactory method of attacking the evi1 of poverty. He 

was glad to hear from Mr. Bradlaugh that the working classes 

were beginning to debate this vital point, but he went on, 

the influence of the c1ergy, the reticence of society, and 

the natura1 passions of mankind, were opposed to prevention 

of over-population. Amberley be1ieved that women wou1d 

naturally have a stronger feeling against large fami1ies, 

had they Any say in the matter, and if their opinions were 

more heard. The conclusion that Lord Amberley drew was 
" 

that if Mr. Malthus was correct, and that, if ever there 

was to be an escape from poverty, it wou1d be from the 
, . 

limitation of family size. Whie emigration was good, 

it was not rapid enough to re1ieve the pressure caused by 

rapid multiplication. Amber1ey objected to ce1ibacy, 

and believed that aIl would natura11y object to war and­

famine as solutions to the problem. It thus appeared to 

Amber1ey to be a medica1 question how this cou1d best be 

accomplished without injury to the health. In America, he 

obaerved, ladies were in the habit of ,keeping back their 

families, but the methods ~hey e~loyed seemed to him to 

be dangerous to health. wHence, - he conc1uded, he -.hould 

much like to hear a discussion as to whether seme innocuou. 

..... -
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measure mtght not he discovered.",2S 

~Amberley's speech and proposaI seem innocent 

tram today's perspective, his suggestion of involving 

the medical profession in the birth control issue horrified 

the profession and sealed his fate. Cairn prevailed 

for ten days after the report, and then the storm erupted, 

with a violence that was to escalate as the weeks went bYe 

The British Medical Journal provided an account of the 

meetin9 in its issue of August the lst. "There is in 

London a Society called the Dialectical", the report 

began, "where ladies and gentlemen discuss together 
, 

the most delicate subjects". The journal refrained from 

fùdgment until the end of the account, ertding with the 

words: "We believe that our profession will repudiate 

with indignation and disgust such functions as these 

gentlemen wish to assign to it."26 The following week, 

The British Medical Journal reported with satisfaction 

that Dr. Edmond., who had been present at the meeting of 

July lst, wished the journal "to intimate that he would not 
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by any means be a party to assigning to the profession Any 

auch anti-qenetic functions, or sueh as they would be likely 

to repudiate." Another medical member also requested the 

journal to etate that he wes not disposed to "remain 

connected vith a Society which gravely diseusses the propriety 
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_ of as&igning to Medical men the intimated function of 

teaching females how to indulge their passions and limdt 

their families". The journal concluded: ."We publish 

with great satisfaction this protest, which we think 
27 

honourable to the authors of it." 

Members of.the Dialectical Society were thus already 

-retreating from an increasingly embarrassinq situation, , 

medical men fearful for their reputations. At this time 
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the Sécretary of the Society, D.H. Dy te, deemed it necessary 

ta inform Lord Amberley of the publication of the meeting 

and of the Medical prOfession'~~rOWing indignation: 
• • '!J 

) . 
t' 

l think it right to info~ your 
lordship that owing to the publication of 
a wholly unauthorized report of a recent 
meeting of the Soci~ty, comments concerning 
your lordship and the Soc~ety have 
appeared in 'The British Medical Journal'. 
l beg to enclose the parts of the journal 
containing these observation, toqet~er 
with a copy of my reply to the sarne. 

S!milar articles have-appeared in the 
r 'Medical Times and Gazette', copies of 
~hich l will likewise procure and immediately 
transmit to your Lordship. 

l wish to add that the Council and 
indeed the whole Society always have 
been, and still are, almost unanimoualy 
opposed, most strongly" (to) the publication 
of reports of our meetings, a proceedinq 
which, we Palieve, woûld have the effect 
of fetterinq discussion. 21 

, . 

, 
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A few daya later Dy te ~ain wrote to Lord Amberley, 

emphasizing the undesirability of ~tirring' public intére~t 
, 

,in the Society's affairs. Oyte also provided clues to the 

leak of'information: 

, \ 

••• 1 perfectly agree wi th your" Lordship 
as to the ipexpediency of publiahing 
reports of the Society'. proceedtngs ••. 
The Society is too young~ and publ~c 
opinion tod unripe & unhealthy to permit 
of anything of the kind without 
causin4 much mischief and annoyance. 
The publication of the present occasion, 
however, was, l believ~, not due to the 
adiission of strangèrs as your Lordship 
appèars to think, but, 1 rather suspect, 
to one Member or two Members of the Society, 
whoae zeal for the propagation of Population 
Doctrines ( ) than discretion ••• 
There is nevertheless considerable laxity 
with regard to the admission of strangers, 
and 1 have frequently ,had ~e occas~on 
to bring this matter before the notice 
of the Council. ,It is now proposed 

-... ~at' visitor. shall not be admitted 
axcept on personal introduction by .' 
Member •••• 29 

.'" 
Lord Amherley must have derived little camfort from 

r~ , • 

, ' 
Dyt.' •••• ur~ce •• ' for the debate showed no sign of abatin9, 

a. other medical journal. joi-nad in the fray. The Medical 
, . 

-TU.. and Gal.tte began it. attack Oll AInbpley in it. 'issue 

of Auguat 8th, in a more openly hostile fa~hion than the 

Britiah Medical Journal. The article,.entitled ·Viscount 
) 

71 
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Amberley' S Insult to the Medical Prqfesslon", ,bagan 

in the followinq manner: 

We are compelled to notice- but'for 
the ~resent very briefly- a most scandalou. 
insult offered by Vlscount Amberley 
to our Profession- one we can only account 
for in on the supposition of an entire 
oblivion of aIl difference between riqht 
and wrong, moral and~physical.3~. 

1 

The article deplored Lord Amberley's "insolent questions 

as to how far medical men are willing' to de grade wome~, 

and make themselves accomplices to unnatural crimes." 

The doctrine 1 of population, the jo~rnal concluded, was 
, . 

merely set up by "such wretches as de,sire to enjoy the 

privilege of selfish l?st, and tq avoid the dutie. of 
, 31 

matrimony. ft" 

The Medical Times and Gazette returned to the .ubject 
. \ " ,in its issue of Augu~t 'the. lSth, in an article called "1. 

pre~~ntion Better than Cure~" Once again, the jQUrnal took 
• J_ ~'i,l ,. 

particular offense at Lord Amberley's view that family 

limitation was a Medical question: 

We cannot find word. suffici,ntly 
.trong ta expr ••• · o~r uttar àbhorr~nè. 

• 

~ 'c ' .. J 
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and.condemnation of the idea of 
discussing such~a question as a pure1y 
medica1 one. It is not a medical 
question, and will never become so 
until others, sorne of which we shal1 
attempt to indiêate', sha11 have been 
established in the affirmativeJt 

In its defense of Medical ethi~$, the jouraal raised other 

questions of mora1ity and po1itical economy, revealing 
, 

how 1ittle prepared th~ profession was pr~pared to enter 

upon such a comp1ex apd'distasteful subject. 

1. Are we the abso1ute and irresponsible 
controllers of the circumstances 
of our own existance? 

2. 18 the subtle princip1e which we calI 
life so much our own property that 
we have the right to decide for or 
against its transmission to others to 
come after us, when we have, by 
the indulgence bf our own instincts 

,or' passions, ca1led into action natural 
forces, which if interfered with, would 

~ pas. thr6ugh various stages of embryonic 
deve1opment? ~ 

3. la the relative over-population of one 
country or continent only te be remedied 
by .uch measures, so long âs many vast ._ .~ 
tracts of land presenting every requiaite 
for human'habitation are a1lowed to remain 
abaolute1y uninhabited~3 

-, 

Only when th ••• questions would be answered in the 
, 

73 

.(~irmative would the medical profession meddle with & subject .-
·wbic~ ,~ un4er the whol.aome restriction., of Law i. liDdted 

," 
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to dens of obacurity and vice"- a subject of which the 

profession was "hardly conscious", were it not dragged 
• 

into .light by such as Arnberley. "For the nonour of our -

Profession, for the truest and best interests of our 

country, and in the name of public decency and domestic 

purity," rnedical men deplored the idea of introducing . 
'unnaturai~vices' into their families and homes. 34 

, 

The medical profession thus took the'responaibility 

of protecting not only its own best intére8ts and honour, . 

74 

but that of society's as weIl. The question of birth control 

was intimately linked with indecency· and pruriency; aware 

of this; the self-conscious profession denounced 

Amberley's proposaI. As the Medical Times and Gazette 

of August 29th stated, 

We have ••• repeatedly protested against 
Any violation of the strictest reserve 
and delieacy in matters pert~ining 
to sex, and we have warned our M~dical 
brethren of the peril that will befall 
us if we once allow the public to 
suppose that we, as a profession, 
evér meddle with praetices which may 
furnish a hanQle for accusations 
of indelieacy or prurieney, or 
interferenee with nature.3S 

1 

One, the medical profession became -an acobmpliee te the 

passiona and frailtiee of mankind-, or meddled with mattera 

• 

" f. 

" 
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of a prurient taint, Medicine would no longer "be a 
36 profession for a gentle~n." I~ condoning birth control, 

the Medical profession would become an accomplic~ 

in filling married life with "unnatural contrivances", 

and in the case of the unmarried, become "aiders and 
\!II 

a~ettors in immoralitY",and general debauchery. In their 

outrage, the Medical journals would charge Lord Amberley 

with advocating abortion, infanticide, and even 
37 -

prostitution. 

The medical profession was thus first and foremost 

/ preoccupied wi th i ts own safety 1 aIl the journal attacks 

on Lord Amberley amounted to a repudiation of his mild 

and private suggestion that the profession become involved 

in fertility control. Had Amberley never made this 

suggestion, the scandaI may never have occurred at aIl. 

Lord and Lady Amberley were both ~uch dismayed by 

this unexpeoted turn of events. Lady Amberley wrote in her 

journal on the l3th of August of friends informing them 

of "mysterious reports aqainst Amberley." "We heard from 

an elector in London," she wrote, "that the over-population 

dl~cu8sion at the Dialectical Soeiety'had qot out. Everyone 

i. much .hocked."J8 Amberl~y was very anxious to clear 

hi. name and bring an end to this controversy. He wrote a 
\ 

, 
\î 

. .., -. 
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, , 

letter to the editor of the Medical Times and Gazette, 

,which appeared on the 19th of August. Before correcting 

the grave misapprehension of the paper, Amberley remarked 

76 

to the editor that it was "most unusual to make observations 

delivered at a meetin~ of a private charac'ter the subject 

of public conunent in a newspaper . .)9 Dealing with the 

accusation that he had é'jJked an "insolent question as 

to how far medical men were willing to degrade women & 

make themselves accomplices in unnatural crimes", Amberley 

defended himself as follows: 

, 

••. 1 admit that medical men might properly 
have telt insulted had 1 really proposed 
that the y should make themselves 
accomplices in unnatural crimes. But 
l can assure you, that so far from 
desiring them to do anything of the 
sort, l should consider Any medical man 
who did so quite unworthy of his 
profession. In fact, l alluded to 
certain rnalpractices which are cornmon 
in America, but not, as might appear 
from the report, to recommend them but 
80lely to reprobate and condemn thern. 
It would not be possible in the compass 
of a letter, to explain my views on so 
complicated a question as that of 

- population, but l trust that you will 
perceive that you have wholly mistaken 
me in supposing that l meaned to advocate 
the commission of such cr~me8 as those 
to which you allude ••• 40 

" 

Lord Amberley, in addressing exclusively the chargea of 1 

", 

J 
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advocating the 'unnatural crimes' of abortion and infanticide, 

aidestepped the question of birth control itself entirely. 

The Medical Times and Gazette answered Arnberley's letter 

in the sarne issue. The journal was glad to hear that 

Amberley' s real sentiments were "so sound and honourable~ .• 

" While happy to make p~blic his exposition, the journal 

could not resist waving a moralistic finger: 

••• we must say that the affair 
furnishes the most convincing 
praof of the indiscretion of selecting 
such a subject for discussion and 
of publishing the proceedings. The subject 
is SO slippery, it involves in its very 
nature so near an approach to evil, that 
sentiments uttered with the best intentions 
seem to bear base interpretations.41 

With a hint of its former hostility, the journal concluded 

"The moral is, that if people will amuse themselves with 

dirt, they must not wonder if they get spl~shed." 

Unfortunately for Lord Amberley, the indignation and 

protest roused by the July lst meeting was not to be restricted 

to the Medical press; his speech reached the lay press at 

the critical moment of his acc~ptance as candidate for 

South Devon. What began as a warm and optimistic welcome 

of the promisinq young lord, soon turned into a disagreeable, 

at timea violent affa!r', which thereafter cured Amberley 
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of aIl wish for a political career. QI 

Before the ventilation of his Malthusian views to 

the lay press, Amberley's political career Wad been 

full of promise. An analysis of Amberley's welcome 

for the GeneraloElection of 1868 renders his sudden 

change of fortune even more tragic. When suggested 

as Liberal candidate for South Devon, Lord Amberley 

was described by the Western Times as "animated by the 

high princ1ples which have for ages been the characteristic 
.42 

of the House of Russell. Il Another correspondent wrote: 

l am told Viscount Amberley, Earl 
Russell's eldest son, would be a 
desirable candidate to represent any 

/ Liberal consti tuency, and i t has occurred 
to me, taking into account his family 
connexions with the county, and the 
signal services of his father to the cause 
of Reform, that he wou Id be an 
eminently fitting second Liberal 
candidate for Exeter. l am told he is 
a young man of promising talents and 
F>rogressive opinions; in fact, ,in 
the true sense of the word, an 
orthodox Liberal .•.. 43 

The Western and Daily Mercury of August the 8th 1868 

was confident of Amberley's electoral success for South 1 
......,.) 

Devon: 

There can be no doubt that Lord Amberley's 
-~ 

78 
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candidature will answer the hiqhest 
requirements of the South Devon 
LiberaIs. He will fight an earnest 
and plucky battle, and will be pretty 
sure of success. The announcement 
of his selection, or rather election, 
will be received with enthusiasm every­
where. 44 

Indeed, Amberley had aIl the chances of success before 

him; his education had been a lifels apprenticeship 

to the work of a statesman, and LiberaIs and Liberal 

papers held him in high esteern. The latter regarded 
~ 

79 

him as "an original thinker; with deep insights, definite 

and advanced opinions, and strong and earnest convictions"~5 

a young man prepared to go "far beyond his father".46 

Circumstances changed dramatically, however, when the 

lay press discovered the Medical Times and Gazettels 

articles, seizing, as Bertrand Russell writes, "on the 

opportunity of making political capital out of such an 

indiscretion on the part of the son of the late Prime 
47 

Minister." The Conservative Exeter and Plymouth Gazette 

of August the 14th, in an article headed "Extraordinary 

I,mputation Against Lord Amberley", quoted the Medical Times 

and Gazett.'s article of August the 7th. The paper 

repeated to the public the "Whig lordling"'s gross insults 

• 
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to both the,medical profession and the women of Enqland 

and Ameriaa, and concluded: 

••• It is hardly credible that such 
a proposition èan have emanated from 
one who lays claim to the title of an 
Enqlish nobleman. We see no reason to 
doubt the authority we quote, however: 
and if the charge against the Viscount 
is true, we hope and believe that wherever 
he appears in Devonshire his candidature 
will be .treated with scorn and contempt, 
and that he will be scouted by every 
decent man and woman. Is he fit for 
a leqislator who would introduce into 
virtuous Enqland not only the political 
license of America, but what we cannot 
err in calling one of the most horrible 
of its vices? If his reported 
words express aright his meaning, 
this young Viscount councils the 
pure wives and mothers of England to 
commit an offense which the law of 
Enqland punishes with penal servitude, 
councils them, in fact, to degrade 
themselves below the level of the 
brutes that perish. For the sake of 
our ~ommon humanity let us hope that 
there is sorne mistake about this matter, 
and that the scion of a noble English 
house has not, as represented, 
perpetrated 80 unpardonable an offense 
aq/inst morality and ~vilization.48 

80 

What had initially been a proteat on the part of the 

Medical profession,soon became enmeshed in a larger pOlitical 

campaiqn, closely touchinq Amberley's electQral prospects. 

As the Tory Globe of Auqust the 25th noted, the heir of 

the House of Russell had been placed in -an extremely 
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unpleaeant position with respect to society and which is 

even more important to his Lordship's immediate prospects, 

wi th the consti tuency of Salth Devon." 49 The Globe 

81 

justified the intrusion of the press into the matter, 

stating: MIt is not only perfectly natural but incumbent 

upon the public press generally to lend its aid to the organs 

of a highly respectable profession by making it known to 

the world that they have sa repudiated and protested." 

The Glope had no desire ta "impugn the character of Lord 

Ambe"rley 'as a gentleman", or to question his freedom of . 
• peech and opinion. Nevertheless, the incident clear~y 

demonstrated the young .~~ to be unfit for statesmanship: 
, '" 

It cannot be shut out from sight, that 
the mind ~hich early in manhood"but 
a very short period after it has 
emerged frem the immaturity of youth, 
has the temerity to rneddle and muddle 
with such subjects as the limitation 
of families by artificial rneans, çannot 
have formed a just estimate of its 
strengths and weaknesses, can never 
have grasped the depths of its profundity, 
and is in the very nature of things 
incapacitated from a satesrnanli~ and 
eclectic view of the pOlitico-social 
system. SC) 

Nith Amberley's ·p~rient tastes· and "overweening sense 

of .elf-importanc.· in mnd, the Globe doubted that the 

electora of South Devon or of any other constituency ·would 

L
'", ' 
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51 
consent to be represented by him in Parliament." 

Amberley decided not to ignore the matter, as it 

82 

showed little indication of subsiding by itself. He prepared 

himself to answer the slander publicly, and Lady Amberley 

wrote in her diary: "As he never said anything of the 
" 

sort it~s easy to meet It. Kelley said if true it wd. be 
1 • 

fata~ to his chance & aIl the Comtee* were in a sta~e 

about it."52 At Plymouth on August the 18th, he made his 

denial with "manly Indignation", as the Western Morning News 

related, hurling back "the fouI aspersion of hlS character 

which unscrupulous opponents have dared for political 

purposes to laya to hlS charge."S) Although the sub)ect 

was a very delicate one, Amberley answered point by point 

the charges made against him. H1S actual words, from 

the Western Mornlng News of the following day, are as 

follows: 

1 .. 

'onder ordinary circumstances l shou..lçi 
most strongly have objeéted to any / 
such question1 but these are not 
ordinary circumstances, for an 
accusation has been made against me 
whiah l wou Id gladly have passed over ~ 
in silence- (A Voice: l dare say 
you would)- but nevertheless that 
accusation having been made l do feel 
compelled, however unpleasant it may 
be to myself, before the public, to 
say one word in self-defense. (hear, hear) 
t have been accused of being anxious that 

* Amberley's Liberal election Committee. 
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medical men should lend them.elves 
to the commission of unnatural offenses 
(Hear, hear). That is the charge 
and 1 am obliged to state it in 
order to answer it. Gentlemen, l 
feel bound to tell you out of respect 
both for my own character and out of 
respect for you that the charge is false 
~ies of 'Bravo', and loud cheers, and 

a Voice: It's only a Tory dodge). so 
far from desiring that Any medical 
man should assist at the commdssion 
of such crime, 1 should consider that 
âny Medical man who lent himself in 
Any way to its commission was absolutely 
degraded, and unworthy to be looked 
upon as a~espectable man of society 
(Cheers). 54 

Ambdrley reminded his audience that tae had not been the 

one to bring the matter before the public, for he had never 

at any public meeting or in Any other public place said 

one word about it. He hoped his opponents would let the 

matter rest: 

1 have been exposed to a gros.s misconstruction. 
It is impossible for me to ignore the 
purpose for which t~is matter has been 
raised (Hear, hear). 1 cannot blind 
myaelf that it is started as an election 
cry, but having denied the accusation, 
1 do not trust in the interest of 
common decency, if for no other reason, 
that it will be suffered to rest, and 
i~ my opponents are not willing to take 
that course, and still persist in using 
against me means which 1 should scorn to 
use against the bitterest of personal 
.nemies, then I would venture to tell 
tIlem that i t is possible to overshoot 
the mark and the y may find that alander 
and calumny, convenient as they may be 

---=--;~ 
~. . 
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for the moment, are weapons with which 
it is dangerous to play, and that the. 
honourable and manly spirit of 
Englishmen ~evolts 4gÂinst this attempt 
which has been made to fasten upon 
me an infamous imputàtion, to which 
l am not justly liable (Cheers)J5 

Lord Amberley repeated his denial two days later, 

at Kingsbridge, on August the 20th. Upon being asked 

once again if the report in the Medical Times were true, 

he replied: 

After the reply which l gave yesterday 
to a question o~ a similar nature 
l had hoped that nothing further 
would have been said upon this 
matter (Hear, hear). l think the 
feel~ng of the meeting will be with 
me that after that denial it is weIl 
that the subject should be allowed 
to rest (a voi~e: The answer was 
not explicit). 6 

The n$xt day, at Dartmouth, Amberley made a third denial, 

thus completing his tour through the southern division of 

Devonshire. The account, from a local paper, reveals 

the emotional, often nasty nature of Victorian &lectiona: 

(Mr. CUtcliffe) during the address of 
Mr. Collier-, ende.voured to drown his 
sensea of that gentleman's eloquence 

~ by amuaing himaelf by readin9 a 
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printed' alip of paper handed 
h'im by' a reporter. of a Conserva ti ve' 
paper, entitled 'Lord Amberley on 

, OVer . Popu la ti on '. As saon as Mr. 
'Collier had fini,abed, Mr. Cutcliffe 
again ascended the platfor.m and 
wa~ about ta read the paragraph, when 
a gentleman took it from him and 
threw it away- an act that elicited tremendous 
cheering from the electors. 

Lord Amberley, however, was not 
aahamed of what the document contained, 
recovered it and handed it ta Mx. CUtfliffe, 
who commenced reading it ta the meeting with an 
air of delight. It was as follows- ••• A' 
'Correspondant info~s us that Lord 
Amberley denies the accuracy of our 
report of the proceedings of the 
Oialectical Society, published in our, 
impression of July 22nd, at the same time 
calling upon us ta verify our report. 
To this request we are happy ta comply, 
as the gentleman who represented us 
at the meeting, upon reference ta his 
notes, informs us that the report is 
strictly correct. The wording may be 
somewhAt different"- (cries of 'Oh, Oh! 
and much uproar)- sa much sa that Mr. 
Cutcliffe again made a hast y retreat ta 
that pArt of the hall best adapted for 
him. 57 

The Medical profession, however, was unmoved by Amberley's 

denials, believing them'merely ta be out a desire to 

conciliate the electota of Soûth Devon. Lord Amberley's 

official presence At the society and the adoption by a 

subaequent speaker of the views he now repudiated, was proo!' 
"\ 58 

enough that his views vere Accurately represehted. 

The Liberal and COnaervative papera hastened ta exploit 

" 
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the Situ4tion, attacking each other"and each other's 
) !B 

candidates in a battle that lasted throughout the 

electi~. The Exeter and Pl~outh Gazette, identifying 

Lord Amberley as part of a breed of unscrupulous . 

:('" .~icals, wrôte. "Lord Amberley, and the Qther pre.cher. 

'~ of his brief and dismal creed, touches a subject ••• 

only to besmear it, an4 rob it of everything which can 
• , 1 

render it attracti~e, inter~àtirig, or elevating to the 

mind or soul." 59 The Devon Weekly Times attacked 

the.Editor of the Conservative Squeaker for encouraging 

"grÇ)ss personali,ties ft and "scurril! ~y", connenting that 
, 

this "cunning and canting method" was "characteristic 

8,6 

. of the Tory prints"6Q Charlie Wescomb's paper, ~ ) 

,. 

.1 
/ 

Telegram, was attacked-by Liberal papers for pelting 
, , 

hdirty.missiles" at Arnberley: 

That Charlie Wescomb should be base 
enough to turn the discus$ion of 
a philosophical society to an 
electioneerinq account, and try to 

: blast the character of Lord Amberley 
and ruin the peace of mind of those 
nearest and'dearest to that young 

• 

noble, is what sorne people who know 
Charlie too well, will not be Burprised 
to hear; but that the •.. Conservative 
Party should use Charlie's dirty 
suggestions, that they should pay him 
for his bas~ slanders and unmentionable 
.insinuations, ià what we did not expect. 
It only shows what the TO~ Party will 

.. 

.. 

( 

- .. 

. , , 
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do when they fancy they can 
rouse biqotry and iqnorànce 
aqainst an opponent whose life 
and morals are not open to any 
just accusation. 61 

Press anirnosities took a poetic turn, as the LiberaIs 

clairned the Conservatives 

\ 

.••. took up ,a ribald pen, 
which the y eyed exultingly: 
1 If abuse won "t do,' they qrinninq said, 
'We'll try obscènity!' 

A loathsome tale, for prurient minds, 
WeIl spieed they now reprint, 
Into each sickeninq detail plunqed, 
Without reserve or stint • 

••• But Amberley, with cool disdain, 
Their'calumny defies; 
,~q'on a conscience pure and clear 
Hé 'tranquilly relies. 62 

• 

87 

Poetry also followed Amberley into hi., own home, ,as 

a~ anonymoua poet sent him the followinq verses, headed 

"Mutato nomine, de te fabula narratur. Hor. Sato I,'1.69: 

" 
If you could, my Lord, change your baptismal name, 
You might indeed the n~of Onan claim, 
That beinq now the name thro.ugh Devon flown, 
By whfch hereafter -you will there b, known. 

• 1 • '5 , , , 

" , 

l , 
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The electors of South Devon, he was sure, 

... will shortly to his Lordsh~p prove 
Thàt they have wives and daughters whom they love. 
And whom they will take care they will not make 
The prey of such a filthy, foulmouth'd Rake. 
Can there be any now who will deride 
The start~ing fact which cannat be denied 
That his Lordship advocates infanticide?6J 

,,-

Although Lord Amberley had made three firm public 

denials of his advocacy of 'unnatural crimes', and was fairly 

confident the matter would be laid to rest, the scandaI 

only seemeato --as-sume graver proportions. The Roman 

Catholic Bishop of Liverpool, Alexander Goss, preached 

a sermon against ~rley, accusing him of a project for 

preventing an' increase of population "b~ stifling children 

in their birth". The report was made by the Daily fost 

on the 2nd of November: 

Gad forbid that thé wicked and impious idea 
should ever find a place in the councils of 
the noblemen of this nation; yet it had been 
prom~19ated by the son of Earl Russell, and 
had found its way into the pUblic prints. 64 

-

'" A series of letters were exahanged between Goss and Amberley~ 

the Bishop claiming that the Daily Post' s report h~d been 

inaccurate. AmOerley angrily lashed out at him: -
" 

, .... ,".~ ... 

, 

" 
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, 
It is happily not often that the pulpit 
is prostituted to the purpoae of 
making such an attack as thia on the 
private character of an individual. 
But should you again design to make 
use of it for suqh an object, it 
will be desirable"for your own sake 
that you should have some better 
warrant for your assertions than 
the loose & careless declamations of 
anonyrnous writers in obscure journals. 65 

89 

Public disapproval and outcry did not fall aolely on 

Amberley's birth control opinions, however. As Amberley 
e 

was attempting to extricate himself from this firat 

scandal, his free-thinking was found to be almost 

as distasteful by his opponents. The clergy_in 

particular opposed his Sunday Lectures Bill, his support 

of G1.adstxme's policy of the disestablishment. of the, 

Anglican Church in Ireland' and of the opening of Oxford 

and Cambridge to Dissenters. "Lord Amberley ought to be 

opposed by every friend of the Sabbath," atated the 

Secretary of the Lord's Day Associati'c:in in the Tory 
66 

Exeter Gazette, "He is one of its worat enemies. " Hia 

opponents claimed that his irreligion surely, discredi~ed 

him as possible member of parliament, and placarda 

expressing dis~pproval of Amberley's "atheism" were paraded 

durinq the election campaign. The South Devoit·election 

Committee was in quite a state ove~ the controversy that 

surrounded Amberley and the torrent of abuse that rained 

, ' , . ' , .-. 

-

J 

l' 

, ' 



, 
u 

~r{:1!:·-
:- ... 

, . 

--
\ 

down upon him from every side. "Poor things they must - -.. 
think they have a ~ettle'of fish to fry, what with 

Malthusianism & heterodoxy ••• ", Lady Amberley wrotc 

to her husband during one of his campaign tours. 67 

9'0 

The Commdttee was very low about Lord Amberley's succ~ss. 

The Nomination date was set for the 24th of Novernber; 

the Amberley affair had been raging for over three months. 
o 0 

The Amberleys were much excited, their spirits hardly 

dampened by the unpleantness of the past months·. As Kate 

wrote to her mother Lady Stanley, "As·the time cornes riear 

the fight qets very exciting & ours will be dreadfully / 

close. Amberley i8 already so"èxcitEffi he lies awake 

very much at night,~R Lord Amberley expressed his worries 

tO.John Stuart Mill: "Ùnfortunately the Tories are very. 

stronq here, & if l dan succeed in beatin~ them at aIl it 

will still be. a ~~ry close,contest •••• lndeed it will be 

a wonderful thing if a Liberal can be.brought in at aIl for 

S. Devon, the territorial 'influence being nearly aIl against 
69 

us, & likely as you may quess to be unsparingly used." 

The event did prove to be very far from dull, as the 

·W •• tern Daily reported, the proceedings were marked by 

wthe greatest possible excitement, and at times b~much 
-.! 7U uproar.- At least ten thousand persons were said to - ' 

he present at the Plymouth event. Much of the uproar -
~
ifp, 
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was caused by the display in front o! the ings 
, 

of placards of "indecent character", connec 

population question. This placard was thouq t to have 

been planned by the Torie~1 the ~i~&ral 'se ion of the 
-"~ 

':.r.~/ 

91 ' 

crowed was "much excited by the appearance of the board, 

and it seemed as if a free fight would.ensue," the 

Western oaily Mercury relatedJl Though the placard 

was eventually removed, it was'again flaunted in Amberley's 

face when h~ rose to speak, causing great disorder in 

the cr,Owd: 

Ultimately the indecent board was 
pluckily captured by Mr. F .,P. BalJ.twill, 

'Mr. Eliot Square, and others from the 
hustings who held it on high, and 
tnough Mr. Balkwill did not es~ape 
without being 'punched t by one of the 
'na'VVÎes or farm laboure,rs carrying the 
board, and several persons were knocked 
down, the movement succeeded, for the 
board was completely sm~shed up, and 
the pieces carried o~f in triumph, 
amid great ch'eering. 2 

The placard in question showed Vice-Count Amberley, 

"The Quack Doctor", selling "depopulation mixture" according • 

to "the New French and American Systems". Much to .' 

everyone's' horror, these "filthy cartoons· were forwarded 
...} , 

by post to respectable ladies, ,and men actually went 

to meetings offering for sale purported contraceptive 
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devices to the crowds~ """\ The placard, which was exbibited 

"before the blushing faces of our wives and daughters",73 
c 

was rumoured to have been authored by a Tory clergyman. 

Amberley lost the election, defeated by Sir Massey 

Lapes and Samuel T. Kekewich. The number of votes recorded ~ 

were: Massef ~opes 3,235; Kekewich 3,233~ Amberley 

2,694. 74 Lady Amberley wrote in her journal that her 

husband was "very much disappointed. n75 The Times 

remarked that the Tory success appeared to have "exasperated~ 

the populace in marty parts of the division: "At Kingsbrjdge 
• 

the windows of the Conservative Committee rooms were broken. 

At Tavistock clergymen were pelted in the streets. At 

Hatnerleigh a riot occurred ••• "76 At his declaration, 
... 
Amberley expressed no personal regret, but hoped that 

"aIl unp1easant recollections would, however" be çanished 

by ;veryone" .. 77 

Much disgusted with the Tory's uae of the blrth control 

aff~ir on the p1atfp~ Lady Amberley refused ta shake 

hand. with Sir Massey Lapes, Amber1ey's successful opponent. 

"As a lady, as a woman & as a wife l decline to make 

his acquaintanca", she declared on the' hustings. 78 Although 

Sir,Ma •• ay Lopes ~epudiated all "peraonalities" on'his 

part, claiming in hls election speech that he had "never 

directly or indirectly said anything against Lord Amberley:" 

-

1 
, 1 
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Liberal newspapers were much disgusted. A Pl~outh 

9~ 

paper charged that he had won the e~ection by the "vilest 
, 

and most abominable vilification of his opponent". The 

article continued: ' 

It is too notor~ous that the 
offensive cartoons and placards 
have been traced to a quarter very 
near to Sir Massey h!mself. It was 
too evident that thé offensive 
placard which caused Lord and 'Lady 
Amberley to refuse to shake hands 6 

with Sir Massey ••• was the actual 
work of some member of Sir Massèy's 
Commdttee, who might if they cho~, 
have suppressed it. Will the public 
for a moment believe that Sir~ Massey 
had no power to suppress a large 
placard exhibited very close ~o " 
himself ••• ? It was also evid~nt that 
.the innumerable placards against 
Lord Amberley, which were circulated 
and posted in every nook and corner 
of the division, and often carried 
about in the pockets of ladies and 
clergymen, had the impress of 
authority, and were sanctioned by the 
leaders of the p~ty.79 

l i---",\ 
Sir Massey se~ his denials to Lord Amberley, through 

Mr. Colliers, a supporter of Amberley. "1 have never 

heard of the so-called oialectical Society,'" he wrote l' 
, 

"before l saw,it noticed in the London Pre •• , Lord " 

1 Amberley's name connected wi~h it." He expresaed his regret 

that Amberley ·should have reason to complain of having 
-> • 

his objects & intentions mis-represented·, he hoped that Q 

\l _:'"~::" .10, !j~ Il. ' ~' ,,-' - ' 
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'hé and his Cammittee wculd equally sympathize with 
i 

" '~ 
him "for also having been sa much mis-represented 

durinq the late Contest." 80 

Reporting on the election results, the Times 
1 

commented that ~rley h~d "contrived ••• to s~ock many 

of the constituents he sought to win by the strangeness 

of his opinions, and could not overcome this prejudice 
81 

by force of oharacter." A letter to the editor from 

a member of Amberley's ,Liberal committee in response 

. to these words proves to be very revealing. The author 

contended that Amberley had lost thetelection'precisely 
./ 

by the force of his charaèter, contrary to the Times' 

94 

theory, and by his attempt to run the campaign by standing 

on principle alone:\ 

,Lord "Amberley's force 'of charact'er" 
was the despair of his Committee and 
strengthened the prejudice of 
his electors. He determined to 
stand only on the principle he 
represented- support of Mr. Gladstone's 
policy~.and firmly declined to . 
condemn the methods so lavishly 1 s._Ii -:. 
to by our apponents. He steadfastly 
refuaed ta canvas the electors 
peraonally, while our two opponents 
were unweariedly occupied in canvassinq 
durinq three mon ths • He never would 
notice the innumerable misrepresentationa, 
not to say calumnies, that were 
busily circulated concerninq him. 

'He disreqarded many of the well-meant 
suggestions of a zealous committee ••• 

,., 
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Notwi thstanding our entreaties, , 
he positively declined to pay a~ 
attention to a placar~ headèd 
'Is Lord Amberley a Christian?' 
and which most effectively injured 
our cause. 

He failed as nearly aIl the young 
candidates have failed who have 
attempted to stand on princip les 
alone during the gene~al election, and 
whom you deservedly ridiculed ••• 
for 'expec~ing to take the world 
by storm' .82 

The Malthusian affair turned the General Election 

or 1868 into an unpleasant event, with many bruised 

feelings resu1ting for a11 parties. Many angry 

9S 

letters were exchanged, and loud cries of misrepresentation 

were heard from both sides. As a surviving eyewitness 

recounted to Bertrand Russell: 

A more scandalous and shameful 
proceeding l have never witnessed 
in any e1ection l have ever.been 
eonnected with. Of do rse, at that 
time l was far too y ng to ~nderstand __ 
the signifieance of at 1 saw, and 
l remember' in aSking hat it a1l meant 
was to1d it meant s thing we ought 
not,-to ta1k about!8'3 ' 

-

The Western Dai1y Mercury proud1y aeeerted that Lord 

; 

Amberley had ·borne &buee as th~ rock. bear rain, gliet.ning 

~der it •• 84 ) Amberley, however, va. rathèr depres.ed by 
~ 
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the loss of the election and by the rough treatment 

he had received there. Friends and family were quick 

to support him and assure hirn that it was but a brief 

setback to his poli tical career. "1 am ver:y sorry you 

have been 50 vexed, & 50 ill-treated about S. Devon", 

Earl Russell Wrote te his son. "I was thinking 

when l advised you to go there ~ôô much of my old 

days." Nevertheless, his exertions had not been thrown" 

away, Earl Russell assured hirn: "You have qained 

experience, facili ty in speaking, & if not overtired\ 

with your efforts will be fit, a year hence, or aoone~ . , 

96 

85 
to address a more propitious body of followers electors." 

, 

Lord Granville and the GlFdstones wrote kind letters to 

Amberley, expressing their confidence that he would win 

the next time. The historian William Leckey assured . 
Lady Arnberley that there were sorne defeats more noble 

than many victories: 

, There is little 'merit in a mere 
nobody holding unpopular opinions 
but for one who like Lord Amberley 
had a great political career opening 
to him so easily and so nat~rally'. 
to have relinquished it for a tim~ 

1 rather than profess popular 
opinions which he did not believe 
or repudiate unpopular opinions which 
he did not believe is certainly not 
~hing in whiçh it would be painful 
to look back.8CJ 

: 
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John Stuart Mill a~ expres~ed his regret to Lord 

Amberley:' "Your conduct on this matter has been so bJ;ave _ 

and generous that it will ~nfallibly bear good fruit 

in the luture", he assured him. As to the press attacks, 

"these snarls are-the best testimony that one is doinq 

work which really requires to be done, and which all 

the world is not yet ready to do".S7 

It is interesting to note that the public reception 

of Lord Amberley's Malthusian views during the South 

De~on_~lection was not as unifo~ly hostile as the press 

deba~es would seem to indicate. Many of the electors 

during the election campaiqn and the election itself 

sympathized with and supported Amberley, shocRed by the 

Tory's dishonourable use of the Malthusian affaire 

Amberley even reoeived a letter from a woman unknown 

to him, heartily supporting' qis ~dvocacy of family . . , .. 
limitation. The letter-stands in stark cpntrast to the 

Medical profession,' s views and to the extreme ~elicacy 

'surrounding the subject: 
" 

--, ••• Being very much abroad in 
'-1farly l,ife; an~ observing th, 

comfort that reaulted tram .mall r 

families I waa l~d to enquire, , ' 
haw it was, that there wa' •• uch a 
strange contra,st t9 England, ,) l 1 

found that there ~as preven~ion both 

. 
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simple ~nd perfectly harmless-
On c~ng to England ••• I consulted 
three old friends in the medical 
profession ••• , they aIl agreed (" ' ,.,---'' 
·that my ...,t1leory miqht.. be correct, 
but they had never thought seriously 
on the subject- After the birth of 

'my second child l thou9ht l should 
have quite enough fo do to clothe 
and educate them l therefore resolved 
to make the trial, the result,was 
success, without Any inconvenience, 
but rather a comfort- l then tried 
the plan w!th others, and the sarne 
was the result; until a fancied 
security led them to imagine that 
nature had acted and not art. !ncrease 
was the result. ~ agree cliiE it (is) a 
moral and a religious question not to 
increase population, when starvation 
or disease i8 to be the certain 
inheritance. 

l have much wished all my life 
to make the subject more generally known 
but the ignorant prejudice against it 
has prevented me ••• Should your 
Lordship de8ire i~ l should be happy 
to inform you of my experience and be 
9lad to aid in carrying out a project 
which..W01'ld be a general blessing if 
adopted.88 

Several newspapers, both Liberal and Conservative, 
. 

defended Amberley's Malthusian views a8 weIl. The 

We.tern Daily Mercury printed the speech.of a Mr. Rooker 

98 
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at Modbury on Ocebber the l2th, who, had stated that 

Amberley's opponents either ~id not understand the question 

----of POPulation limitati.on, or understanding, directly ~ 

m1.~pre~.nted it. He continued: 

.) 

---

-
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There is not a man on thi. platform, 0 

there ought not to be a man or ~ 
child in this crowd of Any intelligenêe : 
who does not know that was great 
question of the increase of population 
is one that has not risen fram Lord­
Amberley, but that it grew out of-a-­
long previously considered queetion­
(cheers); that the very firet man 
who dealt with that questiqn politically 
was a ~lerqyman of the Church of England 
called Malthus. It has been often 
debàted, and we know that thirty years 
ago a ~-Ioman of unsullied ' 
reputaticn~ because she published 
a book on political economy in which 
those views were indicated, and 

5caùse she referred to what was 
n termed the 'preventative check', 

sh s jeered at and scoffèd at in 
every way, but still her charàcter, 
un~ullied, unblighted, unaffected by 
it, has stood the wear and tear 
of thirty years ••• 89 

99 

Tory support also came to Amberley's side; the Tory St.James' 

Chronicle stated on the 22nd of August 1868 that the 

population q~estion was "the vtfY largest subject of 
. 

social inquiry", one that had been admitted from the earliest 

times to have "pressed hard on human comfort, leisure, 

Adequate food, clothing, shelter, and moral improvement." 

Lord Amberley's suggestions were part of a statesman~s 

dut Y to his co~nity: " ••• it is ~ p~rt of a statesman'. 

dut y to exha~st an eqquiry which primely affecte pauperiem~. 

n~ cons~ng such millions of treasure yearly with , . 
~solutely no r~turn, except it he an ever-increasing 

! 

~.' Harriet Martineau / 
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harvest of paupers."90 

One unidentified local paper expressed its regret 

that Lord Amberley did not avail himself of the opportunity 

of expounding with more fullness his views upon his 

"new crotchet", Malthusian theory. 

. 

The electors of South Devon can 
bardly be refused the privilege 
afforded to sorne society up in 
London of hearing their candidate 
discourse upon the necessity of 
and the mode of diminishing the growth 
of .the population. They pave a right 
to know what is the statesmanlike 
viaw of t~e question: and whether 
Lord Amberley inclines to what he calls 
'the American system', of which he 
speaks with frank approval. It would 
be interesting to know his Lordship' s 
.i~dgement in titis matter ... 91 

Such support of Malthusian theory was unus~al-,' however. 

Amberley' s Liberal supporters were car.eful to defend' 
'Qo 

~rley as misrepresented victim, rather than as brave 

Malthusian. However heartening for Amberley, such 

unqualified support must have been barely heeded above 

the furor of the debate. 

Unfortunately for Lord Amberley ,\ the birth control scandal 

dià not end with his defeat in South, oJvon. Although' 
, /' 

o 

, 'he h~d gone to great lengths to clear his name, and had 

'!Juffe,red the 1088 of the election, the Malthu8ian taint 
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the e1ection scanda1, Dr. James Edmunds, a member of 

the Dialectical Society, wrote to Amberley to inform 

101 

him that "the odious ca1umnies" wi th respect to the Society 

had beeh set afloat again in the Lancet, the leading 

medical journal, and the British Medical JOUrnal! The 

imputations were again a repet:ition of "that attack 

sorne time since made upon your Lordship for political 

purposes", Edmunds wrote. "These charges ar~ now running 

through the press & will doubtless again be reproaüced 

i d dh ' • l' ,,92 to mpe e your Lor s ~p s entry to Par 1ament. 

The Lancet, which hadorefrained from entering the 

~ deba~e the previous year, final1y vented its opinions 

in its issue of August the 7th, 1869. The journal reported 

on a meeting of the Briti~h Medical Association held at 
-

Leeds, at which Dr. Beatty of Dublin attacked the Dialectica1 ~ 

Society for publishing a book advocating infanticide. 

This book was said to,~ntain; a chapter on "The Theory 

of pain1ess Extinction". The Lancet believed the 
, 

Dialectical Society would be more f~ttingly entit1ed to 
, 93 

the name, "not of dialectical, but of diabolical." The 

British Medical Journal took the opport~ty to once again 
, 

express i ts disapp"roval of the Society and i ta members"_ 

The journal stat;èd that the prevalence of i,nfanticide was 

,1 
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hardly surprising, when such odious doqtrines could be 

found to be "openly recommended by Societies composed 

of the Upper ranks of the people, and presidéd over 

by noble Senators ••• " The Society, although advocating 

the "monstrous pro~sitions"' of Malthus, did not as yet 

. go as far as the au ~r of the book. However, gi ven the 

diabolical nature of the Society, the journal gravely 

doubted the lengths to which the members might finally 

drift.94 

102 

Î 

The Oialectical Society respon~ed by writing t6 the 

editor of the Lancet, stating that the Allegations concerning 

the Society were "entirely untrue": 

-
The Society'does not"advocate 
Malthusianism or anti-Malthusianism, 
or an}t other view or. theory of any 
kind, and although the utmost 
freedom of debate is the ~und~ntal 
princip le of its ,constieution, no 
memberîOr visitor has ever ~ntioned, 
except to reprobate, the odiou. 
practices for the ciarrying out of e 

which it has been stated that the 
, Society has sought the co-Operation 

of the medical profession. Neither 
had Any book whatever, at Any time,' 
baen published under the auspices 
9f the Society •• 'S 
~ 

j 
/ 

Certain Dmlbers fel t that an action for libel abould be 
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commenced to clear the Society and to prevent the repe~ition -of such cha,rges against the Society and Lord Amberley, 

but the matter was dropped. A few months later, perhaps 

fearing other'outbreaks or simply embittered over his 

unhappy relationship with the Society, Amberley formally 

requested that his name be withdrawn from the li st of.-!he 

'Society. In a letter dated the 23rd of April, 1870, 

he was informed that the Executive Committee of the Society 

had never been aware that he had become a member of the 

association, and that his name had never been included 

h f h .. 96 1 h among t ose 0 t e aSSOCl.atJ.on. Amber ey must ave 

been seized by an odd sense of irony • . 
A year later ,the subject again excited public 

'curiosity, causing more discomfort to Lord Amberley. The 
-

brief upset was provoked, ironically, by Charles Bradlaugh, . 

notorious birth control propagandist, and involved Drysdale' s 

Elements of Social Science, the book which first sparked 

Amberley's interest in family limitation. Once again, 

Amberley was informed by letter that trouble was brewlng. 

On August 23rd, 1870 David King, editor of British 

Harbinger, wrote that Amberley and other gentle~n of 

distinction were being named in public meetings as 

sanctioning the ft inunoral principles ft propagated by,!!!!., 

- -
~ ~ ~'.lxi.,.. '._ 
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Elements of Social Science: 

Of course :I do not ''''presume to 
question your Lordship as to your 
opinions as though 1 hail the smallest 
right to demand explanations. 
My object ls merely this- that if your 
Lordship's name ~. thus use. without 
authority and you have not sanctioned 
the se~timents above cited :I may 
be, '~le when the . statement is aqain 
made, i~ my presence, to deny the 
same. 97 . 

/' 

104 

Despite the fact that Amberley had once praised the 

Elements in his diary, he expressed his strong disapproval 

01- the book in his reply to Kinq: 

1 was qui te unaware tha t my name 
had been used in support of opinions 
to which you refer. Whoever has so 
uaed it has done so entirely without 
authori ty or sanction from me, & in 
total ignorance of my real views. 
With the .book you mention, 'The 
Elements of Social Science' ·1 am 
indeed acquainted, (but :I regard 
the doctrines advocated in tha t 
book with the strongest disapproval. 
It appears to have been written with 
the intention of unde~ining 
aIl t:he recognlzEd princi,.ples of 
social morality, & of affecting- ~ong 
aIl. who adopt its conclusions- a 
condi tion of things in which)' * - The 
. (prQll(Otinq)' author' s ipeal of society 
appears to be a state of unlimited 
licence, hapRiness being obtaine~, 
by the universar-indulgence of degrading 

• 'l'hi. and the following section in brackets w!!re scratched out 
by Amberley. 
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passions. l contemplate auch 
teachings with the utmost aversion, 
& l consider the wide circulation 
of the work which contains it the 
more to be regretted be'cause its 
pretensions to medical authority (to 
which l am convinced it -has but little 
claim) 'may easily mislead unwary 
or uninstructed readers. 

ShoÛld anyone attribute to me 
in your presence any sort of agreement 
with this pernicious work l authorize 
you to contradict -€he statement in the 
most emphatic manner.98 

Whether Amberley had in time revised his opinion 

of the book, or wàs simPtY concerned with the remnants 
< 

lOS 

of his reputation, is impossible to tell. Both Amberley's 

and John Stuart Mill's names were associated with the 

book by Charles Bradlaugh, 'who appeared fond of raising 

the subject at public meetings. 1 When Bradlauqh's 

statements were challenged by ~inq at one such meeting, 

Bradlaugh is said to have answered that "he himself had 

\ 

heard Lord Amberley say that this (Elements of Social Science,) 

was the best book that was ever wri tten on the subject 

'and that i t ought to be in the hands of aIl workinq men. 

It was said in the presence of 70 or 80 of the most respectable 

physicians of London. M9' Bradlaugh affirmed that Amberley 

had praised the book during the J~ly lit meeting of the ' 

Dialectical Society. In a subseqk~nt letter to DavidJKing, 

'~ , ~t r 
1 '-:1' 

" 
" i 4l ' ~f 

".'-... : 
~ ~1[ 
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Ambarley aen~ed ever'having mentioned the book at 

Any meeting of the Dialectical Society during the year 

1868. He concluded: 

••• 1 have tOI inform you that my­
present estimate of the 'Elements 
of Social Science' is not the result 
of a change of mind since 1868. 
Mr. Bradlaugh's statements about me 
'being thus unfounded, it is obvious 
that any~hing he may say about Mr. 
Mill or others m~st, be received with 
extreme caution .100 

106 

Mill himaelf app~oved of the book, although he feit 

compelled in a public declaration to state: "1 have Most 

1 certainly never on Any occasion whatever, in pUblic 

or ln private, expressed Any approbation of the book ••• "tOI 

Amberley's denial waa supported by his old tutor, J.S. Laurie, 

who had been present at the'meeting of July lat: "1 am 

convinced you said nothing about the b~k called Elemen~8 
.... ~ 

of Social Science.- He supplied Amberley with signatures 

from·meDbers of th~ Society, and pressed upon him that 

!'the 800ner a contradiction ~$ made, the better." 102 ' 
" - .). ~ 

Laurie felt it important that the "ribald press" "should, 

not he preaented with a single assailable point to quibble 
, ,C03 - 0 -, 

about. n' Bradlaugh, however, inaisted that the 

Br~ti.h Medical Journal of August lat, '1868 had not printed 

~, 
) 

, .. 

.. ", ... !,. .. ~ 

, 
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the whole of Amber1ey's speechf before a meeting of 1000 

persons, he stated that, though not printed, Amberley 
j 

had indeed praised Orysda1e's bOOk:~4 Vague ~umours 
persisted for 'another year, until the end of 1871. 

Laurie, wqo had first i'ntroduced The Elements of Social 

Science to Amberley, a~d who had read'the pa~er on over­

p'opulation aCthe ill-fated meeting\oi July 1868, felt 

responsible,for Amberley's misfortune~: 
\'\" 
~\ 

, It was a cu~ious fata1ity that l 
above all others, should have been 
the unwitting means of bringing this .\. 
and th~ more' gen~ral troublè on your t .~­
head. But, ignorant as l then was 
of the real force of public " 
intolerance, r could not anticipate 
such a result:10S 

Public ~ntolerance had indeed been great, and 

the ppblic hé!id not been p'repared ta easily forgive Amberley 
, 

for what it saw as his violation of a' dode of delicacy.106 , . 
Society nad reacted as it did cfor two reasons: first 

~nd most importantly, Amber1ey 1 s Malthuaian views were 

in ~emselves ab~orren~, as the earlier part of this. 

chapter showed. \Secondly, AInberley 1 s association with . the 
, . 

, è • 

'shameful issue was shOCking because he waB a gentleman 

of dist~nction; he was the son of a p~.t Prime Minister, 

and part of the nobility. Although ~rley had not intended 

~I " 

-, 

, ~ 

-
" 
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it to be thus, never before had nobleman's name been 
\ 

intimately and publicly connected" with the birth control 

issue, an issue that had always been associated with 

quacks, furtive, back-alley handbill distributors, 

misdirected.phi10s,ophers, and foo1s. That the discovery 

of Amber1ey's views coincided with his political 

campaign in South Devon was to his greater il1-1uck and 

.. persopal mis fortune • 

The factors of il1 timing and public into1erance 

had been far tao great to allow Amber1ey to have escaped 

'Iess persona11y and poli tica11y marked than he was. 
" 

108 

'. Amber1ey' s position was very complex, for he found himself 

cau!ht by three dif;erent interests: a medical profession 
~ 

horrified by his novel suggestion, unscrupu10us politicians 
:.::r' 

on the platform, and a press both partisan and eager to ,-
\. 
defend public mora1ity. 

,Oisturbed by Amberley's s~~gestion that the medical 

profession become invo1ved in the question of family 

limitation, the profession was naturally anxious to state 
, ( , 

, 1 

and defend ita professional ethics. The medical profession 
"" 

used ~~nb~rley affair to clearly state that the control 

of ferti"lity was not a medica1 question. Amber1ey' s .. 

pol1tical opponents were also very eager to U~~he .incident 
f 
Cl 

'to their beat advantage. The press was important in both serving 

. f 
f 

.. , 
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political interests and.ventilat~~g Amberley's opinions 
i 

to a wider,public. 

1 

The repe~l of the Stamp dut Y in 1855, prefigured by 
1 

,the abolition of the tax on àdvertisements two years 

ea~lier and followed six years later by thè abolition 

of the tax on paper, res~lted in a rapid proliferation 

of metropolitan and proyincial ne~spapers, as well'as 

a greatly enlarqed reader~hip. 

An important social d~velopment of the nineteenth 

century was thus the realization that the newly developing 
c 

mass circulation newspapers represented the most efficient 

way of reachipg hordes of vDters. A distinctly palitical 

journalism was practiced, thus increasing the dutiea and 

", roles of journalisme Mid-Victorian j9\!rnalism assumed 

llthe role of "opinion-sh~per, watchdog, party propagandist, 

voice of, the p,eople, mover al1d shaker 'of cabinet chairs, 

and independent reporter of realityo"108 Systematically 
.,.c:::/ 

and unabashedly, as Stephen Koss writes, newspapers were 

used on an unprecedented scale. "to formulate party programmes, 

, p 

ta ,tmp~ent political strategies, and to se~e ,personal 

ambitionso· l09 Journalism'was used,to stimulate either vote 

or petition. Such aims are evident in the Western Mercury'. 

exhortations during the General Election of 1868, 

--
'. <' '---, 

-' 
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as it called upon the Liberals of South Devon to "prove 
__ 110 

their manhood R and vote for Lord Amber1ey • 

--In its role as politic~ actor, the mid-Victorian, 

press consciously intervened into the political system, 

~using as its weapon the edltoria1 and opinion co1umn. 

Thus, just as the press was an opinion shaper, it was 

also, as Helen MacGill Hughes notes, the "agency of a 
111 causeR. Contemporary notions of objectivity did 

not apply to Mid-Victorian newspaper~; whi1e'today ~he 

editor's views~are confined to modest dimensions on an 

inside page, in the period we are ex~ning they 

110 

"pervaded the whole newspaper. Indeed, aé>Hughes writes, 

"The qua1ifiqation for editorship was partisan enthusiasm, 

for his office was confused with that of the po1itLcian ••• " 

The editor performed his duties with the view that the 

press, like the pulpit, "should point out to the people 

where thei~ dut y lies, and do so in conformity to its own 

schema of valuea. R 112 Thua, in making no distinction 

between the account of an event and the editor's opinion 

of 1t, news waa often turned into a sermon. The Amberley 

affair exemplified the press's dual role of defender of 

public ~lity and political propagandiste 

(JI ~, ~ 

Laatly, both the great attention devoted te the 

Amberiey affair~in the newspapers arid the highly emotiona1 

. ~ " .. 'u .... ~_ 

..... ';(li; 
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way it was dealt with, can also be understood by éon~idering 

that such newspaper crusades attracted,readers and , 

built circulation. As one author today has noted, 

journalists from th~e eighteenth I.;entury had discovered 

t~~ "to the serious b~sinesp. of poli tics and war one 
\ 

could add bits which w€re exciting, titillating and 

k · n 113 h i i shoc 1nq.· Suc exc t ng news as Amber1ey's purported 
-

advocacy of child murder engrossed people's interest 

ànd made them buy the paper from day' to day. Such journalism, 

~hich a1so satisfied the curiosity of the ordinary man 

for the characteristicb and vices of notable people, has 

b 11 d "t t· 1·" 114 een ca e s un Journa 1sm • " 

A1though 'What ifs' and 'Should haves' are of litt1e 

value to historical understanding, i~ is nevertheless 

interesting to consider that, had Amberley' not involved 

the medical profession in his speech at the Dialectical 

Society, the scanda1 may never have happened. From another 

_~rspective, had the South Devon election not coincided 
, 

with the medical profession's outrage, the scandaI 

might have stayed more restricted to the medical jou~nalst 

and have aba ted on i ts own. As i t was, .Amberley was 

singularly un1ucky. 

The p01itical fate suffered by Lord~rley lingered 

as a remdnder. to po1itieians of the heavy priee' to he pald 
o 

for speak1ng out on "8oo1a11y taboo subject." .115 A8 one 
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scholar hal wrttten: 

Memory of this incident coupled 
with the continuing belief that a 
large population is indicative of 
national prosperity and imperativè 
for national defense augured 
ill for the acceptanca of an idea 
~~~e p~mt~aii~~~~~!~1).lrong candidates 

1 

, 
112 

~rley h~d found himself in a difficult position 

throughout the scandal,of 1868. He had chosen not to defend 

his views on family limitation, bùt to take a defensive 

. stance, no doubt to protect his reputation for the 

approaching election. However, he never published an 

authentic report of the original discussion over which he 

had had the misfortune to preside, despi~e his opponents' 

fraquent demands that he do so and the newspapers' frequent 

use and even versions of it. He had resorted instead to 

public denials~ which had somewhat restçred his honour. 

Throughout his campaign of denial, ~rley could only 
r:{ 

refute his ~Üieged advocacy of 'nllllDBlees crimes' 1 while 

avoidinq completely the issue of birth co~trol it8el~; 

he could o~ly pratest that he had been misunderstood and 

___ miarepr •• ented. Given the, g7;eat __ ~!icacy ôf the subject, 

Amberley va. reluctant to he explicit about 
IJ ~ _~ 

the nature of hi. views, consequently, he was never able to 
.. ,. 

---

", ----

-~ 
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. 
say what exactly were the measures that he had recommended. 

Ambe~iey himself thus adopted Victorian reticence 

on the subject, despite the fact that he had once"deplored 

in his diary the "foolish delicacy" that prevai1ed over 

the question of birth control. The combination of .--cOnflicting, sensationalist reports, and his unwillingnes8 
. , 

or inability to expound .with clarity on his views u'ndoubtedly .--­
contributed to further confuse and prolong the affaire 

"# A Liberal paper commented on the danger,of such an 

ùnavo±dably v~gue stance: 

~here is sa much gross misconception, 
so much moral perversion, wherever 
any speaker uses vaque terms, as he f 0 

naturally must, ta express his 
me~ning upon such a question as 
that of po~ulation, that unles8 q~t 
care is taken sorne extraordinary 
absurdity is sure ta be thruat upon 
him: It has been so with the views 
oC" Mr. Mill and pthers, so tha ~d 
Amber1ey doea not stand alone in ). 
having moral enormitiea laid to \,. 
his charge. 117 

-- ----Amberley's supporters re~ognized the difficulty of his 

position, he ~ad his "hands tled", one paper wrote, fbr 

he could not refer at length on the subject without ·outraging 

decency'" • 118 . Like Amberley, his supp«?rter8 p~fer~~ not 
;j 

to atir the que~tion, but hoped the affair wou1d eventually 

l 
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ceaBe to be of interest. As Mr. Collier wrote to 

Amberley: 

l have felt very much for you in 
th~s matter, and have thought a great 
deal as to the bes t way of 
meeting the charges. ~t 8eems to 
me, as you say, that the question can 
only be understood by those who have 
at least made some study of 'political 
and social questions, it ls quite 
impossible to explain it publicly, 
and the only"course to pursue is 
'~o IIIMt the charges as they are made ' 
as yau have done, by direct denials,c 
and, as far as we are concerned, 
not sti~e queation at alla 1_ am 
in hopes ~hen that it will die out. 119 

114 

The Amberley affair of 1868, whose echoes continued 

until 1871, is interesting and instructive in severai 

respects. First and Most impo~tantly, it indicates 

the str~~gth of public hostility and opposition to the 

idea of birth control in mid-nineteenth century England. 

Amberley's own reticence on the subject, the marked distaste 

and vagueness with which even the less sensationalistic 

pres. handled the affair, is an indication of the extent 
, 

to which delic~cy made birth control a virtually ,undiscus8able . 

aubject. As the cambridge Ravie\! notes: 
~ 

The commenta his letterv, papers 
and bo~d uncompromising eleotion 

o 

" , 
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speeches elicited, both fram the 
press and fram his contemporaries, 
shows us how hard it was ta discuss 
such a matter as birth control éven 
in privr+-Ad and,.:' hO\tl impossible in 
public •. 12 

115 

'1 

The Amberley affair is thu~ a little known, forgotten 

chapter in the history of birth control. It is also 

the story of a rather unwilling actor in ~is set of events: 

the Amberley affairs marks the personal mi.fortunes 

of a man who had not accurately judged the force of public 

intolerance, who, in the en~, preferred "foolish delicacy" 

and evasion to a premature defense of an unpopular 

issue. 

Although Lord Arnbe'rley 1 s family and friends had 

expected him to return to politics, kmberley's exclusion 
-

from Par1iament did not prove to be temporary. After the _ 

scanda,l,in South Devon, Pllmouth eyed him warily and even 

LiberaIs in other constituencies hesitated to adopt him. 
" 

In' addition to the handicap of his very Radical reputation, 

he wished fo~ future election expenses to be defrayed 
o 

10ca11y. Understand~bly, the great vexations he .uffered 

~n South Devon might have removed aIl the attraction a 

po1itical caree~ might on~e have he1d for him. '"A b1amele •• 

,husband and father of a family", the New York Times wrote 

0, 

, ... 9 ~. ," • , 
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in 1937, "blissfully happy in his home, was hounded in~o 

the wilderness of retirement" .i21 As "previously mentioned, 

how~ver, Amberley preferred the quiet qf his lib~ary 

to the hustings; he had entered poli tics mostly out of 

-

a sense of dut Y to the Russell name, and out of the prodding 

( 

and e~h~~iasm of his parents and spouse. 

Earl Russell~was indeed sorely vexed by the fact 

that no constituency could be found to adopt Amberley 

as Parliamentary candidate. Lady Russell "immensely" 
, , 

minded "his not being in Parl-iament", as she wrote to 

her sister .l2~ In an attempt to soothe that wound, 

GladJ~one offered to give Amberley an early promotion 

to the upper House, should Earl Russell accepte 123 

Amberley, however, retired to his country home irt· 

Monmouthshire. He was still fairly concerned wit~,.practical 
• f 

poli tics; he acti vely supported the :Contagious Disea;f!t~~ 
-

Act and the, Married Women' s Property BilL suggested " : 
{ . 

that secular education be incorporateq. in the 1870 Educat'ion 

Bill, 'had an audience with Pope P1US IX ,the sarne year, 
1 

and ;in 1871 published an essay, "Can War be,Avoided". , , 

" f·ublished in tpe Fortnightly ,Review, this e'S$ay advocated 
," ' 

, '"a',Federation of Nations be established to which aIl nations 

would,have recourse'to settle the~r disputes. 
, " :-

Lord Amberley devoted himse1f increasingly ta literary 
{, 

'! '1 • . ' , 
l J',l. 
V' 1 

, , 
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work, to his 1engthy Ana1ysis of Re1igious Be1ief, whi'ch 

was pub1ished after his death in 1816. The book, however,-­

was not successfu1. Ref1eèting his depressive state 

after the sudden 10ss of his wife in 1874, the book does 

not read very weIl; the Ana1ysis receiveù only three 
. 

reviews, a11 hostile, and one from the Times which was 
12. 

persona11y abusive towards Amber1ey. 

It would thus appear that Lord Amber1ey was neither 
" 
a very eager ot even very succes~fu1 rebe1. He was 

on1y too an~ious to cover up the embarrassing and i11-timed 

Ma1thusian affair, and prompt1y remQved himse1f from the 
1 

political scene. Though his career began in a burst 

o~ promi~e, with the full force of family tradition and 

preS~igé behind him, he fe1l short of everyone's expectations, 
: ' , 
J ,including hi.s own. He began his'adult life with a sense 

,.' 

of e~Pectationi brimming with noble aspirations; but , . 
1 • , 

his; '11'~'e was very short and his asp.irations were seen as 

certain1y 1ess than noble. He received much abuse for 
; , , , , 

\ 
one ~h~ so 1itt1e expected or desired a scanda1, and for 

" , 

one 89 mi1d and gent1e in nature. His book, the most 
l'j' 1 

impo~,tant ~ffort ot his life, was deemed a failure; Along 
\ 

, , 

wi tfi his 'book, ,Amberley was quickly forgotten by society, 
, "'~ ~ 

despite a11 the anger he roused. To this day he remains 

an obscure !iqure. 
j 

, , 

. ' 

" 
l'.{ ~ ~ 
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That Amberley was unsuccessful is--certainly -true, 

but his present obscurity is undeserved. Amberley . 
did not see fit to publicly defend his views on birth 

contrq~; he can thus scarcely be seen as a fearless 

pioneer:of birth control. Amberley seems to have deemed ' 

such views as secondary to his reputation and political 

career. Nevertheless, that he did espouse such beliefs arXl briefly 

involve himself in the issue is in itself l'ElIIBIkable, in the light of the 

Eixtmne extrerœ 1lJ1PCP.1larlty of the subj~. He was-·ahead of, his--

time in his Mal thusian beliefs: by the.sarre tdœn, he faced an aldienœ 

that was net .teady for the public expressiœ of such ideas. Ani:lerley ' s 

experience offers a new light to the history of birth 

control agitation, and he emerges as an·almost-successful 

figure~next to the successful ones of JOhn Stuart Mill 

and Charles Bradlauqh. While it would be easy to conclude: 

that Arnherley's èfforts were futile, it must be remembered 
" 

that the Amberley affair of 1868-69 provoked the medical 

profession's first explicit mention of birth control in 

its journals, setting a new trend. Though Amberley . 

appears to have been destined by fate to end as a rather 

traqic, unsuccessful figure, his role in the history of 

birth control'is nevertheless siqn!flcant and of interest 

to today •. 

.-_f " 1 
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CHAPTER THREE 

LADY AMBERLEY AND THE'EMANCIPATION OF WOMEN 

:> 
Lady Amherley's activities in the cause of female 

emancipation spanned the period from approximate1y 1865 

until her death in 1874. Her adolescent diary, as Chapter 

1 has dete~ined, reveals in many instances her displeasure 

with accepted norms of female conduct and concerns. Afte~ 

her marriage to Lo~ Amberley in 1864, Lady Amberley began 

to give sorne direction to her interest in "women's questions". 
" 

In Leeds, in connection with~Amberle1t's candidature, she 

began to teach to factory gi_ls. "I had my- c1ass of girls 

16 of them, nearly al1 of them factory girls", she wrote 

in her journal in April 1865. "I taught them ~out fresh 

air & tight 1acing for li ho~r ••• "l A local paper noticed 

Lady Amberley's nèw interest: "Her Ladyship .~.appears to 
o 

be a raqical reformer in thé matter of female dress, and 

not only interdicts her pupils from the use of crinoline, 

J 

but is a1so opposed to other objectionable, though too ---

commonly adopted,' articles of,-a1:tire.,,2 Lady Amberley's 

close triend Helen Taylor approved of her interest: 

,.......-- ", 
:IIJw ~ .,n.."r l'.! ~ ..... '~ " 

.. 

, , 



" . ". 

.0 

.. 

1 

r~ , 

,.r ~, 

'1 

You have~interesting and useful 
subject of study in your factory 
girls. The hole question of women's 
working, at east as regards married 
women, 1a a difficult one, I,think in 
a good state of society the mothers 
of young children will probably not , 
attempt to work out of the~r own 
homes, but before this matter can De 
put to riqhts there are many questions ~ 
to-be settled. Eduéat i on' is c~rtainly 
the first and most pressing ••• 

, 

: .::. ... 

Lady Amberley's interest underwent ~ change, however, 

,the fOllowing year. Her heightened enthusiasm coincided 

with, indeed, stemmed from the great change that "the woman' s 

movement itse1f underwent from the mid-1860s. Although 

a ,colierent, case for feminine participation in poli tics 
f 

and public liie çan be traced back to at least two 

128 
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qene.rations 'be~ore 1adyQ Amberley's time, the' womanls movement ' 

did not become organized until 1867. 4 The eff9rts 

al. women to be":inc1uded in the 1867 Reform Bill 1aunched 
, \ 

the: first woman suffrage organiz~tion in .Engla'~d that' same 

year.. Lady ~rley's inv~lvement in ~e cause of women's 

rigbt~, fram 1865 'ta ,~874 i8 therefo~e ~ntimately connected 

to this develQpment of'an ongoing, organized waman suffrage 
, 

'lIlOvement, and thus to a"l?eriod' of high h~pes and intense 

effort. ~ brief out1ine 'of the events t~at led to and'followed 

, , 

* Lon4on'Nat~o~'1 S~ciety fQr ~~en:s Suftr~ge. 
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thls new development will enable the re~der to appreciate 
o 

both Lady Amberley' s e'fforts' in their cQntext and the 

nature of the reception she and the wider movement were 

given. 

The questLon of women's suffrage was first brought 

befor~ British electors in 1865, when John Stuart 'Mill 

made votes for wornen part of h~s platform on con~esting 

t.he borough of Westminster. He became known as "the man 

who wants girls in parliament.,,5 Further encouragement 
o 

to suffragists c~e from the opposition; on the l7th of 

April 1866, Disraeli declared in the House of Commons: 

l say that in a country g~verned' by 
a woman ••• where you allow women to 
forro part of the other estate of the • 
rea~ ••• peeresses in their,own right 
for example_ •• where you a11ow,a wom~n 
not only to ho1d land, but to be a lady , 
of the manor and hold legal eourts ••• 
where a woman by law may be a churchwarden 
or an overseer of, the poor •• ~I do not 
see 'when she has much to do with the 
state and Church, on what reasons, 
if you come to right, she has not the 
right to vote. 6 

Suffragettes were elated, interpreting Disraeli's words as 

a pledge to their cause. On June 7th 1866, Mill presented 
, 

in Parliament,a petition signed by 1,499 women, 'Lady 

.. 
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Amber1ey amoJ:tq them. This event has been sa-id to mark 

"the commencement of a continuous campaiqn for women's 

sUffrage, organizèd b~ women, extending until th~ vote 
o 

,( was won in 1918. In d~tQber of that-year Miss Lydia Becker 

~ormed the provisional Manchester Women's Suffrage 
1 • 

- Commi ttee, federated wi th t~e London National Society for 

.' 

1 : 1 

Women's Suffrage. Of this ve;y first organization both 

Laqy and Lord Amberley were part. On May 20th of the 
------ , 

followinq year, Mill i~troduced the first am~ndment in 
l _ 1 

the Conunons on women's suffrage, 'moving that the word \ 

"man" should be replaced by the ward '"personne 73 votes 

~ere secured, 194 voting against the amendment. Lord 

Amberley and Jacob ~ri9ht were among the minority voters. 

Lady Amberley, 'trom the Ladies Gallery, wi tnessed the 

historical speech: 

The hQuse wa$' ,verY thin but l1e was 
liatened to with the utmost 
attention and respect. He' came to 
a moat painful' pause' a~ ryne time nr. 
the beginning of his speech and stood 
ailent for near 2 minutes or more; _ 
he seemed quite' lost, only hi~ eyebrows 
worked fearfullY1 the Bouse cheered 
h1m and he' r~swned an<l-t{ent :,qn ' 
f luent1y , to' the end. 7 \_.~, ~ ... 

, " 

Mill believed the event had given "an ~~énse impùlse" te 
'-,,~, ' 

of men 1tnd wanen '-in, a11 ranks 'have, , , , "',l',':, "the question. " Numbers 
, " " , ,l,J' 
, 11' 
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sinee given their Adhesion to the movement; and agreement 

with, it i8 rapidly beeoming a badge of advanced liberalism".Jt 

From 1868 on a great'number of articles and discussions 

,on'wamen'8 suffrage poured forth. Most notable of these 

was Millts Subjection of Women (1869), one, of the most' 

~l~uent and eontroversial pleas for the complete equality 

6f the sexes ever written. Fitzjames Stephens believed 

it to be "the st~ongest distinct illustration known to , 

me to be by far the most ignoble and mischievous of aIl 

popular feelings o,f the age ft. 9 Though many "were hor~ified 

by Mill's book, Lady Amberley was greatiy influenced by 

it and would adopt many of Mill' s arguments in' her own ' 
{ 

feminist formulations.' Shë wrote to a friend in America:' 

l was 'tIe,ry much pleased with Mill' 8 
'Subjeetion of Women, i t' has made a 
new epoch in the history of the movement­
l wish it cd. he done'without talk, but, 
no reform was ever made wi thout talk 

, & without boring people out at last, , 
& sa l suppose we ,must be diseussed 
& turned inside out for the next 20 
yeàrs & then law makers will beqin to 
see they had better give in & let us 

'manage our own'affairs & keep our own 
property lobe guardi~ns to our own 
chi+dren. 

Lady Amberley's es,timate of twenty years !!-8 optJJni.t~c, 

.~ for ~omen would not 'qet th~ vote ,on "equali~y with men ,in 

. . 

" . 

b " 
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England until 1928. T~e peribd after' 1874 was a difficult 

one for the movement, as the great emotional opposition 

from men and women alike greatly slowed progresse This 

period has been referred ta as the "do1drums" period in 

the history of the movement., Il 

In 1866, however, Lady Amberley was as hopeful and 

confident as the ~ovement itse~f. Her rJadingS f~r the 

y~ar, as marked in her journal, began Wi~h Emily Davies' 

The Higher Education of Wornen, and curtis' speéc~ of Female 
f 

Suffrage. That year' she surprised the press by accompanying 

~ord Amberley on the platform during his Leeds campaign. 
, " 
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"It 'is reserved for the Nottingham people", the Dai11 Bristol 

Times remarked, "to enjoy the privilege Qf having ladies 

prominent actors in a public contest. Lord Amberley made 

up for want of stature by bringing Lady 1Ilterley with him in 

his second appearance; 'and her inf 1uence upon the meeting 
\ 

is said to have been considerable. ft This ,new~per qü1te· . .-
liked the idea of having the "faix: sex" take part in pub+ic 

cpntests, "for their appearance must be attended by a softening, 

'mol1ifying effect upc;m aIl parties" .12 In .. l867 the AJnj)erleys 

yiaited the United States, and there Kate met severa1 feminists, 

'inc1uding Elizabeth cafly Stanton and Harriet Beecher Stowe. 

Theae Lady Amberl~y would correspond with until her death. 
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The Awherleys' home in Rodborough often became the 8cene_ 

of debate on the woman question; on the llth of May 1867, 

for example, the Amberleys, Mr. Bright-and Mr. Blackie 
" 

discussed woman' s enfranchisement after dinn~r. "Blackie 

and'Briqht both agreed in objecting to the women's suffrage", 

Lady Amberley recorded in her jou~nal, "Bright saying 

that women wd lose much by i t and Blackie saY,ing men were 
, J 

trees and wornen flowers and flowers rnight as weIl wish to 

become trees etc n.,13 Sirnilarly, o~ -the l4th of May, Lady 

Amberley recorded the result of another discussion with 

Huxley and Mrs. Grote, wife of George qto~e the hisorian. 

nWe are still in the harem stage though in ~e lot stage 

of it and those men who like to keep women in the dol! state 

~ are not çut of it", Huxley had stated •. "AlI the sam,", .. 
" 

'Kate wrote, "Huxley does not think that women will ever-­

be equal to men in power or capacity".14 She did seern to 

win over sorne of her sceptical guests at times; MMr. Sanderson* 

is here now and has become a convert to'all women's rights",lS 
, / 

.she wrote to her friend Henry crompton, the P<?sitivist. Helen \ 

Taylor was greatly pleased to hear of her friend) $ interest' \ 

in the woman's rights question: 

••• you gave me immense pleasure,by 
letting me know your favourable 

* A family friend. 
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impression of the women's rights 
women. Magna est'veritas! you 
must be with us on this, the greatest 
question of poli tics, since ,:the battle 
against negro slavery is won. There 
is no other misery left in the world 
équal to the misery of wretched women, 
and to fight against it is the greatest 
work in our generation. 16 

Lady Amberley' s :9::owit;lg interes~~~ woman question 
'\.' 1 

is reflected in h~r reading list ~or l~69; listed in her 

d~ary for that year is Milton on Divo~e, Mill's 

Subjection of Women, Dr.' Chapman on pr~~ tution, Miss 
. .~ 

Bes~ie Parks on Women, Muller's, HUXleY'S,'~è Trall's 
, ~ 

books on 'Phys~ology, and a work"entitled Woman' Work and 

Woman's Culture. l ? The sarne year she sent a serie of 

letters to Henry Crompton, in an exchange of thoughts 

on the woman question. From these letters emerges the 

only explicit articulation of Lady Amberley's mature views 

on the subject, aside t'rom her pUblic lectures in the 18708. 

Il l do not like the word "women' s rights" & would 

just as SOon say women's ques~ions", she began, "for I 

do not care much about the reforms l wish f~r as a matter 
, " of right but as a mat"ter of expediehcy & moral improvement Il • 

The social subordination of women, she wrote to her friend, 

came about from a legal system made by and for" men, resQlti~g 

from their advantage of greater physical ,strength. "This 
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was all very weIl, or rather very badJ but loqical in 

an age when might was right & when 'brute for,ce qoverned 

th~ unive~se". As force no longer ruled th~ world, 

Kate could see no reason why women could not be allowed 

to profit trom the change, could see nothing in woman's 
, 

nature and mental capacities to doom her eternally to an 

infer~or position. The relegation of half the h~àn 

race to the position of Mere squaw or harem princess she 

found deplorable. She yearned, instead"to see woman 

as na helpmate to man, an improving & equal companion". 

For those unmarried, greater education and opportunities 
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would enable them to "stand alone & live a life of usefulnee8 
f • 

& happ1r.ess to thèmselves & others instead of forever 

pining for that one only occupation left to women of 

matrimony and its consequences." She continued: 

o 

To bring about the feeling that a 
woman is a human being, a soul, a 
mind, a rational, feeling, thinking 
a'nimal, & not only a sensuous 
creature made for man, l want what 
are called 'women's rights'. When 

.Ir·, 
the law has given a woman the position 
l want for her, public opinion will 
fo~low it, & then will woman have a 
chance of leading a happier, better 
& nobler life than so Many of our 

,own poor women are doomed to in gre~t 
cities. 

Lady AmbeJ:'ley'- wishèd fOf certain reforma,l,for womenl 
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these were: throwing open aIl o~cupations ,and professions 

to women, giving them equal wages fo~ the/sarne w~rk as 

.~ performed by men, letting women have 'full control of 

their own earnings, open!ng universities te wornen, and 

lastly, that women be given the franchise on the sàme 

terme as men, "not as an end, but as a means of getting 

themselves heard & attended ton. In short, Lady Amber1ey 

wished to make women of aIl classes citizens. 18 

Lady Amberley's feminist the ory can be seen to be 

clearly steeped in both the Liberal tradition and J.S. 
o • 

Mi,~l' s Subjection, which has been said by 1atter~day femini'sts 

ta remain one of the clearest and rnost intelligent 

statements of liberal feminism~'19 Kate Amberley argued, 

as did Mill, that women's 1ega1 rights should be the 
t- ~ " ~ • 1 

same as those of men and that women shou1d receive the 

sarne educational opportunities, ~e current inequa1it~ 

being a result of a one-sided distribution of rights. She-

l' 

based her arguments on the Liberal belief that each individua1 
. . 

shou1d be able to r!se in society as far as his or her 

talents permitted, unbindered by restraints, law or 

custom, according to the demanda of the market. The fo11owing 
~ 

passage fram a different 1etter to ~rOmpton wel1, i~lustrate8 

th~8 view: 

,J,. 
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One word as to women: l think 
nature is quite strong enough to 
as sert herself- !eave all open & 
free & let all start fair & she will 
find her proper level & do the work 
she is fit for- l want differences 
to be permitted amongst them also-
l hate the dull uniformity & dead level 

- But l like' the variety to come from 
apti tude & choice & not to be' 
imposed. 20 
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She longed for "more opening, & more freedom, & mqre light 

& knowledge" in the l.ife of women of al! 'classès, she again 

asserted to crompton. 2l 

The influence of Mill's Subjection of Women upon Lady 

~rley was such that her arguments often olosely resembl~ 

those·of Mill's. Just as she wished for reform as a matta: 

of expedienoy and moral improvement, Mill deemed it "a 
, 

,que~tion of justice and expediency", a question MOst ' 

pertinent to what ia "moat ad~ntageo~s to humanity i~ 

general".22 Lady Amberley, in an above quote, believed . 
'woman would find her "proper leve!" once al1 was "open 

& fr~e"; similarly, the SUbjectlon of Women argued that 

what women can do, 

, . 

but not so well as the men who are 
their competitors, competition 8ufficel ' 
to exclude theJll fran.... If womeD bave 

i· 
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a greater natural inclination for 
same thinqs than for others, there 
is no need of laws or social 
inculèation to make the majority 
of them do the former in preference 
to the Iatter. Whatever women's 
services are most'wanted for, the 
free play of competition will hold 
out the stronqest inducement to them 
to undertake. 23 
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Lady Amber1ey's letters, to crompton were thus in essence 
, 

a summary of the salient points of Millts Subjection, as 

would be her public lecture of the following year. J.S. 
o 

Mill's influence on Lady Amb~rley_was therefore no less 
.-

than his influence on her husband. In a letter t?' Kate, ~ 

. 24 
John Blackie even refèrred to Mil~ as her "great prophet". 

In April 1869 Lady Amberley busied herself with gathering , 

petit~ons for the Married Women's Property Bill, which was 

to have. its second reading o~ the l4th of that month. "1 

walked all about Littleworth to get signatures at the cottages", 

ahe wrote... in her journal. "A went with me. l 'had 235 ' 
25 ' 

aign~turea- chiefly wamen". She was later offered to 

taka the c~air at a meeting of,the Committee of the Married 

Women's Property Bi~l, but sadly de~lined on aecount of her 

mourning"over Lord Stanley's recent demise. 

" 

Lady Amberley was also concerned over the question of 

lamals education, and met occasionally with Miss Êmi1y Davie., 

..- ..... 
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active proponent of suffrage and one of the foundera of 

Girton College, Cambridge, for women. She offered fifty 

,?ounds towards the, opening of Girton, but Davies did 

not wish to have L~dy Amberley's name on the Committee, 

as she thOught it was na very dangerous name".2~ 

Nevertheless, she lent her help to femal~ medical students 

. recently admdtted to the ~ectures of Edinburgh University, 

offering a fifty pound scholarship for three years. 

on August 20th 1869, Lady Amberley beqan writing 

an article on warnen, which, at Helen Taylor's insistence, 
1 

would become her public lecture, "The Claims of Women". 

~ Taylor's support ànd encouragement would prove to be 

invaluable to her; when Lady Amberley's confidence seemed 

,to falter, Taylor was quick to respond: "Don't be 

disc,ouraged ... from writirig because Lord Amberley criticisel 
~ 

you severel~'. It is an excellent thing to have a severé 

4::ritic at home; l am a ~ severe critic on Kr. Mill •• .'." 

She continued, 

You must remember that every .woman 
who-has b$en well educated'begins at 

1 a disadvantage with men and ,with ' 
uneducated women; she has ~o unleârn 
the letter writing style- theïityle of 
saying so little in as many word.-a. possible and passing lightly frcm 
one subject to another. Will you 
let me see the ~rticle you have written 

, , , 

'i 1 r.. ~'l." , , 
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and' shall':X suggest .i.mprovements in 
it? •• A woman whdwishes ever to be 
on the same level must' be content to 
be ten or ftfteen years behind hand; 
it takes this time to complete a tolerable 
education under aIl the drawbacks of 
feminine life. 27 

While writing her article, Lady Amberley continued 
, 

140 

attending lectures; March 1870 fou~d her and her husband 

1 

at a full meeting of the Womanl~ Suffrage Society in 

Hanover Square. Many important figures of the movement 

spoke, .inclu(~ling J .lS. M;ll, Helen Taylor, for the first 

time, Mrs. Fawcett~ Mrs. Grote, and Mrs. P.A. Taylor. 

..... __ J, 

Lord Amberley, as weIl, made a speech on,this' occasion. 
"'-"It went off very weIl & was a great success", Lady 

\ 

Ambe i " l 28 h h h d rley wrote n her Journa. S e, owever, a -
remained silent. The meeting stirred considerable interest, 

the Times and the Daily Telegraph, a popular L~bera'l paper, 

p;oviding detailed reports of the proceedings. Lady 

Russell was rèlieved that her ~aughter-in-law had not 

.ça.ad herself to the public: "I congrat 'yr "wife on not 
, ' 

havg made a speech ••• ", she wrote to Lord' Amberley. His' 

speech, however"she was pleased wi~, having heard that 

it wa. "the best ,speech at Woman's Meetg- ~ot excluding 

Mill'.-•• ' •• 29 

, 'i.a~Y -RU •• ell was shortl~, to be disappo'n~ed,. however. 
", " -' -" . , 

La~y ~rl.y beg~ to prepare her.elf for a , . 

':i .. :, 1 ... _ ~ ~ ~ / 

,'N;,L.:. t.::*l: ... i.)!..."'1! ...... ~!" r:':-:- ."t"':~,f ~,:_:._ .~1kt •. L 
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pUblic lecture based on her article on women, whieh W&s 

èo be held on the 25th of May ~o at the Mechanies 

Institute at Stroud. This she did in secrecy, not wishing 

to be "discouraged in any way" 'by her redoubtable mother­

in-law or others in LO~don.30 The meeting drew a large 

crowd of "very respect~bly dressed people" and was 

chaired by Sir John Dorrington of Lyppiat Park. Lady 
~ 

Amberley- described the meeting in her journal as follows: 

1 had expected to sit to read my 

;:~t~~~ ~~t t~eS~!~s~ :~:;o:;,a~dfel~ 
my voice cd be heard. There was 
hàrdly any applause & it seemed to 
fa1l very flat. After the lecture 1 
wanted to get the Petieion for the 
'Female Suffrage signed but owinq 
to mismanagement & putting it in 
a small'room very few·signed·it •••• 
Dear old A was quite del~îhted with 
'the way ;r, had done i t .... 

The meeting ended quietly and suceessfully, despite Lady 

Amberley',s slight disappointment. "I saw the audience 

did not aqr~e but many tôld me l had converted them", 

-sne wrote to her'mother. "It is worth some trouble if .. , 
. 32 

one converts people to one's views". 

" Lady Amberley's lecture, "The Claima of Women", 

was gracefully delivered and forcefully argue~., In much~ 
, . 

the Samé style ~s her letters to Henry Crampton, ahe stated 

. , 

--",- . , ~-
) , 

\ 
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clearly in ber lectu+e what she want~d, why $he wanted it, 

and how she hoped to obtain it. The Times reported that 

sh~ first begged the indulgence of her audience in that 

she was wholly unaccustomed to public speaking, and said 

that "the intensity of her convictions had caused her " 

to come forward, saying ta tnose who regarded such conduet 

as unwomanly that feeling without a~tion was \ittle better 

than a rnillstone hung about the neck".33 Lady Amberley 

began her lecture by stating, as had Mill in his Subjection 

of Warnen, that logical argument nad been comparatively 

p~werless to induce men ta 'recognize the equality of the 
...... 

sexe!, and that her appeal on woman's beh~li would thus 

be f'ather to the feeling than' to th~ intellect. She, 
/ . 

,41reéted her lecture especially to wornen and more specifically 

to "their less fortunate slsters", in the atm of Qa~t~n~n~ 

"not, alas, a millenium1 but at least a ti~e whên every , 

woman will have free scope to cultivate and ~mploy ~ll 

her faeulties and energies, and will be further taught that, 

it is her dut y to cultivate th~. and a time ,when, in.the, 
, 34 

-.yes of the law, she will bé th~ equal 0 f man" '. ' 
, , , 

,- , Lady Amberley based h~r p.lea on the two 'million of" 

tn six. million wamen over t~enty years of age in Brit~in 

, . , 

, \, j 

.• ~~ ~~d in ~ndependent !nduàtry, womèn with' neither ' 

" 

, " , , 
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. 
,husbands, ,nor children, nor fortune. Of these women, 

thousands were driven to "an existence of moral sUffering, 

or, abject helplessness and sin". 

, 
•.• thousands are certainly driven 
to it by real want, by the absence 
of any opening for their industry, 
their ,energy, and their capabilities; 
by the cheerlessness~ the hopeless­
ness of their lot; by the absence 
of education, which we have neglected 
ta provide for them; couid, l say, 
wamen be convinced thàt this ia so, 
would they again lightly say, 'What 
ïs that to me?' 35 , 

The fact that thousands of women were sq driven to Beek 

'work for tOemselves was, she statèd, "argument enough, 

, that by opening 'more professions, more' educat'ional , 
l, ' ' 

advantages to them, We' shall not be gut'lty, if guilt 
, , 

it is, of ~lluring, them !1way from their:homes to the 

deadly temptations of the o~ter world." , 

, Men would not gain anythirig in maintaining the i,nequali ty 

l, '. 

o 

. ' 

, \ l ' 

b~twe~n the sexes. Great advantages could be gained , , 
, " 

from the' ac;1mis'sion of w~men'~: p~:ii ~ical power; ,Lady , 

Amberley a;911ed. Wom,en' s 'symP,~thi~8 being' strong, they' , , 

'~oui~ "bri~g'th~ir intere,st,and energy to ~~r on many 
, " 

injustic~s of social life,' aiid 'not 80 readily acquiesce' 
t • ,t , .-

i~ the idea '\:hat ,these evils must. he borne, and that 

.' 
" , " 

• 1 
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1egislation is p~eFless to make any, impression on them". 
, " 
All wou1d reap ben~fit from the equa1ity of the sexes: 

for, be the woman rich or poor, 
married or single, idle or working, 
it will bring her an increase ot 
happiness by raising her as - a moral \ 
and int~llectual being; and in her 
improvement, how can man as her 
companion, :and man as "her child, 
fail to taste its fruit?36 

, , . 

Wornan, a~ well as man, was a human being first, Kate continued, 
, 

and should have the nature, ri~hts, and dut y of one; , " 

"free scope,'equal,privileges, ,and the sarne standard 

is a11 ,that they require" 
t! • l 

JI 

An increa~e of women' s liberty, kno~ledge and, power ' , 

'\ would not turn the world upside ~,owrl. The whole fair' sex, 

woUld ~ot be turne~ lnto "unfeminine monsters", for "what 
- \ ' 

i's beautiful in her nature must be true', and what is true: 

ne~d not iear ~he iproads of any new opinions or new' 

heresies".37 
-' 

" 

Lady ~rley. argued against the, 'notion 
"", 1 , 

that ldleness was -the crowning beauty of warnan,' and 

, ~a~ work must 'of necessity un~~x/her: "it is not the work 

done nar the education given that unsexes a warnan, but . ' , . . 
'àome kinds o~ -labour,' seme kinds 'of misery and want of 

t' " 

o 

.. education that Unsex her.... The plight of numerous chi,ldless ~ 

, , .. , 

. , 
, 1 

, . t 1 i 1 
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widowed, and unmarried w~en was ~urely evidence that' 

matrimony could npt be the sole vocation or ou€let for ~ 

women, Kate, argued, and believed that leisured women 
, , ' 

could us,e their time in sorne political, scientific or 

social work, according to their aptitudes. The community 

~ould thus no longer sustain a loss of force, labo~t 

and energy by barring the door to every external 

occupation to'one half of the human race. 

,r 

• 110 

: r: " 
Lady Amberley argued that the acquisition of t,ti,e",v;C?te 

!, Il' , 

would offer definite material advantages to women, ~jlll" 
l ' , ' ,', 

.' , 

for the settlement of those things that,eoncerned them <:' -~lone. "P~ÎltiQ.al power is a protection", she stated, 

"and it is in that sense, and not as, a, right, that :We, 
, " 

demand ,it for women".38' In addition, if grantea ,the" ~----/ 
, ---

..J,~ !--- -

-~ 

possib\ility of ~eing candidates~s---Vôt.~rs" ,elections ' 
- ___ ~ fI'" 

would themselves,be greatly changed for the better. ,Rather , 

than x:esulting in "well-known male elèctoral vices", feminine' , , ' 

virtue's and influeI:1ce would, result in "less lying and 
l, ' \ 

humbug, less treating, less intimidation, less unscrupulousness, 

and less rowdyism". 

Equal justice is what Lady ~erley asked for, the . " 
opening up.to women of a world of choiee an~ opportuni~ies. 

, \ 
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The law of natural selection wo~d ensure that women 

would not undertake tasks unequal to their capacities. 

Laft to herself, as she had once arguea to Crompton, 

woman would find her place in society: "Precisely 

in propor'bion to their enlightenment will women on 

the w~ole see more clearly what their true work is, and 

that work need not always be identical with that of men, 

ndr yet so opposed that the men must sweep, and the women 

weep~ 39 

Lady Amberley concluded her lecture with an ambitious . 
list of the measures the 'women's movement conceived to .' be required to sec ure equal justice. These were: 

1. A great improvement in the educati~ of girls; 

2. That aIl universities be opened to women; 
. 

"3. That aIl p~ofessions and occupations be opened 
to women; , 

4. 'That ma~ried women should have rights over their 
own prope:r:ty; 

S. That wiqows be legally recognized as the guardians, 
of their own children; 

6. The extension of the franchise to women ~n the 
sàme basis as men, as a means of power and 
protection; 

, 
7. That political and social interest and work should 

be open equally to women, that the state profit 
from ~~alents or aptitudes; 

' . 
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8. That'public opinion should sanction every 
occupation for women suited to their strength 
and goodl 

9. 'That there should he no legal subordination 
in marriagel 

10. That the sarne wages should be given to women 
'for the sarne work as performed by'men. 
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She founded her proposals o~ hope-, "the day will be sad 

when we become sceptical of individual and social progress", 

she said, and ended: 

We hope and wish to try if an 
infusion of justice, of new vigour 
and new life, and warmer sympathies 
and larger hopes in women's lives, 
will not alleviate some,of the suffeiingo 

of t~is struggling life. 40 
.,,€, 

~ 

( 

, . 

After the meeting, Lord,Âmberley, who had been asked 

~, by the Chairman to reply ta objections, stated that he had 

_~ade no objection ta ~ady Ambe~~ey coming forward to deliver 
~- -~ 

he~lecture, for "she felt that as there was a batt1e 

to be fought which must be fough~by wo~en themselves, she 

ought,to be ready to,bear the brunt of any censure that 

'"might be directed against its advocates". 41 . , 
'1 

As in Lord ,Amberley's èxPerience of 1868-69, the press 

was quick to pou;. forth ~t8 disapproval and indiqnation, 

• " V 
'\. ~~ _ ~ 1/ r, , 
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which it did for several days. In its repudiation of ' 

Lady Amberley's lecture and her "claims" 'for women, the , 
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press incorporated and reflected the wide/range of 

arguments endlessly repeated against the greater social 

and political eq~ality of womenQthroughout the ninete~nth 

.' and greater part of the twentiet'h century.42 Several 

newspapers expr~ssed their surprise, as did the Echo, 

finding it "a little novel to see'the daughter of a 
" 

'Stanley addressing a public meeting, and urging, moreover, 

,'li,: the adopting of one of the most sweeping reforms ever 

proposed,.43 The Times criticized Lady Amberley, but 

in à restrained and somewhat condescending manner. The 

best and Most a,qitable occupation for a woman was _tPe 

management of a house and family, but "in the absence 

of that employment other work is certainly needed, an,d, 

within certain limits, the,mcŒè of it th~re is the better".44 

Lady Amberley was thus justified in claiming th,e rights 

of men for unprovided-for women, but ~he Times felt th~t 

the substitute ~ir ,women's natural rights was not well 

chosen: "A woman waiting to be married ViII not make a 

better wife when the time_arrives from befng put on the . , 

footing of a man in the interval". Women's work would be 

hindered rather than forwarded by turning them into 

pOliticians and agltators. Furthermore, the Times 

found that Laay Amberl~y's charter, as well as being immodera~e, 

. , 

\ , 
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-showed in Many instances na w~an1s hand, and a pOlitical 

compr~hension not quite equal to that of a man". The 

newspaper was horrified at her proposals, as it 
, 

misunderstood them, for universal female suffrage and 
. 

the imposition of legislation on the wages of women. 

The Times concluded that Lady Amberley's concern 

for wornen unhappily excluded frorn natural d~ties was 

commendab~e, but the solutions she and her bolder 

colleagues pressed upon society were u~timately to be 

rejected. For, "by her own estirnate she is proposing , 

to'unsex all of the women of ~he country for 'the sake 

of ~ne,out of three". The remedy to these mis fortunes , , 

could certainly not be found "in a proposa1 to efface, 

,the eternal distinctions of sex and for ~he futur~ to 

reckon, women as men". In conclusion, wornen thernselve's, 

if properly po1led, would "unhesitatingly reject the 
. " 

character which these noisy agitators .would fain thrust 

upon them". 

Lady Arnber1ey's cri tics condemned her demand, as' 

n • 

they interpreted it, for the complete sameneBS of the sexea, 

rather th an complete equality'and justice between them_ 

One newspaper flatly stated that Lady Arnberley's cause 

had "no loqic in its armoury, and that the battery aqainst 

... 
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which she hurls herself ia one not of feeling b~t of 

bard facts"'. "\ . 
t ....... 

There cannot be a natural equality 
°of the sexes, simply because they 
°are not the sarne; and if there is not 
a natural equality, it is simply 
impossible that there can be a 
political and social equality. A man 
ia not a woman, nor i8 a woman a 
man, do and say what you like. In 
the genus man, as in aIl other genuses, 
nature has assigned the two sexes 
differently powers, ~apacities, and 
functions; and it is utterly vain to 
attèmpt to proceed irrespective'of 
that fact in political and social 
arrangements. OlS 

1 
, . 

, 
, ~ 

. Lady Amberley was calling for the- creation of a "third sex", 

one citizen believed: 

• 

. 'l'he mOment, women begin to touch " 
pursuits which nature has marked 
out as specially masculine they lose 
their delicacy of cha~acterl in ~rying 
to acquire the qualities of the 
other sex they lose the charac~eristics 
of their own1 and they become neither 
properly woman nor man-- neither, fish, 
flesh, fowl nor good red 'rherring • 46 

Once'the natural divisions ~f society and the experience 

and instincts of thousands of generations'were cast asid., 

this 8elf-la~11ed "He-Critter" believed Home would Decorne 

1) 
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"an effete institution and Love an ancient superstition"" 
, . , ' 

and a "deterioratéd race of men" would perform domestic 

'duties. One' newspaper hoped the "sXashinq and temerarious 

manner" of Ladr Amberley would swiftly alienate'the yery 

women she addressed and hoped to convert to her arqument. 47 

Her appearanae in,Stroud provoked Queen Victoria to 

express her horror of the Women's Riqhts women, refleetinq 

the sensibilities of the typical middle class mind as 

weIl as the opi~ion of a sizeable majority 'of British 

women. To Theodore Martin the queen wrote: 

The,Queen is most anxious to enlist 
anyone who can speak and write ••• 
(aqainst) this mad, wicked folly of 
'women's rights~ith aIl the 
attendant horrors on which her poor 
feeble sex seems bent ••• Lady Amberley . 
ought to get a good whipping. It 
is a subject which maKes the queen 
so furious she can hardly contain . 
herself. God created man and woman 
different and let each remain in 
their position. 48 

Luckily for Lady Amberley, this letter was not made 'public, 

~' ,.,', for fort y .years and even then her name was concealed. 

"The Claims of Women" met with varyinq degréas of 

approval from a few newspapers. These found that the lecture 

repreaented'a'concise and convincing aummary of ideas 

r,apidly gaining favour, to' whtch ,social conservatiam would 

-' .. ~ 
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ahort1y have to submi t. The aim of Lady Amber 1ey and ' 

ber co11eagues was not the unsexing of women, the !Eh2 

argued: "They are not to be taken forcibly from their 

homes and taught to hate all domestic duties and ties".49 

Alesa enthusiastically inclined paper admitted that Lady 

Amberley would mor:. suitably have fille-a:' the positi.on 
\ 

of matron nursing her child or getting ready a meal 

for her husband than lecturer; however, "oratory on the 

part of women need not be absolutely condemned"- afterall, 

"If young Russell takes the', measle's mamma will surely 

'keep at home"'~ 50 

Lady AmberleyJs lecture had surprised' and shocked 

her farnily and friends. Ber Aunt Louisa wrote to tell 
" 

her that she was terribly ashamed of her Goddaughter: 

"1 wonder you do not go & settle in America their ways 
, 

wd auit you far better, l do not suppose you find many 

Englis~ women who will help you in crying out for their 

J;i'ghts ••• "51 on a more qent1e tone, Lady Amber1ey's friend 

John s. B1ackie wrote to tell her that "Betwixt a man and 

a wanan nevertheless l r!3cogniz&'-j"a great and cha,racteristic 

differencer the man la made altogether of a roug~er texture, 

and adapted for rougher work. Ladies wa1k ~n silken shoea, 

and should ~ank heaven.that th~y are not ca11ed on to wade 

through the mud".52 
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The publicity and general c~iticism succeeded 
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\ 
l 

in lowering Lady Amberley's spirits. Writing to Crompton, 

for example, she confided that she had feared from 

the tardiness of his letter that he had been ftd~sgusted" 

with her "leaving the old land marks (f1feminine conduct 

behind & did not'like to blame & so took refuge in silence". 

In a subsequent letter she sent her loye to his mother, 

hoping that the lady did not "feel disgusted" with her 

for giving a lecture " ••• assure her that l too~ every -
precaution to have it unrepo~ted & unnoticed & then 

perhaps l shall not sink so in her estimation".53 To her'_ 

friend she confided that, while not shy, she hated the 

publicity that surrou~ded her: 

••• 1 hate my name being in everyone's 
mouth- l hate being misinterpreted 
& l shrink frqm the low & sometimes 
mean intéIpxetatians' that are put 
on my 6. other women' s conduct by 
anonymous writers- 1: do not:either 
like that friends ~ose opinions l 
value shd differ with me & think 
me either stupid or wronq. But aIl 
this and more would l brave, rather 
than be a cowardl & shrink from 
sharing with othe~s, more timid than 
~self, su ch a~ Miss Taylor, that 
ridicule & that opposi·tion which:' meet. 
women who speak out on I:*l;ralf 'Of. the 
wrongs of others. 54 ~ ,,'0 

, 

'Ta Helen TayJ.9X:, who had promp~ed Kate to ~'ect~e, .h~ 
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------to1d her woes; she had rec~ived insu1ting anonymous letters 

and had hea~d that she had been made "great fun of" at 

the çarlton Club. "Remember m~-to Mr. Mill", Lady Ambé~ley 

wrote, "I hope he will be pleased at my having made the 

effort and taken my share of ridicule which falls to the 

1 f h d t th ' ,,55 ot 0 women w 0 a voca e ~s cause ••• 

Taylor's supportive and'laudatory lettera helped 

counter-balance the critici~m ~nd ridicule that Lady ~er1ey 

had suff~red. nIt is noble of you to/be so brave and 

resoa lute " , she wrote, "but I do not doubt you underestimate 

thë auccesa of your lecture." Lady Amberley's name and 
, 

social position had no doubt attracted the Most curious 

and least sympathet~c class of persons possible; however, 

Taylor assured her, th1s was aIl the_better, for she 

had made "a raid into the enemy's country", introduced 

ideas to the most obdurate and difficult to get At. "The 

work you have done thérefore is just that sort which shows 

leaat evidence at first and qives most in the long run". 

,AsotQ the unPleasantnesà~t, 

I_.ympathi~e with you heart and soule 
It ia painful to he abuaed and ' 
laUghed at1 and to a woman of the 
rank of a lady it la dlsagreéable 
to be dragged into public1ty, even 
to be praised, much 1esa to be 
attacked ••• S6 

......--' 
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In her next letter to Kate, Heleh Taylor assured her once 

again that her lecture had been a complete success and 
, 

a credit to the cause. nyou will have done immense good 

by it, and-encouraged numbers of women- the poor to rise 

up in just rebellion, the happy,to open ~heir eyes a 

little and see what' ia really going on in the world about 

themn•57 Taylor also greatly encouraged Lady Amberley 

to publish her àrticle, BO as to ma~imize ,the exposure. 58 

". 
Lady Amberley's defiant spirit pnd devotion to the 

cause were too great to allow for any regret or lapse 

in activity.· ,In a burst of s~irit, she wrote to crompton: 

If you & others will preach it will 
do 'for me, but to convince you, 
men, we women mus~ come out of ,our 
she-ll & m~st show tha t those who 
have trodden in soft & downy paths 
will no longe~ submit to being . 
pampered at,the expense qf thousands 
whose case you i~nore when you talk 
of 'home dutie&' & 'the bèauty of 
~eminine purity' - you utter yo~~_ 
c+,y for social improvem~~t in one 
key- l in another~ Let ùa aIl whethe~ 
we be' men or women join in thati not 
a cry only, but one strong & continuous 
effort for "improvement & if we aIl 
strive though we diverge a little in 
the road we shall reach .the' aarne • 
goal. 59 

--Lady Amberley h,d set ~ers~lf again.t -the.dead weight of 
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passive ignorance", and no amount of rid1çule would d~ter 
~ 

her fram her call. "1 think Dante was right to~assign 

the, lowest place in hell t~ those,who were too,selfish 

a~d apathetic to take either side in a contest", she later 

wrote. "we must, l think, pass over the inâifference 

to social questions bred by the comfort and luxury of 

the upper and middle classes, and seek aid in our struggle 

as to the questions concerning women from those who . 

oome face to face with the hard and unpleasant realities 
1 

of the existing state of thi~gs".60 

Although Lady RUssell had b~en disrnayed by her 

daughter-in-law's unfeminine cQrtduct, she shortly evinced 

a change of heart: "1 don't think there is'any inconsistency 

in,my saying how heartily glad l am of K'S success- but 

even if there were l'm afraid l shd be glad all the H6l sarne... • 
~ . 

~o Kate she wrote: "My dear Child Why don't you wane yr , 

lecture seen? Once spoken the, more known t~el b~tter •••• 

Besides, the reason for a public lecture ought to he th~ 

belief ~n its usefulness.to the Public- however l won't , 

quarrel with this' little r~t'of feminine diffidenc~!"62 
) l, ' 

John .~lackie also modified his opinion:. "1 pray God 

to give you always '~a mueh male vigour as you may employ 
\ 

without prejudice, to your fe~le grace", he wrote. "It' ia . 

a difficult thing ta be'both, flower ~~d tree- ,lily and 

, , 
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oak".63 

Praise for Lady Amberley's lecture also came from 

America. Mrs. Forbes, the Ame~ican godmother of Kate's 
! , 

daughter, Rachel, very much liked "The Claims of 

Women" and expressed her pleasure that Lord Amberley 

was also involved in the woman' s movèment. " ... te me 

who am e~ ,Quaker descent, there 1s nothing strange in 

a woman speaking in puplic & being at the sarne time truly 

modest and feminine- Why we who arc the mothers & sisters 

of men, should not speak in their presence for the 

welfare of women & the welfare of men- involved by 

necessi ty in theirs l cannot see". 64 American feminists 

praised Lady Amberley for rnaking good" progress in England;, 

Harriet Beecher Stowe fel t that the "Claims ni which Lady 

AIpberley had sent to her, was "one of the best and most 
1 

complete presentation of the ~hole subject l have ever 

saw Sc' we in America must thank you for i t" . 6 5 Shortly 

after the Stroud lecture Paul;i.ne W. Davil urged Lady' 

~erley to return to America, ta attend the Second 

Decade Mee~ing of the Woman's Suffrage Association, 
, j' 

celebrating the twenty-two years s~nce the first National 

Convention. Lady Amberley, however,' never returned to ' 

America. 

'Bath Lady and Lord Amberley were recqgnized as notable 
'Ir .Momer âîii d'iâili1âîian of tb! '1Iœi:ican lbnan'S Suffragé' AssociAtiCn. 
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~. 

melIIbera of the woman"s movemel)t in Enqland. In July ,1870,' 

the Dialectica1 Society made an'effort to 1ure the Amberleys 

intq renewed]patronage, urging one or~the other to favour 

"the society with an 'address at an inauqura1 meetinq: 

o 

11: la felt that perhaps amonq the 
numerous toptcs now oecupying 

, the atte . n of ,thinkers there are 
few éh seem to command so much 

~
. t ntidn as those questions which 
re~ate to the position of wornen, such 
. t le~st appears to be the opinion 

n a large number of the members 
of the society & they would -feel . 
particularly delighted if her Ladyship 
should think fit to honour the Society 
with a visit & short address on 
this o~ ,any other'topie her .ladyship 
migh1: prefer. 66 

Q 

,The impetus o:f the suffrage ,move,merit l'ed màny women' s 

" ,tights 'woillen 'to hopefu1 spirits. On May, 4th, 1870 

" ~e Woman's Disability Bill was introduced by Jacob 
'. -'Bright, Liberal 'for: Marichester, and, passed the second' 

'reading.with a maj~rity ~f thirty-three votes in favour. 
, ' \ ~ 

, " 

"You s~e the ,8. of C. has pronounced in my favour", L~dy 

Amber1ey wrot~ to Crampton, "but it has not passed yet 
,1 

& l fear the an:ti-women advocates may make a whip nOW ' 

,;J they' find it'.'i~ no ,longer a question beneath notice". 67, 

The woman Buff~age movement, however, wou1d get no further, 
'. ~ 

a'a thi~ and simi1ar' Bills sta1led in, the Bouse until 1918. 
/~ , . 
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Qn June 6 1870 ,a branch of the, Women's Suffrage 'Society 

was formed at Stroud, Lord'Amberley in the,chair. L~y 

Amberley formed the executive committee along ~ith ~oqr 

others;\ and L.9rd .Amberley was inclu,ded in the genera·l 

,qommittee. By 1872, no less than twenty provincial 
". , . 

'associations had allied themse1ves to the London Central 

Committee, the major ones being London, Manchester, 

Birmingham, and Bristol. The Society, though 10ca11y , 

independent, held regular,meetings and lectures, petitioned 

for Bright's Bill, and was engaged ~n printing and 

circulating pamphlets advocating the cause. 

Lady Amber~ey c6ntributed si~ni~~cant1Y t~ the Stroud . 
bran~h# 'lecturing regular1y to small groups of' men ,and . 

women. Publio attent,ion was once morë turned to her ear1y 

in,,18'72, nearly two years after her "C1aims of Women,". On· , 
, , 

-,February 3~d she rose to speak at Bristol 'as President, 
, , 

'of the Bristol and West of Engl~nd WOIllen' s Suff'rage 

SO,ciety. 

The meeting, held in the Broadmead ,Rooms, was la:c-ge, 

composed, largely of women. L4"'d\r Amberle,y took the' chair 

and was "most cordially received" on risin'g, the Bristol 
" . 68 " 

" Micror and Times report~d. "Her,lntroductory speech 
r • i 

was de1ivered with great earnestness, 'and without the 
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sliqhtest exhibition of nerVousness". In her speech 

's'he announced that the purpose 'of the meeting was 

to support Bright's woman suffrage Bill., Through the 

system of public meetings, she said, the SoCiety hoped 

"to convince the Women 1 s Rights opponents - even though 

160 

, , 

they were t~ld by Mr. Bouverie that ,'the women' s question 

had been pretty weIl played out by this time' - of the 

justice and propriety of their claims ••• the 'women's 

question', however, would neVer be 'p1ayed out' until 

t'bey were granted the suffrage". 69 When they had gained 

it they woulà agitate for further reforms in the laws 

respecting women. -In,concluding her speech, Lady Amberley' 

contended that those who opposed the granting to women 

of their just rights were attempting ta suffocate aIl their 

best and noblest desires. 

Lord Amberley, -who rose to propose the 'first resoluti'on, 
~ 

WAS a1so received with 10ud applLause •. As the Western Oai1y 

Press reported, he began by saying that ~willing 'as he 

1 always waà tq say whatever he mdght be in his power'to 

sayin behalf of women's suffrage, he could not but think 

that the c~use had now reached a stage at which more would 

-

. 
depend on the conduct and example of women tnemselves , 

than on the speeches which miqht be made by men". Al:;>stract 

arguments in favour of women's suffrage ~t public 

, " 
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meeting,s were no longer sufficient, Amberley, sa.id,. "­

feeling that women might rely more on the exarnple they 

set in those semi-political sph~res already open 

to them, such as, the municipal suffrage and ,the school 

board suffrage. ~rley 1 s concluding statement was 

rather original ~nd daring; he did not think it likely 

161 

that ."men should ever have to take women' s present place 

in society, but even if it should come to that, men would 

be'none the worse for understanding something of the' 

management of children". 70 

Other persons rose to speak during this successful, 

one-and-a-half hour long m~eting. Lady Amperley terminated 

the meeting, trusting that the, room, "which had ~lways 

been witness td the triumph of so many great causes; •• 
, 

, 71 
might also be hallowed by the success of tha t cause Il • 

Lady Amberley agai~ surprised her family, though 

this time the shock was significantly less. "We had been 

surprised by the announèement in Jonny 1 s le:tter,lI; La'dy 
-t. 

S,tanley wrote. to her daughter, "we did flet know you were 

aItything so long & great as P.W.B.W.S.S.! "* She warmly 

congratulated Kate and stipported her attachment to the 

* President of the Bristol and West of England womap's 
Suffrage Society, acrording te Bertrand Russell, in' the 
AnberleY Papers, '01. 2, p. 484. . . 
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cause: "1 congratulate you on getting so well thro' 
-

what must no doubt have made you somewhat nervous ••• I 

am not in the least disposed to make fun, of you-" 

) 

l am strongly for the cause, you 
feel that speaking for it 'in 
public is yr vocation & if 50 it's 
aIl right you shd do 50- One 
of yr vocations, l prefer to say­
neither the greatest, ~ighest, not 
most difficult-- but let it by al1 
means have its place in yr life if 
it takes the form of dut y to yr mind­
If you never do anything naughtier 

,than presiding & speaking at public 
meetings, we may weIl be proud 
of you- if you never do anything 
better we may weIl be ashamed of 
you! The greater part of Johnny's 
speech was very good ••• 72 

-

The press reaction to this meeting was itse1f very subdued,­

the meeting being reported in a matter-of-fact way. This 

would perhaps indicate that by 1872 the novelty of fema1e 

'public speaking was beginning to wear ·thin. 

o 

The early woman suffrage movement in England was eager 

for pub1icity, yet careful and circumSpect in its 

campaiqni~g. Acti~ists like Lady Amber1ey sought to set 

a 900d example to the public, that their very appearance 

be "a refutation of the vulgar nonsense talked about 

'women' s rights women'", 0 as J. S. Mill wrote, tha't their 
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,"manner ~f looking, moving, and ;ipeaking ft be sure to 

make "a favourable impression Jorn the purely feminine 
\ 

as well as from the human poiI!t- of. view". 7~ Lady Amberley 

was herself an eminently rea,sonable and "sensible" 

woman's rights activ.j.st, as Shê was once described. 74. 
, 

She reflected the nature of the early woman suffrage 

movement in England when she asked for the franchise 

for women as a protection, and not as a right and end 

She thus set herself 'apart from the minority 

extreme feminists. This latter class of feminists . ~ 

inspired particular horror in-those opposed to woman , . 
suffrage: "There are women who want ••• equal rïghts­

in short, the equality of the sexes-" the Times noted, 
1 

"not as the mean"s of rectifying certain unfortunate 

conditions of society, but in satisfaction œf an abstract 

~ principle adapted, as they hold, to modern times".76 

Lady Amberley never endangered her femininity, for she 

combined, as the press frequently npted, her forceful. 

public speaking with the greatest of,grace and eleqance. 

Lady Amberley's social position and association with 

the Ru~sell'~ouse gave her some influence and attracted 

publicity, but her interests lay more in the impoverished 

classes than in ber own. In a time' when female public 
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speaking was considered daring, Lady ~erley and her 

• 
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colleagues disgFaced themselves in the eyes of ~he public 

for the greater freedom of aIl wornent to challenge the 

~ge of wonan as a passive, OJ:'riaJœntal creature. 

Lady Amberley pursued her calling, . aided by her 

husband, in the years following the Bristol wornan suffrage 
. ... 

meeting. Various branches of the National Society for 

worne~'s Suffrage sought the ,influence of her presenc~, 

and to these she often lent her energy. In June 1874, 

howe~r, the wornan's rnovement in England lost her active ... - , 
,and enthusiastic contribution, as she suddenly c succurnbed 

to diptheria, which she caught while nursing'her child 
p 

, , 
Rachel, who also died. She died at the age of 32, a respected ,Y 

.. " tf 

mernber- of the wornan 1 s rnovement, thou,gh she had only had 

< less than five years active involvernent in ,the cause. 

Sorne of the most distinguished names in the early 

history of the woman's movement in England belong to such 
" 

as aohn Stuart Mill, Lydia Erriestine Becker, Mrs. 

Fawcett, and Emily Davies. Though Lady Arnberley's name 
, 

and contribution has been forgotten, her brief car~er 

reveals to us the experience of a minor but brave 

activist who experienced aIl the diffioulties attendant 

on the advocacy of suco a cause, and who was gr~atly 
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inf1uenced by sorne of the greater names in th~movement. 
,,-, t 

Her career, in addition, outlines the experie~~e 
, 

, ~ 

and perceptions of an upper class', noble feminist, in 

a movement that was predominantly middle c1ass • 
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29. AC,l 1/2, Lady Russell tQ Lord,Amber1ey, no date. 
~he Dai1; Te1egraph of Màrch ~8 1870 reporte~Lord 
-Amberley s speech as fo11ows: "LORD ~ERLEY, in 
seconding the reso1ut!on, 'said they ought to ' 
we1come, as a~thin9 good.and desirab1e in itself, 
the wish of any c1as$ for" politlca1 equality. This 
was a t~me when social questions were becoming 
everyday more important, and 'were more than ever , 
engaging the attention of the Legls1atur., and upon 
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29. (continued) such questions women w~re eminently 
competent to give advice and assistance. Another 
reason why women should be admitteA to the 
franchise was that he did not' 'think the law 
would ever,do justice between man and woman 
unless they were placed on a footing of political 
equality~ (Hea~, hear.) The most grave objection 
urged was -that a'deteri~rating influence rnight 
be exercised ,on the' character of wpmen. This 
was ~n imaginary"undefined feeling, which wQPld 

,not bear inves~igation. It was, no doubt, a very 
terrible prospect to think of women going about the 
country ,d~li vering speeches,' lectures" and, ins tead 

..-Of- amusing themse',lves ,DY ,reading the latest novels, 
being occupied in studying such pernicioûs and 
'col;'rupting books as· 'Mill 's Logic. l, (Laùghter.) 
For h~s ,part, he ~ad no fear of that dreadful 
result. There would probably always be a s~fficient' 
supply of frivolous womèn, as, no~withstanding 
all,the~r advantages, there was a sufficient 

. , \ nurober of fri volous men. (Laughter and cheers. l'il , . 

30. AC l 3/2, Lagy Amberley to Lady Russell, June 2 1870. 

31. AC 1· 4/1, Lady Amberley's journal, May 25 1870. 
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32. AC 1 3/2, Lady Amberley tO'Lady'staQ~ey of Alde~ley, 
May 26 1870. ' • • 1 • 

33. AC; i 4/1 "Léi'dy Amberley on 'l'he Claims of Wornen", 
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Reyimi 15 (Jan-June,187l),p. 95./, _. , ' 

31. 

35. Ibid." p . 

36,. Ibid. , p. 
n ~, 

37. ,~lbid. , p. 

38~ Ibid. , p ... 

39. Ibi~. , p. 

" 40. Ibid. , p. 
," 

. , 

9,9 •• 

100. 

192. 

107'. 

109. 

110'. 1 

, " 

~ 

'. ' 

F 

, ' 

" , 

" , , . 

,. , 

" 

'-

, , 
1 

, , 



• ; , • )' J .. 

o 

1 .. ! .o. ~'.. • ~ l.. ~,:T:, ... 

41. AC, 1 4/1 The Stroud Journal, Saturday May 28 4 1870. 
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Suffra~eJ in Britain (London: Croom He1m, 1978), 
and Ratricia Branca, Si1ent Sisterhood: Middle Class 
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university press; Londoh: croom He1m, 1975). For 
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movement see Roger Fulfo~d, op.cit. 
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52. AC 1 3/4, John S. B1ackie to· Lady Amberley, ~ay 30 1870. 
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57. 'Ibid., May 30 1870 • 

. 58. The publishing of Lady Amberley' li lecture was ')also 
largely due to John Stuart Mill' s enthusiasm: :"I 
have been much disappointed at,not seei~g Lady 

... ~er1ey' s lecture in th~ Fortnightly yet" 1 he wrote, ' 
, ,to ,John Morley, editor i "I hope i t ,\S to be in the 

December issue." The following'cancelled passage 
, 01' 

appears in the draft after the open~ng c1~use: 
"a~'you seemed ta agree with 'me in thinking weIl 
of it &' as it ls important not to let pass a 2fiod 
opportunity'of occasionally returning to the c arqe' 
on a subject of·women's emancipation. Her name ' 
position are of treat use to the'cause as may be seen 
from'the attadks wh~c~ are continually ma~e on her 
for her support of it. We should therefore take , 
all the advantage we can of th'~t support it will give 
me very great p1easure if y,ou will print it in the , 
next number." Francis E. Mincka and Dwight N. Lindley, 
eds. The Late~ Latters of John Stuart Mill, 1849-1873 
(Toronto: Toronto university Press, 1972), vol. 
4, p. ,1774. 
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59. AG 1 3/4, Lady Amber 1ey to Henry Crompton, Jun~ .. 
5 1870. 
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60. AC, 1 4/~ Lady Amberley to the conunittée for Woina~, n 

Suffrage,l Februi4%'Y '17" 1873, read by Professor '.! • 

Young at upidentifîed ~o~an suf~rage meeting. 
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61 •• AC l 1/2" Lady Russell to Lord Ambèr1ey, May 27 1870. 

6Z. AC 1 1/2, Lady Russell to Lady Amberley, June l '1870. 
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63. ÂC 1 ~/4, John S. Blackie to Lady Amber1ey, June 12 ~870. 
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AC 1 3/6, Mrs. Forbes to ~dt Amber1~y, no date • . . ~ 

65. :,AC 1 3/6 Har~iet Beecher Stowe to Lady Amberley,' June 
23 1870. 

66.·~C 1 3/5~ ~.A.' Ford of the Oia1ectical Society to 
Lord Amberley, July 18 1~70. Amber1ey did not entire1y. " 
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67. AC l 3/4, Lady ~erley to HenrY Crompton, 
May 5 1870. ~ 

68. AC, 1 4/1 Bristol Times and Mirror, February 3 1872. 
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speech. She is much more sensible than the rèst and 
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75. Mrs. Fawcett, Iater president of the National Union 
of Women's Suffrage Societi~s, defined ~he positiort 
o.f the early women' s suffrage "movement in Eng,land as 
follows: "The suffrage has not been c1aimed for 
women in Enq1and as an abstract and inalienable 
right, but has been clalmed upon the claims of 
expediencYi that is to sar, on the grounds that the 

, good resuiting from, i t wou Id . far out;.weigh any evi1s 
that might p6ssib1y attend.~t ••• " From The Wdman.· • 
Question in Europe, Theo. Stanton ed. (London: 
Sampson Low"1884), pp. ,4-6, quoted in Constance 
Rover, op.cit., p. 30. . , 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

-.~ ~ • J • 

THE'PERSONAL UNORœHODOXY OF yORD AND 

LADY AMBERLEt 

", ,-

. , 

The preceding chapters~ave concerned themselves 
, 

with outlining the efforts and contributions of the . . 
Amberleys with respect to the sensitive ànd unpopular 

issues of birth control and the emancipation of women. 

/ In . advocating aueh, issues, the Amberleys immediately' 

·and recognizably set themselves apart from the greater 

number of their contemporaries. The ~ouple, however, also 

d,if,fered from their soci.ety· in less. obyious, non p~blic, 

.'though equally interesting ways~ Their unconventionality 

can also be se en to oeeur in wide~rangin9 fashion in 

their private lives; these atypieal positions can be' 

traeed from the partieularities of their domestic 

'arrangements, to moral a~d attitudinal tenets uhorthqdox 

even by today's standards. 

. , 

Current interest of social historiàns in such question$ 

as childhood, women, the family, and leisure, has led to 
~. 

9reA~er attention to these topies in the history of the 
( 

English upper classes. l The Amberleys' private papers' 

... _." ::., 

, , 

'. 
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offer an insight into, as ,Dav.id Cannadine pu~s ït, 

"the ~ifé 'that' was ;Lived insidé and ,outside :the great ' . ' 
1 

houses"j ':::the outlook of the arist<?ctacy themse1ves; the 

nature of their upbringing and recreations" 2 The 

irregulari~ies of'the Ambe~1eys' dornest~c patterns se~VeS 

to distance them even from the variety of their' owri 
, , l ' 

c1a~s, and, in the end, enables the rèader to arrive 
" a,t. a more complete picture and appreciation ,of _these ' 

unusual Victorians. 

John Amber1ey and Katherine Louisa Stanley began 

their ~riendship shortly after a baIl in June 1863. After 
l ' 

a few conversat'ions Arnberley declared t~at he found 

Kate Stanley "wonderfully intellectual", and Kate was' 

.. ' '1 l' d 3 " Sl.llll. ar y ~mpresse . She,had often expressed Qer 

·interest in Lyluph' s intel7,ectual friends, but had 

found themall so ugly. AmbeFley, on the other hand, though 

nis "whole beil\g manifestly yearned after' truth and freedom!', 
, 4 

was quite handsome. Their son Frank, Earl Russell latè~ 

desctibed the attraction in a somewhat more prosaic 

fashion:' Kate discovered in John Amberley "a passionate : 

idealism coupled wi th a pathetiè helpl~~sness whicho aoro~sed -,~ 

both rornantic love and that maternaI passion which e~ists 

in every wornan worth the name l' . 5 

The pair often had serious conversations, on suçh 

IIiIMt'IIII!f _________ .:.....,;'""'-__ ~ ......... ~_~~~~ __ ..sl. _~ __ 0- .. __ 
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topies as Utilitarianism and toleration, and agreed Yery 

weIl "as usual"6. T~eir courtship appears to have been 

highly intellectual in nature;, they had long discussions 

and quarrels on divorce, baptism, and Arnberley's 

'religiou~ views, aIl of which resulted in exehanges 

'" 
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of educational articles and explanatory letters. Amberl~y 

was quite taken by Kate, and wrote in his journal: 

My whole life is fjlled with the 
thought orthis one dearest 
being, she is SO,noble, so 
good, to me so beautiful in 
every way that l scarcely dare 
to think of her as one who could 
return my 10ve ••• 7 

Lady Russell was greatly displeased with the affection 

that was developing between the two~ She imploreq Amberley, 

mueh to this disgust, to be "prudent" and not to get 

"involved", as he was so "very young" thàt he could not be 
o \' 8 

trusted to judge for himself. She imposed a six months' 

separation between them.in ?n attempt to prevent an 

" , 

engagement, during which time there was to b~ no corresondence. 

The separation was very difficult; "Alas, dear K, when shall 

l see thee ~ when enjoy again that pure happiness which 

seems to have f~ed for 50 long, so very long an interval, 

~f not for ever? When, when, when? It is the cry of my soul", -



o 

. ' 

o 

• l 

.. 

, - . 

~érley wrote in his journal. 9 Despite Lady Russell's - ~ 

efforts, the two were married on Novèmber the eightb 

1864, Amberley still in his twenty-first year and Kate 

in her twenty-second. Lady Russell decided to make 
'. \ 

. the best of it: 

••• we might have wished him to 
marry a little later, to have 
him a little longer a child of 
home. But, on the other hand, 
there is-something to me very 
delightful in his marrying while 
heart & mind are fresh and 
innocent and unwordlYi 

and l even 
add inexperienced •••• 0 

./ 

1 

i' 

~he Amberleys' courtship was based on genuine ~nd 

demonstrated love, which often was not the case in the 

unions of the landed gentry and aristocracy. In m.ny 

instances such courtships appear t9 have been formaI 

. and brief, born of the assurances of conven}ence. 

Emily Eden, aristocratie novelist of the 1860s, 

descri~ed the courtship of Lord and Lady Teviot: the young 
- ) . 

lady had "accepted the Lord Teviot oh an acquaintance 

175 

of very,few weeks, and that carried on solely in a ball-room 

or at a breakfast. She knew that her si~ters had married 

in the sarne way, and were very happy" .11 concern for 

the formation,of,desirable connections and the advancemént 

-~ 
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_ of the famiIy's stan~ing often precluded the ide a of romance. 

Lord Salisbury in 1861 described the, "bargain and sale" 
~ 

uni-ons of his class: 

Our romance is shocked at the 
idea of finding a husband for 
a young lady, and our delicacy 
'revolts at the idea of her finding 
one for herseIf; and the feeling, 
f~om which the French system took 
its rise, that children are a 
species of capital to be invested 
judiciously in a rernunerative 
marriage, is still extensively 
prevalent arnong us •••• The arrangement 
is that the mother is to choose 
really, and the daughter to choose' 
apparently. The lacquer of r,omance 
is to cover the homely reality 
of bargain and sal~.12 

\ 

A farnily friend confided to Lady Amber1ey that he had once 

thought her n"lrriage had been for "ambition not love" ~ 

Lady Amberley was greatly shocked at his impertinence and 
13' 

inforrned him that she ttdid not want te- see him again". 

The Amberleys married at an ear+ier age ~han was 

'. . 

common among the nobi1ity throughout the ninéteenth century. 

Demographie studies have shown that the mean age of 
, 

marriage for those born between 1825-1849 was 33.7 years for 
. 

males, and 26.6 years for fema1es. AS a general rule, 

brides were younge'r than their spouses by a considerable 
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nUmber of years. 14 ". 

The Amberleys were well suited; John Amberley's 

"unsocial, morose", and "unsympathetic lt habits, which he 
\ . 

'passionaté1y deplored himself, were balanced by Lady 

" Amberley's gaiety and liveliness. Kate, for her part, 

found inspiratien in his "holy seriousness" and 

ear~estness.l5 In certain respects, the Amberleys' 

marri age appear~ to conform to and even exernpIify the 

very ideal of middle-class matrimony. Severai 

"-, scholars have traced the rise,from the sixteenth century, 

of a new conception of rnarriage that ernphasized the 
o 

compatibility of husband and wife, and viewed mutual 

affection and cornpanionship ~s the ideal of rnarried­

life. l6 A new farnily type emerged in the l6th century 

in the higher rank:s of society - a more conjugal unit, . . 

stressing ti~s of affection and sexual commitment, and a 

greater concern for children and their needs. l7 

~ 
The Victoriqn horne was a private, 'intensely ernotional 

\ ..a. 
" . and hierarchical unit, the latter re~nforced by the spread 

• 1 

. of evangelical piety. The middle-class home in thi,s periOd 

" 

is often described as greatly idealized, a "haven from" 

a heartiess world", as Christopher t'asch ha~ put it. l8 

Neither the lower- or upper-class Victorian families 

conformed to this middle-class ideai. It ia probable that 

! 
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\ 
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the landed aristocracy did not emul~te middle-class 

respectability or betray the "starchy idolization of 

etiquette", as F.M.L. Thompson described it, having tbe 
, 

neceS$ary independence ~o choose free~y among 
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domestic patterns on the basis of their own needs and 

desires. 19 According to Thompson, "the landed gentleman 

cpuld afford to be unconventional without endangering 

his standing becau,se the solid guarantee of his estate 
1 

.lay behind him" .,40 However, the influence of" middle-class .,~,-

ideals and 
f. '"., • 

of what has been called "bourgeois austerity 

in the shape of evangelical religion" on the upper classe~ 

cannot be dismissed. 2l Such influence is apparent in the 

'Amberleys' own private lives; the independence which 

their class position accorded the~, powever, had the 

'final say. 

The oustanding characteristic of the Amberleys' 

married life was the great love and r~spect th~y held for 

each other, which only increased during the course of their 

ten years together. Lady Amberley believed a happy 
22 marriage to be "the very greatest of aIl earthly blessings". 

Their private papers are littered with charming expressions 

of t~eir love, such'as the 'end of thi~ ~etter, written 

in 1868: 

--~-
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ir;te,t. f ft t Il +\ibm' 

, , 7
' 

.. 

••• New old angel 1 shall stop for 
it. is absurd of yr old wifie 
after nearly 4 years of wedded 
life to wxite only a love letter 
but we shall be lovers to the end 
l am sure, what a blesslrig to 

, " 

have such a darling to come baek to 
one, one that makes aIl life have 
a meaning & a reality to its ever 
faithfül adoting loving little 
Wifie Blumschen. 23 

The AMberleys' hom~ was indeeq ~'~helter, from whieh 

the reproaches of their contemporaries seareely 

reached them. In 1872 Lady Amberîey wrote of her love 

for,her husband as follows: 

, 

; .. 

, , 

• 

••• ever sinee l have'known my' own ,0 

one life has been perfect, blissful, 
& full of meaning, joy & purpose. , 
He has been aIl in aIl to me & my' 
happiness in him even surpassed my -
hlghest e«peetations, & they were very 
high to begin with. Were there 
more marriages such as ours.life 
wd indeed be bright. He has been 

,goodness, kindness, patience,' , 
forebearance, tenderness itself'to 
me & l have loved him Most ardently 
& truly, more & more day by day. 
The only thing l need never reproaeh 
myself with ls not to have loved 

, \ 
him enough, for more l cd not. l 
have dqRe so with my whole soul and 
strength & the happiest days of my 
life have been those alone with him-' 
& face to, face with nature ••• 24 

() . 

Lord, Amberley also cherished their love; reflect~ng upon 
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seven years' of wedded life, he wrote in his journal:, 

" •• ~how happy to have passed these years in auch 

constant love 'of one another & to go on lovi~g still 

as if we had only been married toaay. One cannot be 

h kf 1 f h ' . ..25 too t an u or t 1S great JOy ••• ~ 

"" ~,4 

The Amberleys took the Victorian ideal of companionship 

in married life to its height. They developed their 

intellectual en~ together, and supported and aided 

o one another in the tasks they had set out for'themse1ves. 

They'were one in every .thought, aim, and hope. "You 

were theoworld. to each other", Lyluph Stanley wrote to 

Amberley after.the. death of his wife, "and no one'could 
. -have been ·more in sympathy with anyone than you both 

were".26 

~e early ninete~nth century witnessed a reassertion 
. 

of patriarchal authority in both the mi6dle and upper 

classes. 27 Reflecting this situation; an anonymous 

author in 1846 wrote: "the government of a household, 

for the sake of all its inmates, should be a monarchy, 

but a limited monarchy; of all ~o~, a democracy ,is most 

uncomfortable in domestic life".28 In the 18608 John Stuart 

Mill shocked his society by oalling for the complete 
. ' 

'and formal equality of the se~es. "The moral regeneration 

;""" "~""~~ 
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of mankind will only really'commence, when the Most 

fundamenta,l of t~e social relations i1l lllaced undeÏ: 

the rule of equal justice", he wrote of the marital 

relation. 29 In 1867 LadYtAmberley.-reè~;d tne fOllowinq 

advice from an American ftiend an~ feminist: "In 

: 181 

~he tru~ marriage relatiof. the in~pe~~~e_ of the husban4 

and the wife is ~qual, thlir ~ependence mutual, and' , 

their obligations ~utual. 30 Tho~gn rather cornmonpla~e 

by tdday's standards, suc~ ad~ice was ,daring for the " 
.. \ " 

nineteenth century. Lady Amberley h~rself ~ad believed 

that the marriage relation should be made more egalitarian, 
" ' 

,a belief which had ~hockea her Stroud audience in 1870. 
, 
,\ 
" 

The 'Amberàeys' marriage relation was very much 

egalitarian'in spirit, which serves te remove them from , \ 

the norm of bqth mdddle and upper class marriages' of the 

periode ~ady Amberley did not·pon~er the "great mystery" 

of middle class marriage, 'as one ~uthor put it in 1877, of,. 

••• how,best the sou~ may' cling 
To her, celestial Spouse and King" 
How He' should rule, and she with"meek desire,approve. 
31 

Nor could Lord Amberley claim, as did J.H. Dent, landed 

gentleman and-publisher, tha~his wife WAS an "entirely 

'self-sAcrificing ••• a self abnegating and self forgetting 

... 

" 

" 

, ,.. 



) 

~' . 

~; . -' 
f 

, 

, 
t' , , 
,. 

o 

W .:"':" ,f> .. ~ , ' "'" • .-. , 
...... 

" 

? 

. " - , 
, ' 

~ • t .. 

- . ,. ' 

• ~ l' "" .... 0-
! .. , • 

, 1 

.... , , 

,c~eature,,:.,~2 'The .Ambe,r;eys' egalitarian beliefs were~ 

translated into a high level ~f sensitiv~ty to ~ach 

ethers' needs, independence, and work. 
. 
Neither.one nor 

, • ...l •• 

i82 ' 

tQe otHe~'s work, or passions were deemed to, take.precedénce; 

rather, tney took great interest in each other's pursuits, 

and aided- one another in the achievement of their aims. 
( 

'Lady Amberley, for' example, participated in her husband's 

,candidatures, fOllowing him, to the hustings, which ,was 

an, unusual practice. She attended the Commons debates 

several times weekly to keep herself informed, and 

assiduousJy recorded in her journal Amberley's political 
; , 

experiences and fortunes, as if the y were her own. 

, -Amberley, for his part, gave 'free rein to his wife to 

pu~sue her ~~llincj i~ whichever way she deemed fit.! He 
" 

~--even ùrged her greatex: involvement in the woman' s' mo~ement', - -, \ 

though·such activity was seen as unladylike 'and shocking. 

They ~t'tended woman s~ffragé meetings together, as, Chap~er 

Three illustrated, "Amberley at times 'taking the chair when 

Lady AJnbe,~ley pres.ided. It ls interestinq to note that, ~ 
" , 

, ' , ..,.---
perhaps as a reflection of the renewed formality fnd 

pa~riarchalism of ~he period, Kate referred',to h~r .husband, 
" \ 

as Amberley, while he'addressed her as Kate. Similfrly, 

in Emily Eden' s novel, The Semi-Attached Couple .< 1~5r 
Lord Teviot calls his wife 'Helen' qut she calls h~, ' 

'Teviot' .33 

f. 
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: ~orlsidering Lady Amber~e'y' s fel1Ù:n,ism,' her raIe in ( 

their do~esti~ arrangements beoomes an interes~ing . 
l ," " '. 

, . 
question. ' It has been established that Lady Amberlè.Y 

'." cOIDbined he~' .feminism with th~ great~st of femininity 
~ r 11 ..... 

. FUld womarify d;sc~etion. 'Though she dld not bé'U!eve 
.. 

matrimony and home duties to be the sole or.most 
1 .' 

. ,imfortant' ~~ca~ion. of wo~an ~ she ~id not neglect. 

these in her"private' liie. A review of The Arnberley Papers 

" ,>, 'ln 1937 p~aised the balance Lady 'AInberley haC! ~chieved: 

, sh~; , "who .bor~ the standards of feminïsm so brave'ly aloft 

. on earth,' alid who l'e'ad, Emerson and Huxley, and who wy , ' . . , '---, 

adored by John Stuart Mill'~, contrived, "despite aIl' 

this mental ferment, to remain a sensible, fragrant 

dauphter of a di~t~nguished British nobility ".34, Her 

~~t~'to èxpress herself and 'to work for, the greater 

i83' 

.. 
freedom of women did not1diminish her devotion to 'her husband 

and ·children. An A:meri.can friend of the Amberleys wrote 

:. the 'fol~ow:lng after Lady Arnberley's death: '. 

-' ' 't • 

.. , 
/ ,.,. 

, 
l , ,f 

. ' 

It is in home life that warnan 
shows her true worth. Many. 
believè that when she 'takes 'an 
interest in pUblic affairs the duties 
of domestic life are sure to be 
overlooked. But to this Lady 

. , 
1 • 

. 
J ,~ J 

.,. ~ 

Amberley was a marked exCèjption. , .:' one rarely meets with so 8weet' and ., ".; 
even a ·temper, so faithful: an:l judiciaJa a·mothar, " t 

1 1.",. , 

' .. 

.. 
" . ,,. . 
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and a wife so devoted and 
sympathizing. 35 

Lady Stanley in 1870 praised her daughter for following 

the position of not letting "even duties separa te you 

from your -"husband". 36 Lady Amberley thus pos~essed 

the "efficieney, sympathy, cheerfulness, unselfishness 

and sweet temper" that made the "real helpmeet wife",37 

in a marriage and household as egalitarian as possible 

by nineteenth eentury standards . 

It is Lord Amberley, 'perhaps unexpectedly, who 

appears to fall outside the norm and stereotypes af 
, 
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the Victorian aristocratie male. He sho~d no interest 

in the traditional upper elass male world of hunting, 

horse-raeing or ~hooting. He displayed, rather, a great 

sensitivity to his wife's needs and eomfort, and a remarkable . 
interest in ehildbirth and ehildrearing in an age, as 

..... - _--. 

shall be seen,when aristocratie fathers were partieularly 

remote and lacking in interest. 

Whereas childbirth was usua~ly concea1ed and rare1y .- " 
described in literature in England, Lord Amberley participated 

in Most of his wife's tq~e confinements, and described 
1 

them with considerable detail and feeling in his journal. 

Of Lady Amber'leoy' s first confinement in 1865 he wrote: 

-' 
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Waking at 4 a.m. l was inforrned 
by Kate that she was in pain. It 
was slight and she tried to 
prevent my leaving he4. However, 
after a brief struggle, l got up 
& told'her mother who, finqing there 
was no doubt, a~ once sent for 
Merriman.- The pains rapidly 
increased, & by 5 becarne ter~le. 
From that time until delivery they 
never ceased. Merriman arrived at 
6.30 & at 6.;0 l heard him say tIt's 
a boy,' & heard its sweet little cry .••• 
K calm & happy after it. The baby 
was washed & brought to her. l thought 
it a very pretty child & felt very prou~ 
of ~t as a part of her. Very delightful 
to hear her talking to it ••• 38 

.. 
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r' ,"/ 

Lord Amberley was vexed by the first child's, Frank, 

refusaI to suckle, and repeatedly worr~ed over the fact 
-J '-

in his journal. The following passage illustrates his 
./ 

interest and curiosity in the matter, as well as a 

~omplete freedom from prudery or discomfort in the matter: 

Tho' perfectly well K. had "much ~ 
trouble today fram baby not sucking. 
He wQuld not or could not do 'rte 
Another baby took a little but K. 
still suffered much pain in her 
breasts. -In the evg. b.d.* l sueked 
a little thinking it might do good, 
but l eould not get much. Sinee 
l had to apply al~my sucking power 
to qet Any milk if is no wonder 
the infant found it too hard for him. 
The milk was not nasty, but mueh too 
sweet to be pleasant; like the , 
sweetest of syrup. It seems very badly 

'" Defore dinnèr. 
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managed by nature that little babies 
should not always find it as 
easy to suck as little' puppiee ••. 39 

Àmberley was very solicitous with regard to his 

wife's comfort during her'cOnfinement, which endeared 

him to her heart: 

... 

A ha~ been too dear & tender aIl 
the time of my confinement; full' 
of care gentleness & thought for me'~ 
very low several times~hich made 
me sad when l did riot feel strong 
enough to cheer him up. He i5 \ 
ve~y dear too about his boy very fond 
of him & admires him as much as l 
do ••• ~O 

He was equally pleased with the birth of their third 

child, Bertrand, in 1872, ° and as anxious for his wife's 
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well-being. "Amberley is so pleased with his new treasure", 

Lady ~erley wrote to her mother, "&. has been as usual 

the best & tenderest of nurses". 41 Amberley's attitude 

to babies contrasts sharply wi th that of Lord Rosebery' s;, 

this' latter, when congratulated in 1882 upon the birth of 

a sOQ, replied that not only did this "very common event" 

not excite him, but it "may cause a good deal of 

annoyance to ~".42 

• 

., 

" 
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The Amberleys' uniôn was thus one of deep love and 
~ 

respect, which earned them Michael St. John,' s description 

of-a "fairy-tale couple".43 Their marriage and the 
\ 

expressions of their love offer an exception both to th~ __ 
. 44-

"stern and ,decorous days" of the l860s and 70s and the 

"bargain and sale" marriages of the aristocracy. Lady .. 
Amberley appears to be the ideal wife, devoted companion 

to her husband, even-tempered and gracious. Amberley's 

own ~deal attentiveness, however, as weIl as th~ egalitarian 
J 

spirit of their marriage, find their mould in the domestic 

patterns of neither the IDdddle or the upper classes., ~ 

A m&re detailed examination of the Amberleys' domestic 

arrapgements irretrievably removes them from aIl further 

comparisons to the middle class ideal of matrimony. Their • 

surprising deviatiop reflects bath the freedom the y obtained 1 

from their clas8 position, and their independence of . 

spirit. 

Shortly aft~r the birth of Bertrand Russell in 18J2 

began an arrangement with D.A. Spalding, a young scientist 

study~ng instinct in chickens,~ who in 1873 had been 

emp10yed as a 'tutor for Frank. "Apparently on' the grounds 

of pure theory", Bertrand later wrote, "my father and mbther 

, -
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decided that although (Spalding) ought to remain 

childless on account of his tUbercu4lsis, it was unfair 
. 

188 

to expect him to remain celibate. ~y mother, therefore, 

allowed him to live with her, although l know of no -
evid~bce that she derived any.pleasure from doing so".45 

1 

As,La~ley died in 1874, the arra~gement lasted 

only ~5 a very short time. Thé disclosure of this 

state of affairs deeply shocke,d the Russells; aIl 

documents after Lady Amberley's death were destroyed to 

prevent a scandal, and almost.forty years later the 

then Duke of Bedford was still destroying the Amberleys' 

co~respondence.46 

~ . Such an arrangement can only be said to be highly 

unusual. While sexui~ promiSëuity by both partners was 

common in arranged marriages of the nobility, the Amberleys' , 

marriage was clearly one of love. suc~sexual and marital - # 

experimentation, as it can only be described, is an indication 

of the remarkable open-mindedness of t~e couple, in an age 

notorious for its prudery and' sexual repression." 

". 

: In January 1873, Amberley wrote in his journal of a 

conversation w~th a friend, Edith Story. They discussed 

"complete openness in Marriage", and Story professed 

herself to be in complete agreement with the Amberlers ' 

view$.4~ It is impossible to determine what Amberley 

) 
... 
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'-

'-" . 
miqht have meant by "complete openness", as he neglects 

..-
tô inform us himself. On the one hand, he may have , 

m~ant a phi~~sophy of egalitarian m~trimony, and on the 
, 

éther he may hav~ meant "openness" as we understand 

it today- complete and mutual extra-marital sexual 

freedom. If the latter ls what Amberley had meant, then 

there is evidence that the ,couple had arrived at an 

astonishinq openmindedness befora their arrangement 

with the cbnsumptive Spalg!nq. For in the sarne entry, . ~~ 

Amberley calmly noted Spalding's "confession" of love 

for" Lady Amberley. 

- The couple'slopen-mindedness can be t~aced as far 
- .. 

~ack a~866, two years after their mar;iage •. In this 

instance, a curious relationship was born between 

the Amberleys and Thomas Cobden-Sanderson, an old 

Cambridge friend of Amberley's and later godfather to' 
. 

Bertrand. As Ambel'ley related in his journal in ,187~, 

Cobden-Sanderson loved "M'amie", as he called Kate, "more 

than any one on earth ft • 

Apparently he has always loved 
her, although of course he has 
never said a word that was not 
proper: his devotion to her'is 
extraordinary & h, calls her his 
wife , sAys he could not think 
of marryinq anyone else while 
he has her 1 this Sôunds odd 

". ~'J '.J.! J ••• 

\ 
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& hardly prop,~, yet his character 
is such tbat l feel-there i8 no 
harm in it. ' 

<; 

"AlI he says is said in a pure spirit", Amberléy 

"&esides he abs~ains al1!:.ogether from any sort of 

relations with wornen, leading a life of perfect 
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wrote-. 
i 

unchaste 
0 

continence: 

- in this he says he is determined to continue": 

o 

j'/. 

kJ~,," ,', <' ,','~2'.' 

.. .. 

l allow hirn & have allowed hirn 
ever since his visit in the winter 
of 1866 to touch & caress Kate 
& even to kiss her. When he first 
began doing this he was, in a sad 
state & in great want of corlsoaation • 
Now, however, Kate thinks he ought t 

to leave off & has told him so. 
He has agreed yet cannot resi~t. 

~eve91ing the great generosity of his spirit" Amberley 

writes, "I feel so sorry for his lonely & unh~ppy condition 

that l do not want to stop it altogether. A kiss is 
, 

a little thing to give when one has everything that love' 

can grant". ,It appears that the Amberleys tole,réited .. 
this chaste love affair, though it soundeâ so "odd ~ hardly 

propér", on account of the 

~eiX;. forlor~ frien5 . 

u~lifting effectcit haa on 

His,feeling 
" reverenti~l 

~ 

, IMnper to h,r are 
as well a8 intensely , , 

" 

o 1 , , 

" .•. t .,:/" .. , ,.<, 

, ' 
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. affedtionate & - l think ~r 
kindness which never goes the 
least bit too far does hïm sOrne good. 
However now the experimei\t has 
sorne restrictions (?) made l 
earnestJ,y. hope it may succeed. Her' 
charm & the beauty of her\ character 
come out in a marve10us way in this 

"relation. She is so kind & de1ightful­
& yet also makes it so clear that 
she does .not at aIl reciprocate his 
ardent affection. l,do not think 
l ought to repress his friendship 
for her because l believe that her 
influence always does him ~~me good & 
her sympathy comforts him. \ 

It would appear that the Amberleys 'were wil1ing, 
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in their great generosity and open-mindedness, to impart . , 

'to others sorne of the blessings of their own abundant 

love. As Amberley wrote in his journal, "strange it 

is that one should be so fortunate'in love, winning a jewel 
, . 

which he can wear aIl his life, whi1e others as good & as pure 

a8 he are left oqt in comfortless & melancholy single life".49 

AS their arrangement with Spalding wa~ rather iess chaste, 

it wou Id also appea~ that;they wer~ not beyond experimenting 
r 

in modified love and marital relationShips.SO On a deeper 
-' 1 

level, thus, the Amberleyt' .marriag~ contrasts snarply 

wi th the Victorian ideal f p,ure, monogamous ~trimonY. _.-
~ 

Lad!" Amberley herself, thJbu9h she dëes not reciprocate 

heradmdrers' ardent aff btions, jarrs wi~-·the mi~dle-class 
--

" 

'. 

. . 
1 
1 

" 

--
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pure and chaste mother ideal. 

Chi'ldrearing 

The Amberleys had three children, spaced over seven 
, 

years. Frank was born in 1865, Rachel, the survivOf'of twins, 
, 

in 1868, and Bertrand in 1&12. A family size of two or 

three children was popular for the British nobility 

during the ninet~enth century.51 This indicates that sorne 

means of family limitation was being used; the Amber1eys 

were no exception, for Lord ~erley practiced his 

Malthusian beliefs. Bertrand Russell was born, as he eventaa11y 
- 5% 1earnt, in a misadventure in the practice of birth control. 

The Amberleys were exceptionally interested and conscientious 

parents; the remaiiing chapter will illustrate how their 

childrearing patterns differed from those of their own 

c1ass, the la~ded aristocracy and gentry. 

The Amberleys' interest in the well-being of their 

~ children is discernible from the moment they became par~nta. 

, , 

Short of milk, their first child was not thr,ivinq1 the couple 

realized a wet-nurse had ta be found. The nineteenth 
. 

century, however,'witnessed the disappearance of the wet-
, 

nurse, as it rapidly became more common for mothers to auckle 
1 1 

. their children. 53 "R. cannot bear the notion-of a wet-nurae" 1 
{, 

.---

/' 
1 

\ 

.> 

.. { 



~
J."" '. ~"" "" ," ' 

'J.' 
", 

."'t~ 

.... -., (" ~.. 'f' i -';. ~r.r- ~ ." ",'~"'\"]',W' ;~J.'-"t-~.~~~ 

'. 
, 1 , , 

. , 
1. 1. 

'0> 

. 
Amberley wrote in his journal, "& 1 dislike it nearly 

as much, but there seems no nope of 'ber nursing 

~: ••• " With great difficulty the Amberleys found a 
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. weènurse,.-though Lady Amber1ey "struggled hard against 

the idea". "A terrible disappointment ta her'~, Amberley 

wrote, "for we both care very rnuch about ladies 

nursing .•• "54 Lady Amberley determinedly suckl~er 

next two children, though it often tired her • 

The trend to brea~tfeeding infants would seern ta 1 

indicate a growing concern for children in the upper 

'classes, but the use of other servants in childcare 

implies the opposite, according ta Theresa MCBride. 55 

\ 
1 

\ 

The 
\ 
\ 

custorn in Middle and upper c~~ss homes of raising cihildren 

under the care of nurses, nannies and governesses often \ 

led to a distance be~ween·parents and children.', Parents, 
-;// 

relieved of the~~ay to day process of chilarearing, 
o r 

appeared cool and remote. The upper class rnother was on1y 
/ 

seen by her children for half-an hour,or so in the afternoon, 

and as a result she was "idealized by the children as 

_something distant, fragile, chaste".56 Jonathan Gathorne-Hardy 

-has suqgested that nannies, nurses and governes8es were 

more important to some Enqliâh children than their own 

pa~,nt •• 57 In an early dr~ft of hls_~utobiography, --
Johu Stuart Mill r9ferred ta "that rarity in England, a 

--- .--~ -- . ~ 
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reërlly warm-hearted mother" .'58 
, 

Anthony Ashley Cooper: 

the seventh Earl of Shaftesbur~, grew up without 

any experience of parental love. - "He saw litt1e 

of his parents", Geoffrey Best has 'written, "and when 

dut y or necessity compelled them to take notice of him 
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they were formal and frightening. They left their children 

to be looked after by servants and school teachers, apd 

w~re satisfied,so long as the children were presentable 

.for inspec.tion when required". 59 

Lady Amberley appears to have been a more devoted 

motheri she superintended her firet child's washing 

and dressing, put him to bed herself occasionally, 

and at times had the care of the chi1d to herself for an 

entire afternoon.. She read out loud to him and took 

charge of his entire education until 1873, when a tutor 

was found. Rathe;'than relegating the children to the 

nursery, both the Amberleys spent much time with their 

children. This is illustrated by a letter to a prospective 

governess, written in 1871: 

"".- --
Bath (children)' qet up a 16 & 
are with me fr'7 to 8 at 8 
breakfast with me at ! to 9 go out 
ti1l 12 or 1 part of _the time on 
a pony that they rÏ4fe in turn , 
part of the time alone- l like them 

--. . 
• I.on_., '. 
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to be much alone ~ unwatched. 
,At 1.3lT1:hey dine with us '& often 
'go out wi·th US after at 5 have 
tea with us & stay with their 
father till near 6 at 7 go to 
bed. 60 

195 

, , 
( 

~r: '0---­In between governesses, Lady Ambe!1ey had the chi~ren 

under her- sole, care, which she did not mind: "I am in 
. 

no hurry as l like having the children much with me it 

sui ts' me just now", she wrote ta her l1}other. 61 "I was 

kept far more in touch with my parents that was cornmon 

in those days, or even now", Frank" Earl Russell recalled 

-~~1n his memoirs, "and l spent a very considerable part 

of -the day with one or other of them". 62 

. ' . Leaving ch11dren 1n the care of a nurse often led"to , 
bad situations for children. Even Lady Amberley, devoted 

as she was to her children, was not aware that baby Frank 
.. 

was being ~tarved, aQused and neglect~d by nurse Davies. 
, 

. She was informed by her servants: 

Lor~ Amberley w~s a particularly interested and 

aff~ctionate father, more sa than most upper class fathers 

were'until the end of the nineteenth century. According 

to David Roberts, the predominant trai~ of these fathers 

This .r-
I 
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, .... 

remoteness and indifferenôe to childre9 was the result , , ' 
• ~ 0 " \) of several factors; the isolation of the nursery, ~he 

• _ J 0 1) Ù 

business of government at Westminster or in the colonies, " #". -; 

participation in the pleasures and engagementè of 

Society life, preoccupation with hunting, racing, or -°Shooting, and long trips abroad.' A custom which emphasized 

male ascendancy and manly virtues also made the father 
o , 

a formidable, distant figure. In the middle classes, 

eva~~elicalism stressed patriarchalism, the notion that , 

Our God is a household God, 
as weIl as a heavenly one. 64 

Recalling his,middlë class chiIdh~ in the 18608, Austin 

Ha~~ison wrote "respect was the injunction of the .family". 

He described his father as a~ ",emanatio~Jhich periodically 
a 6S 

took shape",a "detachable", "non-serviceable parent". 

Uppe~ class fathers simply avoided th~ir children. 

Shaftesbury's father was "callous and peremptory" toward 

his children: - "his natural inclination is to avoid 

me and aIl his children", he wro~~.66 William Keppel, 

,~ landed gentleman of Norfolk, frankly avowed that he 

disliked smaii children. 67 There were except~on., of 

course. Earl Russell was ~ "singularly good father", 

which probably accounts for Lor~ Amberley's own fathérly . 

.' "-. 
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attentiveness. As Stuart J. Retd wrote in 1895: 

Even when the cares of State 
pressed most heavily on him he 
always seemed to the children about 
him to have leisure to enter wi th. 
gay alacrity into their plans 
and amusements. When a~ home, no 
matter how urgent the ~us~ness 
at ~and, he hlways saw them either 
in the house or the garden everyday, 
took the liveliest interest in the 
,ro\1nd of their life, alike in work 
and 'play. 68 

and 

Once relieved of parliamenté't"!' duties, Amberley 
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spent much time with his children. He even took seven­

year-old Frank with him on a resting ho1iday in Scot1and 

in 1872, although he scon reqretted doing so. His 

kinQness is evident in the fact that he spared Frank 

fram the miseries of boardinq school, customary in 

the upper ,classés. hiring Spalding as tutor in Frank's 
~ 

eiqoth year instead. 

Frank was a particularly unruly child, despite' an 

a880rtment of ·calDdnq medicines", which qréatly troùbled 

his father. ·Sometimes l am quite sad about his ways ", 

Lord Amberley wrote to his wife durinq his two-week 

.holiday. "His total indifference ta the convenience 

or'vi.he. of other péople, eith~-the peapl~ of the house 

./ J ' 
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or me makes him an annoying chi ld to have". 6 9 Frank' s 

"troublesome humours" led Amberley to seek advice and 

ponder various methods of child management. The Arnberleys' 

friend W.F. Collier believed that chi~dren should not be 

disciplined: 

l cannot help thinking that 
the teaching of manner,must 
result in failure. I think' bon a fide 
candQur and sincerity, with 
gentleness & arniability must be 
the foundation ••.. as we are.such 
very imitati~e creatures the 
society of those who have really 
pleasing manners is the only 
necessary teaching that we require, 
with now and then a little rational 
conversation on the subject as we 
draw toward years of discretion. You 
see children never used to be 

Il \ 

1 r--, 
very much in the society of their 
Parents, but chiefly in the 
nursery •••• But if Parents are their 
chief companions, talking to them /:.1 > '" 

:./ as rational being or equals according 
to their capacity, they will only 
require the example which i8 before 
them. 70 

Collierls views are ab~xtreme example of a pattern 

of childraisinq in the nineteenth century, which Lloyd ' 
, 

DeMause has called the "socialization mode": a pattern 

where the raising of a chilq ".~ecame .. :-l~ss .. process of 

conquering its will than of training i~, guiding it 

~to proper path8: teaching it to co~form~ socializing tt". 
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In this model, as weIl, the father for the first eime 

begins to take an interest in the child and its 

training. 71 Punishment in this mod~l was frequent 

and often severe, but it~was now less physical than 

"the newer, more devastating methods of withdrawal 
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of affection, coupled with food and sensory deprivation".72 

THi~less ev~t in the u~p~r classes, where 

the entire process of socialization was often left to 

the nurse and the nursery. --
Bereft of nanny and even his wife, Amberley was 

left to decide for himself which course to take with 

Frank. Collier was opposed to aIl punishment of children, 

but Amberley felt this view unsatisfactory. "I agree 

with his general views, but the application l think 

must be governed by circumstances, & Fr'anlt seems to 

want very strict disciple", he wrote to Lady Amberley. 

"As to managing a boy like Frank by love l do not 

believe in it_"73 ~rley beli~ved that in certain cases 

"a good boxing of the ears wd be far the best treatment 
, 74 

, make him much happier afterwards". Amberley was 

extraordinarily patient, h9W6ver, responding to Frank's 

tyràpny with emotion,l and food deprlvation; he ignored 

hi~ or threatened dry biead for dinner. Amber~ey was 

quite weighed with the responsibilities of açtive 

. 'h •. I.t 'rt..' .. J.,., ,,,. ~ ... _~ ~ .. _ 
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fatherhood. No doubt this was the first time ~ child 

had been entirely in his care for a protracted period 

of t-ime, "1 know it, is quite my fault he is with me &, 
, 

l have no right to complain", he wrote to his wife, 

"but it will be a warning to me not to take him anywhere . 
. . h' '" 75 aga~n, even Wlt you. 

The frequent mentioning of children in Amberley's 

journal and letters is rather unusual. As David Roberts 

writes, the letters of Anglican landowners and military 

men as a rule spoke only of politics, society, war, and 

empire, "but very little if anythin~ of their children". 

In sorne memoirs "they are mentioned only when born".76 

The Amberleys,settled on an indulgent method,of child 

rearing t very mucb similar to Collier's. They gave the 

utmost freedom to their children, in the,hope of developinq 

and exercisi~g, j;heir ;n good sense and rationality. As a 

result, Frank's naughtiness was uncorrected, and, as Lady 

Stanley later told him, he was "an unwashed, ill-bred, 

impertinent little child dressed in rags". "It would 

appear", he reflected in his memoirs, "therefore that 

the education which so entirely satisfied my p,arents 

and myself ••• was not equally pleasing to the conventional 

when they were brought into contact with its results".77 
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Lady Àmberley firmly believed in an education of 

usefulness, however, perhaps out of what Lord Percy 

called in his autobiography the fear of "infectious 

idleness that hau!,\ts a leisured society". 78 "They-
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make their own beds fold up their own things at night. & on . 

coming home & 1 like & care for them to· be use fuI & 

indeeendent as much as anything else. Work of aIl sorts -
ia to be taught them as necessary & desirable", ,she wr~te 

to the qoverness Miss Hentz~. 79- She taught Frank to 

cook and to sew, as weIl as other domestic arts, that 

he not be unable to look after himself. 

The ~rleys were agnostics and therefore anxious 
> 

to protect their children from the evils pf a religious 

education. To Miss Hentze Lady Amberley wrote: "1 doc 

not care what yr religion is but 1 like no one to speak 

tQ_ the children on that subject but myself". 80 The 

children were brought up not in a defrant or aggres&ive 

attitude to the t,nets of Christian religion, but 
. 

rather in "complete ignorance of, and indifference to, 

them". Wrote Frank Russell, 

1 was never taken to church, 1 
never heard -of God, 1 was never 
troubled with the desires, wishes, 
or purpoaea of a Supreme Being. 
,The only definite threat to religion 

'-
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in rny early education was the 
fact that 1 was taught to think 
for myself and to use and trust 
my reason. 8l 

The Amberleys were anxious to find non-religious 

godparents for their last son, Bertrand. John Stuart 
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Mill and his .... stepda!lghter Helen Taylor agreed wi th pleasure 

to fulfill this fu'nction, as did Cobden-Sanderson, who 
... 

was an avowed atheist. After the death of Lady Amberley 

in '1874, Amberley appointed ,as guardians to his children 

'Cobden-Sanderson and the tutor Spalding, who was also 

an atheist. Arnber1ey died soon after his wife and 
. 

ô ' daughter, Rachel. Ac~ording to his wishes, Cobden-Sanderson 

took Frank and Be~trand and their governess with him 
, 

to London. "lt is possible", writes Ronald Clark, "that -Russel1's grandparents would have condoned Cobden-Sanderson's 

1ack of faith, rnuch though they regretted it. Spalding 
\ • 82 

was another matter". Discovery of Spalding' s relationship 

wi th the J\rnberleys copvinced the Russells ta g:J against 

Amber1ey's wishes. An action was commenced, and the 

two atheists capitulated without a fight. In February 

1876, Frank, eleven( and Bertrand, four, were delivered 

to their grandparents' home, Pembroke Lodg~. 

Frank Russell referred in his memoirs to the "strange" 
l , 
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hou$ehold of the Amberleys. And strange ;it must have been, 

with Lady Amberley's efforts to escape the persistent 

attentions of Cobden-Sanderson, the arrangement 

with the scientist Spalding, who allowed chickens in the 

Ravenscroft drawing room and library, "and the permissive 

childrafsing method the Amberleys employ~d. The Amberleys 

public,ly defied convention by advocating unpopular 
, . ~ 
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social issues, but the other facet of their unconventionality 

rernained and re~ains discre~ely ensconced in their 

private papers. The couple, if they were not strange, 

were certainly unusual, unrepresentativ~ of both their 

. class and mid-Victorian society. Of open and enquirinq 

mind, they went above the sexual and marital mores, 

of their society. Their marriage resulted in a more 
. 
d 

genuine and profound love than many marriages of the landed-­

aristocracy, and they were more afxectionate and caring 

parents than those o'f their clas,s usually were, before 

the late-Victorian periode 

1874 proved to be an unlucky year for the Amberleys. 

On their return from a trip abroad in May, Frank contracted 

diptheria. He was at once isolated and nursed by his 

mother and by his 'aunt Maude Stanley. Despite aIl 
}~ 

precautions, Rachel soon fell ill as weIl. While nursi~g 

her, Lady Amberley caught the disease and died in three 

"deys, on the ~wenty-eight of June, ÙJ74. Rachel died 

,a few dey. later, on the third_of July, at the age of 
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six-and-a-half: ' " .... my two 'grea,test treasures in, 

• 
this world are g'one'almost at one blow", Amberley .-

, ' 

wrote ta his rnother. "It is cruel, unspeakably . 

cruel! 11
83 He spent his tirne at Ravenscroft, fini~hing 

his book, The Analysis of Religious'Belief. Eighteen 

·months later, on the "ninth of January 1876, Arnberley 
, 

died as weIl. The immediate cause of his death w~s 
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bronchitis, Bertrand Russe.!1 wrote, "but he seems 'ta 

havé grown steadily weaker from grief". 8~., Before Lord 

AmberIey's'death the two children were taken to his room: 

Frank remained sobbing & crying 
sa 'that his Father's h~nd 'was ~ 
wet 'with bistears. 'The Dr. 
lif ted Bertrand up & he kissed 
him gentIl' & sO,ftly said "~godbye 
my li ttle Çlears for ever". " 
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CHAPTER FlVE 

THE AMBERLEYS AND THEIR CONTEMPORARIES 

That the Amberleys were considered unconventional 

by their contemporaries is weIl illustrated by a wry 
, 

comment of Herbert Spencer's; upon being invited to 

a Tuesday niqht salon of' Lady Amberley's, he replied: :: ... 

,. 

-My nonconformity in the matter of social usages cornes 

within very moder~te limits ••• ~uests of your choosing 
, 

will, 1 am sure~ have~other attractions than the ~egative 

one of beinq 'unconven~ional,".l Th~ Amberl~ys' 

own radical friends and acquaintances viewed them to be 

iàther too radical; these, in their uncompromisinq 

at~achment to intellectual and moral inteqrity, the 

Amberleys gradually distanced themselves from. As the 
'&1 Sunday Times bas noted, "There was •• -in these two young 

~ople a centrifugaI independence of mind, wh~ch" as 

their lives went on, tended to drive them towards the outer 
'2 

circumference of intellectual rebels and social refol~ers." 

" Their unconvention~lity and seeming indiÎferenc~ 

to the disapproval of thos~ ~O~d them provoked ~requent 

' .. l '. .~ 

----;' 
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critie~~m. The Duchess of Cambridge, for example, 
, 

once remarked very loudly to Kate at a garden party: 

l hear that you only like dirty 
Radicals and dirty Americans. 
AlI of London is full of it; aIl 
the clubs a're talking of i t. l 
must look at your pettieoats and 
see if they are dirty.3 

Kate's Aunt Louisa quite agreed with the Duches!!: "She 
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served y~ right & you deserve it for you ~ve a strange 

turn for aIl sorts of queer company and sinee your 

exhibition at that very low place in Bristol where you 

stood up and harangued abou~ women's rights l shd wonder 

at nothing odd you may do •.. ,,4 Lady Amberley was also 

~made the subject of criticism by Punch, The London 

Charivari: 

Talking of Lady POliticlans, l 
heard the other day a story of 
Lady Amberley. A gentleman who 
was very desirous,of meeting 
Mr. Bright, was invited by Lord 
Amberley to a party at'whieh 
that eminent party was to be present. 
When hft arrived, he found to his 
amtifiœtim that the lion had 1 
gone away, most probably to roàr against/ 
the aristocracy in the House of Conunpns./ 
Lady Amber~ey expressed her regret 
ta the gentleman, that he should be 
disappointed, but added- 'though Kr. 
Bright has gone,-I think l can fihd 
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you somebody to talk to. The 
roam is full of Atheists and 
Comtists, and the air is loaded 
with intellect'. If poor Lord 
Amberley is often exposed t~ such 
a fire himself, no wonde~ that 
he takes refuge in the House 
of Commons. 5 

While Lady Amberley has often portrayed as an 

aggressive and strong-minded female, both in flattering 

and less flattering terms, Lord Arnberley was for his 
"1 

part ridiculed on account of his lack of stature and 

extreme youth. He was often described in terms of his 

"freshness,of manhood", portrayed as barely tottering 

from the cradle. In the hopes of silencing him, the 

Times depicted Amberley as a "young and fer:vid" politician, 

deplorably immature of judgrnent and "ridicu~ous in his 

precipitancylt.6 The Illustrated News in l8~5, dwelled 

at length upon Amberley' s smallness. As Lord' ,!Ut'berley 
, 1 

and his father sat together in the Hoùse of Commons, 
r.. 

, 
Amberley for the first tirne, the paper remarked that 

Il i t is no exaggeration ta say that '~rd Russell \ l' t 

looked gigantic .. by the side of Lord,Amberley." 
, r 

Much has been 'said about th~\: 
'smallness of statur~of the 

" 1 ;' 

1, , 

noble Lord- and certainly he 1s 
not tall- but we have men as sho~t 
he 'in the House 1 and 

, " 
1 , ' 

, , 
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qne-Lord Milton - is shorter 
bl" an inch. Lord Amber ley ... 
is as tall as Butler Johnstone 
and Hanbury Tracy, and, it May be, 
one or two mQre1 but he is not 
quite so tall as Earl Russell, 
his father. 7 

Commenting on Amberley's Leeds speech 'of 1865,' the 

Leeds Times wrote: "The language even of wisdom 

and eloquence loses inevitably some of its power due 

to its intrinsic merit ~hen addressed to a popular 

audience by a person like Lord Amberley, of low stature, 

slight figuFé, and extremely youthful appeara~ce."8 
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From the press reaction to the Amberley's respective 

irivolv~ments in birth control and wom~'s emancipation 

surfaoes an eloquent picture of mi,d-Victorian society' s 

appr~ciation of the Amberley's and their activities. 

'Ta thisAstorm of disapproval the Amberleys seemed to 

p,ay'little attention1 events relating to the 
,. , 

Malthusian scandal are only oocasionally, perfunctorily 

"';noted in their records of the South Devon election, and 

"th~ events surrounding Lady ~erley' s ~ecture are bU,t 
: 

b~~efly mentioned in her journal. Only sympathetic 

~~t~ers from family and friends and the press clippings 
J, 

,themselves reveal the exten~ of their 8ociety's distaste 

tor' the Amberley's opinions. While the couple were at 

( , 

, , 
, " 

J 
o ' 
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times grieved at the violence of public opposition, 

they were but little surprised, as Chapter one has 

shown,for they seemed to expect unpopularity to 
, 

arise from their advanced beliefs. Their intimate 

family life was almost untouched by the frequent 

bursts of public indignation and outrag~, for they , 
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found support in the strength of eac? other's convictions. 

They also found support in their radical friends, 

particularly John Stuart Mill and Hele~ Taylor, who 

helped them through the worst moments cf Amberley's 

electoral defeat in 1868 and Kate's disc~mfort fOllowing 

her lecture in 1871. 

Those who spoke favourably of the couple viewed 

Lord Amberley as a promising young politician, with 
1 

the full blessings of a radical tradition behind him; 

Lady Amberley was praised as a strong and accomplished 
c 

warnan, whose noble qualities society oould only benefit . " 

from. As the New York Herald commented durinq the couple's 

visit to America in 1867: 

Lady Amberley has created 
no sma11 impression in Washington 
Society during her brief visit, 
not so much on account of the 
exceeding richness of her 
attire* as by her very super~or 

* Va1ued at over $50,000. 
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mental accomplishments. She ia 
a lady of unusual attainments, 
of enquirin9 and intellectual 
turn, and ïn many points 
resembling a former illustrious 
visitor, Lady Mary Wortley 
Montague. 9 

For those who disapproved, the one circumstance of 

belonging by birth and association to the aristocratie 
1 
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Whig house of Russell, spoke "volumes of discouragement".IO . 
Although much of what was publicly said of the ., 

~e~~eys during their lifetimes was abusive, 

particularly from 1869 on, their deaths prompte~ ,the 

press to remember them not unkindly. "Lord Amberley 

died young, very young", one paper wrote, "but his 

convictions, we are assured, cost sacrifice of cherished 
. 

opinions and feelings, and it is added that had his life 

been ever so prolonged he would never have èeased to 

enquire".ll Those Liberal papers that had supported 

Amberley during 1868-9 praised him one last time • .. 
The Western Daily Mercury portrayed Lord Amberley as "one 

iJ 

of the most promising members of the youthful~aristocracy 

of Eng land" • Accordinq to this newspaper, Amberley had 

always been ready, in deeds as weIl as in words, "to help 

onward any'cause aiming at the improvement of his race". 

; ... 
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If ohe did not fill so~strioUB a page in history 

as that which his father will occupy", the paper 

concluded "he wou1d at least not prove himself unworthy 

f hi t "13 o s paren age .•• 

The Daily News mourned the loss of Lady Amberley 

as fo1lows: "Her bright and keen intelligence, her 

cordial and cheerful temper, and the courage and 

zeal with which she gave he,lp to every movement in 

which she discerned the elements of usefulness, will 

cause to be felt as a loss in a circle wider than that 

of her family and immediate connections."14 Such brief 

tributes marked the enq of aIl furtn~r press references 

ta the Amberleys. 

The Amber1eys' deaths in 1874 and 1876 elicited the 

condolences of their own radical cirele; .fram these 

friends and those who had.worked close1y wlth the 

Amberleys in various causes and issues, emerges a 
, 

warm, positive estimation of the Amberleys and their 
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accomplidhments. The National Society for Women's Suffrage, 

of which Lady Amberley had been an active .member, 
, 

he~ death a great loss to the woman'somov~nt: 

••• W8 have to mourh the 1088 
of one whose sense of justice 

j 

deemed 
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and moral .courage led her to 
step out from amon9~t mbst of 
thé women of her own rank and, 
station to help in ~ve+y a,ttempt 
to elevate the conditi9n of h~r seXe 

, Lady Amberley's early and unlooked­
f~r death has filled many:hea~ts 
with ~ beyond 'those of her , 
own,~amily circle •. Women'everywhere 
have lost in ner· a friend. We must 
not count her'life a 'short one. Though 

,young in years, she n~s li vèd a ' 
lon9:1i~~ in generous'thoughts and 
deeds, ~nd'we must hope som~ 1 

~ho have known h,r, and who may have 
preferred a life of easy acquiescence 
in less enlightehed thought, May 
have their consciences roused and 
their hearts touched by the 
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lt f • 

" beau'ti'ful halo which ~wiil surround--u 

•• 

l the memory of one who s tood forth 
.--_. ~ -_. ---

,so bplclly' to' advoc,ate what she believed 
to be just and true, so that whi1e 
dead she may y~t speak. 1S . . , 

J ' 

, • l Profesaol;' Jowett', * who had known Amber1ey we1l,- ' 
, , 

wrote to Lady Russell that Amberley "was one bf the best 
, J. Pc;' 

'.. 16·' 
men' lever knew'" uœt truthfu1 and, disinterested" • 

Ambérley 1 s sister," Adelaide Drununond, . believ~d the death , 

of Kate Amberley to have been "also a,gen~ra~ 10ss­

she was no ~rdinary wornan, and, wou1d have done much 

.good".17 " 

The opposition to the Amberleys' opinions ranged 

-in exp~ession from outright abuse to a mild, reapectful, 
• a 

but firm repudiation of the positions they represented. 
~ , 

* Professor of Gre$k, Master of Ba~liol College, Oxford. 

, '~ 
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James Froude,wrote of the Amberleys in 1879, three years 

after the death of Lord Amberley; it is history's only 

published tribute.,to 
1 

\ 
essay is al1 examp\~e 

. \ 

the aristocratie couple. His • 
of the more mild representation of 

the Amberleys·and of the certainly subdued reprqaches 
\ 
1 , \ 

, held against them: ' 

\ . 

. ' , 

Amberley was carried away, 
it was said, into extreme opiniQns. 
It is no unpardônable crime. His 
father too, in his'young days, 
had admired Napoleon and the 
French R~volution; had admired many 
things of which in age he formed 

.a juster estimate. We do not 
augur well,of the two- year old 
colt whose paces are as sedate 
as those,of an establlshed roadster, 
who never rears when he ïs mounted, 
or who flings out his heels in the 
overflow of heart and spirit. Our 
age has travelled fast and far 
in new ways, tossing off traditions' 
old as the world as if they were 
no bètter than wornout rags; and the 
ardent and hopeful Amberiey galloped 

, far in front in pursuit of what 
he called Liberty, not knowing that \ 
it was a faise phantorn which he 
was following; not freedom at all­
but anarchy. The wise world held 
up its hands in horror; as if any 
man was ever good for anything 
whose enthusiasrn in youth has not 
outrun his understanding. Amberley 
too would have learnt his les son 
had time been granted him. He would 
hav~ learnt it in the best of schools­
by his own experience. l8 

-' " 
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Amberley's youthfulness was thus brought against him 

once more. Froude also described Lady Amberley 

as having been swept away by the fOlly ~f youth, 

the more to be excused by her feminine innocence: 

She too, his cpmpanion, went 
along with him in his philosophy 

. of progress, each most extravagant 
opinion tempting her to play with 
it. True and simple in herself, 
she had been:bred in disdain 
~f unreality. Transparent as 
air, pure as the fountain wh!ch 
bubbles up from below a glacier, she 
was encouraged by her very innocence 
in speculations against which a 
natu~e more ~y would have been on 
its guard. She so hated insinceri~y 
that in mere wantonness she trampled 
on affectation and convéntionalitY1 
and she would take up and advocate 
theories which, if put in practice, 
would,mMe socipty impossible, while 
she seeme~ as li tt'le touched by the m 
herself'as the seaqull's winge ar~ 
wetted wnf,!n i t P 1.unges into the 
waves. 
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The singular ways of the Amberleys were "the'world's 
, " 

wonder for a" ~eason 0;[:· --two" • Having thus requced the 

Amberleys' philosophy of progress to an excusable, 

youthful aberration of mind, .Froude concluded that the 

wo~ld may.as well "have left them alone w•• 

The Amberleys, who wa~t farther 

. _____ . !_ '1 _ .. _,;:' ._.\ 
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than Lord Russell nad ever 
done in. the pursuit of imaginary, 
Utopias, might have recoiled 
further when they' learnt that ~hey 
were huntinq after a dream. Peace 
be with thém. They may dream on now, 
where the world's t~le tattle can' 
toucA them no more. 

Froude's appraisal of the Amberleys is 'remarkable 

for its charity. However, as Bertrand Russell has noted,C) 

thi~- very charity reveals the depths of horror in 

which Froude must have held the Amber1eys' opinions: 

"And if one so charitable wras so horrified", he writes, 

"we may infer the severity of the censure of those 

whom he cal1ed 'the world,".20 A review of Amberley's 

Analysis of Rêiigio~s Belief in 1877 described~Jm as 

a "chivalrous seeker for diYine truth", whose "pilgrimage 

around the who1e world of free-thinking"and studies had 

wasted his own preci~us life. 21 

While the Amber~eys excited ~onsiderable interest 
. . ~ 

in their brief lives, there stands out the unfortunate 

fact that, aa Froude noted in his "Essay", the~ were two 

·of whom th~ w~rld apoke rouch, and knew but little". 
.. 

None b,t the couple's immediate family'and cloaest 

a •• oc!atea could have known-l:he extent of the Amberley 1 s _ 
. --

aevotion to their causes and to the good of humankind, 
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the sincerity of their beliefs. In its reaction 

to the Amberleys, mid-Victorian society made little 

effort to understand e~ther the ideas or the 

personalities of these two individuals. When aired 

to the public, their beliefs were often misunders~ood 

or misrepresented, or, desëfibed as chasing "false 

phantoms" and "imaginary utopias", the Amberleys views 

efforts, and accomplishments are ~evalued, diminished. 

They were given little credit for their efforts 

outside their own intellectua'l circle 7 once the scandaIs , --
were forgotten, so too were the Amberleys forgotten. 

A journalistic perspective of the couple may 

offer insight into the beliefs and mores of the period, 

but does an injustice to the Amberleys' convictions. 

The philosophical underpinnings of thei~ intellectual 
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enthusiasms and activities, which chapter one has analysed, 

pus~ed the couple onto the path ~hey took. _ The Amberleys' - ..... 
motivations and devotion to their causes, which a 

journalistic perspective fails to capt~re, is illuminated 
J 

by passages from their private paper~,,; A sense of dut y 

compelled the Arnberleys to voice their differences 

with the world. Following the ca'll of dut y , Lady Amberley' 

sought public attention to further her cause, whatever 

the consequences for herself. Although Lord Amberle~ 

~ 
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was an unwilling actor in the birth control affair, 
-1 

his own formulation of dut y, that of intellectual 

integrity, prevented him from backing entirely away Drom 

the issue. 

The "rigid intellectual honesty" Bertrand Russell 

wrote of describing his father May have contributed 

to Amberley's difficulty in accepting his share 

of misrepresentation and abuse. He approached aIl 

questions and opponents openly, fairly, and in return 

expected the same fairness and tolerance. "No one 

likes to be evil-spoken of by others", he wrote as a 

youth, many years before the 1868 scandaI; "no one 

likes his own character ta be the subject of unkind 

remarks, which, though he May not have heard them himself, 

may bring him into evil repute with those who have heard 

. them. ,~~2. Amberley's ideas themselves he expressed with 

a.kind of freshness, an idealistic, almost;. innocent 

quality which sorne of his contemporaries and even ours have 
0 

'noticed. A review of the Amberley Papers in 1937 aptly 
, 23 described Amberley as "innocent1y radical". The South 

Devon election of 1868, in which nearly all parties had 

acted in violation of all honourable and discrete 

codes of befîâvior had no doubt rather shocke~ ,the 

idéalistic Arnberley. 

'i 
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The Amberleys' friends, as had the Amberleys themselves, 

fiad recognized the inevitability of opposition. 

Helen Taylor believed misrepresentation sadly "to be 

borne by everyone with strong individual convictions". 

"Few men", she wrote to Lady Amberley," would 

have much chance of becoming distinguished in afterlife 

who are not already in their youth far in·advance 

of the current ideas of their times as to fundamental 

principles. n24 Professor Jowett in 1876 offered 

an apt summation of Amber1ey and his inte11ectual 

position: "He was not of the world, and therefore 

not likely to be popular with the world. He had 

chosen a path that was very difficult, and could 

hardly have been carried out in practical po~itics."25 
o 
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CONCLUSIONS 

Research prqvides us with a contradictory 

perception of Lord and LadY,Amberley. On the one hand, 

the press remarks that span their careers aœ a legacy of 

disapproval; the Amberleys emerge as ruthless firebrands, 

cranks, traitors to their class. On the other ~and, 
v 

this image is counterbalanced by,the warm praise and 

commendation of their own intellectual circle. Depending 

on the vi~wpoint, the Amberieys respectively appear 

tO,embody the best or the wors~,possible sentiments, 

and to offer the most advanced'or most pernicious opinions , 
possible. At its origin, it was not the intention of 

tbis thesis to uphold any image of the Amberleys, but 

simply 1 in lifting them' from their present obscurity, -to offer as balanc~d a~d human an image of thern as'possible. 

However, the conviction gréw with'close association with . ' 

their personal papers, tha~, here were oft maligned 

~Victorians more deserving of recognition and of' thèir 

rightful place in history. ' 

The ~ of the Amberley ,story'ca~ot easily be 

left unmoved. As a ,review of The Amberley Papers noted~ 
1 i r, 

, , ,;6, 
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"The book can make the reader sad, respectful or amused'. 

It will depend on how he reacts to the sanguine 
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crusaders fo;r perfection".1 That such gifted, sympathetic, 

and altruistic individuals shouId have been so little 

appreciated in their 'own day and so easily forgotten , . 
i8 regre~ful, as is the brièfness of their lives. 

Lord Amberley had little time for, as he once wrote 

to his wife, "the objects l set before me, the thoughts 

l crave to utter", the tasks for which he feIt himself 

"called & even inspired,·.2 

After several deoades of silence, the Amberleys 

were once more discovered, with the publication of 
, Q 

Russell's Amberley Papers in 1937. Sixt Y years later, 
') 

the Amberleys' critics proved the fickleness and 

cruelty of time and its values; ,the Amberleys were 
(\ 

\ 

forgiven a~d even highly praised. The Mor~inq Post wrote 
1 

of the Amberl~y story: 

Impossible, inconceivable,noW, 
one can only look back to'it 
with respect' and regret. ~fter 
aIl, human, spirits of such 
intellect and inteqrity and freedom" 
and culture are the best product, 
,the justification of humani ty. 3 

"-
Another review found them ·very ap~aling, these Victorian, 

peers and ,~.4. In hindsiqht, the Amberleys' no ,lpnger 
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seem to be the threats to society they once were jUdged 

to be. Indeed, as the New York Times commented, "1\s 

we now look at things,they seern to have been fairly 

harmless and even sornewhat tirnid". 5 The world 

eventually caught up to the Amberleys, and six decades 

later found that "Lady' Amberley's theories and her 

husband's so-called phantoms now seern pretty real 

and conventiona~".6 Individuals then considered 

extreme radicals are seen frorn today's perspective as 
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appea+ing, harmless1 the causes they espoused, though 

once thought to be shocking and immoral, are almost 

ordinary today. Of the, ArRberleys' passions the New York 

Times in 1937 commented: ' 

To extend the franchise still 
further, to make Sunday ]etures 

" legal, to advocate non-denominational 
education and Woman's suffrage, 
to encourage professions for 
women and their higher edu~ation, 
to discuss the question of birth 
control, and to foreshadow a League 
of Nations do not'strike us as 
the marks of violent extremists. Yet 
to the Amberleys' contemporaries 
'they were. 7 

It would be inaccurate to judge the Amberleys' 

intellectual enthuslasms as innocent, for they appeàr 

darinq in their historical perspective. In the 18608 
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sorne of Amberley's proposaIs earneœ him venomous attacks 

and the end of his polittc91 career. The Queen 

herself was stirred to speak against Lady Amberley 

and her "mad, wicked folly". Though they did not 

accomplish aIl they had wished, and did not rock'their 

world, the Amberleys played a brief but notable part 

in an age of questioning. They stood in sharp contrast 

to the prevailing spirit of the day; their story thus 

exemplifies the perennial impact of th~ questioning 

by youth of conventions, ~ocial and religious, and the 

perennial endeavor" by an older generation to keep' back 

the tides of change. The unconventional Amberleys 

prove to of value to present-day researchers, as the 

Sunday Times in 1937 elegantly put it: 

There are two ways in which the 
lives ,of the dead may be 
illuminating to historians. Those 
lives may be either so typical 
of their times that in them 
posteri ty can read the dominant 
characteristics of a period, or by 
being in advance of them the contrasta 
between past and present may be brouqht 
home more vividly than before. 
John and Kate Amberley were very 
much in advance of their times, and ( 
through the clash of their convictions 
with the prevailinq spirit of the day, 
we understand-the sixties better. 8 
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f This thesis has attempted ~o clarify our 

\understanding of an atypical couple of the 1860s, and 

through them cast light on their time. It has provided 
. { 

another angle from which to vie~ mid-Victorian 

English society. That angle has been narrow rather than 

comprehensive; it has focused particu1arly upon the 

areas of Malthus;an birth control and the emancipation 
-

of warnen, and has viewed the Amberleys from a domestic 

perspective. There remain in regard ~o the couple 
\ 

many interesting aspects worthy of further exploration 

only touched upon here in other social areas. These 

include, for example, Lord·Amberley·s pioneering 

views on international peaGe and the Amberleys' _ 

ph!losophy of religion. One topic which might be 

par~icularly rewarding in this or other di~ciplines is 

furtber examination ôf the role of the par~isan press of 

the era in the political process: how it set the agenda . . 
for social issues, and affected the strategies of pOlitical 

candidatea. 

It ia hoped that this study of the Amberleys has 

provided a broader and fairer view of two individuals 

whodared, at ,risk of reputation and career, to stand, 
- , 

out.ide the nor.m of their society. In the proeess it may 
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have cast some,light upon mid-Victorian society and 

upon the topics of birth control and women's 

emancipation, with which it was so unwilling to 

contend. In this regard, history should ~erhaps 

remember the Amberleys not as misguided utopians, 
, 

but rqther as reformers, for, as Brian Harrison has 

reminded us, 

"/ 

". J", '" 

The reformer's role is ta ensure 
that what seems natural in one 
generation, seems unnatural in the 
next. 9 
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