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file: Uncle Tom etc
Uncle Tom, the Chinese laundry man, and ‘Justice’ in England and Wales, 1888 – 1905
by Jeffrey Green

To be presented at the Institute of Commonwealth Studies, Senate House, London  16 September 2009.
Acts of violence and subsequent trials are investigated so we may consider the application of justice to visible minorities a century ago. In the process we see unexpected aspects of the activities and whereabouts of Britain’s visible minorities many decades ago.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

There was a time when British newspapers generally reported women on the lines of ‘Blonde, aged 42’ as if it mattered. They also reported members of visible minorities, which has the advantage that a historian can locate such individuals. British records are otherwise almost silent on ‘race’, there being no official segregation. Cemeteries and schools, colleges and hospitals, election registers, rate books and census returns did not have separate places for people of Asian or African descent. 

In seeking details in old newspapers one expects to find reports of crimes that mention people of colour as victims and originators. A check in the 1920s showed me that the language in the pages of the august Times was similar to those of the down-market News of the World and that the scandal sheet Illustrated Police News published sketches of alleged crimes involving ethnic minorities.
 

We could consider that reports of crime are a distasteful area for research into the black and Asian presence in Britain. However, information from the national press, especially when filled out by an examination of reports in the local press, has thrown up – time and again – surprising information on aspects of social life in England and Wales as well as the manner in which justice was dispensed.

My title ‘Uncle Tom, the Chinese laundry man, and “Justice” in England 1888-1905’ picked two stereotypes. The elderly black slave Uncle Tom was central to the 1851 American novel Uncle Tom’s Cabin which, adapted for the stage, was an element of both dramatic and musical acts in British entertainment for decades.
 It was translated into 37 languages including Welsh (even Dickens was never translated into Welsh).
 The Chinese laundry man was a widespread image
 which became the subject of a highly-popular song by entertainer George Formby in 1932 – ‘Chinese Laundry Blues’ (Its chorus has the lines: ‘Mr. Wu, what shall I do, I’m feeling kind of Limehouse Chinese Laundry Blue’), then ‘Mr. Wu’s a Window Cleaner Now’ (1940) was soon followed by ‘Mr. Wu’s an Air Raid Warden Now’.
 The first Chinese laundry that has been traced in England was in central Liverpool in 1887.
 London is known to have had one in 1901; by 1931 there were eight hundred in Britain.
 In an era before domestic washing machines this service was extremely useful.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

UNCLE TOM – HAMMERSMITH, LONDON, 1903

I was looking at a West London newspaper in case it mentioned the wedding, in Shepherd’s Bush, of the Ghanaian barrister and author J. E. Casely Hayford and Adelaide Smith of Sierra Leone, an event attended by London-born composer Samuel Coleridge-Taylor. Instead I found ‘a native of Carolina’ named Benjamin Curzerpursong, an actor, in a short article headed ‘Uncle Tom to be released’. Working my way back through the pages of the West London Reporter I tracked something of his story.

In June 1903 the King’s Theatre in Hammersmith announced that John Tully’s Anglo-American Company would be presenting Uncle Tom’s Cabin and that the cast included actress Amy Height.
 A week later the newspaper reported that Benjamin Cusgerpersong (sic) aged 51 had been involved in a stabbing incident, and that he had told a police officer ‘I did it, but they drove me to it’ for the victims had remarked ‘Look at that black ---.’ He was bailed for £25, and the show continued. The West London Reporter of 10 July said the two whites were ex-soldiers, one had his ear cut and both had 5 inch (13 cm) cuts to their necks. Another report said that when a man referred to the actor as a ‘Nigger’ ‘blows followed words, and then Uncle Tom drew a knife and stabbed two men in the neck’. The magistrate expressed sympathy due to the ‘extreme provocation’.

The Times report of 22 July 1903 had details of the trial at the Central Criminal Court the day before. Curgerpursong (sic) was on bail for wounding William Beany with intent to cause grievous bodily harm. Beany and his brother Alfred, with a friend, were at Brook Green, Hammersmith looking at the big wheel in the distance at Earl’s Court when one remarked on it. The defendant, ‘a man of colour, who was standing near, thought the remark referred to him’. The three were attacked, and cut by the attachment for withdrawing champagne corks on Uncle Tom’s penknife. His defence was: self defence. The court heard he was born in slavery in North Carolina, and had lived in England since 1880. He was acting the role of Uncle Tom in Uncle Tom’s Cabin. He said after the remark the three men attacked him, and hit him with a stick which broke on his head. Having defended himself he went to fetch a policeman. The jury decided he was not guilty of grievous bodily harm but found him guilty of the much lesser crime of ‘unlawfully wounding’. The judge remarked that he ‘had a strong impression that the men provoked the defendant, calling him a nigger’. But the use of a knife ‘could not be passed over’ and a three month sentence was imposed.


Leaving aside the probably Asante (Ghana) name the North Carolinian ex-slave had, and wondering a little about where Ms Height and her colleagues could recruit a replacement Tom, we could stop here and say that the facts so far show that Benjamin Curzerpursong had won the sympathy of both judge and jury that June day in 1903. But I had been drawn to the incident by that mid-September West London Reporter’s ‘Uncle Tom to be released’ heading. It had said that the Home Secretary had responded to an appeal by Sir Thomas Dewar, M.P. and had duly agreed to remit two of the three months, and so Curzerpursong was free.


The Times reported the Home Secretary’s decision on 8 September 1903, noting that the ‘native of Carolina earned his living as an actor, and was convicted of wounding one or two persons who had twitted him on account of his colour’. There had been ‘extreme provocation’.


Both newspapers named the helpful Member of Parliament as Sir Thomas Dewar, and here we see something quite unexpected. Sir Thomas was a Conservative M.P., representing a constituency on the far side of London from Hammersmith (St George’s Tower Hamlets, 1900-1906). He was involved with agitation against pauper immigration, and campaigned for what became the Aliens Act, 1905. This was seen then and now as being anti-Semitic. An out-going man, who with his brother rejuvenated the family whisky business, he had been knighted in 1902 and was to leave an estate of £5 million when he died in 1930. Dewar’s London office was headquarters for the Uganda Railway. Why he should deal with an actor in Hammersmith is unknown, but his pressure was effective.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
THE CHINESE LAUNDRY MAN – LIVERPOOL, 1904
China and the Chinese were in the news in Britain in the 1900s. First the Chinese anti-foreigner actions from 1898 led to fighting and the Boxer Uprising which saw whites and Chinese killed and, famously, the siege of Beijing in 1900. Troops from several nations including Britain, Germany and the USA, ended the uprisings in 1901 (and left the Manchu dynasty so weak it was replaced by a republic in 1911). Then there were Chinese recruits to the mines of South Africa (where the Africans preferred not to work), widely seen as an attack on white labour which in Britain, after much agitation, was a cause of the defeat of the Conservatives in the 1906 general election.

Apparently the number of Chinese in 1900s Britain was ‘insignificant’.
 There were reports of social patterns that differed to the British, including a large majority of males, and a reputation for gambling and the not-yet-illegal smoking of opium. Many were sailors, working into and out of Liverpool, and it was at a lodging house in Frederick Street near a sailors’ home in Liverpool that John Go Hung went to gamble on Sunday 20 March, 1904.

Go Hung (or Go Hing) was 29, and ran a laundry in Birkenhead. He lived there, at 384 New Chester Road, Rock Ferry, a short ferry trip across the River Mersey to central Liverpool. Married with one child, he had known Ping Lun for some time, although the latter was described both as his assistant and as a store keeper.

The Illustrated Police News had a sketch of pigtailed and costumed Chinese males with its article headed ‘Sensational Scene in a Liverpool Lodging-House’.
 It said that Go Hung’s wife was an Englishwoman who had been in Paris at the time of the ‘fatal affray’. At the Frederick Street lodging house there had been a ‘fatal quarrel between Chinamen’. Some had been playing dominoes and others smoking opium. Go Hung was the banker and Ping Lun placed sixteen chips (some ten shillings [then £-.50p, perhaps £20 today]) on the table and was told by Go Hung that the bid was rejected as they were friends. The bet was a winner, but Go Hung refused to pay out. Ping Lun left, returned and again asked for his winnings. When Go Hung refused, he was shot twice. Taken to hospital, he died four days later.

The local newspaper reported ‘The alleged murder of a Rock Ferry Chinaman’ and that the prisoner was to be tried by the Assize court in Liverpool. It reported the police court hearing of 26 April: ‘a Chinaman named Ping Lun was charged with the wilful murder of John Go-Hung, a Chinese laundry keeper’ on 20 March. The pair had been on good terms until Ping Lun, who was not participating in the game, tried to bet on the hand held ‘by a countryman Moy Chung’. Having left he returned with a revolver and fired one bullet into Go Hung’s abdomen, then departed, firing two more shots in the street outside ‘presumably to cover his retreat’. His victim died four days later from peritonitis. Ping Lun was arrested and it was alleged he then said ‘He owes me some money, and he said he pay me no more’ (sic). He said nothing at the court hearing, and the matter was passed to the Assize court.


The trial for murder was held in Liverpool on 5 May 1904. The court was told that it was the habit for the banker to refuse bets from those not playing, unless he wanted to accept them. It also heard that the deceased owed Ping Lun three pounds (it is unclear if that was the value of the bet, or another matter). Two shots in the room and two outside to deter pursuit were followed by Ping Lun returning that night when he was reported to have said that the police could do what they liked with him. The court also heard that Ping Lun had been present at the hospital when Go Hung’s ‘depositions’ were taken.

The defence lawyer argued that Ping Lun had been drinking so much whisky that ‘he had but the haziest idea of what occurred’, and asked that the charge of murder be changed to one of manslaughter. The judge said that drunkenness was no defence. The jury did not leave the box, bringing an immediate verdict of guilty. The widow then broke down and screamed ‘Oh, my fatherless child’ which had a massive impact in the court room.
 Ping Lun ‘did not appear to realise his position’ and was removed from the court.


The Birkenhead newspaper reported on 1 June ‘Go Hing [sic] Avenged’ for his murderer had been hanged the day before. Attempts at a reprieve had failed. There had been two hundred people at the gate of the prison, but ‘not a single Chinaman’. He had ‘met his end stoically’ paying for his crime at the ‘lodging-house frequented by Celestials’.
 

It was common that crowds gathered outside prisons when executions were scheduled. There was a possibility of a dramatic if not melodramatic last minute reprieve, and always the sight of a warden placing an official notice that the sentence had been carried out. The Birkenhead newspaper did not make any comment on the fact that two men had been executed at Walton prison, Liverpool, on the morning of 31 May 1904. The Times of London  did, describing Pong Tun (sic) as ‘a Chinaman, sentenced to death for shooting a fellow-countryman in a lodging-house’ and also naming William Kirwan, who had murdered his sister in law.


There are other aspects of the crime of Ping Lun. A sale scheduled for November 2008 was detailed in The Times of 4 November.
 Included in the items was a diary of hangman Henry Pierrepoint who worked at his deadly trade from 1901 to 1910 (his son Albert Pierrepoint was Britain’s main executioner from 1932 to 1952). The illustration shows a page of the log or diary from 29 December 1903 to December 1904. There are two entries for 31 May 1904 –- Kirwan and Pang Lun (sic). Age: 43. Height: 5 ft 4½ in. Weight: 160 pounds (the same as the taller Kirwan).


The second aspect is the one that sent me off on this research. In 1905 the Home Office initiated an internal enquiry to see how justice had been levelled when the accused were men of colour. Of the four men who had been tried on capital charges, one was Ping Lun. Someone at the centre of the justice system had noticed.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
COLOURED MEN SENTENCED TO DEATH - 1905
The Home Office file is entitled ‘Executions: Coloured Men Sentenced to Death – Memo of cases of Negroes and other foreigners sentenced to death’.
 It seems to date from early November 1905. The first individual named was Thomas Thompson, a ‘coloured man from the West Indies’ who had been sentenced in July 1899 following his trial for a double murder: shooting his wife and stabbing and cutting the throat of the lodger ‘(also a coloured man)’. The judge and jury had recommended mercy, for the killings had been committed ‘under the influence of jealousy’ for the wife’s behaviour with the lodger had been ‘grossly provocative’. The death sentence was changed to life imprisonment. The file notes: ‘The fact that Thompson was a coloured man was not referred to at all in the Home Office minutes as a point taken into account in deciding upon the case’. A pencil note against this entry says: ’There is an older case Charles Arthur (1888) that might be worth looking at if this question arises again’.

Arthur, steward on the Dovenby Hall of Liverpool which sailed home from San Francisco, killed the master David Bailie. Aged 34, from Barbados, Arthur had been found guilty of wilful murder but the jury ‘strongly recommended him to mercy on account of the provocation he had previously received from the deceased’.


Thompson, charged with the murders of his wife Emily and lodger Isaac David Phillips in West Hartlepool on 15 May 1899, was 46 and had lived in England for decades (born in the West Indies ‘and brought to England when I was young’). He had married 15 years earlier, worked as a sailor out of the Mersey and moved to West Hartlepool four years earlier. His wife had a son but when he told her ‘that child is not the child of a coloured man’ she had told him the father was the local doctor. The relationship was troubled and Thompson went to the police with his story. Four days later he shot his wife and stabbed Phillips. The trial was in Durham, where the judge told the jury ‘he was glad to know that they had coupled with their verdict a strong recommendation to mercy’.
 The death sentence was cancelled and life imprisonment substituted.


The second man detailed in the file was William Augustus Lacey, ‘a negro from West Indies’ (sic) sentenced in August 1900 for the murder of his wife by cutting her throat with a razor. ‘She had given him some provocation by accusing him of intimacy with her married sister and by threatening to return to a man by whom she had had a child previously to her marriage’. There had been no recommendation for mercy from judge or jury; the Home Secretary had agreed and Lacey had been executed. ‘The fact that Lacey was a negro was not regarded as a circumstance requiring to be taken into account’. However a petition had been received from a Mr Evans who ‘says he is not aware of a negro ever having been reprieved in this country’. Noting that it was uncertain that Lacey was ‘an absolute negro’ the file also said that in the case of Thompson (who had been reprieved) ‘provocation was far greater….as nearly to reduce the crime to manslaughter’.

Lacey’s trial was in Swansea. His wife had been killed in Pontypridd. The Times also noted the 29 year old ‘collier, a coloured man and a native of Jamaica’ worked there in the Great Western Colliery. There had been just a ‘short deliberation’ by the jury.


Ping Lun was ‘A Chinaman, sentenced to death in May 1904 for shooting another Chinaman because he had refused to bet with him at dominoes. He had been drinking, but was not very drunk, and his actions showed deliberate intention’. There had been no recommendation for mercy at the end of the trial. A ‘Chinese missionary’ (surely a white Christian missionary who had worked in China?) had petitioned the Home Office arguing that Ping Lun should not be hanged because of ‘the Chinaman’s view of life etc’. Apparently accepting the validity of the argument that Chinese people held views that were quite different to the British, the Home Office had decided that it would not be right to reprieve a Chinaman ‘in a case in which an Englishman would certainly be left for execution’. Drunkenness in an Englishman ‘would certainly not in such a case be accepted as a sufficient plea for a respite’.

The fourth man was an Algerian named Ferat Mohamed Ben Ali who had been sentenced in July 1905 for murdering another Algerian. The files does not say so but The Times reveals that a team of five Algerians ‘had been hawking carpets and cheap jewellery about the country’, visiting villages and towns in Kent that June. The victim Hadjon Idder was their leader and held the cash. His body (stabbed and bludgeoned) was found in a hayfield near Tenterden (population: under 5,000) on 16 June. Three went on trial (one was discharged as his alibi was sound; another was released as there was only ‘very weak’ evidence). Ben Ali had confessed to the coroner explaining that Idder had made ‘an improper assault’ on him. The two day trial in Maidstone 13-14 July ended with a ‘short deliberation’ by the jury which made no recommendation for mercy.
 It seems the motive was theft. The Home Office file noted it had been suggested that ‘he was a native of a Country where life is not valued as in England’ but that argument had not been accepted in earlier cases ‘and it is pretty plain that he knew very well what the English law is’. Ben Ali was hanged.

Despite killing two people Thompson had not been hanged. Ping Lun and Ben Ali had been unable to benefit from their status as cultural aliens, and went to the gallows. Lacey had gone there too because the officials, jury and judge thought he deserved to die despite the provocation. Perhaps reading more newspaper reports or the transcripts of the trials of Lacey, Ben Ali and Thompson would provide a clearer picture of why the Home Secretary did took these decisions?


There may be further documentation in the Home Office files. My interest in this matter was stimulated by seeing the indexed entry (at a time when the file remained closed – it had a 100 year closure) and it is frustrating not to know what triggered the official interest. The trial of the Algerians was close to the date of the enquiry, and perhaps others believed like Mr Evans that people of colour did not receive fair treatment in the justice system, and had made their views known that summer of 1905. 


One important element has not been mentioned. How did the Home Office know where to look? 

Was there an index showing, say, nationality, colour/race, foreign origin of those who had gone on trial accused of very serious crimes? If there was, then my earlier suggestion that official segregation did not exist in England and that officialdom was almost silent on race has to be challenged. On the other hand, as every murder trial bringing in a guilty verdict would have been known, in detail, to the Home Office, perhaps the source for the four names was departmental memory. For evidence of that, perhaps, we have the pencil comment regarding Charles Arthur in 1888. The number of murders in Britain was not substantial, with an average of 13 executions a year 1900-1949 and seven of every eight capital sentences commuted to imprisonment. That is one hundred life sentences annually. The prison population of England and Wales in 1901 was 15,900 (in 1968 it was 65,300).


In either case – file or memory – that it was worthwhile retaining the information at the Home Office strongly suggests that the Home Secretary’s staff anticipated that there might be questions in parliament or from the press about the manner in which justice had been done in such cases. That Sir Thomas Dewar had got involved in the Hammersmith stabbings suggests that pressure could come from any member of the Houses of Parliament.

Thompson had won the sympathy of judge and jury in 1899. Annie Gross, like her two-timing husband a person of African descent, won the sympathy of the jury in 1913 and it made a decision that angered the judge. Tried for murder – she had shot her husband - the jury found her guilty of manslaughter: and she was sentenced to five years. The Times noted that in a murder trial the verdict should only be ‘guilty’ or ‘not guilty’, No wonder she had smiled at the jury as she left the dock.
 And, as the Birkenhead newspaper had shown with its heading ‘Go Hing Avenged’, there was sympathy for the victim of Ping Lun.


When a ship’s fireman named Abdoola Mahomed stabbed two colleagues at the end of a drinking spree in South Shields in September 1902, killing Deena Mohamed, the defence of manslaughter was accepted as he had been provoked, and he was sentenced to ten years.
 So the scaffold for Ben Ali was not a certain result -- when a ‘coloured man’ killed an associate in Edwardian England there seems to have been some justice.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Old newspaper allegations still feed the history books, notably in the case of Edgar or Eddie Manning, a Jamaica-born London criminal of the 1920s who is still noted as a major cocaine dealer although he was never tried on such charges.
 Novelists and film makers contributed too, with Sax Rohmer (pen name of Arthur Ward) writing Fu Manchu stories from 1912. A criminal mastermind, the tales were extremely popular, becoming films from 1929, often set in London’s Limehouse.
 Another author was Thomas Burke, whose Limehouse Nights was published in 1916. Many of his fictional stories are narrated by a Quong Lee. Burke inspired a D. W. Griffith film. These writers inspired the 1921 song Limehouse Blues and a George Raft movie of that name (1934), a television series in 1956, and five films 1965-1969: and a Peter Sellers spoof. 


Brilliant Chang (Chan Nan) was found guilty of supplying and possessing drugs in London in 1924. He had arrived in England from Canton as a student, and was alleged to have been involved in drugs in Birmingham in 1917. The 1930 obituary of C.I.D. superintendent Francis Carlin described Chang as a ‘central figure of a gang living luxuriously on the proceeds of selling cocaine to young men and women in whom they inculcated the habit’.


Reports in the 1920s linked Britain’s cocaine trade with other Chinese people: Leong Ah Choy a tobacconist of Poplar, who had lived in England for sixteen years, was charged with possessing opium and cocaine, as was Ah Fong.
 Ah Wong, a cook in Soho was found guilty of possessing and supplying: the headline was ‘Chinese Vendor sent to prison’ after he was sentenced to six months and recommended for deportation.
 And so were the British, with a German-born British national charged with selling cocaine to Chung Chu in Coventry in 1922
 and a British woman and a British man charged with possessing five and a half pounds (1.2 kg) of cocaine in London in January 1923, allegedly purchased in Limehouse.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
WHAT DOES THIS INFORMATION SUGGEST? 

That although the blatant discrimination seen in United States official papers, street directories, cemeteries, churches, schools and all the other separation of ‘races’ did not exist in Britain, thus suggesting an absence of official discrimination here, that the Home Office could identify five people of colour in events that had taken place between 1888 and 1905 suggests some note was made. How extensive was this and what effect did it have?

Although newspaper reports are very useful, historians have to be aware that events can take a different path. Had I noted the initial reports on Benjamin Curzerpursong and followed them to his sentencing I would never have discovered that his sentence had been reduced.


The association of Sir Thomas Dewar, M.P. with the Curzerpursong case suggests that our perspectives on class in Britain a century or so ago may have to be modified.


The role of Uncle Tom’s Cabin shows has been described from an American perspective only. See Robert C. Toll Blacking Up. The Minstrel Show in Ninteenth-Century America (NY: OUP, 1974). There is room for a study of the shows in Britain, especially as we are aware that the performers, when of African descent, could and did include Africans, Caribbeans, as well as Americans and probably British Blacks. The year that the last Cabin show played Britain would be useful.

The Chinese presence in Britain seems little documented, although the Oxford Dictionary of National Biography has accepted my essay on Ping Lun. Chinese laundries should be traceable through old town directories.


Black coal miners in Britain have a low profile, despite Paul Robeson’s role in the film The Proud Valley (released in 1940 and produced by Herbert Marshall who was to be joint author of the 1958 biography of Ira Aldridge). One individual in South Wales whose son became a senior police officer in the 1960s was known as ‘Rawlings the Black’ but any connection to the coal industry is unknown.
 An American named Joseph Morford spent three years in the South Wales coalfields at the turn of the century.
 William Lacey in Pontypridd was surely one of several? Perhaps our focus on Tiger Bay/Bute Town in Cardiff needs adjusting?

The five Algerian carpet sellers were unexpected. That they had been, separately or together, to Hastings, Ashford, Robertsbridge, Wadhurst, Tenterden and the village of Bodiam (its castle, now managed by the National Trust, is iconic and often appears on calendars) suggests that visible minorities were to be seen far from the major cities and ports of Britain. 


Limehouse in eastern London as a centre for Chinese males and various criminals is a stereotype, but I am assured that just two shipping lines sailed the London–China direct route, so if sailors formed the mass of Chinese in that dockland district, what numbers could have settled without leaving both shipping companies shorthanded? This Chinese settlement is dated to the 1880s. By 1913 there were ‘thirty Chinese shops and restaurants in these two streets [Pennyfields and Limehouse Causeway]’ and a ‘transient’ population of between 300 and 400. By 1911 east London had thirty Chinese-run laundries.
 

There was a Chinese diplomatic presence in London. Indeed at the Portland Street legation in 1896 the capture and seven days of imprisonment there of Dr Sun Yat-sen (Sun Zhongshan) a republican revolutionary, led to threats by the British government and the doctor’s release after this ‘monstrous abuse’. Dr Sun spent much time at the British Museum.
 There were other Chinese students, and merchants in Britain too, but the reputation of Limehouse, no doubt through those novels, films, and stories seems to have prevailed.

Ten minutes from my home in Sussex the Surrey village of Lingfield has a large church, rebuilt 1431 and with a ‘collection of brasses and monuments [that] are amongst the finest in England’.
 The graveyard has the tomb of Charlotte, widow of John Hochee. It states she died aged 77 in 1882, her eldest son John Elphinstone F. Hochee died the following year aged 54, and the third daughter Jane aged 16 in 1846. Two Chinese text characters and their surname revealed this family. Hochee was one of three Chinese servants in Lingfield (he died in 1869, Johnsue Achow in 1871) – probably the last place that we might expect to find Chinese-descent people in 19th century England?


The Black and Asian presence in Britain a century ago was widespread. 
Reports of murder, drugs and violence have provided us with unexpected details: Coventry, Bodiam, Grange in Borrowdale, the coal miner, the carpet hawkers and that Chinese tobacconist among them.

Two of Ben Ali’s colleagues were arrested but discharged as innocents. Thompson was reprieved; Charles Arthur was not hanged despite killing the ship’s master; Annie Gross benefitted from the jury’s verdict which went against court procedures and so upset the Old Bailey judge. And Benjamin Curzerpursong - Uncle Tom - was released early because of the intervention of a Member of Parliament.

Justice in England and Wales 1888 to 1905 seems to have been applied fairly – but the subject needs more work, much more work, before that smug conclusion can be accepted without reservations.

Jeffrey Green

East Grinstead  14 August 2009.

jeffnsue@eastgrin.fsnet.co.uk
11 Turret Court EAST GRINSTEAD West Sussex RH19 1QA England
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