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George. In part, perhaps, it was a 
tragedy for Britain.’37
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Bribery and Berwick
Bribery may not have affected 
the political allegiance of many 
Victorian voters (‘Berwick-
upon-Tweed: A Venal Borough?’, 
Journal 48, autumn 2005) but it 
could upset people. In Berwick 
in 1857 a much respected Dis-
senter clergyman, Rev John 
Cairns, who became a national 
leader of the United Presbyteri-
ans, wrote to one of the Liberal 
candidates, Matthew Forster, 
saying that he could not support 
him because he had been turned 
out of Parliament for bribery 
five years previously (Alexan-
der MacEwen, Life and Letters of 
John Cairns, DD, LLD (London, 
1895)). Forster wrote to Cairns: 

I am grieved at the loss of a sup-

porter of whom I have always 

been so proud, but I thank you 

for the frank and kind terms in 

which you notify that loss. If 

you knew all the circumstances 

attending the decision to which 

you allude, I think the conclu-

sion you have come to would 

have been a little more merci-

ful. But it may be a satisfaction 

hOnItOn, dumfrIEsshIrE and thE LLOyd GEOrGE fund

LEttErs
to know that I have taken such 

precautions and securities as will 

prevent the possibility of any like 

result on the present occasion.

Whether such determination to 
be honest this time – or his past 
record of venality – was the rea-
son, Forster, one of three Liberal 
candidates for the two-member 
seat, came bottom of the poll, 
beaten even by a bribing Tory. 

Willis Pickard 

Death duties in 1894
A small correction, if I may. In his 
review of Harcourt and Son (Jour-
nal 48), Martin Pugh incorrectly 
states that in the 1894 budget the 
graduated scale of death duties 
peaked at six per cent on estates 
of a million pounds. The correct 
figure is eight per cent, Harcourt 
having abandoned a proposed 
top rate of ten per cent after rep-
resentations from Rosebery (p. 
253). Professor Pugh criticises a 
‘remarkably brief treatment’ of 
the budget, but I do at least try to 
get my facts right!

Patrick Jackson

Indeed, 
for nigh on 
forty years 
the exist-
ence of 
the Lloyd 
George 
fund had 
caused 
much 
debate and 
anxiety 
within the 
ranks of 
the Liberal 
Party.


