


LǸȍ ɞȤȧɗ ȆȑȑȽ Ǹtheatre rather than a court of law, a stage rather than a dock, Fanny and Stella would have been only too delighted to 
tread its hallowed boards. They liked nothing better than a house full to bursting and a rumbustious, restless and expectant audience ready 
to be quelled, ready to be charmed, ready to be dazzled by their performance [...] They were dressed and they were ready. Allthey had to 
ȍɃ ȽɃϪ ϪǸɗ ɞɃ Ȟȧϩȑ ɞȤȑ ɐȑɔȝɃɔȼǸȽȇȑ Ƀȝ ɞȤȑȧɔ ȷȧϩȑɗ  cȑȧȷ bȇ\ȑȽȽǸ  Fanny and Stella: The Young Men Who Shocked Victorian England. 

London: Faber and Faber, 2013, p. 34)

In this session, we would like to discuss with you the idea of  gender non-

conformity and sexual deviance as forms of  corruption in the public 

imagination. You will find in this pack a wealth of  material about two infamous 

Victorian scandals; one related to gender identity, one to sexual orientation. The 

first case, Fanny & Stella, occurs before the 1885 Labouchèreamendment, the 

Cleveland Street Scandal occurs after. We will not have time to discuss 

everything in these pages, but we want to give you a good overview and enough 

material so you can choose what interests you the most and what you want to 

discuss in our conference session. Apart from the scandals and people involved 

as important episodes in queer history, we are interested in their reception as 

well: How do they catalysepublic opinion, make visible Victorian attitudes 

towards gender and, with regard to ideas of  purity and contamination, act as a 

prism through which to consider the policing and negotiation of  boundaries in 

public discourse? 

Fanny and Stella leaving Bow Magistrates Court on 9 April 1870. The Illustrated Police News

With thanks to the National Archives in Kew.



Mollieõs blog on Fanny and Stella in the national archives: 

https://blog.nationalarchives.gov.uk/fanny-and-stella-piecing-

together-lgbtq-histories-and-telling-the-stories/

]ȑȝɞ  £Ȥȑ EȑȽɞȷȑȼǸȽ ]Ǹȍϰ  :ɔȽȑɗɞ /ɃɡȷɞɃȽ ȧȽ ȍɔǸȞ  ȼȧɗɞǸȵȑȽ ȝɃɔ 
Frederick Park. Photograph by London Stereoscopic Company, c. 1871. 

WellcomeLibrary no. 2045370i, Public domain
Right: Fanny and Stella. Photograph by Frederick Spalding. Restored. 

Essex Record Office D/F 269/1/3712, Public domain. c. 1869

´ȑ Ǹɔȑ ´ɃȼȑȽ

Trial transcript: 
/ɃɡȷɞɃȽ ǸȽȍ ɃɞȤȑɔɗ  

Offence: Unnatural 
hȝȝȑȽȇȑɗ  Ȥȑȷȍ Ǹɞ 

The National 
Archives (DPP 4/6)

ôThe Gentlemen-Womenõ ôMen in Petticoatsõ 

ôGentlemen Personating Womenõ

ôThere can be no doubt that with regard to two of the 

defendants they have been in the habit of  presenting 

themselves in public sometimes in the character or 

disguise of  women, and at other times in the own 

habiliments in the dress of  men, but still under 

circumstances which produced a public scandal by 

their assuming the gait, and manners, and carriage, 

and the appearance of  women, with painted and 

powdered faces, so as to produce a general impression, 

though in male attire, that they were of  the opposite 

sex.õ

TRIAL OF BOULTON AND PARK (Lloydõs Illustrated Newspaper, Sunday 21 

May 1871, 8) (British Library Newspapers)

Note the competing registers here. How does 

vocabulary frame, claim, or challenge gender 

and identity?  How grapple with 

transgression or ambiguity? How subvert or 

re-inscribe a gender binary? 

https://blog.nationalarchives.gov.uk/fanny-and-stella-piecing-together-lgbtq-histories-and-telling-the-stories/


A yearlater,followingasensationalsix-daytrial, a jury found
Fannyand Stellanot guilty and the two wereacquitted. In
their reportingof the case,the]ɖɢεȬ ɶIllustratedNewspaper
notesthat /ɃɡȷɞɃȽfaintedupon the verdictbeingreturned,
andupon his recoverythe prisonersleft the court with their
ȝɔȧȑȽȍɗ(Sunday21May1871, p.8). Thetranscriptsfrom the
trial areheldat TheNationalArchives(DPP4/6) alongwith
recordsrelatingto thecopyrightof imagesof theduo, aswell
asdepositionsandlettersthat wereincludedasevidence(KB
6/3). It is rarethat suchtranscriptssurvive; the trial records
giveauniqueinsightinto howthetrialplayedout in court.

Newspaperreporters,court spectatorsandtheclerkswereall
unsureof howto referto FannyandStella. AsNeil McKenna
observes,the trial transcriptsarelittered ϪȧɞȤcrossings-out
andcorrections,turning Ȥȑ ɗinto ɗȤȑ ɗandviceϩȑɔɗǸ(p.
35). Forsome,theȍɡɃ ɗidentitieswerebaffling. Othersfound
themto bean entertainingspectacle,which helpedafterthe
trial asthetwo beganto tour Britainoncemoreasatheatrical
act. But of coursetherewerethosethatweremorehostileand
lessaccepting. However,recordsalsodetailtheferventsupport
thatFannyandStellareceivedfrom friendswhomayhavealso
beena part of a Victorian queerculture, with newspaper
reportsand transcriptsdescribingthe immensecheersthat
echoedthroughoutthecourtfollowingtheiracquittal.

In April 1870at]ɃȽȍɃȽ ɗStrandTheatre,Mrs Fanny
Grahamand Miss StellaBoulton were arrestedand
subsequentlychargedwith ȇɃȼȼȧɞing] theabominable
crime of ȆɡȞȞȑɔϰ(McKenna, p.35), conspiring ɞɃ
induceandinciteotherpersonsfeloniouslywith themto
commit saidȇɔȧȼȑand disguis[ing] themselvesas
womenand frequent[ing] placesof public resort,so
disguised,and to thereby openly and scandalously
outragepublicdecencyandcorruptpublicȼɃɔǸȷɗ.
Thiswasnot asolitaryincident,for thetwo wereknown
throughoutthemid- to late-19th centuryfor theircross-
dressedpursuitson thestreetsandthestage. Aspartof a
theatricaltroupe the duo toured the South Eastof
EnglandasBoulton and Parkperforming DǸȽȽϰand
{ɞȑȷȷǸ. But, asMorrisB Kaplannotes, DǸȽȽϰandStella
wanderedoff of thestageandoutsidetheconfinesof a
sexualɡȽȍȑɔϪɃɔȷȍ( Kaplan, bȑȽinuȑɞɞȧȇɃǸɞɗp.47).
Parad[ing] openlyonthestreetsof centralLondon,they
challengedconventionalassumptionsaboutgenderand
sexuality,respectabilityand transgression,businessand
ɐȷȑǸɗɡɔȑ(Kaplan, bȑȽinuȑɞɞȧȇɃǸɞɗp.47). In fact,in
court it wasrevealedthat Fannyand{ɞȑȷȷǸ ɗreputation
offstagehadledto thembeingplacedundersurveillance
for overayearbeforetheireventualarrest.

£Ȥȑ DɃɔȑȼǸȽ  cɃɞ 
Ȟɡȧȷɞϰ  ȷɃɡȍ ȇȤȑȑɔɗ  ȍɔȧϩȑ 
Ƀȝ /ɔǸϩɃ   Lȧɗ 
]ɃɔȍɗȤȧɐ  ¦ɐɃȽ Ǹȷȷ ɞȤȑ 
ȇɃɡȽɞɗ Ƀȝ ɞȤȑ ȧȽȍȧȇɞȼȑȽɞ  
 £Ȥȑ DɃɔȑȼǸȽ  ºȑɗ  

my lord. Not guilty on all 
ɞȤȑ ȇɃɡȽɞɗ  ɔȑȽȑϪȑȍ 
cheering, which was, 

however, soon 
ɗɡɐɐɔȑɗɗȑȍ

TRIAL OF BOULTON AND PARK
]ȷɃϰȍ ɗ OȷȷɡɗɞɔǸɞȑȍ cȑϪɗɐǸɐȑɔ  {ɡȽȍǸϰ ♅♄ 

May 1871, p. 8) (British Library 
Newspapers)

What might the trial in fact reveal 

about a broader queer culture that 

existed concurrently? What might 

we be missing when thinking about 

this story?

https://discovery.nationalarchives.gov.uk/details/r/C4194028
https://discovery.nationalarchives.gov.uk/results/r?_q=BOULTON+park&_p=1800&_hb=tna&_d=COPY
https://discovery.nationalarchives.gov.uk/details/r/C1884659


ôNowit maybewell that I shouldstateto you

thegeneralnatureof thechargesbeforeI go into

particularsof it. Wellgentlemanthegeneralnature

of thechargeis this,thatthedefendantsandother

personsmentionedin the indictment,and alsoI

regretto sayotherpersonswhosenameshavenot

beendiscovered,associatedtogether,spoketo and

wrote to each other, in such a manneras to

indicate that relations subsistedbetweenthem

suchas are only permissible betweenmen and

women; that by sometimesdressingin female

costume; sometimesin male costume,with a

studiedair of effeminacy,powderingtheir necks,

paintingtheir faces,by imitatingairsandgestures

theyendeavouredto exciteeachother'spassions,

and to make themselvesobjects of desire to

personsof theirownclass.

That theylivedtogetheruponthe termsof manandwife,or I shouldmoreproperlysayof Loverandmistress,that theywroteto

eachother; that theyaddressedeachotherin termsof endearment,suchasmenonlyaddressto Womenandthat theywroteto each

otherin the languageof love,sometimesin that of violentpassion,in short that theyassociatedtogether,or in the languageof the

indictmenttheyconspiredfor thepurposeof thecommissionof unnaturaloffencesõ. (DPP4/ 6, 8-9).



For that purposeis

no offence

whatsoever. Nay if

they had goneeven

furtherthanthis - if

being possessedof

womensdressedfor

the purpose of

acting they had

indulged in

occasionalfrolics or

escapadesand had

masqueradedin the

streets in female

attire - if that had

beenall they would

not have been

amenableto sucha

chargeasthis; but it

is for you to sayõ

(DPP4/ 6, 10)

ôButyou will say,I think and

fairly say, this does not meet the

accusationof their goingaboutthe

streetsin femalesdresses. It does

not - it led to it. You have the

evidencebeforeyou of their going

aboutthe streetsin femaledresses.

Therewasthe evidenceasto their

conductat the LyceumTheatre,of

Boulton asking for the Ladiesõ

Room, He was then dressedas a

woman. Parkwasalsodressedasa

woman. Theywereperformingthe

characteroff the stagewhich they

had performedwith such success

on thestage. But,gentlemen,doesa

man go into a Ladies Relieving

Room for the purpose of

committing the detestablecrime

chargedhere, or soliciting it or

invitinganyoneto commitit?(...)

ôNowwith respect to

BoultonandParkit must

undoubtedlybe born in

mind it is for themto do

so, that they frequently

actedthe part of women

in amateurtheatricalsand

I neednot tell youthatto

assumeawomanõsdress

It may be filthy ðit may be conduct for

which a youngman ought to be kickedat

onceout of the placehe is in - I shouldnot

objectto that; but surelyhedoesnot go to a

placelikethat for thepurposeof committing

thiscrime?Theyhadcarriedtheirpassionfor

adaptingthesecharactersas I say off the

stageõ(DPP4/ 6, 144-5).



Transcript 
from Mary-

Ann 
/ɃɡȷɞɃȽ ɗ 
deposition 
(mother of 
Ernest/Stell

a) (DPP 
4/6, )

Mr. Seymour: I think Mr ParkwasdressedasaladyandMr Boultonalso!

Hadyouatanytimeanydoubtabouttheirsex?

Seymour: No I neverhadadoubt- I maysayI hadatransientgleamof doubton oneoccasionbut

it wasinstantlyremoved and it arosefrom Mr Boultonõsvoice - I heardsomesingingand it

soundedsomuchlikeawomanõsvoicethatI hadupononeoccasionadoubtfor themoment.

Mr Seymourõsdeposition (DPP4/ 6)
bϰ 6ǸɔȷȧȽȞ :ɔȽȧȑ  O ȤǸϩȑ Ǹ ȤȑǸɔɞ ȝɡȷȷ Ƀȝ ȷɃϩȑ ǸȽȍ 

ȷɃȽȞȧȽȞ  Ǹ ȷȑɞɞȑɔ ɗɡȆȼȧɞɞȑȍ Ǹɗ ȑϩȧȍȑȽȇȑ  /ɃɡȷɞɃȽ ϩɗ wɡȑȑȽ 
(KB 6/3)

What is being debated hereðis this a moral or 

legal case? Why is this a matter for a court of  

law and public comment? What is actually on 

trial here? 

What do we learn about Fanny and Stellaõs 

environment ðtheir friends and family, and 

how they relate to Boulton and Park?



6ȑǸɔ :ɔȽȧȑ  - a letter submitted as evidence, 
Boulton vs Queen (KB 6/3)

I amrathersorryto hearof yourgoingaboutin Dragsomuch- partlyI confessfor a selfish

reason. I know the Moustachehasno chancewhilethis sort of thing goeson. You now have

lessthana monthto growit, for my Motherhasarrangedto stayat Boulogneuntil the21st so

asto meetme,so I havesettledto go thereon the 16th if I canget leavethat is four weeks

from tomorrow. I havetold my Mother that you arecoming; but havenot yet had time to

receiveheranswer. I thoughtit wellto tell herthatyouwereveryeffeminate,but I hopeyouwill

do your bestto appearasmanlyasyou canat anyratein force. I thereforebegof you to let

yourMoustachegrowatonce.

(...) I hopeyouarenõthardup. I canõtsendyouanymoneyfor aweekor two. Next monthI will

sendyou someboth for Pocket& Clothes,so you mayorder the latterat once. Of courseI

want to payfor anyDrag Bills exceptthe oneat Edinburgh,if youhavenõtpaidthis. Let me

knowaboutthisandotherEdinburghBills.

O Ǹȼ  6ȑǸɔȑɗɞ {ɞȑȷȷǸ  ºɃɡɔɗ ǸȝȝȑȇɞȧɃȽǸɞȑȷϰ  -a letter submitted as evidence, Boulton vs Queen (KB 6/3)

How should we refer to Fanny and 

Stella?Can and should we label them as 

any one thing-- homosexual, cross-

dressers, trans or non-binary? 



Lȑ ɞȑȷȷɗ ȼȑ 
that you are 

living in 
ȍɔǸȞ  - a 
letter 

submitted as 
evidence, 

Boulton vs 
Queen (KB 

6/3)

My darlingErnie

I hada letterlastnight from Louiswhichwascharmingin everyrespectexceptin

the informationit borethat he is to be kept a weekor so longerin the North. He

tellsmethat youareliving inòdragó- Whata wonderful(?)it is! I have3 mindsto

comeup to London and seeyour magnificencewith my own eyes- Would you

welcomeme?Probablyit is betterthat I shouldstayat homeanddreamof youbut

thethoughtof you,Louisand(?)in meis ravishing

(...) You seeI keepon writingto youandexpectsomedayananswerto someof my

letters- In anycasewith all thelovein myheartI am

Yours

JohnS. F.

Despiteits manyprogressiveelements,the trial pitted two narrativesagainsteachother,viewingFannyandStellaeitherastheatrical

femaleimpersonatorsor asgaymenñbut clearly,eitherway,asmen. (...) It is far morecommon,andthus ratherdisturbing,to find

commentatorswho essentiallysidewith the prosecutionby situatingFannyandStellain the historyof Victorianhomosexualityasthe

missinglink betweenthemollie-housecultureof theRegencyperiodandtheformsof modernmalehomosexualitythatwehavecome

to seeasemergingaroundtheOscarWildetrial in 1895(Joyce,84).

In 1981, JeffreyWeekstermedthemòtwoômenin womenõsclothesõóandtheir offenceasòindecentbehaviour(for cross-dressingin

public)ó(Sex,politicsandsociety: theregulationof sexualitysince1800, p. 116). Sevenyearslater,in his groundbreakingstudyof Wildeand

Victoriangayculture,Neil Bartlettwrote,òItbecameclearin thecourseof their trial that theywerenot simplydragqueens. Theycould

not bedismissedastheatricalcreations,menin private,womenin public,alternatelyvisibleandinvisible.



As the time of their arrestthey were

engagedin what seemsto have been

their favouritejoke: thatof dressingand

passing (with, apparently, complete

success)asladiesó(Who134). In 1994, in

his important book TheWildeCentury,

Alan Sinfieldreferredto them asòtwo

ladsówho hadòfromchildhoodlikedto

play femaleparts in semi-professional

theatricalsó(p. 6).

William A. Cohen opened a 1996

chapteron the casewith òtwoyoung

men who were arrestedin 1870 for

dressingaswomenó(73ð74). In 2000,

CharlesUpchurch gaveweight to the

other part of the prosecution case,

assumingthat theywerealsoprostitutes:

for him, thepeculiaritiesof the trial can

be attributedto a needto obscurethe

connectionsthat it threatenedto expose

òbetweencross-dressing, same-sex

desire,andmaleprostitutionó(p. 137).

How do we as scholars negotiate the lack of  

vocabulary in the 19C vs our queer register today? 

What is at stake in applying modern queer 

registers to the Victorian past? How do we handle 

ambiguity, uncertainty, fluidity?  

This is also the tack of a sensationalistic

2013 biography of the pair by Neil

McKenna,who imaginativelycreatesfor us

FannyandStellaõsexploitsasrent boysin

drag, while seeming to restore the

distinction that Bartlett tried to eraseby

usingmalepronounsfor the privateselves

and femaleonesfor the selveson public

saleor display. In this essay,I will setout

the evidencefor why the story of Fanny

and Stellamakesmore senseñboth in its

own historicaltermsandnowñwhenread

asa transnarrative,beforefocusingon the

more interestingquestion: why does it

matterto retroactivelypositionthestoryin

this way,with all of its attendantdangers

of applyingan anachronisticterminology

to anearlierhistoricalperiod?

Simon Joyce. ôTwoWomen Walk into a Theatre

Bathroom: The Fanny and Stella Trials as Trans

Narrativeõ,VictorianReview, Volume44, Number1, Spring

2018, pp. 83-98

Joyce notes: ' it is crucial to recognize that even 

though the 19th century had no single term 

that could serve as an equivalent to 

òtransgenderó today, there were nonetheless 

historical people who affirmed themselves and 

what we would term their gender identity in a 

context not only of  public and legal hostility 

but also of surprising sympathiesõ (95).

https://muse.jhu.edu/article/726576#b3


Getting into trouble at such an

(in)opportune moment,

Boulton/Stella and Park/ Fanny

providea valuableglimpseinto what

appearsto bea nascent(or evenfully

grownbut well hiddenfrom history)

homosexualunderground. The trial

proceedingsintroduced the wider

public to the terms "camp" and

"drag" for apparentlythe first time'

and conductedinto the archivetales

of cross-dressedboy actressesand

thelovelornmenwhoadoredthemó.

As Liu indicates in a footnote, òthe Oxford English Dictionary's first

quotation for ôdragõ in the sense of  cross-dressing comes from newspaper 

coverage of the arraignment. The first entry for ôcampõ (in the sense pertinent to 

sexuality) is from 1909, making Park's use of the word ôcampishõ in a seized 

letter all the morenotable.ó (p. 5) What does this suggest about both the history 

of  queer vocabulary in society and culture? How does this sit in relation to the 

OEDõs seeming misdating of its usage? Is this merely areflection of  the 

provisional nature of  queer historical knowledge? 

òBoultonand Park are now,

almost a century and a half

later,celebritiesin gayhistory

books, comprisinga whistle-

stop on the tour of hidden

homo-history, just after the

deathpenaltyfor buggeryhad

beenabolishedandbeforethe

ClevelandStreetscandal,albeit

alwaysovershadowedby the

ultimate eminent gay

Victorian: Oscar Wilde.

Further, Stella and Fanny's

scrapewith the long arm of

the law began in 1870,

precisely the year Michel

Foucaultcalls the "birth" of

the homosexual (in a

statement Eve Kosofsky

Sedgwick calls "an act of

polemicalbravado"[1990:43]).

Michelle Liu. òôThe

Unnatural History and

Petticoat Mystery of

Boulton and Parkõ: A

Victorian Sex Scandal

and the Theatre

Defense.óTDR (1988-),

vol. 57, no. 4, 2013, pp.

135ð56, p. 4.



BoultonandParkwerenot initiallyarrestedfor sodomy,

but crimesof fashion. AsLiu states,òNotonlydid their

drag act attract the regulatoryattentionof the legal

establishment,but they had also appearedin men's

clothing,with opencollarsand waistcoats,powdered

facesandpink glovessothatpeoplethoughttheymust

be women in men's clothesó(p. 5). For Justice

Flowers, "the completenessof the disguiseonly made

theoffensethegreater,"but thecourttestimonyreveals

that beadles,managers,and policemenonly interfered

with themwhentheyconspicuouslyfailedto pass. John

Reeves,the managerof the AlhambraTheatremusic

hall, for instance,declared,"I couldnot tell what they

were,but I consideredthemimproperperson.ó

What does this suggest about how Victorian culture equated 

impurity and contamination with fashion? Why is nonsexual activity 

so threatening? What is being suggested here about the relationship 

between gender, performance and notions of ôauthenticityõ? Given 

that Reeves was the manager of  the Alhambra, how does his 

comment sit in tension with the defence teamõs use of the òtheatre 

defenceó (e.g. that Boulton and Parks were merely acting)?

Fanny and Stella. Photograph by Frederick Spalding. 

Restored. Essex Record Office D/F 269/1/3712, 

Public domain. c. 1869

Unnatural 
History Penny 

Pamphlet cover, 
1870.



https://www.gutenberg.org/files/53964/53964-
h/53964-h.htm

"What's this beautifulplaything,Lauradarling?

Are youanhermaphrodite,my love?Oh, I must

kiss it; it's sucha treasure!Will it spendlike a

man'slove?"

I heardLord Arthur sayall thisashefondledand

caressedBoulton'sprick,passinghishandup and

downthe ivory-whiteshaftandkissingthe dark,

ruby-colouredheadeverytimeit wasuncovered.

How excitedI becameat the sightyou maybe

sure. I alsolongedto caressandenjoyboth the

fine pegosI had seen; but althoughmy own

prick wasstiff almostto bursting,I determined

not to frig myself,asI wassureof findinganice

partnerwhenI returnedto theball-room. Still, I

wouldratherhavehadBoultonthananyone. His

make-up wasso sweetly prettythat I longedto

havehimandhimhaveme.ó(pp. 100-101)

Here, "Jack Saul" fictionalises Boulton as "Laura" and Park as "Selina". What are your

views on how òSauló sensationalises - or should that be hypersexualises - Fanny and Stella? Does 

this move away from ideas of  purity and contamination with respect to homosexuality? Or does 

this text amplify it? The name òJack Sauló also appears in the Cleveland Street Scandal, for it was 

the name of  one of  the postboys who testified against Lord Euston. 

lips to his for a long, lusciouskiss. His inamorata

wasnot idle,for I couldseeherunbuttoning[Pg99]

his trousers,and soon she let out a beautiful

specimenof thearborvitæ, at leastnineincheslong

andverythick. It wasin gloriouscondition,with a

great,glowingredhead.

Lauraat onceknelt down andkissedthis jewelof

love, and would I believehavesuckedhim to a

spend; but Lord Arthur wastoo impatient,as he

raisedhis companionfrom her stoopingposture,

andpassinghis handsunderLaura'sclothes,asshe

gavea very pretty screamand pretendedto be

shockedat this rudeness,he turnedeverythingup

andtossedheron thebed. As yettherewasnothing

to see but a beautiful pair of legs, lovely

knickerbockerdrawers,prettilytrimmedwith the

finestlace,alsopink silk stockingsandthemost

fascinatinglittle shoeswith silver buckles. His

lordship quickly opened Laura's thighs, and,

puttinghishandinto herdrawers,soonbrought

to light as manlya weaponas any lady could

desire to see, and very different from the

crinkum-crankumone usuallyexpectsto find

when one throws up a lady's petticoatsand

proceedsto take liberties with her; but his

lordship's love was only a man in woman's

clothes,aseveryonenowknowsit wasBoulton's

practiceto makehimself up as a lovely girl.

There seemssuch a peculiar fascinationto

gentlemenin the idea of having a beautiful

creature,such as an ordinary observerwould

takefor a beautifullady,to danceandflirt with,

knowing all the while that his inamoratais a

youthin disguise.

òLordArthur and Boulton, whom

he addressed as Laura, were

standingbeforea largemirror. He

had his arm round her waist,and

everynowandthendrewLaura's

https://www.gutenberg.org/files/53964/53964-h/53964-h.htm


Yetasthenineteenthcenturyprogressed,caseslikeBoultonandParkopened

the eyesto a homosexualsubculturethat wasidentifiedin the popularmind

with maleprostitution,whichput newpressureson authoritiesto crackdown.

HistorianJeffreyWeekssuggeststhat, during the trial, therewassignificant

uncertaintyasto whattheactualcrimeconsistedof, andthatvariousdoctors

on the casecould come to no agreementas to what physicalproof of

sodomymightlook like[é]

To put it simply,theauthoritiesknewwhatBoultonandParkwereup to was

wrong, evenif theydid not know exactlywhat that consistedof. Theywere

clearlytransgressingcertaingenderand sexualboundaries,however,and

somethinghadto bedone.

It is unsurprisingtherewasnot muchunderstandingof homosexualityasa

distinct sexual identity amongstsocietyõshigher echelons. The word

ôhomosexualõhadonly beencoinedin 1869, andeventhen in a limited-run

pamphletpublishedanonymously,andin German,bytheAustrianwriter

Karl-MariaKertbeny. The Austro-GermanpsychiatristRichardvon Krafft-

Ebing documentedhomosexualityextensivelyin his 1886book on sexual

paraphilias,PsychopathiaSexualis, but it wasnot until the very end of the

century,1897, that the first Englishbook on the subject,Henry Havelock

EllisõsSexualInversion, was published. Huw Lemmeyand Ben Miller, Bad Gays: A

HomosexualHistory, London: VersoBooks,2022. p.97-98.

The BoultonandParkcaseis remarkableasit landed

just as the concept of a homosexualidentity and

subculture was emerging both between the new

disciplineof sexologistsand in wider society,both in

the UK and in Germanyand the rest of continental

Europe,and as moral panicsabout this new type of

manstartedto grow,tied to worriesaboutprostitution

andimmorality. It alsohappenedin a strangeinterlude

betweentwo periodswherethe statehad tough tools

with which to discipline same-sex activity. The

increasedsuppressionof same-sexactivityandgender

varianceduringthesemoralpanicsplayeda significant

role in growingpublic awarenessof sexuallydeviant

behaviour.

Anal sexhad beenoutlawedby the BuggeryAct of

1533, but that did not specifysexbetweentwo men,

merelynon-productivesex,andwasusedto prosecute

same-sex and opposite-sex offences, often non-

consensual. The law, therefore,was an attempt to

prosecutecriminalactsratherthanto definea criminal

typeof person,andthis wasthe only lawon the books

thatpertainedto menwhohadsexwith men. [é]



men would be prosecutedfor consensual

sexactswith otheradultmenoverthenext

eighty-two yearsthat it remainedlaw in

England,and longerstill in Scotlandand

Northern Ireland. Those convicted

includedOscarWilde himself,as well as

Alan Turing. It investeda hugeamountof

power in the handsof law enforcement

andthejudiciary,with verylittle clarityasto

whatconstitutedeitherôgrossindecencyõor

ôprocuringõsex.

Before,analsexresultingin ejaculationwas

prohibited; now,everythingthatmanifested

desirebetweenmen was pulled into the

remit of the law, including flirting,

propositioning,andkissing. It wasthe first

law to explicitly targetsex betweenmen,

rather than merely the act of anal sex,

regardlessof gender, and it was also

incorporatedinto penalcodesacrossthe

BritishEmpire. BadGays, p. 100-101.

[T]herewasconcernthat currentlawswerenõt

sufficientto dealwith thisrisingmoralthreatto

theempireõsyouth. In his summingup, Lord

Chief JusticeCockburnlamentedthe lack of

legaltools he had asa judgeto dealwith the

problem,saying,
It is oneof thoseinstancesto whichthe provisionsof a most

usefulact for the preventionof public indecencymight be

extended. If thelawcannotreachit asit is, it oughtto bemade

the subjectof suchlegislation,and a punishmentof two or

threemonthsõimprisonment,with the treadmillattachedto it,

with, in caseof repetitionof the offence,a little wholesome

corporaldiscipline,would,I think,beeffective,not onlyin such

cases,but in allcasesof outrageagainstpublicdecency.

Cockburngothisway,but not until 1885, when

thepublicoutcryfollowingW. T.Steadõsexposé

on child sextraffickingforcedthe government

to act. The governmentõsresponsewas to

expeditethe Criminal Law AmendmentBill,

whichhadbeenlanguishingin thedoldrumsof

the committeestagesfor the past few years.

The new act was primarily focusedon the

subject of Steadõsexposé, addressing

prostitutionandchildtrafficking.

But Steadalsocontactedthe Liberal

MP Henry Labouchère, a theatre

owner,drawinghis attentionto the

phenomenonof homosexuality,and

Labouchère introduced an

amendmentto the bill that would

criminalise all acts of ôgross

indecencyõbetweentwo men. The

crimeof buggery,aswasclearfrom

the Boulton and Park case, was

extremelyhard to prove, and the

horrific sentencemadeprosecutions

rare. Grossindecency,however,was

never definedin law, which meant

that the lowersentencingprovisions,

although still horrific (up to two

years,with or without hard labour),

couldencouragemoreprosecutions.

It certainly did. Although the

amendmentwasdiscussedfor mere

minutes,tensof thousandsof men



Any male person who, in public or private, commits, or is a party to the commission of, or procures, or attempts to procure 

the commission by any male person of, any act of  gross indecency with an othermale person, shall be guilty of  a 

misdemeanour, and being convicted thereof, shall be liable at the discretion of  the Court to be imprisoned for any term not 

exceeding two years, with or without hard labour.

In 1881, 1884, and 1885, JohnRamsay,13th Earl of Dalhousie

introducedCriminalLawAmendmentbills "for theProtectionof

Womenand Girls [and] suppressionof brothels"(astheir long

title stated). The bills passedin the Houseof Lordsbut the first

two wererejectedin the Houseof Commonsby the Gladstone

ministry. It washeld that the proposedincreasein the ageof

consentwouldleavemenopento blackmail. The1885bill passed

theLordson 1 May1885,[4] andits futureprogresswasuncertain.

In July,PallMallGazetteeditorW. T. Steadwasimprisonedfor The

MaidenTributeof ModernBabylon, aseriesof articleswhichcauseda

moralpanicby showingtheeasewith whichyounggirlscouldbe

"bought"on the street. ThecaretakerSalisburyministryaccepted

Dalhousie'sbill, which completedits second reading in the

Commonson 9 July1885.[5] The governmentmadeamendments

to the bill at committeestage. Steadwroteto Labouchere, telling

of therisein homosexualityin Londonandotherlargecities.

The increase of  these monsters in the shape of  men, commonly 

designated margeries, poofs etc., of  late years, in the great 

Metropolis, renders it necessary for the safety of  the public that 

they should be made knowné Will the reader credit it, but such is 

nevertheless the fact, that these monsters actually walkthe street 

the same as the whores, looking out for a chance? Yes, the 

Quadrant, Fleet Street, Holborn, the Strand etc., are actually 

throngedwith them! Nay, it is not long since, in the neighborhood

of Charing Cross, they posted bills in the windows of  several 

public houses, cautioning the public to "Beware of Sods!ò- The 

Yokelõs Preceptor 

How far, do you think, was this amendment a reaction to 

converging moral panics, especially considering that it was a last-

minute addition? In how far did the Fanny and Stella case 

contribute to this fear of the homosexual ôscourgeõ? Would they 

have fared differently, had this law been in effect at their trial?
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Overview by RictorNorton. Available at: https://rictornorton.co.uk/eighteen/1889clev.htm

In late1889, a policeinvestigationdiscovereda malebrothel

on ClevelandStreet,near Tottenham Court Road, which

supplied boys from the Post Office to have sex with

aristocraticgentlemen. Oneof theboysanda manwho lived

at the housepleadedguilty in return for a relativelylight

sentence,thuspreventingthenecessityof presentingevidence

at a court trial. The authoritieswishedto hushup the affair

becausea largenumberof importantmen wereimplicated,

includingLord Arthur Somerset,the Earl of Euston, and

evenPrinceAlbert Victor (secondin line to the throne). The

authoritiessuccessfullydelayedthe investigationuntil many

mencouldfleethecountry,includingthekeeperof thehouse,

and Lord Arthur Somerset. Rumoursneverthelesscirculated

andearlyreportsappearedin the Americannewspapers,and

eventuallyanewspapereditorpublishedsomeexplicitcharges

in London. The Earl of Eustonsuccessfullysuedthe editor

for libel, claimingthat he had visitedClevelandStreetonly

under the mistakenimpressionthat he would see female

stripteaseshowsthere,and in anycase,he certainlyhadnot

fledto Peru,asthenewspaperfalselyalleged.

Several telegraph boys testified that

Eustonwasin fact a frequentvisitor to

ClevelandStreet,andthe notoriousmale

prostituteJackSaultestifiedthat he had

often had relationswith Euston on the

premises. This evidencewasdismissedas

"tainted" (how could it be otherwise?)

andthe editor wassentto prisonfor 12

months,thoughhe wasreleasedaftersix

months due to public outrage at the

severity of the sentence. Somerset's

lawyer was subsequently tried and

imprisonedfor pervertingthe courseof

justice by offering to maintain the

telegraphboys if they emigrated. The

keeper of the house attempted to

blackmailhis aristocraticclientsfrom his

newbasein Seattle. ThefieryRadicalMP

Henry Labouchèreusedhis privilegein

theHouseof Commonsto exposethe

Prime Minister's

involvement in the

governmentconspiracyto

prevent investigationand

to allowimportantmento

escapejustice.

What does this episode tell us 

about homosexuality and 

class privilege? 

"Eddy", Prince Albert Victor, 

photograph by Bassano, c.1880

https://rictornorton.co.uk/eighteen/1889clev.htm
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It wasat this trial that JackSaulappearedasa witnessfor

thedefence. It washerethatheprovidedthetestimonythat

shockedVictorian London. His testimonywas frank and

open, including descriptionsof the Earlõssexualhabits,

includinghis tastefor ejaculatingontoboysõstomachs. He

describedpickinghim up on Piccadillybeforetakinga cab

with him to ClevelandStreet,thewarningtheEarlgavehim

not to talkto him if hesawhim on thestreet,andtheEarlõs

returnvisitsto ClevelandStreetðalthoughnot to seeSaul.

The court wasshockedto hearSaulõsungildeddescriptions

of maleprostitutionin London. The judgewasshockedto

discoverthat Saulhad alreadydivulgedthis information,

includingthe namesof prominentclientslike the MP and

JudgeAdvocateGeneralGeorgeCavendish-Bentinck,and

no actionhad beentaken. Everybodywasshockedby his

claim that the police ôshuttheir eyesõnot just to his

behaviour,asa lifelongmalesexworker,but to muchmore

of thesame. In theend,the judgewasinclinedtowardsthe

Earl, to nobodyõssurprise,describingSaulto the jury asa

ôrevoltingcreatureõwhosetestimonywasnot to bebelieved.

BadGays, p. 104-105.
Who is the moral panic about? Who is feared, who protected? What role 

does the public vs private sphere play here? What exactly was scandalous 

about Cleveland Street, and to whom?  



All of  these neo-Victorian texts re-tell the lives of  

queer historical figures. Should they? What are the 

dangers? What are the potential benefits? As 

researchers, how should we treat these fictional texts?

In particular, Neil McKenna's text has been regarded as 

being an accurate and historical re-telling: on the one 

hand shedding light on an underrepresented and 

somewhat unknown history, but also framing it as a 

story about crossdressing gay men - can we portray 

Fanny and Stella in this way? Should we? How do we 

treat McKenna's research/book? What are the dangers 

of ôquirky narrative non-fictionõ? 

Should McKenna be offering an objective insight 

into the archival material, letting his readers come 

to their own conclusions (even if  that conclusion is 

a confused one)? Or is McKennaõs popular re-

telling successful in highlighting a marginalised 

history that might otherwise be left unexplored?

Consider McKennaõs own advertising: 

Entertaining? Exploitative? Misrepresenting? Note: 

the reference to his Wilde text - implies a 

connection or shadows the history?



Exceptionaldetailsaside,this is a story that we might read in our

newspaperstoday. Manyof its componentsfeel familiar: an arrestmade

on the basisthat a visit to the bathroomconstituteda violation of a

private,genderedspace; anattemptat publicexposureby a manwho felt

deceivedabout the anatomyof a companion and acted out in a

transphobicrage; an assumptionthat a transwomanin publicmustbe a

sexworkersolicitingclients; a supportivenetworkof friendsandrelatives

who affirmedthewomenõsgenderidentitiesthroughappropriatepronoun

useandgifts of clothing,recognizinga processof socialtransitionthat

had begunin childhood. Somereadersmight recognizea legaldecision

that is unsympatheticto prosecutorialoverreachand more apt to see

genderpresentationasamatterof privateconcernthanonerequiringlegal

policing. It would certainlybe hearteningto seea newspapermakean

unequivocalstatementthat it wouldusethegenderpronounswith whicha

criminaldefendantreferredto herself. Overall,thecasecouldbeseenasa

qualifiedvictory for transgenderrights. But it happenedin Victorian

Britain(83). The metro journalist had difficulty coming up with a headline for this 

article. She wanted to draw attention to the story and therefore 

instinctually wanted to rely on sensationalist tactics (much like the 

Victorian press) but knew that this also undermined the aims of  the 

piece (an exploration of  non-normative gender and sexual expression as 

part of  LGBT History Month). How do you think they did?



Look at this section from chapter 4 of Ewingõs The Petticoat Men. 

Does Ewingõs use of court transcripts and newspapers create a 

sense of authenticity? How does she use charactersõ commentary, 

and what can we infer about her neo-Victorian perspective? How 

do the transcripts amplify the sense of  immorality, impurity and 

contamination in the Fanny and Stella case?



What social and cultural (and sexual?) issues is Ewing drawing attention 

to here? How does hypocrisy intersect with ideas of  purity and 

contamination? What is at stake and for whom? What comments are 

being made on class, or prostitution? 


