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Tetter from Westminster.

[Correspondence of the Baltimore Sun.}
WESTMINSTER, MD,, May 10, 1881,

Decision as to Female Lawyers—The Courts of a

Ntate Can Refuse Them Admission to the Lar—

Construing the Term »Masculine Gender.”

When court opened this morning Mvs. Belva
A. [Lockwood, who yesterday appiied for ad-
mlission to the bar, was no: present, but dosir-
ing o0 heaYr the ¢pinion ot the court beforo ro-
turnlng here, Judge Hayden rendered his do-
clsion denying the motjon for admisston. Nrs,
Lockwood stated 1o the court yestorday that she
was a practicing attorney in the United States
Supreme Court, in the various courts of the
District of Columbla, in the Unlted States
Court at Baltimure, and exhibited a cortifl-
cate of admission to the bar of Frodorick
County (Maryland) Court. She also cited
the court to secilon 6 of article 59 of the
TRevised (Code, wihich proviues that a lawyer
from another State or Torritery v den applying
for license to practice in a cou. i this Swato, it
shall be the duty of the court tu admit zim tpou
the same torms atd under the samoe reguiations
that a citizen of Mary.and wouid bo admitted to
the courts ot the Swte, District or Territoryin
which said applicant may have prac.iced, or
14y have boen liceused o practico; provided,
that 1o tho safd State, D atrict or Torritory the
mode and terms of admission to tho bar be
regulated by law, The orur: was then clted to
the sixth rule of interprotativn of tho statutes,
which gays that “mascuitne inctudes all gone
ders, except wli~re such coustruction would be
ab3urd and uareasvnatne.” The court first
took up the decision of the Maryland Cotrt of
Appeals fn the matter u! the application ot
Charles Taylor, colored, who had applied to
practice in that coury, snd claimed the right of
admission under the provisions of the 1ith
amendment of the fedoral constitution, which
prohibiis Siates rrom makiug discriminations
against the negro us a class. The Court of Ap-
peals in this case followed the decisionof the U,
8. Supreme Court in tne slanshtor-nouse casos,
which held that the amend:nent had referenco
only to the rights an: ipmuuities belongtng o
citizens of the United States as such, as con-
tradistinguished truin those belonging to them |
as cittgens of a State, Fromihis tue Court of
Appeals beld that *.f there {3 & difforonce be-
sween the privileges and inmununities belonging
20 acitizen of the Unlied statos as such, amd
those belonging 10 a citlzen of the Sale as
such, the latter muat rest 1or security and pro-
tection where they have heretofore rested.”
The court declded that the rigat (o admission
10 practice law {n the courts of a Stile was one
not belonging to citizens of tus bnited Siates
«s suck, and that the richt 10 contrel and regu-
late tho granting of Heeunse to practice law in
the courts of a Siate s oue ol those powers
which are not transferred Ior {ts protection o
the tederal governm-nt. and ilseyerciseisinno
manner governed or eontrulied by citizenship
of the United Siat-s in the party seeking such
1fcense. ¢It I3 the prerogative of ths Legisla-
ture,’” 8ays the couri, ‘o prescribe recula-
tions fouuded on nature, reéason and expe-
rience, for the due a-imissiou of quatifled per-
so1i8 to professions aud callings demandlng
special skill and contldence. 'This fairly be-
longs 1o the police power of the State,” Tnis
declsion, adhered t» by Judge Hayaen, dis-
posed of the clalmsof the appiicant under the
provisions of the fourteenih amendment of
tho federal coostitu:ion, and tho court then
considered the rule of interpretation, that the
masculine gender shall be construed to in-
clude temales, &¢. The Supreme Courtof Wis-
consin, in the matter of Miss R. Lavina
Goodell, applylng for admission to the bar ot
tho Supreme Court of that Stats, was cited by
the court fn support of its dectsiou. In Wis.
consin the rules ot futerpretation, on the point
under consideration, uare substantially the
same as in Maryland, and the language
of tho statute applies to males only when
desiznating who shall be admitted to
practice law in the courts of that State. The
‘Wisconsin court held that, it the rule of Inter-
pretation was carried out, a8 construed by the
applicant, it would make females e.igible to
nearly all the offices of the State, except so far
a8 the constitution may Interpose a virlle
qualification; that it was evident that the Leg-
isiature did not iutend a sweeping revolution
of the social order by adopting & very inno-
cent rule of statutory construction. The court
then wenton to speak of the improprietles of
fomales practicing law, eagaglng {u cases le-
lating to all thatis vile and unclean, and con-
c¢luded that the Legislature meant only that
males should be admitted to the practice of
law, and did not intend that the word mascu-
line should be construed to iuclude females in
the case under conafderailon. Judse Hayden
clnborated the opinions, and the bar here is
unanimous in sustaiping his decision.
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