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Clerical Scandal in Cheshire 

GRAVE CHARGE AGAINST A CANON 

On Wednesday a special meeting of the Chester Consistory Court was held at Chester Cathedral, 

before Chancellor Espin with Canon W. Symons, Canon Hignett, the Rev. the Hon. C.F. Cross and Messrs. 

Duncan Graham and C.S. Roundell as assessors, to hear complaints brought under the Clergy Discipline 

Act, 1892, against Canon Dodd, vicar of Stretton, near Warrington, for the last 28 years.  The allegations 

were that between January and May last the defendant had been guilty of immorality with various 

females.  The Bishop of Chester, the prosecutor, was represented by E. H. Lloyd, barrister instructed by 

E.S. Giles. The defendant was represented by Mr. F.H. Meller, barrister, London, instructed by Messrs 

Greenall and Buckton, Warrington. 

 

Mr. Lloyd having opened the case, 

 

Amy Dooley of Appleton, near Warrington, stated that shortly after she was married by the 

defendant he called upon her, closed the door behind him, and attempted to kiss her, saying ‘Good 

morning, Amy’. He put his arm round her, made remarks about her shapeliness of figure, and said that 

as a vicar he was entitled to a kiss. She complained at the vicarage the next day. –Mary Lee, Appleton, 

deposed to receiving a complaint from Mrs Dooley about the conduct of the vicar. –Mrs Cooper, (Mrs 

Dooley’s mother) stated that she was present at the interview at the vicarage when her daughter 

complained to Mrs. Dodd about having been insulted. –Canon Dodd denied having insulted her, but said 

that if she had taken what had been said as an insult he would apologise. He denied having made 

suggestions about her daughter having enjoyed ‘herself’ since she had been married. –Thos Dooley, 

complainant’s husband, in cross examination refused to say whether a question arose in his marriage as 

to his real name.  

 

The second case was then gone into. Annie Jones said she was aged 16 last April. She entered 

Canon Dodd’s service last December and in about a week the canon took her on his knee and kissed her 

and behaved improperly towards her. This happened several times, and he also made her act 

improperly towards him. Once he tried to put her on his bed. She did not know what the date was. He 

gave her 2s. once and two half crowns afterwards. After she had left his employment, he brought to her 

home her month’s salary, although she had only worked a fortnight. He also gave her 2s. 6d. after he 

had behaved improperly to her. She was dismissed on a charge of having stolen several articles which 

were found in her room. Cross examined, complainant did not remember that she was threatened with 

dismissal the first week she was at the vicarage for dishonesty and lying, but that the canon interceded 

as she was young, and she was kept on. She never made a complaint to anyone except Mrs. Spratt, a 

charwoman. She saw Dr. Moberley at her mother’s house, and the question was then raised as to the 

canon’s conduct for the first time. Elizabeth Spratt deposed to receiving the complaint. The girl’s mother 



and grandmother gave evidence, the latter stating that she first heard of the affair through rumour in 

the village. 

  

The third case was brought by Sarah Perrin, a servant, who followed Jones, and who stated that 

defendant kissed her three times in the first fortnight. One morning he kissed her on the back of the 

neck, and said “You have pretty hair and soft cheeks, and you are a very nice girl.” She told him she did 

not want him to do that. When she was putting the canon’s slippers on, he pulled the back of her dress. 

She pulled it out of his hand, and the next morning she left the house, telling her mistress she could not 

stay any longer in consequence of the canon’s conduct. 

 

Mr. Mellor, addressing the court on behalf of the defence said he knew of no case that was so 

difficult to deal with as one of that description. He pointed out that Canon Dodd had lived with his 

family many years at Stretton, and it was alleged that he had so far forgotten his duty as a minister and 

his duty to his family by assaulting suddenly different women. It seemed to him to be an extraordinary 

thing that if a man of the defendant’s experience, as was alleged, should have been such a fool as to give 

himself away by assaulting girls. Referring to the charge made by Mrs. Dooley, he said that the canon 

had officiated at her wedding, and subsequently in the vestry questioned her husband respecting his 

name. Although perhaps some words uttered seemed unfortunate, they were very natural and ordinary, 

and he (Mr. Mellor) felt that the court would give his client the credit of having a pure mind. A Dr. 

Moberley, who had apparently interested himself in the case, had raked up the charges, and had 

actually written to the Bishop about the time when he (Moberley) was visiting that canon’s house and 

partaking of his hospitality. He (Mr. Mellor) felt sure that when the court sifted the whole of the case it 

would be seen that it had been got up through malevolent conduct of Dr. Moberley. The canon denied 

having even assaulted Mrs. Dooley or using obscene language to her. In the case of Annie Jones he did 

not believe that the court would believe anything she had said. After the girl had been in Mrs. Dodd’s 

services a week she was detected stealing some articles. She was accused of the thefts by Mrs. Dodd, 

who said she should leave in consequence of it, but the canon interceded for the girl, and persuaded his 

wife to give her another trial. The canon denied having interfered with her indecently. She had not even 

complained to her mother, and counsel contended that the girls’ story was unworthy of belief, and that 

it was not supported by a tittle of evidence. Dealing with the third case, he remarked that Sarah Perrin 

appeared to be a respectable girl, but that the most she had complained to her mother about was that 

Canon Dodd had kissed her upon two occasions. He admitted that to do such a thing as that was 

indiscreet. She was only 15 or 16 years old, and undoubtedly Canon Dodd had all along admitted that he 

did kiss her, but he did not do anything approaching the slightest indecency. She told Mrs. Dodd that she 

liked living at the vicarage, but the canon had kissed her and she did not like it.  

 

Canon Dodd was then called, and he stated that he had been vicar of Stretton 28 years and had 

been for 16 years a canon of Chester Cathedral. He had held other appointments, including that of a 

proctor at the Convocation of York. The first time he had heard of any complaint against him was when 

Mrs Dooley came to his house. He heard her complaint, denied committing any assault, and said that if 

he had done anything which might be considered wrong, he was fully prepared to apologise. He 



remembered when she was married, and that after questioning Mr. Dooley about his name, a person 

present gave him a different name. He visited Mrs. Dooley, and in the course of some conversation said, 

“I supposed you know that old Cheshire custom that all brides kiss the parson,” to which she laughed. 

He denied attempting to kiss her or to assault her; but he asked her how her husband was getting on 

because he knew he was of intemperate habits. He denied using ribald or indecent language to her. He 

also gave a denial to the allegations made by the girl Jones, while he admitted having gave Perrin ‘the 

most innocent kiss in the world. 

In cross-examination witness said he could not say when it occurred to him that Mr. Dooley had 

been acting with a wicked motive. When Mrs. Dooley came to the vicarage he honestly believed that 

she imagined that she had been insulted. The story told by Annie Jones was utterly and entirely false, 

and invented out of a spirit of revenge in consequence of her having been discharged. She was both 

dishonest and untruthful while in his employment. On the first occasion of her dishonesty he interceded 

with Mrs. Dodd for her. That was the only occasion on which he kissed the girl, and then she was crying 

bitterly.  

 

Mr. LLOYD: is it a common occurrence to kiss a domestic servant in this way? – Witness: 

Certainly not. 

 

Then with reference to Annie Jones there was a special occasion for it? –Yes.  

 

And that was the occasion of the girl being discharged? –Yes, I felt sorry for her; she was crying 

very bitterly, and as she was a mere child I patted her on her shoulder and kissed her forehead. I did 

nothing else. He continued -- When the girl was discharged he did not pay her more than her wages. He 

thought a woman like Mrs. Dooley who could have been under the impression that he had insulted her 

and used improper language to her was capable of saying and inventing anything and adhering to it for 

months after she had invented it. He had no reason to think Sarah Perrin was not a respectable woman. 

 

Mrs. Dodd was then called, and related what took place in the vicarage when Mrs. Cooper and 

Mrs. Dooley came to make their complaint. After hearing what Mrs. Dooley had to say, Canon Dodd 

said, “Women what can you mean? You have put a perfectly wrong interpretation on what I said.” He 

added afterwards, “If you think I have been rude to you in any way, I am extremely sorry; that is all I 

have to say.” Canon Dodd did not stop them speaking, and they left of their own initiative. They made 

no complaint to witness of actual indecency. Witness then gave evidence as to the dishonesty and 

untruthfulness of the girl Annie Jones. The girl Annie Perrin complained to witness that Canon Dodd had 

kissed her, and said she did not approve of it, and would rather leave. She left the same day. She never 

complained to witness about Canon Dodd moving her dress or anything of the kind.  

 

Further evidence of a similar nature tending to discredit the girl Jones’s story having been given. 

Mr. MELLOR called witnesses to speak to the high character of Canon Dodd. After about half a 

dozen had given testimony to the Canon’s moral worth. The CHANCELLOR interposed, remarking that 



further evidence of the kind was superfluous. The court had no doubt about the character of Canon 

Dodd. His public position in the diocese and the fact that he had been elected by his brethren several 

times to represent them several times at Convocation place that beyond doubt.   

Mr. MELLOR and Mr. LLOYD having delivered their addresses, the court adjourned, and after a 

deliberation in private lasting around half an hour, returned to the Refectory. 

The Chancellor then said “The court has given very serious and conscientious attention to the 

evidence that has been laid before them, and it is with great pain and reluctance that they feel it is their 

unavoidable duty to declare that the whole of the three charges have been proved. It will be now for me 

to consider what recommendation I must offer to his Lordship the Bishop as to the proper method of 

dealing with this case, and I propose to do so in the Consistory Court at two o’clock to-morrow. 

SENTENCE DEFERRED 

The court sat again on Thursday, Chancellor Espin, D.D. said that the case had been investigated with 

the assistance of five able assessors – three clergymen of their own diocese and two experienced county 

magistrates. After carefully weighing up the evidence, and making certain due allowances, the court was 

unanimously of opinion that each charge had been proved. He would not pass sentence that day. It was 

his (the Chancellor’s) very painful duty, after defendant’s long standing in the diocese, to say that some 

sentence would be passed, but it would be pronounced at a later date. Defendant would also have to 

pay the costs of the prosecution.   
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SENTENCE UPON CANON DODD 

CAST OUT OF THE CHURCH 

The Bishop of Chester attended in the Chester Consistory Court at the Cathedral on Wednesday 

afternoon to pass sentence upon the Rev. Henry Russell Dodd, vicar of Stretton, near Warrington for the 

past 28 years, and honorary canon of Chester Cathedral. On the 23rd September, Canon Dodd was tried 

under the Clergy Discipline Act, 1892, on three charges (1) that in May last year he was guilty of immoral 

conduct against Amy Dooley, wife of James Dooley, labourer, of Appleton by speaking certain ribaldries 

or obscene language; (2) that he was guilty of immoral acts towards Annie Jones, domestic servant at 

the vicarage; (3) that he was guilty of improper conduct towards Sarah Perrin, another servant in his 

employment. The case had been heard before Chancellor Espin and five assessors, and the defendant 

was found guilty. Subsequently at a special sitting a plea of irresponsibility was set up owing to the 

defendant’s state of mind, but the Court declined to hear evidence on the point.  –The Bishop, in 

delivering sentence, said the defendant would be deprived of all his ecclesiastical preferments and 



emoluments within the diocese, and especially of the vicarage, benefice, and parish church of Stretton, 

and all profits thereof, and of the dignity of honorary canon of Chester Cathedral. –The defendant was 

not present. Canons Maitland Wood and Gore, and the Revs S Cooper Scott and A.P. Holme attended as 

witnesses to the sentence.  
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RESIGNATION OF THE VICAR OF SHOTWICK 

The living of Stretton, near Warrington, formerly held by Canon Dodd, has been offered to and accepted 

by the Rev. The Hon Charles Francis Cross, MA vicar of Shotwick, and youngest son of Viscount Cross. 

The rev. Gentleman has held the living of Shotwick since January 1891, having been appointed on the 

death of the late Rev J. Cottingham who had held the living nearly 60 years. The news of the rev 

gentleman’s resignation has caused the deepest regret throughout the parish. ...his residence at 

Shotwick many improvements have been effected in connection with parochial work, and a new church 

has been built at Saughall to supply the needs of the most popular parts of the parish. The living of 

Shotwick is in the ...of Dean and Chapter of Chester Cathedral the gross value being £285 and 

actual..value £232.  

 

  

 

 

 

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             

  


