
FORMS OF ADDRESS & RELATED MATTERS
(Scottish Feudal Barons, Their Spouses, and Children)

The proper forms of address for Scottish feudal barons and their spouses are generally accepted
to be as provided in the table below.  These forms derive more from custom and tradition as they have
passed into the modern age, rather than from any formal pronouncements of law.  The actual address
to any particular baron at a specific historical moment may have been different, and variations from
place to place within Scotland may also have differed from the forms in use today.  Even in current
times, there is no uniform agreement on these matters.  It is generally advisable to take a conservative
approach in honouring tradition, while recognising that usages that are acceptable in certain
geographical areas and among certain social groups may be considered improper in others.  This treatise
attempts to identify these differences and provide guidance regarding them.  In general, it is wise to
avoid usages that are archaic or in limited use, even if there is some historical precedent for them.

In order to promote a better understanding of the table, certain topics are presented first.  These
help to put the table into context.  Also, it should be noted that the Endnotes often contain substantive
material that elaborates the main text, so readers are encouraged to look at the Endnotes when engaging
with the text.

TERRITORIAL DESIGNATIONS

‘Territorial designation’ can be confusing because that term applies to two separate things, both
of which can affect a particular baron.  In the first instance, it is part of the baronial dignity itself since
all Scottish feudal baronies include a territorial designation.  This is the name of the original fief held
in fee. Though the dignity is no longer directly attached to that fief after the Abolition of Feudal Tenure
etc. (Scotland) Act 20001 went into effect, each baronial dignity retains its original territorial reference
as part of the name of the barony itself.  As such, every baron is ‘of’ a placename, such as ‘of Exton.’

The second use of ‘territorial designation’ applies where the Baron of Exton owns a sufficient
portion of the lands called Exton.2  In that situation, he may append the territorial designation to his
surname and petition the Lord Lyon King of Arms to be recognised in the style ‘John Smith of Exton’
in his grant of Arms.3

Some confusion can arise with respect to territorial designations due to the practice of HM
Passport Office, which can append ‘of Placename’ to the surnames of Scottish feudal barons who are
British nationals in their passports.4  This gives the appearance that ‘of Placename’ is part of the
surname, whereas it is actually a reference to the territorial designation of the dignity itself, and not an
indication that the baron is the owner of the Placename estate.  HM Passport Office adds a note on the
Observations page of the passport to clarify this distinction, showing that ‘of Placename’ does not form
part of the baron’s name.5

If John Smith is Baron of Exton, but does not own that estate, instead being the proprietor of
Zedton, he would petition Lord Lyon to be recognised as ‘John Smith of Zedton’.6  While current Scots
law generally allows someone to call himself anything that is not fraudulent, it is considered bad form
to adopt the nomen dignitatis ‘of Exton/Zedton’ unless the person owns a significant acreage of the
named estate and was either born or lives there.  If those conditions are not met, it is unlikely that the
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‘of Exton/Zedton’ will be recognised by Lyon.  Likewise, it is deemed gauche to change one’s name
legally in another country to include the territorial designation if Lyon has not granted it first, which he
likely will not do if the actual territorial holding and residence expectations are not met.7  In this respect,
Lord Lyon may be viewed as a gatekeeper, since the elements that he considers in deciding whether to
acknowledge the nomen dignitatis are the same factors viewed by Scottish society in assessing whether
someone has properly or improperly assumed the territorial designation.8  Barons should consider
cultural norms in deciding whether to alter their names in this regard.  (The table below assumes that
John Smith and Jane Smith do not hold any estate, have no historical family claims to the nomen digitatis,
and have not otherwise been recognised by Lord Lyon as Smith of Exton or Smith of Zedton.  If they
qualify for the territorial designation, then their names in the table would add ‘of Exton/Zedton’
following the surname.)

CONFUSION WITH OTHER DIGNITIES

Care must be taken to avoid confusion of a Scottish feudal barony with a peerage or other
honour or dignity.  Subtle changes in form can imply significant differences in status.  For example, Jane
Smith, Baroness of Exton, may properly be addressed in conversation as Lady Exton or Baroness (butsee Endnote 11), but not as Lady Smith, Lady Jane Smith, Lady Jane, Baroness Smith, or Baroness
Exton.  ‘Lady Smith’ implies that she is the wife of a knight, baronet, or peer, or a peeress in her own
right.  ‘Lady Jane Smith’ and ‘Lady Jane’ suggest that she is the daughter of an earl, marquess, or duke. 
‘Baroness Smith’ and ‘Baroness Exton’ reveal that she is the wife of a peerage baron or a peeress in her
own right.  Similarly, ‘Baron Smith’ and ‘Baron Exton’ are peerage references.  The ‘of’ must always be
present in naming a Scottish feudal baron – Baron of Exton, never simply Baron Exton, and certainly
not Lord Exton or Lord Smith, which imply either a peerage or the holder of certain high government
offices.9

TABLE OF PROPER FORM10

PERSON ADDRESS IN
CONVERSATION11

GREETINGS IN
WRITTEN FORM

INTRODUCING TO A THIRD
PERSON

Baron Exton12

Baron (But see Endnote 11)
Dear Baron of Exton
Dear Exton

The Baron of Exton
John Smith, Baron of Exton13

John Smith, XVI of Exton (16th of Exton)14

Baroness in her
own right or
wife of a
Baron15

Lady Exton
Madam Exton
Baroness (See Endnote 11)

Dear Baroness of Exton
Dear Lady Exton
Dear Madam Smith

Jane Smith, Lady Exton
Jane Smith, Baroness of Exton
The Baroness of Exton
Lady Exton
Madam Smith

Baron and wife
together16

The Baron and Baroness of Exton
The Baron of Exton and Lady Exton
Exton and Lady Exton
The Baron of Exton and Madam Smith
Exton and Madam Smith

Baroness and
husband
together (where
the husband has
no title, honour,
or dignity)

The Baroness of Exton and Mr James Smith
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SIGNATURESDebrett’s recommends that barons/baronesses sign letters in their ordinary fashion, and that
neither their names nor ‘Baron/Baroness of Exton’ be written beneath the signature.  While including
the dignity in that manner may not be incorrect, it is not considered to be the best option.  Debrett’s
suggests that including the name and dignity (in the form preferred by the baron/baroness) in the
stationery’s heading is a more appropriate choice.17

HEIRS AND OTHER CHILDREN

In Scotland, the eldest son of any person claiming a territorial designation, can traditionally use
the honorific ‘younger of’.  Thus, the eldest son of John Smith of Exton would be known as Ian Smith,
Younger of Exton.18  The ‘of Exton’ can be dropped in practical usage, making the son simply Ian
Smith, Younger (or, Ian Smith, Yr).  In some families, if the baron or baroness has no son, but holds
a territorial designation, the eldest daughter becomes Mary Smith, Maid of Exton.19  All daughters are
permitted to use their father’s territorial style, becoming, for example, Meghan Smith of Exton.20 
Younger sons, however, are not accorded this privilege, as historically they were expected to make their
own way in the world and to form their own houses.

‘THE MUCH HONOURED’

In formal situations, ‘The Much Honoured’ is added before ‘the Baron/Baroness of Exton.’ 
This may apply, for instance, when introducing the baron/baroness as the featured speaker at
commencement exercises, or in addressing a formal letter to the baron/baroness.  The written form
would be ‘The Much Hon the Baroness of Exton’ or ‘The Much Hon John Smith, Baron of Exton.’ 
This level of formality is rarely required.

BRITISH PASSPORTS & DRIVING LICENCES

Barons who carry British passports or qualify for British driving licences may have their names
shown in the style John Smith, Baron of Exton/Jane Smith, Baroness of Exton in those documents. 
The baron/baroness must either be recognised as such by Lord Lyon or Burkes Peerage and Gentry in
order to qualify.21

DECORUM & PROPRIETY

Maintaining a proper relationship with the nature of a Scottish baronial dignity is important both
to the individual baron and to the baronage as a whole.  Those who observe a baron’s conduct form
their opinions of the baronial institution, as well as of individual barons, based on what they see.  Good
grace and manners can go further in affirming the dignity of the baronage than does the proper use of
the honorifics that accompany a baronial dignity.  Decorum may, at times, require a baron to accept
graciously being addressed as Mr and to be cognizant that a third party introducing him as Baron of
Exton carries more weight than introducing himself as such.  This is particularly so if one’s interlocutor
is unaware of the barony at the start of a pleasant conversation.  Of course, the converse is also true. 
Ill behaviour by a baron reflects poorly on the baronage as a whole and does not win friends among
those whose good favour the baronage may seek.
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TRANSFER OF A BARONY

Until 1874, the succession of a new baron to his barony required a Crown Charter of
Confirmation, by which the monarch accepted the new baron in his dignity, whether his ascent was by
inheritance or assignation.22  From then until November 28, 2004 – the ‘Appointed Day’ – the only
formality to prove the passage of a barony was entry in the Register of Sasines or Land Register in
conjunction with the transfer of title to the related lands.23  The lands might be significant holdings, only
the caput of the barony, or the feudal superiority associated with the barony.24  After the Appointed Day,
feudal tenure in Scotland was abolished, and the dignity of baron was divorced from the lands with
which it was previously associated.  It became incorporeal heritable property which could pass by
assignation or inheritance, much as before, but without the right to enter the conveyance in Registers
of Sasines or Land Register.25  In its report in advance of the adoption of the Abolition of Feudal
Tenure etc. (Scotland) Act 2000, the Scottish Law Commission observed:

‘...ownership of such an estate in land carries with it a barony. It enables the owner to
claim ennoblement by the "nobilitating effect" of the "noble quality" of the feudal title
on which the land is held. The title of "Baron of So-and-So" or "Baroness of
So-and-So" can be adopted.’26

The Commission recommended, however, and the Parliament agreed, that registration of barony
transfers should so longer be permitted in the Registers of Sasines or Land Register, so after the
Appointed Day, the Scottish Barony Register, a private register, was established to replace the Register
of Sasines for this purpose.27  As a private register, it does not enjoy the same legal force and effect that
public records do.

GRANTS OF ARMS

The Lyon King of Arms Act of 1672 granted to the Lord Lyon King of Arms the power to
regulate the use of Arms in Scotland.28  Disputes between Lords Lyon and Scottish feudal barons date
at least to the same time period, and then, as now, revolved around the additaments pertaining to their
Arms.  In Sundry Barons etc. against The Lord Lyon, the complaint centred on Lyon’s refusal to allow
supporters in the Arms of barons.  The matter was addressed with a practical solution when Lyon
decided to allow supporters to certain barons whose forebears had borne them for many years prior to
the enactment of the statute and had sat in the Scottish Parliament up to a certain year.29  In the present
day, a new grant of Arms distinguishes a baron with ‘an helm befitting his degree,’ which is a great helm
of three gold grilles or a tilting helm garnished with gold.30  Of course, one Lord Lyon’s decisions do
not bind his successors, and changes in baronial additaments and the text of Letters Patent granting
Arms have varied over time from one Lord Lyon to the next.31

If a baron has Arms, the Arms and the barony are not linked.  The undifferenced Arms descend
to the baron’s heir in accordance with the heraldic laws of Scotland, and the baron has no right to
change the destination.32  On the other hand, the baron remains free to assign the barony to anyone he
chooses during his lifetime, or by will upon his death.

INHERITANCE

A Scottish feudal barony is now considered under Scottish law to be incorporeal heritable
property that can be conveyed by assignation during the life of the baron, or, upon the baron’s death,
by will.  If the baron dies intestate or does not dispose of the dignity under his will or otherwise, the

Page 4



1. https://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2000/5/contents.

2. In order to be John Smith of Exton, Baron of Exton, he would have to be both the Baron of Exton and the owner of a
significant portion of the Exton estate. 

3. For more detailed information, See Campbell, Donald Draper; Territorial Designations; 24 February 2012;
http://www.scotarmigers.net/pdfs/information-leaflet-20-Territorial-Designations.pdf.  See also R.A.U. Juchter van Bergen
Quast, Nobiliary law - Adelsrecht - Droit Nobiliaire,  https://freiherrvonquast.wordpress.com/  It is the prerogative of the Lord
Lyon to determine whether or not to recognise a territorial designation in connection with the issuance of Letters Patent or
other documents issued by the Lyon Court, and each succeeding Lyon may adjust the standards as he decides.  Lyon Morrow
takes the view that getting a territorial designation requires that the petitioner own substantial land with a dwelling (at least
five acres and a ‘named’ estate) and that his family have been associated with that land for a considerable time, among other
things.  Of course, since this is discretionary with Lord Lyon, exceptions to general rules are possible. 

4. More information is included in the Section entitled ‘British Passports & Driving Licences’ and the Endnotes related to
that Section.

5. On the Observations page of the passport, John Smith’s name will be shown as ‘John Montgomery Smith, Baron of Exton.’ See Guidance Titles (Accessible), Version 14.0; HM Passport Office; 26 May 2023; ‘Scottish feudal baronies’;
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/titles-included-in-passports/titles-accessible.

6. The landholding based nomen dignitatis is not reserved for barons only, but any holder of a qualifying portion of a named
estate may add ‘of Placename’ to the surname.

7. In the UK outside of Scotland, it is permitted to change one's name by unenrolled Deed Poll, which does not require court
action.  See www.gov.uk/change-name-deed-poll.  This form of name change is not recognised in Scotland.

8. Lord Lyon’s jurisdiction extends to the Letters Patent and other documents issued by the Lyon Court.  In that arena, his
powers are broad, and he may recognise a territorial designation or not, as he may elect.  However, his approval is not legally
required for the owner of an estate to style himself as Smith of Exton.

9. While it is true that ‘lord of parliament’ is, in the Peerage of Scotland, the equivalent of the title ‘baron’ in the Peerage of
England, Scots have been elevated to the Peerages of Great Britain and the United Kingdom in the rank of baron.  Thus,
it remains possible to confuse a Scottish feudal baronial dignity with a peerage dignity, even within the territorial boundaries
of Scotland.  In addition, certain judicial and governmental offices include ‘Lord,’ as, for example, the Lord Lyon King of
Arms and the Lord Advocate.

10. The forms shown in the table are commonly accepted styles.  This does not exclude other variations within particular
baronial houses which may, in some cases, have been used for generations.

11. The forms of address in the table for face-to-face conversation are formal styles.  For example, in a situation where the
speaker would ordinarily address a person as ‘Mr Smith,’ the proper address to a Scottish feudal baron would be ‘Exton.’ 
If the speaker would ordinarily address the baron as ‘John’, then the informal style would continue to prevail. 
‘Baron/Baroness’, while they may be used within certain barons’ households or in less formal settings, is disfavoured in
various social circles in the UK.  However, those forms of address may be more commonly used on the Continent or in other
environments where local cultural usage for its own titles parallels Baron/Baroness.  See The Convention of the Baronage
of Scotland,  https://www.scotsbarons.org/female_barons.htm.

baron’s estate must consult competent legal counsel to assist in determining the destination of the
dignity.33  Since the law of the baron’s domicile likely controls in matters of inheritance, barons residing
outside of Scotland should consult legal counsel in their own countries of residence and domicile with
respect to passage of their baronial dignities after death.  That consultation should include the tax
consequences which may impact the baron’s estate or the heir’s inheritance, as well as the resolution of
any conflicts of laws among the baron’s country of residence, country of domicile, and Scotland.

ENDNOTES
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12. Suppose that John Exton is elevated as a life peer, and separately his son, Ian, acquires a large estate called Exton.  They
find themselves in a gathering with the chief of the Clan Exton, the peerage Earl of Exton, and the Scottish feudal Baron
of Exton.  Which of them is properly addressed as Exton?  All of them.

13. The Convention of the Baronage of Scotland and Debrett’s report that some of the oldest baronial families prefer to be
addressed merely in the style John Smith of Exton.  See The Convention of the Baronage of Scotland,
https://www.scotsbarons.org/male_barons.htm; Debrett’s Handbook Coronation Edition, Wyse, Elizabeth ed., 2023, Debrett’s
Limited, 2023, ‘Scottish Feudal Baronies’, p. 60.

14. This form is used by some of the older baronial houses.  The numerical refers to the dignity, not the lands.

15. Lyon Court documents also contain the forms Lady of Exton and Lady of the Barony of Exton.  These forms are no
longer used.

16. Debrett’s identifies ‘The Baron and Baroness of Exton’ and ‘The Baron of Exton and Madam Smith’ as the preferred
forms for introducing a Scottish feudal baron and wife.  Debrett’s Handbook Coronation Edition, Wyse, Elizabeth ed., 2023,
Debrett’s Limited, 2023, ‘Scottish Feudal Baronies’, p. 60.  The Convention of the Baronage of Scotland concurs with respect
to ‘The Baron and Baroness of Exton’, and adds the other three shown in the table.  The Convention of the Baronage of
Scotland, https://www.scotsbarons.org/usages.htm.

17. Debrett’s Correct Form, as cited in The Convention of the Baronage of Scotland, https://www.scotsbarons.org/usages.htm.

18. Although the eldest son of a baron without the territorial nomen dignitatis has no special recognition, the use of ‘Younger’
without territorial reference is acceptable.  Thus, John Smith, Baron of Exton’s eldest son could be known as Peter Smith,
Yr.  Some have suggested the use of ‘Younger’ for a female heir presumptive, as well as for an eldest son, but this is not a
style that is generally accepted.  In centuries past, there is evidence that the tenants of some baronies colloquially referred
to the ‘old baron’ and the ‘young baron’, and there is documented evidence of use of the form ‘Baron of Exton, Younger’
in Scottish government records in the 17th century.  See, e.g. Act of addition to the revaluers of Perthshire (1649, 23 May, Edinburgh,
Parliament), The Records of the Parliaments of Scotland to 1707, K.M. Brown et al eds (St Andrews, 2007-2024);
https://www.rps.ac.uk/search.php?action=print&id=34370&filename=charlesii_trans&type=trans; NAS. PA2/25, f.62r-62v
(reference to baron of Auchyle, elder; baron of Auchyle, younger; laird of Duncrub, elder; and laird of Duncrub, younger). 
However, to the extent that this usage existed formerly, it fell into desuetude long ago, and is no longer acceptable in Scottish
society.  See The Manorial Society of Great Britain, The House of Lords: A Thousand Years of British Tradition, Smith’s Peerage
Limited, London, 1994, page 175, which states that proper form of address on an envelope to the heir apparent of a feudal
baron was ‘Ian Smith of Exton, ygr’, and that the proper form of greeting in a letter was ‘Dear Smith, ygr’.  Although at the
time Scottish feudal baronies were still linked to ownership of an estate, the author tied these forms directly to the heir
apparent’s connection to the barony, not to the estate.  In recent years there has been a resurgence of a variation on this form
(e.g. - Younger of Exton) for the heir apparent of a feudal baron with no estate.  This usage has not yet gained wide
acceptance in Scottish society.

19. See The Convention of the Baronage of Scotland, https://www.scotsbarons.org/other_children.htm.  Perhaps the most
famous person for whom this style was used was Margaret, Maid of Norway, the Scottish queen-designate in the 13th century.
While this usage may have been more common centuries ago, it is rare today.  It is not recommended for use by baronial
families who do not already have a tradition of female heirs presumptive being referred to in that manner.

20. See The Manorial Society of Great Britain, The House of Lords: A Thousand Years of British Tradition, Smith’s Peerage Limited,
London, 1994, page 175.

21. See Guidance Titles (Accessible), Version 14.0; HM Passport Office; 26 May 2023; ‘Scottish feudal baronies’;
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/titles-included-in-passports/titles-accessible.

22. See https://fraserbrooks.com/feudal-baronies/

23. See Abolition of Feudal Tenure etc. (Scotland) Act 2000; Explanatory Notes (Notes 195 and 198);
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2000/5/notes/division/1.  See also Report on the Abolition of the Feudal System (Scot
L a w  C o m  n o .  1 6 8 ) ;  N o te  2 . 31 ;  S c o t t i sh  L aw Commis s i o n ;  1 1  F e b r u a r y  1 9 9 9 ;
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/files/1712/8015/2730/26-07-2010_1458_725.pdf.
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24. See Abolition of Feudal Tenure etc. (Scotland) Act 2000; Explanatory Notes (Note 195);
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2000/5/notes/division/1.  See also Report on the Abolition of the Feudal System (Scot
L a w  C o m  n o .  1 68 ) ;  Note  2 . 31 ;  S c o t t i sh  L aw  C om m i s s i o n ;  1 1  F e b r u a r y  1 9 9 9 ;
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/files/1712/8015/2730/26-07-2010_1458_725.pdf.

25. Abolition of Feudal Tenure etc. (Scotland) Act 2000, Section 63(2).  Abolition of Feudal Tenure etc. (Scotland) Act 2000;Explanatory Notes (Note 198); https://www.legislation.gov.uk/asp/2000/5/notes/division/1.

26. Report on the Abolition of the Feudal System (Scot Law Com no. 168); Note 2.31; Scottish Law Commission; 11
February 1999; https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/files/1712/8015/2730/26-07-2010_1458_725.pdf..  (In context, the report
suggests that the Scottish Law Commission disapproved of these effects, and these statements were criticised in some
quarters at the time the report was written.)

27. See https://scottishbaronyregister.org/.

28. https://www.legislation.gov.uk/aosp/1672/47.

29. From Brown’s Supplement, iii. 6 (Advocates' MS.No. 393, folio 216):  ‘ABOUT the same time, in June, 1673, I heard of
a process some Barons and Gentlemen had intended against my Lord Lyon, to hear and see it found and declared that he
had done wrong in refusing to give them forth their coats of arms with supporters, whereof they and their predecessors had
been in possession past all memory, and never quarrelled till now; and, therefore, that he might be decerned to immatriculate
them so in his register, and give them forth an extract; conform, as is provided by the late act of Parliament in 1672. The
Lyon's reason is, because, by an express letter of his Majesty's, none under the dignity of a Lord must use supporters. (He
grants them now to some who were: in possession of them of old.)  But the gentlemen answer, that Lords at the beginning,
having been only Barons, and in regard of the considerable interest they had in their respective shires, being commissionate
from the small barons and freeholders to represent them in Parliament, they, because of that credit, got first the
denomination of Lords, without any patent or creation; and, upon the matter, were nothing but Barons: and so what is due
to them is also due to the other, they originally not differing from the rest by any essential or superior step of dignity. So
Craig, pages 78 and 79. —REPLIED, Whatever was their rise, the other Barons have clearly acknowledged a distinction now;
in so far as they have renounced their privilege of coming to Parliaments by the 113 act in 1587; and the distinction being
made, and their privileges renounced, by the small Barons in the Parliament 1427. —DUPLIED, that act is introduced in
their favours, and nowise debars them; but allenarly dispenses with their absence, and the penalty they incurred thereby, &c.
The Gentlemen found on the Interdictum uti possidetis: the Lyon says, it is but vetustas erroris, and an usurpation.’

‘Duplied’ means to give a second reply in Scots law.

‘Allenarly’ means solely/only.Interdictum uti possidetis - a procedure used in Roman Law litigation about land which came from a praetorial edict
that means ‘As you possess, so shall you possess.’Vetustas erroris – literally, ‘an old error’; old customs do not guarantee the truth, and truth is not just a habit. 
[Comment by Bruce Durie, Shennachie to the Chief of Durie: ‘Lord Lyon Sir Charles Erskine of Cambo was being
a bit cheeky here, invoking St. Cyprian of Carthage (ca. 210-258) in his Epistle 74: ‘…lest by the presumption of
others they remain in their old error, and die without the completion of grace’ – in other words ‘disagree with me
and you’re disagreeing with early Christian fathers’, a powerful argument in post-Reformation, post-Restoration,
Presbyterian Scotland!’]

30. For information concerning current procedures for submitting a petition to the Lyon Court for a grant of Arms, see
https://courtofthelordlyon.scot/index_htm_files/formsofpetition042011.pdf.

31. See R.A.U. Juchter van Bergen Quast, Nobiliary law - Adelsrecht - Droit nobiliaire, ‘Registration Policies of Lord Lyon’ (17
D e c e m b e r  2 0 0 2  a n n o u n c e m e n t  b y  L y o n  B l a i r ) ;
https://freiherrvonquast.wordpress.com/2020/06/15/to-what-extent-are-feudal-titles-recognised-by-the-scottish-author
ities/.

32. Formal recognition of descent of undifferenced Arms is made by the Lord Lyon King of Arms to the next heir-at-law,
provided that the heir bears the surname.  Lyon’s decision is based on the information supplied to him in a petition for
matriculation of the Arms.
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33. See Succession (Scotland) Act 1964, Section 37(1)(a), https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1964/41/contents.  See also
Agnew Lochnaw, C & Black, G 2018, 'The significance of status and genetics in succession to titles, honours, dignities and
coats of arms: Making the case for reform', Cambridge Law Journal, vol. 77, no. 2, pp. 321-348.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0008197318000417.
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