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A DISCUSSION OF FREE THOUGHT AND FREE
' | LOVE.

BY ORFORD NORTHCOTE.

**The world for the most part is runled by the tomb, and the living are
¢ tyrannized over by the dead. Old ideas, long after the conditions nnder
3 which they were prodoced have passed away, often persist in surviving.
r‘;— Many are disposed to worship the ancient,—to follow the old paths, without
o Inquiring where they lead, and without knowing exactly where they wish to go
3' themselvee.”’—** Marriage and Divorce,” R. G. Ingersoll, p. 5.

A From the dawn of civilization there have heen present in

& the world two antagonistic forces. The names in various ages

"5 have differed, their essence has remained unaltered. One of

" these forces is conservatism; the other is the spirit of innova-

’ <§ tion. The one seeks to uphold all established institutions and
ot to resist all change. The other, the vivifying element of things,

+ desires to throw off the material yoke that cramps the spirit,

‘iin order to aid man in his evolution towards higher ideals,

< higher modes of thought, higher planes of existence. - In
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2 THE LIGHT BEARER LIBRARY.

physics, one |is inert matter, the other is living force.* In
politics, one is the red tape of officialism, the other the efforts
of libertarianism. In religion the one is represented by the
Church, the other by the new religious teacher who breaks
from the ossified dogmas of Lis creed. In science, the one is
represented by the University Chairs, by the Royal Associa-
tions; the other by the new generalizer who dcfies orthodox
views.

All institutions are finally conservative. The Church, the
State, the University, the learned Associations, however they
may have originated in opposition to orthodoxy, eventually
crystallize into barriers to human advance. The Protestants
made an attack on conservative Rome, but as soon as they
cetablished themseclves, they resisted further innovation and
have ever since been conservative to the core. The same is true
of all heterodoxies which, as time goes on, become orthodoxies.

How do wec explain this? All human progression is
initiated by a few advanced spirits. The reformer when he
. first propounds his new thesis finds himself isolated. He per-
{ siste in his advocacy and gathers round him a small band of
" earnest adherents. In the course of a few generations, these

supporters having largelyincreased in numbers become banded
together into a sociecty. But by this time arises a new
reformer, who has discovered new truths. In his position of
innovator heis as much ahead of the followers of the reformer
he has succceded, as that reformer was ahead of his own con-
. temporarics. And so he finds opposition from the society
which has crystallized round the memory of the thinker who
called it into existence. The same fate awaits thc next of the
line of prophets, and the next and the next, ad infinitum.
Perhaps the most potent of conservative institutions are
those built round religion. The superhuman authorityclaimed

* The last word of philosophy and science may be that force and matter are !
one; but the distinction as ordinarily understood will serve asan {llustration.

.
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RULED BY THE TOMB. 3

for the creed and thethreats of divine vengeance on unbclievers,
excrt a deadening influence of an unparalleled character upon
the mind of man. The conservatism which appertains to
religion is as it were doubly weighted. To the inertia which is
characteristic of all long established institutions, is added that
which is due to the fear of the unknown; to the respect which
is paid so the commands of a society of individuals, is added
the reverence which the supposed Divine origin of those com-
mands creates. :

Established religion, therefore, being bound with a double
hide of conservatism, it cannot be denied that Freethinkers, in
attacking its various strongholds, are doing a valuable and
highly important work. But however important and valuable
that work may be, it is equally certain that in their organized
capacity, they, Freethinkers, are of necessity opposed to other
lines of human progression. Especially is this the case when
they (the Freethinkers), have passed the carly stages of conflict
and have bacome “ respectable.”  Considering their own propa-
ganda as the most important work of any, their aim is to
include all msn in che secular fold. But they clearly sce that
this can only be accomplished, if at all, by rigidly excluding all
ideas which have not the sanctity of respectability. For other-
wise Secularism will fall into bad odor and respectable people
will not join the ranks, even though they disbelieve in God and
the Church, Thus it may happen with regard to any other set
of ideas which is battling for acceptance, thatflalthough the’
most advanced men of the Freethought movement are in accord
with them, they must in nowise be given countenance, or the
respectability of the Freethought movement will be endan-
gered.* ’

Now, however important the work of Freethinkers may be,
inengaging in war with religious superstition, it must not be

* As an instanoe the lamented Mr, Puinam who held advanced views on sex
morality distinot.y devrecated thelr advooaoy on the grounds here given.

—_—



Digitized by GOOS[G



4 THE LIGHT BEARER LIBRARY.

overlooked that the abolition of priestcraft is not an end in
itself, but a means to an end. Priestcraft is deadly, not so
much becausc it formulates erroncous ideas, but because those
erroncous ideas hinder men and women from getting the
greatest possible good out of life. And if Freethinkers, while
engaged in combatting oneform of superstition which militates
against human happiness, hinder the work of other reformers
who are combatting other superstitions productive of misery,
to that extent do they nullify the good they achieve in their
crusade against the errors of priestcraft.

Religion has two main forces at its disposal, whereby it
attains to its ends. On the one hand it commands belief in cer-
tain dogmas, and on the other it commands obedience to cer-
tain moral laws. These are complementary, the one of the
other. For example, Christianity declares that a certain day
in the week is rendered sacred by the alleged facts that God
created the world in six days and rested on the seventh; and
that Jesus Christ, the incarnated expression of God, rose to life
from dcath after having been crucified. Allied with this belief
in the holiness of one special day in seven, is the command to
keep that day holy. We all know what practical results have

accrued from this combination. All work and all pleasure *

being interdicted, the pricsts have contrived to turn this moral
prohibition to the advantage of their cult, by securing at their
churches on that day the attendance of a large proportion of
their believers; which unanimous gathering together has
resulted both in pecuniary gain and in that power which is
derived from solidarity. '

The Romish church promulgates the doctrine that souls
reside for a period in Purgatory. They turn that to their
pecuniary advantage by insisting that it is the duty of relatives
to endeavor to shorten that period of suffering; the afflicted
mourners of the departed, being simultaneously taught that
masses said for souls in purgatory will work to this end. The

LI

4
!
'
i




Digitized by GOOS[G



RULED BY THE TOMB. 5

two dogmas of belief, and the moral command based upon
them, are thus instrumental 'in adding largely to the coffers of
* the Church which imposes them.

Again, participation in the i)leasures attending sex rela.
tions, being found antagonistic to the cultivation of the
religious spirit, and the repression of sexual activity corres-
ponding being discovered to develop mental conditions condu-
cive to religious feeling, Christianily has counsistently opposed
sexuality. In mediaecval times complete repression of the
sexual desires was urged upon all. But average sexualitybeing
stronger than spiritual belief it was found necessary to provide
an escape for that insistent sexuality, which otherwise would
override all restraining Christian precepts. Accordingly Chris-
tian marriage was constituted; that is to say, monogamic rela-
tions were made permissible under certain conditions. These
conditions were that the union should be lifelong and not
incestuous; and that it should be consecrated by a religious
ceremony, not the lcast important feature of which consisted of
the transference of money from the pockets of the contracting
parties to the coffers of the Church. '

Christian marriage once firmly established, the astute

“Churchmen readily discerned that they had hit upon onc of the
most cffectunl methods of retaining their power. Not only
were they thus enabled to keep a close hold on one of the most -
important functions of life, but through that function and its
attendants they were enabled to heavily load mankind with
chains. ‘

Digressing for a moment it'is plain that the sexual evolu-
tion of mankind has been from mounogamy to varietism.”
Biologists are now almost unanimously of the opinion that
variations come through the male line, and so it is not surpris-

* The currently aocepted theory is exaotly tha reverse of this, but the view
that man originally lived in a state of sexual promiscuity is entirely fallacious
I have elsewhere shown. 8ee “University Magazine,” December, 1897.
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ing to find that variations from monogamic instinct have heen
due mainly to the masculine sex. With the rare exceptions of
polyandric customs, the early deviations from primitive
monogamy have been polygamic. That is to say that while
women have in the main been monogamic, men have incicas-
ingly cultivated polygamic relationships.

Sexual morality, prior to Christian influence, insisted on
the faithfulness of a wife to her husbami, but allowed to the
husband promiscuity. This promiscuity has been provided for
either by plurality of wives, concubinage, or prostitution; the
departure from the feminine code of morality in the latter case,
being visited with loss of caste and various other punist ments.
It is obvious that this sexual regime meant slavery to the
woman. While the man’s sexual nature belonged to himself, he
being free to use it how he pleased, the woman’s sexual nature
belonged to her lord and master. She was a sexual slave. Her
sexual capabilities belonged to him, and he could sell them or

" lend them at will.

But Christianity introduced a new feature. Henceforth,
property in sexual organs was to be reciprocal. The husband
was to own the wife’s body as before, but she in turn was to
own the body of her husband. Henceforward, man, who had
been breaking away from the monogamic type, was to revert
to monogamy; no matter how urgent were his needs for
variety. Woman, heretofore, had been the slave of man; Chris-
tianity decreed that also man was to be the slave of woman.
This Christian decree has had two results. It has by its
undeniable power, made many men monogamous in fact. It
has made the remainder of married men hypocrites. For in
spite of the potency of thedecree, it has not been able to entirely
stifle the growing demand for variety. This, so far as the man
is concerned. But, with the woman, it has acted differently.

- It has revolutionized her sphere of power. The truth of the

saying"“ The foot that rocks the cradle rulés the world” is
M A\
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dependent upon the power Christian marriage has givan to
wifedom.

Now woman is by nature a conservative agent. The
anabolic processes which go to make up her s(x are conserva-
tive. In conception, it is the female elements which prcsaive
the stability of the type; while the male elcments introduce
variaticns. Mentality is coloied by sex, and wecmen's menta
processes are likewise conservative.

There is another boint. Women are more religicus than
men. Religion and hysteria are in many ways identjcal, and
woman is the hysterical sex.* More than that, wcmn, by
nature, worship authority, and are more emcralle ttan men
to the dictates of a powerful church.

We have now reached the point where we sce the power
which Christian marriage has placed in the hands of the
priests. Christian marriage has elevatcd the woman to an
undue position of influence 1n the household. Instcad of her
and her offspring being ruled in every mattcr by the hushand
as formerly, the positions have largely been reversed. Recapit
ulating, we have pointed out that women are more amenable
to religious discipline than men; we have also seen that Chris
tianity bas elevated woman to a position of power in the house-
hold she never possessed before.t
THE PRIEST HAS RULED THE HOUSEHOLD THROUGH THE WOMAN.

"‘Marringe." says Colonel Ingersoll, the undisfuted chief of
American Freethought, *is the holiest institution amcrg men.
Without the fireside there is no human advancement; without
the family relations there is no life worth living. Every good
government is made up of good families. -Tke unit of gced
government is the family, and anything that tends to destroy

* 1 have no wish to disparage the sex. But truth must stan @ before
iment, here as elsewhere. .
1To guard against misapprehension, let me distinotly state . that I am in
favor of giving greater liberty to woman than she now posses ses; what I object
to, 18 not giving her liberty, but giving her power to oppress.
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the family is perfectly devilish and infamous. I believe in mar-
riage, and I hold in utter contempt the opinions of men and
womcen who denounce the institution.”’ (Italics minc.)

Marriage, on the contrary, is the scat of the power of the
priest. Through marriage the priest rules the children and the
husband. Through marriage the pricst rules the world.

We now sec the fatuity of frecthinkers opposing the dogmas
of Chnstianity and supporting its code of morals, without
examining the morality on 1ts own merits. 1f Christianity had
done nothing more than imposc afalse cosmological belief upon
mankind, the work of Frecthinkers in exposing it would still
have becn important, but not nearly soimportant as from th
fact that the Christian code of morality is subversive of human
- progress. Freethinkers give half their case away in praising
Christian ethics. If Christian morality is so praiseworthy,
why make so much pother about the beliefs on which it is
based? - .

I have said that the Freethought party, as a party, is, like
other i_nstitutions, open to the accusation of conservatism, in
all matters outside its particular province. How far is this
true with regard to the free love movement; and how is it
‘motived ? ‘

In England there are a considerable number of secularists -
who are also (theoretical) free lovers. But the movement for
sexual emancipation finds little encouragement from their
prescent leaders. *

This is all the more remarkable, since the free love move-
ment in England largely owes the sccurity of its present
position to Charles Bradlaugh, the founder, and during his life-
time, president ot: the National Secular Society. Charles Brad-
laugh, the most heroic, not to say Titanic, figure in the battle
for liberty of this century, was no advocate of free love. But
he was something even greater than that. He was the indom-
itable champion of free utterance of opinion. His greatness
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ay in demanding frecedom for those from whom he differed, as
well as for those who thought with him. His was no narrow
sectarian mind. Though he did not scc cye to eye with the
apostles of frce love, he held that they had a right to express
their opinions; and because that freedom was threatencd, he
planted their banner and defied the world.

- Mr. Charles Watts, a wcll known figurc in the English
F'recethought Party, owned a publishing business. In the late
scventies, he purchased the plates of Dr. Knowlton's book on
preventive checks. Copics were struck off and the book was

~put on the market. A public prosecution was commenced, and
Mr. Watts was committed for trial. Thinking discretion the
better part of valor, he pleaded guilty,and offered to withdraw
the book from circulation and destroy the plates. At this
point, Bradlaugh interfered, and resctting the type, issued the
the book in conjunétion with Annic Besant, the volume bearing
the imprint of the Freethought Publishing Company.* Brad-
laugh having taken his stand, the book was largely advertised,
and copics were sent to the Public Prosecutor by Bradlaugh
himsclf. The Corporation of the city of London commenced a
prosccution. Bradlaugh defended in person,and by a masterly
stroke of forensic skill, got the verdict quashed on a’point of
law, and thus cscaped imprisonment. The notoricty of the
trial caused the book to scll by thousands, and nco-malthu-
sianism became a vital question.

Charles Watts at that time owned and edited the * Secular
Review.”’t Its pageswere made the medium of a violent attack
on Charles Bradlaugh and his calleague Annie Besant, and
Saladin’s vituperative pen was allowed, issue after issue, to-
smirch their fair names. '

*The Freethought Publishing Company was the sole property of Charles
Bradlaugh and Annjie Besant. .
r— t Saladin afterwards purchased the **Secular Review' from Watts, and sub.
eequently altered the title to the **Agnostic Journal' which titie it still boars.
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The split in the Secular ranks, however, did not begin in
connection with the Knowlton pamphlet, but with the pubhca-
tion some years earlier by Mr. E. Truelove, of ' The Elements
of Social Science.” That now world famous book, besides
being a plea for neo-malthusianism, plainly advocated free love
doctrines. The ‘*National Reformer’ was then jointly edited
by Mr. Barker and Mr. Bradlaugh; each gentleman editing one
half of the paper. Mr. Bradlaugh's half of the *‘Reformer”
favorably noticed *The Elements,” and regularly advertised
its sale. Mr. Barker, in his half of the paper, not only refused
the advertisements, but attacked Bradlaugh for so doing.
This was the beginning of the storm which culminated in the
publication by Bradlaugh of the * Fruits of Philosophy."*

Although not agreeing with the free love sentiments of
‘‘The Elements,’” Bradlaugh was thus instrumental in making
it known throughout the country. This epoch making work

‘was, because of the dispute, freely sold from the bookstalls of

the National Secular Society. Its sale had a further impetus.
The Christian opponents of Bradlaugh reiterated all over the
country the charge that Bradlaugh was a frece lover. They
based their accusation on the grounds of his advertising and
sclling “ The Elements,” and in consequence secured for the
book a popularity, which, but for their malicious efforts, 1t had
never achieved. For once, the Christians over-reached them-
selves. Theytried to destroy Bradlaugh’s influence by accusing
him of accepting the hated doctrine of free love, and not only
failed in that direction, but gained an enormous audience for a
book which has perhaps done more to advance the cause of sex-
ual freedom than any book ever written. ,
Let us now pass from the fight Charles Bradlaugh and
Annie Besant made round the banner of free speech, to their

"own and their colleagues’ views of free love. Mrs. Besant was

always an outspoken champion of monogamy. In her reply to

* Rnowliton’s pamphlet. -
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RULED BY THE TOMB. 11

the Bishop of Manchester® she entirely repudiated his assertion
that Secularists taught free love.

On the contrary she declared that

““Monogamy appears to me to be the result of civilization,
of personal dignity, of cultured feeling; loyalty of one man to
one woman is the highest sexual ideal. The fleeting con-
neétions supposed by free love theorists are steps backward,
and not forward.”

Mrs. Besant could say this in spite of her marital expericnce
being an unhappy one. She has doubtless deceived herself.
But to show that prejudice against frce love ran much
stronger in the Freethought party than the very moderate
expressions used by this grand woman, may be instanced the
fact that charges had been leveled against her, inside the Free-
thought party, which enabled her to sayin her farewell address
to the Secularists, **I HAVE BEEN CALLED PROSTITUTE.” Con-
sidering that this term had been applied to her on the sole
grounds of her supposed intimate relations with Charlces Brad-
laugh, a supposition which had no other basis than the
malignity which invented it, we can see that the temper of the
English Freethought party was in no way favorable to
departures from strict monogamic morality.

Charles Bradlaugh was even more vigorous in his denuncia-
tion of Free Love than his brilliant colleague. He constantly
repudiated the charge of being a free lover, founded on his
alleged acceptance of the whole doctrine of the ** Elements of
Social Science.” Both in his address to the National Secular
Society’s Conference in 1881, and in the pamphlet, *Jesus,
Shelley and Malthus,” published in 1861 and reprinted in 1883,
did he make it absolutely clear that he totally dissented frcm
free love doctrines.

Mr. John H. Robertson succeeded Charles Bradlaugh as

"editor of the “National Reformer,” and although there are

* ‘God's Views on Marriage.”” A pamphlet by Annie Besant.

LIBRARY
UNIVERSITY OF iLLINCIS
AF URBALRA-CLAMFAIL
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reasons for believing that his views on marriage are far 1.umn
being orthodox, he was careful in his conduct of the
‘‘Reformer,” to steer clear of any imputatioﬁ of free love.
Replying once to a correspondent who had advocated Freedom
in the Sexual Relationships he pointed out that the article was
admitted in the columns of the *National Reformer,” solely on
the grounds of giving a hearing to a properly expressed argu-
ment, whether the contention were right or wrong. He then
argucd that under existing economic conditions, woman might
be expected to suffer from the lack of prote@ion afforded by a

sociallyratified union and concluded by saying, ‘‘This of course,

does not preclude the later recognition of theexpediency of free-
dom, when the social condition of the woman is improved.”

I quote these opinions, not so much tc show what were

Mr. Robertson’s own view on the subject, but as indicating his
belief that it would be bad policy to allow a free love declara-
tion to stand in his columns, unmodified by editorial protest.
For intellectual ability, Mr. Robertson stands easily head and
shoulders above any prominent Frecthought leader, cither in
England or America, and it is only duc to him to say that with
this ability he combines the greatest of all progressive virtues—
tolerance. )

The organ of the National Sccular Society in England, is
““The Freethinker’’; of which Mr. G. W. Foote, the President of
the society, is editor. He, too, is a firm believer in monogamy.
Replying to George Bedborough in the ‘‘ Freethinker, he says,

-1t seems to us that the world wants more discipline rather

than more freedom in sexual relationships.” At the same time
he vindicated his claim to be called a Freethinker by saying,
‘““We believe in Freedom, and we would try and defend your

" freedom if it were attacked ; but freedom is one thing and moral

and intellectual agreement is quite another.”

Far different is the attitude of the ‘‘Reformer,” a Free-
hought journal owned by Mr. and Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner.

T T e
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RULED BY THE TOMB. 13

Not only would that journal give no support to the Legitima-
tion League, (the English Free Love organization) but it point
blank refused to accept its advertisements.

The attitude of the ‘* Agnostic Journal’’ to the Legmma-
tion League was more or less one of sitting on the fence.
Replying to Mr. Bedborough, the editor, the brilhant and
pungent ‘Saladin’’ said, * Our support to your cause must, as
heretofore, be incidental. This journal’s special mission lies in
another field.” Later, in referring to the ‘‘Adult,” the editor
says,

““The Adult the organ of the Legitimation League, and
edited by George Bedborough, is certainly the most outspoken
and revolutionary serial devoted to the sex question published
on this or, preadventure, any other planct.”

What Saladin precisely means by saying ‘‘Our support to
your cause must as heretofore be incidental,” it would prob-
ably puzzle a Philadelphia lawyer to explain. I was not aware

that Saladin had given any previous support, incidental or

otherwise to the free love movement. On the contrary, Sala-

NN

din, as we have already stated, violently attacked Charles

Bradlaugh and Annie Besant for publishing ‘“The Fruits of
Philosophy,” and for promoting the sale of the “Elements of
Social Science.”” At a meeting of Secularists held at Cleveland
Hall, presided over by Charles Watts, and ornamented by the
presence of Mrs. Harriet Law, George Jacob Holyoake and G,
W. Foote, Knowltonism, and its relation to Free Thought,
was under diseussion. ‘At that meeting,” writes Saladin
“in reply to the hiss of opposition, which I cared not to con-
ciliate, even if [ had known how, I raised my voice to a shout
‘of defiance. 1 managed to make myself heard over the hiss and
groan of Onanic disapprobation, till I thundered forth the

words ‘Charles Bradlaugh has dragged the standard of Free-

thought through the mire of Hollywell Street.’””*

T Hollyweil S8treet: A street where contraceptives are sold, and at that time
bavign very unenviable reputation which it had held for 150 years)

’
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In an addendum to a pamphlet called “Sexual Economy "

purporting to be written by one Peter Agate, M. D.; Saladin

writes as follows: .

We have heard a good deal about the heroism 1ovolved in the publishing
of snch works as *The Elements’ and the Knnwiton pamphlet. There 18 no
heroism in the thing at all; bat there is a good deal of ocowardice, not without
a dash of greed and avarice. Asection of the publio is prurient,land the pub-
lioation of “nasty” books like *1'he Elements’” and the “Fraite of Philos-
ophy” is profitable. . . . 1 maust protest too, that the omly organized
society of *‘Freethinkers” in England elected for many years President
(Obarles Bradlaogh) one who has done worse than blasphemed fifty gods—has
outraged the higheat and purest instinots of haman natare. The gentleman
(Mr. Bradlaogh) who could sit down_with another gentleman’'s wife (Mra,
Besant) to edit in conjunction with her a work on sexnal commeroe, should be
painted in pigments the due manipulation of which is beyond my skill as a
limner. . . . Aslong as Obristianity insists on sexual purity and restraint,
and debars the transgressor from her sacraiwnents, she does the world a service
which gbes some way to compensate for many orimes and errors of which she
has been guilty. . . . He who adopts the teachings of ‘‘The Elements”
has no high ideal up to whioh he tries to exalt the measure of his conduot;
with him there need be no remorse and no regrets; there is no standard of

. punty after whioh to struggle and to strive; there is only the inexpressible

Malebolge of .unbounded sensnality and shameless lnst; no woman yon love
that it is not proper for another to love tomorrow; no maid suoh as has here-
tofore blessed the bridegroom’s arms, but only a shamelass and deflowered
barlot who has reeponded to the desires of others as she responds to yours; a
social convenienoe, ike a drinking fountain or 8 chalet; a oreature liable to
be oalled into use anywhere, at any time by anybody, and who oconstantly
ocarries a syringe in her muff, in the name of Mr. Bradlaugh and ‘Free-

thought.”
So wrote Saladin during Bradlaugh's lifetime, and if this is

incidental support to the cause which the Legitimation League '

has at heart, then language has no meaning. " When it is
remembered that  Bradlaugh's sole aim was to educate the
working classes in contraceptive science, to the end of reducing
poverty and alleviating suffering, we can .only characterize
Saladid’s pamphlet as the rankest piece of obscurantism that
any man pretending to be a Freethinker ever uttered.
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It is of coursc, possible, that Saladin has changcd his views.
We shall be heartily glad to chronicle the fact if this he so. But
not till Saladin retracts the infamous things he said of Charles
Bradlaugh should we regard any such professed change of
opinions as sincere.

There is however one splendid exception, amongst Ration-
alist publications. I refer to the ‘‘University Magazine'
which has done magnificent work for the free love movement.
Reaching a highly intellectual class of rcaders, it has, by pub-
lishing articles on free love, given the movement in England a
tremendous impetus. But this magazine has no official con-
nection with any freethought society whatever, being the pri-
vate property of a wealthy gentleman of advanced views and

‘high courage.

Summing up the gcneral attitude of the freethought leader
in England toward the free love movement we may sdy that
on the whole there is a strong disposition to treat it with
tolerance. While no actual encouragement is given the move-
ment is neither totally ignored nor violently opposed.*

In America the denunciations of free love are not only more
orc.ible, but the attitude of the frecthought leaders is less tol-
erant.

In Vol. XV. of the “Frec Thought Magazine,” the editor
Mr. H. L. Green thus variously expresses himself.

This damunable dootrine of free love. p. 61.

Free love and whickey, two of the greatest evils. in our opinion iu the

. country. There is but one other of equal magnitade, and that is super-

stition. The freethinkers ought to eternally war against these gigantio
enemies of the hnman race. p. 9. .

T An exception must be made of the leaders of the Glasgow brunch of the
Secular Society. The exeoutives of this branch fllustrates the attitude of many
Freethinkers on the sex question, by their puritanical treatmont of a col
league, Mr. D, G. Lindsay, who committed the unpardonable crime of exposing
for sale, Emil Ruedebusch’s *‘Old and New Ideal''; whieh admirable work ft was
my privilege to first introduce to Engiish readers, through the columns of the
«Free Review.”

\' \\
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In our opinion any one twho does not fully subscribe to Col. Ingersoll’s
viewa of marriage ia out of place in the freethonght party. p. b6,

Free thought s the direot road to heaven, and free love the sure road to
hell here on earth. p. 117.

We would have the government protect and guard and improve marriage
in every poesible way by legislation or otherwise. ’

These are the views of the editor. What are the views of

his readers? Here are are some of them.

I think free love is simple damnable and downright lust. p. 106.

Free thought meana emancipation. Free love, dissipation. p. 107.

We must put marriage and home life abore everything else. It (sic!)is
the foundation of law and government. p. 108,

A great stone is rolled from the pathway of intelligent.men who want to
take a more advanced stand for liberty of thought, and who shrink from the
very appearance of association with thoee nnclean things—free love and
whiskey.

I fear you I:uve done the ‘‘Freethooght Magazino'* an irrepaiablo dam-
age by adwitting that free leve article by Moses Harman. p. 238.

I must say that my feelings were very much hart to think that you would
allow your pure, lofty and able publication to be marred by the publication of
the article written by Moses Harman. 1 most oertainly trust that jour
oolumns will not again be polluted with the ranting of any one pretending to
be the exponent of **freedom, love and wisdom.” p. 240, ' .

And right here permit me to remark that in my opinion, intemperance
and free love ought to be denounced by every honeat Freethinker. p. 240,

It is probable that the opinions of the ‘‘Freethought
Magazine’ correspondents are the honest expressions ot
puritanical fanaticism, but there is abundant evidence to prove
that the editor’s antagonism arises in large measure from
cupidity. Mr. Green is afraid that the commercial prosperity
of the magazine he edits, and the respectability and social

status attaching to free thought will be endangered. Let the

following utterances of Mr. Green spcak for themselves.

In this city of Chicago, intelligent Freethinkers can be counted by the
bondred among the beat business men of the city, but so long as the Free-
thought societies are run by free lovers, theae people will have nothing to do
with them. Our free thought journals also suoffer greatly by this misrepresen-
tation of what free thought really js. The public are getting the idea that
free thought means free love and therefore they refuse to subsoribe for free

-
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thought jouruals. These free lovers who are onlling them4eives freethinkera
do not sabacribe for free thought joarnals. _p. 118.

The (freethought) orgamization should be as perfeot as any Ohristian
organiz stion—should be run on business principles, aul should, by its oon-
stitation, be striotly guarded against the bad inflaenoes that have wreoked
and dingraced the old association. Suchiau organization would draw to its
raembership, within one year after its organizition, ten thousand namss at
least. p. 118,

The principal object of our writing this artiole 18 to opeu the eyes of the
liberal (freethought) public and show them the necessity of ridding onr
oause of this curse of free love and planting our moral staundard so high
that it will command the respect of all good people even if they do not
agree with us on theology.{}(Italics mine.) *‘Free Thought Magazine,” Jan.
1897. p.6l1.

I have accused Mr. Green of cupidity, but to be quite fair, I
will do him the justice of assuming, that it is not his personal
aggrandisement, but that of his party that he has at heart.
But whether the cupidity have a personal or a party rhotive
there can be no escape from the main charge.

*‘The public refuse to subscribe for free thought journals,
. . . » Among them (the free lovers) in this city (Chicago) there
are not five who pay for any one of the free thought journals.
e . . . Hundreds of freethinkers among the best business men of
the city will have nothing to do with us..... The free
thought organization should be run on business principles . . .
(and would then) draw to its membership within one year, ten
thousand names at least.” .

What other construétion can be put on the above sentences
than the one [ have suggested? The whole truth of the matter
is just this, that Szcularism, like Christianity, has been found
to have money in it, and business principles must stand before
intellectual honesty and the search for truth. The worst thing
that can happen to a forward intellectual movement is for it to
become commercially prosperous. When a free thought lec-
turer can pack the largesf: halls in the states, the prices of
admission ranging from a dollar upwards; when it will prove

\..\\__ -
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a paying speoulation fot a dealer to manufacture and largely
advertise for sale silver spoons at two dollars a picce bearing
the image of a free thought leader, it can hardly be urged that
free thought is a commercial failure. And when commercial
prosperity begins to follow in the wake of a heterodoxy, it is
high time for the real freethinkers to balance accounts,and con-
sider whether there are not other fields of thought waiting to
be made free, besides the particular field which has become so
free, that not the martyr's stake but the comfort attaching to
the almighty dollar,and the hero worship as exemplified by the
silver spoon, is the reward for successful leadership in that

“heterodox field of thought. Let it not for a moment be

imagined that I begrudge Col. Ingersoll or any other man, the
pecuniary profit he may make of his abilities in opposing super-
stition of any kind. My only reason for referring to this side
of the question at all, is to point out that where profit and
honor may be gained by the advocacy of heterodox views, the
real urgency of that advocacy is past. It is true that much
may remain to be done in educating superstitious people out of
their superstition; but the real fight occurs when there is nn
freedom to hold to or act upon the views antagonistic to an
orthodoxy. Human progress consists not so much of the
increase in numbers of persons holding sane views, as of the
incrcase of freedom to hold those views at all.

The real battle of freethought in the field of religion is over.
Absence from church does not involve being put into the stacks;
the profession of atheism does not involve the stake.®

Let it not be supposed,however, that the battle for freedom
is over. The venue is merely changed from one field to another.
So far as America is concerncd, there can be no doubt what-

* I here, ot course, refer to England and America; and further I in no wise
depreoate the work of Preethiokers. For while Freethinkers are in no present
danger of perseocution, the sleeping dog of Christianity may any day rise and
bite. In this reepect the more extensive are our freedoms the less chsnoce

here is of Chrixtian perseoution axain becoming rampant.
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ever, that the battle for human freedom will rage, in the com-
ing years, round sex. Alrcady the puritans are gathering their
forces. Anthony Comstock, with his vile trade of agent prova-
cateur is but the bird of carrion that hovers necar thefield of the
coming battle,

The suppression of polygamy in Salt Lake City, the over-
throw of complex marriage in Oneida Creek, the raising of the
age of consent in some of the states, the attempt to smother
malthusian and other advanced sexual literature, are but the
preliminary skirmishes. The real battle is to come.

Who will be found on the side of freedom? Hardly shall
we see there the Colonel Ingersolls. Certainly not the H. L.
Greens, with their pious wishes ‘‘to earn the respect of all good
people even if they do not agree with us on theology."”

Men who put the respect of their neighbors in front of truth
and freedom are the very cowards who would never strike a
blow for liberty. Freedom for them is an empty shibboleth;
they are as far from realizing the true inwardness of freedom as
the veriest modern protestant prating of the tyranny of Rome.

It is time to differentiate. There are freethinkers and free-
thinkers. It is useless to appeal to those who agree with Mr.
Green in sayirg ‘‘ Any one who does not fully subscribe to Col.
Ingersoll’s views of marriage is out of place in the freethought
party.” p.56, ‘“Free Thought Magazive.” Camn the arrogance
of his utterance be matched any where outside of Rome? The
Pope’s views on a subject other than religion could hardly be
invested with infallibility with more display of unction tham
are Col. Ingersoll's views on a matter outside the sphere of
atheistic thought. Here is a recrudescence of the very worst
features of Popery. If such is to be the attitude of leaders of
the freethought party, the sooner that party chooses new lead-
ers the better. For it can hardly be tha‘t the whole rank and
file of the American Secularists are of such intolerant mould.

Freethinkers of America! I appeal to you from across the
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Atlantic to take a stand on this matter before it is too late.
Many of vou, doubtless, honestly believe that monogamy is
good for the racc. But there were honest believersin the bless-
ings of Christianity when the Spanish Inquisitors were denud-
ing Spain of its best citizens and of its noblcst blood. Thomas
Paine, Bradlaugh, Holyoake, Richard Carlile; men like these
have secured to you religious freedom. Will you stand by
while others, who are endeavoring to capture one more citadel
of tyranny, are thrown into prison by the Comstocks of ortho-
doxy? Will you join in the hue and cry against those pioneers
who are trying to lift the yoke of sexual bondage from suffer-
ing humanity? Will you join forces with the puritans who
would make of life a joyless, withered desert? Or will you give
to others in things held important by them the freedom you
claim for yourselves in things held important by you? Upon
how you act in the ccming struggle, largely depends the issue.
If you side with the Comstocks and the Greens, America will
have little to thank jou for when she emerges from her time of
trial. The cause of sexual fiecCcmr will require all the forces at
its command, in the hour of danger. May you not be found
wanting when that hour arrives.

o
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STUDY THE SEX QUESTION

No Nation can be Free when the mothers of its citizens
are Sexual Slaves. Social problems can never be solved until
Sex Slaveryis abolished. If you want lighton the Sex Question

Read Lucifer, the Light-Bearer.

Lucifer is an eight-page weekly paper devoted to Scxology.
Its mission is to battle for liberty of thought and aéion, and
particularly for the Sexual Emancipation of women. If you
purchase 25 cents worth of the books listed helow we will send
L ucifer to your address for Three Months Frec:

** Sexual Enslavement of Woman,” by E. C. Walker, .03
“ Love and the Law,” by E. C. Walker, .03
** What the Young Need to Know,” by E. C. Walker, .10

“The Prodigal Daughter, or The Price of Virtue,” by
Rachel Campbell, togcther with extracts from the

private correspondence of the lateauthor, .25
*“ What Diana Teaches,’” by Count Tolstoi, .20
““ Personal Rights and Sexual Wrongs,” by Oswald
Dawson, ) .20
*‘Vital Force,” by A. Chavannes, .25
“Jo hn's Way,” a Freethought story, by E. D. Slenker, .25
The same offer applies to the following Radical Reform books:
‘* Economics of Anarchy,’”’ by Dyer D. Lum, .25
* Reasons for Pardoning the Chicago Martyrs,” by John
P. Altgeld, .10
* Exposition of Philosophical Anarchy,” by W. Gilmour, .05
‘“ Human Rights,” by J. M. Hook, .10
‘“In Hell and The Way Out,” by H. E. Allen, .10
‘‘Government Ownership of Railroads," by H. L.Loucks, .25
.* Practical Co-operation,” by E. C. Walker, .10

Address orders for any of the above books to M. Harman,
1394 W. Congress street, Chicago.

OURNEW HUMANITY.

Of all rights, the greatest in—to be born ek,

Vol.1l.,,No. 3 eontanins: Thbe Rigbts of Children; by R. B. Kerr. Aninter.
esting presentation of the other side of the question. Incineration: by Wajter
Breen. Startling theories, facts and igures. What are Women Here For? By
E. B. Foote, Jr., M. D. What the Young Need to Knnw.—A Primer of Sexual
Rat{ nalism; by B. C. Walker. The New Martyrdom; by Lillisn Harman. The
Will. _From the French of Guy de Maupaseant. A Free Man's Creed; by
Mosés Harman. Prioce, 25 cents.
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Vital Force.

Magnetic Exchange and Magnetation.

BY ALBERT CHAVANNES.

Second edition. Revised and eniarged. .

Mr. Chavannes has been before the public for many years
and has achieved a wide reputation as student of sociologic
questions, and as author and editor. The subject of this book
of one hundred pages is one that is now attra¢ting much atten-
tion from thinkers everywhere. Price, 25 cents.

The Dawn

of Civilization.

By J. C. Spence, a Vice-President of the Legitimation League.
With Portrait of Author.

A cleverly written sketch of Society as it is to be when Her-
bert Spencer is recognized as the great construétive thinker,
when the present Socialist craze is over, and the public mind is
restored to sanity on trades unions and capital and labor, when
legislation and taxation are abolished, religion is exploded, and
marriage is dissoluble at pleasure.— Bradford Observer.

The somewhat ridiculous preface is followed by a series of
chapters which may at any rate claim to be written with a con

" siderable degree of acuteness and precision. . . . The book
is a sort of an account ot the Dawn of Civilization in the nine-
teenth century, and especially of the revolt against socialism.
Under the influence of this revolt, Government, politics, taxa-

tion, war, religion, and legal marriage more or less disappear .

and thus comes the golden age of which Mr. J. C. Spence may be
regarded as a kind of prophet.—Newecastle Dailv Leader.

To judge from the pre-natal criticism of nincteenth century
religion and marriage, our descendants of the twenty-third cen-
tury will have neither,—at any rate in the form known to us
However, the interest is not so much in what the twenty-third
centenarians may be, as in what they will think of us. This
book is undeniably clever; and if the matter is fooling, it is ex-
cellent fooling.—Glasgow Herald.

176 pages, well-printed, with attra®ive cover. Price, 28
ents. For sale by M. Harman, 1394 Congress St., Chicago.
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LIBRARY OF SEXOLOGY.

Comprising the latest and best works on marriage, roproduction, sexual
relations and the betterment of tho human race.
What the Young Need to Know. A Primer of Bexual Rationaliam, by E.
C. Walker. Startling, thoughtful, scientific. A social antisoptic. No
better book for young men and wotnen, as well as for parents was

aver published. .10
Bar Sinister and Licit l.ove, by Oswald Dawson. First lhennial proceed-

ings of the legitimation League of England, Contains ine half-tone

pictures of Lillian Harman, the new prosidont of the league, and "

Edith Lancheator. Bound 1n boards, 307 pages.
Righta of Natwral Children, by Oswald Dawson. Contains verbatim

apecial articlea by Gladys Daweon, Benj. C. Pulleyne, Dr. .~es ln'c_l -~

Wordaworth Donirthorpe. Also, portrait of Glud)b“'waon AGaid

Dawson and Words worth Donisthorpe. ~ 20
The Prodigal Daughter, ¥nd other papers, by Rackel Cg fpFell. A power-

ful plea in behalf of outoast women, Ploving conclusively that legal

marriage is the cause of prostitvinsg, .28
Discussion of the Social Question, hy Dr. Juliet H. Severance and David

Jones. An able dofense of the right of woman to centrol her own

report of the Inaugural proceedings of the Leritimation League, and
4 S (
l

person and to ignore state er church interference. 15
Anything More, My Lord? By Lois Walsbrooker. .10
Fountain of Life, "’ ” paper con Jr, .50
Perfect Motherhood, ” " oloth, price, 1.00

(Oocvult Foree s of Sex, ” ” .50
A Bex Revolution, o ” . .2
“Relen RAarlow's Vow, ” ” ]
Woman. Church and State. By Matilaa Joslyn Gage, cloth, 3.00

When Love is Liberty and Nature Law, an address by John Badoock, Jr.
An excellent plea for freedom 1n the love relations. A0

Sexual Ensiavement of Women, a radical pamphlet showiog the fate of

countiess thoLsands of legal wives {8 worse than that of the girls

who nre forcibly held in tbe dives of the Wisconsin lumber regions

as prostitutes for the lumbermen . 08
Motherbood 10 Freedom, by M. Harman. A Short Essay or Sermon

upon the Rights, Dutier and Responsibilities of Motherhood, from

the 8tandpoint of Kqual Freedom For All and Spectal Privileges For

None. Per dozen for distribution, 25 cents. 8ingle copics .06

GREAT COMBINATION OFFER!

*
For a limited time and for the purpose of spreading the
light und belping in the battle for Free Womanhood, we will send the following
stirring essays on the S8ex Problem for only Twenty-five oents:

“The Prodigal Daughter, or The Price of Virtue,” By Rachel Campbell,
‘S8exual Ensiavement of Woman,” By E. C. Walker.
*‘Ploneer Chips,” From the private correspondence of Rachel Campbell,

. By Mary Florence Johnson.
‘“Will the Coming Woman Marry?® 8y X.
“Love and the Law.” By E.C. Walker.

““What Diana Teaches,” . By Tolstot .
Help sproad the 1ight by buying und readiag these thougbt-stirring works

and lend them to your friends.

For any beok advertised in these pages, address M. HARMAN
1394 Congress Street, Chicago, 111,
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INOTICH.

IMPORTANT WORK ON

MARRIAGE

FREE LOVE.

BY ORFORD NORTHCOTE.

,t o NOW ACTIVELY IN PREPARATION.
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