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Mr. Bradlaugh's Reply to the "Journal of

Commerce.".

Oun Anmerican journalists are often anused at the
blundcrs made by foreign editors when commenting on
.American affairs. Every now and then they enjoy pre-
senting somc ludicrous illustrations of tho curious and
incorrect statements found in the English, French, and
other newspapers. Whether our trans-Atlantie cousins
pay them off in the same coin or not, we are unable to
say. It is quite certain they may do so if they wish.
There is no want of occasion for it. Nothing, however,
that has ever appearedin the American newspaperpress
could be moze ridiculous than many of the statements
made in regard to the Hon. Charles Bradlaugh. Not
long since the Junior editor of the HEALT MONTBLY

took it upon himself to correct some very singular mis-
representations printed in the columns of the Boston
Commoîowealth, which is certainly a very respectable
newspaper. It was fair enough to print his communica-
tion. The Journal of Commerce of this city made a vio-
lent and unjust attack upon Mr. Bradlaugh. Mr.-Brad-
laugh replied and the editor was ungracious enough to
refuse to print it. A friend thereupontook it to the Con-
viercial Advertiser, in the colurans of which it appeared.
We are pleased to reproduce the letter as it shows very
clearly how outrageously Mr. Bradlaugh had been mis-
represented by the Journal of Commerce:

20 Cîncus ROAD, Sr. Joni's WooD, 1
Loinoi, N. W., Sept. 12, 1881. f

To he PubZiser Journal of Cmmrce, 2ero YOr' City, U S. A.-
Bir: Your issue for August 17th-has just reacbed me, and Its ]ead.
ing article je se astounding in its utter inaccuracy thati asik, as some
slight means of setting myseif right with yourreaders, that you 'will
at once Insert this letter and send me a copy of your journal in wlhich
it is published. I bave never been indicted nud tried for writing
and printing obscene books. I have ben inditcted for publishing a
book on the population question written about forty-five years ago
by Dr. Charles KnovIton, of Massachusetts. The trial occupied sev-
oral days. This book was not considered an obscené book by Lord
Chief Justice Cockburn, who tried the case, nor have I ever been
attacked at law for any other book. Mr. Truelove le not a printer,
and has never printed any book vbatever for nie. 3 1r. Truelove
was not iuiprisoncd for printing any book of which I was the au-
thor. Hc was indicted and imprisoned for publishing a book on the
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population question, nritten by the Bon. ]Robert Dale Owen, United TirE final decislon in the case of Dp. FoorE's IHEl:ruî Mostrm
States Minister te the Court of Naples, but wvith vhich bok I bad bas been reached by the os-oice authorities, Mid Dr. Foote hue
no connection direct or indirect. bce deprived et Uic use et the mail te rend bis papor cxccpt by

Your allegation se te the Hall of Science, No. 142 Old street, is aying eue cent on act copy- Thedeclinwasgivenby eFree-
quite untrue. I never purclased it. I helped to buld it. My con- mun,,%'lo la cmployed somewhere aronud thc office atVasblngton,
nectioni with it was never varied, and se far as I am concerned, iny and shows vcry plaluly Uni. It irltten by a littie mn i'ho wantâ
connection with the hall bas always been attendcd with very consi- te appear blg. Me swclls up %vlth bis indiclal Importance te %very
-derable profit te iL. The original lessece ofIt .'l carries Iton. There large size and laye down bis propositions, nbl ho says are settled
are on the average three lectures per week la it all the lecture bcyond dispute.
season, and for three years past niost successful science classes have tancy the peopiewili go oit dspntiug Uic rigbt et auy pctty peet-
been conducted in It under Government Inspection and authoriza- oice clcrk tedeprivo them, et a ucu-epaper,%vhich lhey yaut, for a
lien. Las. n'inter it was~ eccupled five nlghts per -Sek 'Nitb schb cent a copy byan relu te any pblstl-ir unles, ho an evade hI. as

Dee eotriavedou te use of by mailing bis paper excme Canada, bher y the
1 walt îrom. yen, soin expression et regret for yeîr exeedngly peet-effmcn offwciais do met arregate te them lves ice functions et

libellons article, and should yen. mot thnl titis auy péart ef 7our »udge and socwtsner. One objection t Dr. Potes paper-notcd
duty. 1 shahl bo nosi. reluclantiy ebllged te îbmit tue question by by the oracular indIvidug. wHo sws la judg ent ou radical joumpary
legal proceeinge agaluat yen te Uic decision et a jury -of American lg tie pyt-dffice-as ni ho sent out a large nmber ae sample
citizeus frein wbom 1 amaente I ehall bave justice copies ; but ne notice Is takcu et Uic tact that rigt la Wsbngton

Slgned, yeurs truly, Bn.AnU.&Uoa. a na solnd its advertipemunts on ie ound tai its c ende out we
fanc th pel w oounnddsamplecopie inotb. I of this, and

Comstockiaii :ProccU-le clknown cpdityem of a n e hic, h question for at
be aodas te bowmuch Ispalid forth prilege , evoaldnale

Tma le a ause lu e Comstock Poesta law yhe maiee It a ioso te cow y tdo potaoce letslap andl e Frunikln Square
lidem nor te and by mail anything relatIng te lettnres or prio Library rongh t Pon d ate, bcn the publications are bln, te
packag. Pretty ma aeluc aLte b lacturrs te ewlg and endyb th we bave tu ton sts? laitbecauj e r tc Irepnbli.
lemoln dtoba oalicou luic the abisto tpttng ut thelr Pec- in oe pos waut ice support et Hareen s ou a nub ofa rampl
caens prize oOm o descriptieufor th pull pebju tic ra.ting pur- oavie ;bytoe niiopespleanofte avicttayforlWesrende-
clissera. ied le nithat Boe a .facturers bav a1orncmtai. e stoltheit odesmtly There le a grod ca t ts aendtlez sad tyr-
thry dlstribut·d $=-,hd trisedayt htosyCharDrund an4ly=czclndby sal cr gopemnnt o Ici fd eue a dor

-or th re S c-t viSIn tihs ctylias beeneout under Uicbroc. brûe ena owntagcoustbau t Ittloeallgtys tho dstribete ou i
--li ofet ttbeasked States District Attorncy te hotiw l tmou siuplouh mpalh
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facturers that this prctIce of putting prizes into their packages of
smoking hiid chewinglobacco le ilkoly te lead them Into lmfeulty
under the law ; every person so offending bclug liable te a flue of
$500 or te Imprisonncut for six monthe. Now, a physician vho
prescribes "prudential checks te the faimily,".or who issuee a phy-
siological work which is considered somewbt broad in1ts language,
bas, la no Instance been treated In this kindly way. in one Instance
a physician in large practice consulted two different attorneys vhen
the law avas passed, and ho was confidentlyassured by both of them
that physicians vould not be proceeded aginst ; that the law couild
not be Intended to tic the hands of physicians lu such cases. Nover-
theless this physician wvas decoyed by Comstock and heavily fined.
A physLcian in Buffalo, issuing a monograph on spermatorrbea, sub-
mItted his pamphlet to the District Attorney and was referred by
this oflicer to Comstock. The pamphlet vas submitted te the latter,
at least se we were Informed. but the agent of the Vice Society
vouchsafed no opinion in the muatter. Some months af ter the Buf-
falo physiclan was decoyed for mailing bis pamphlet and sentencçd
te pay a fine of $100. A Chicago physiclan issuing a pamphlet on
varions diseases, submitted his work to the Post Ofliee oellciale, anud
they declared It mailable. Comstock came along, or ut least his
Western agent did, and obtaining one of these medical pamphlets
by mail, had the doctor arrested, and he vas actually sentenced te
the state pnson for three years! There vas nothing obsceno in the
pamphlet but it contained somethIng which technically violated this
Comstock law. In another instance a physician faradvanced in life
and in delicate health was proceeded againet and sentenced to one
year's imprisonrent foi simply prescrIbing a preventive of coucep-
tion ! Friende came te bis rescue, testified te his good character,
andsucceeded in getting the sentence commuted te $100 fline.

Now, what we would like te ask, la this : Why should the tobacco
manufacturers be treated with se much more consideration than the
physicians ? There are lots of people who consider doctors necessary
evils; there is not a small party which considers medicines of all
kinds injurious, and there are unquestionably somie vho would be
pleased to have medicine as wel as tobacco swept off the face of the
carth. But there Is probably a larger party that opposes the use of
tobacco than that wehich opposes medicine. It Is quite ente te say
that there are more people who believe that tobacco is injuious than
there are who believé that prevention of conception is immoral.
Nevertheless, those who actually offer a prize te all who will use the
weed are treated thus "gingerly," while physicians who ai'e absoh--
tely decoyed into a technical violation of the iaw, are thus harshly
dealt wlth. Let us mot be fnisunderstood, however, ve are glad this
waruing bas been extended to the tobacco manufacturers instead of
decoying them and subjecting themselves and thelr families to dis
grace and suffering by fines and Imprisonment. The course pursued
In this instance la simply humane and commendable. We only asik
vhy the saine course has net been pursued In the treatment et re-

spectable members of our profession.


