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G IFT  O F IRVING LEVY

C P TT AND RELIGIOUS LIBERTY.

[ O L i b e r t y  ! how many crimes are committed in thy 
name!” So exclaimed Madame Roland, one of the most 

iheroic and most beautiful spirits of the great French Revo
lution, when above her glittered the keen knife of the 
guillotine, and below her glared the fierce faces of the 
maddened crowd, who were howling for her death. But 
Madame Roland, even as she spoke, bowed her fair head 
to  the statue of Liberty which— pure, serene, majestic—  
rose beside the scaffold, and stood white and undefiled in 
the sunlight, while the mob seethed and tossed round jts 
base. Madame Roland bent her brow before Liberty, even 
as the sad complaint passed her lip s ; for well that noble- 
hearted woman knew that the guillotine, by which she was 
to die, had not been raised in a night with the broken 
chains of Liberty, but had been slowly building up, during 
long centuries o f tyranny, out o f the mouldering skeletons 
o f the thousands of victims o f despotism and misrule. T h e  
taunt has been re-echoed ever since, and lovers o f repression 
have changed its words and its meaning, and they have; said 
what noble M adam e R oland would never have said : “  O  
Liberty, how m any crimes are com m itted by thee, and 
because o f  thee !” T h e y  have never said, they have nevei; 
cared to ask, how m any crimes have been com m itted against 
L iberty in the p a st; how m any crimes are daily com m itted 
against her in the England which we boast as free. T h e y  
have never said, they have never cared to ask, whether the 
excesses which have, alas ! disgraced revolutions, whether 
the bloodshed which has ofttim es stained crimson-red the 
fair, white, banner o f L iberty, are not the natural and the 
necessary fruits, not o f  the freedom  w hich is won, bu'c o f  
the tyranny which is crushed. Society  keeps a  num ber o f 
its members uneducated and d e g ra d e d ; it  houses them  
worse than b ru te s ; it pays them  so little that, if a  m an 
w o u ld  not starve, he m ust to il a ll day, w ithout tim e fo r
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relaxation  or for self-culture; it w ithdraw s from  thetn 1  
softening in fluen ces; it shuts them  out from  a ll in te lle c t^  
am u sem en ts; it leaves them  n o pleasures ex cep t the pur|!? 
anim al ones ; it bars against them  the gates o f  the museuJ^ 
an d  the art galleries, and opens to  them  o n ly  the doors 1  
the beer-shop and the g in -p a la ce ; it  sneers at their foiJ 
b u t never seeks to teach them  w is d o m ; it  disdains th^ 
u lowness,”  but never tries to help them  to  b e h ig h e r; and then 
w hen suddenly the masses o f  the p eo p le  rise, maddened 
lo n g  oppression, intoxicated w ith a freedom  for which they 
are not prepared, arrogant with the n ew ly-w on consciousness 
o f  their resistless strength, then S o cie ty , w hich  has kept theî  
brutal, is appalled at their b r u ta lity ; S o cie ty , which has 
k ep t them degraded, shrieks out at the in ev itab le  results of 
that degradation. I have often h eard  w ealth y men and 
w om en talk about the discontent an d  the restlessness of the 
p o o r ; I  have heard them  prattle  ab o u t th e necessity of 
“ keeping the people d o w n ;”  I h ave  h eard  polite and 
refined sneers at the fo lly  an d  th e tireso m e enthusiasm of 
the political agitator, and half-jesting w ishes th at “ the whole 
tribe o f  agitators”  w ould b eco m e extin ct. A n d  as I have 
listened, and have seen the lu xu ry arou n d  th e  speakers I as 
I  have noted the sm ooth current o f  th eir lives, an d  marked 
the irritation displayed at som e p etty  mischance which for a 
m om ent ruffled its even flow ; as I h ave  seen  a ll this, and then 
rem em bered the m iserable hom es th at I  have known, the 
squalor and the hideous p overty , th e hunger and the pain, 
I h ave thought to m yself th at if I c o u ld  take the speakers, 
an d could  plunge them  dow n into th e  life which the despised 
“  m asses ”  live, that the braver-hearted o f them would turn 
into turbulent dem agogues, w h ile  th e  weaker-spirited would 
sink down into hopeless drunkenness and pauperism. These 
rich ones do n ot m ean to  be cru e l when they sneer at the 
complaints of the poor, and they a re  unconscious of the 
m isery w hich underlies an d  gives force to the agitation 
which disturbs their serenity; they do n o t  understand ho* 
the subjects w hich seem to them so  dry a re  thrilling wit 
living interest to the p o o r w ho listen to the “  demagogue, 
or how  his keenest thrusts are pointed in the smithy 
human pain. T h e y  are o n ly  thoughtless, only carded 
only indifferent; and meanwhile the smothered murmurifljj 
m going on around them , and grim Want and Pain 
lOespair are the phantom form s which are undermining theIf 
palaces; and “ they eat, they drink, they marry, and $
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given in marriage,” heedless of the gathering river which is 
beginning to overflow its banks, and which, if it be not 
drained off in time, will “  sweep them all away.” I f  they 
knew their best friends, they would bless the popular 
leaders, who are striving to win social and political reforms, 
and so to avert a revolution. ^

The French Revolution is so often flung, by ignorant 
people, in the teeth of those who are endeavouring to extend 
and to consolidate the reign of Freedom, that it can 
scarcely be deemed out of place to linger for a moment 
on the threshold of the subject, in order to draw from past 
experience the lesson, that bloodshed and civil war do not 
spring from wise and large measures o f reform, but from the 
hopelessness of winning relief except by force, from over
taxation, from unjust social inequality, from the grinding of 
poverty, from the despair and from the misery of the people.
It  shows extremest folly to decline to study the causes o f 
great catastrophes, to reject the experience won b y  the 
misfortunes and by the mistakes o f others, and to refuse to 
profit by the lessons o f the past.

O f  course I  do not mean to say, and I  should be very 
sorry to persuade any one to think, that our state to-day in 
England is as bad as that from which France was only 
delivered through the frightful agony o f the R evolution. • 
But we have in  England, as we shall see as we go on, m any 
o f the abuses left of that feudal system which the R evolution  
destroyed for ever in France. T h e  feudal system  was spread 
all over Europe in the M iddle A ges, those D ark. A ges when 
all sense of equal ju stice  and o f liberty was dead. I t  con
centrated all power in the hands of the fe w ; it to o k  n o  
account o f the masses o f the p e o p le ;,it  handed over the 
poor, bound hand and foot, to the pow er o f  the feudal 
superior, and it cultivated that haughty spirit o f  disdainful 
contem pt for labour, which is still, unfortunately, only to o  
w idely spread throughout our m iddle an d upper classes in  
England. T h is  system  gradually lost its harsher features 
am ong o u rse lves; but in F ran ce it endured up to the tim e 
o f  the R e v o lu tio n ; an d  in this system , ad d ed  to  the fearful 
weight o f taxation under w hich  the p eop le  w ere absolutely- 
crushed and starved to death , lies the secret o f  th e  b lo o d 
shed o f  the R evolution .

Therefore, before passin g on  to  th e  p aralle l b e tw een  our 
state and that o f  ante-revolutionary F ra n ce, I  w o u ld  fain  put 
into  the m ouths o f our friends an  an sw er to  those w ho say
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that the excesses o f  the French R evo lu tion  are the necessart
o u tc o m e  o f  fre e  th o u g h t  in  r e l ig io n  a n d  o f  fre e  action i
p o lit ic s . I t  is p e r fe c t ly  tru e  th a t  th e  d e te rm in a tio n  to 
s h a k e  o f f  a  cru e t a n d  u n ju s t  y o k e  w a s  im p la n te d  in the 
b o s o m s  o f  th e  F r e n c h  p e o p le  b y  th e  w r it in g s  o f  th ose  who 
a r e  c o m m o n ly  c a lle d  th e  E n c y c lo p a e d is ts . T h e s e  m en  wer( 
F r e e th in k e r s  ; so m e  o f  th e m — as H o lb a c h  a n d  D id e r o ts  
m ig h t  fa ir ly  b e  c a lle d  A th e is ts  ; s o m e  w e r e  n o th in g  o f  the 
k in d . T h e s e  m e n  ta u g h t th e  F r e n c h  p e o p le  to  th in k  f they 
n u rtu re d  in  th e ir  b re a sts  a  sp ir it  o f  s e lf - r e lia n c e ;  th e y  roused 
a  sp irit o f  d e fia n ce . T h e s e ,  m e n  r a n g  th e  to csin  which 
a w o k e  F r a n c e , a n d  so fa r  it  is tru e  th a t  F re e th o u g h t pro. 
d u c e d  th e  R e v o lu tio n , a n d  so fa r  F r e e th o u g h t  m a y  well be 
p ro u d  o f  h er w o rk . B u t  n o t  to  F r e e th o u g h t , n o t  to  Liberty, 
m u st b e  a sc r ib e d  th e  e x c e s s e s  w h ic h  s ta in e d  a  revolution 
th a t w as in  its b e g in n in g , th a t m ig h t h a v e  b e e n  throughout, 
so  p u re ly  g lo rio u s. F o r  d o  y o u  k n o w  w h a t F r e n c h  Feudal- 

• ism  w a s ?  D o  y o u  k n o w  w h a t th o s e  te r r ib le  righ ts were, 
w h ich  h a v e  b ra n d e d , so  d e e p ly  in to  th e  F r e n c h  peasant’s 
h e a rt th e h a tre d  o f  th e  o ld  n o b ility , th a t  e v e n  to  th e  present 
d a y  h e  w ill h iss o u t b e tw e e n  c le n c h e d  te e th  the word 
“  a risto cra t,”  w ith  a  p a s s io n a te  h a tr e d  w h ic h  o n e  hundred 
y e a rs  o f  freed om  h a v e  n o t  q u e n c h e d  ?

I n  th e  reig n  o f  L o u is  X I V .  th e re  jyas a  C o u n t , th e  Corate 
d e  C h a ro lo is , w h o  u sed  to  s h o o t d o w n , fo r  h is  amusement, 
th e  p easan ts w h o  h a d  c lim b e d  in to  trees, a n d  th e  tilers who 
'w ere m e n d in g  roofs. T h e  chasse a u x  paysans, as it was 
p le a sa n tly , term ed , th e  “  h u n t o f  p e a s a n ts ,”  w as remembered 
b y  an  o ld  m an  w h o  w as in  P a r is  d u rin g  th e  R e v o lu tio n  as 
o n e o f  th e  am u sem en ts o f  th e  n o b ility  in  h is y o u th . True, 
th e se  acts  w ere  b u t th e  a cts  o f  a  f e w ;  b u t  th e y  w ere  done, 
a n d  th e  p e o p le  d a re d  n o t s tr ik e  back^ T h e n  there was 
an o th er right, a  r ig h t w h ic h  o u tra g e d  a ll  h u m an ity , and 
w h ich  g a v e  to  th e  lo rd  th e  first c la im  to  th e  se rf’s bride. 
T h e  terrib le  story  in  C h a r le s  D ic k e n s ’s “ T a le  o f  T w o  
C itie s  ”  is n o  fiction , e x c e p t  in  d e ta ils , i f  w e  m a y  ju d g e  from 
som e o f  th e ch ro n ic le s  o f  th e  tim e . (D u fa u re  g iv e s  m any 
in terestin g  d eta ils  o n  F r e n c h  fe u d a lism .)  T h e n  th e y  might 
harness th e  serfs, lik e  c a ttle , to  th e ir  ca rts  ; th e y  m ig h t keep 
th em  aw ak e  a ll .n igh t b e a tin g  th e  tre n c h e s  ro u n d  their 
castles, le st n o b le  slu m b ers sh o u ld  b e  d is tu rb e d  b y  the 
cro a k in g  o f th e  frogs. W h e n  a n y  o n e  th ro w s in  th e  R ad ical’s 
teeth  the e x ce sse s  o f  th e  F r e n c h  R e v o lu t io n , le t  th e R a d ic a l 
a n sw er h im  b a c k  w ith  th e se  righ ts, a n d  a s k  i f  it  is to be
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wondered at that nien struck hard, when the outrages and 
the oppressions of centuries were revenged in a few wild 
months ? Marvel not at the short madness that broke out 
a t last; marvel rather at the cowardice which bore in 
silence for so long.

I pass from these hideous rights of feudalism to its milder 
features, as they existed in France before the Revolution, 
and as they exist among us to-day in England. The laws 
by which land is held and transmitted, the rights o f the 
first-born son, the laying-on of taxation by those who do 
not represent the tax-payer, a standing army in which birth 
helps promotion, the Game Laws— all these are relics of 
feudalism, relics which need to be swept away. It is on 
the existence o f these that I  ground my plea for wider 
freedom ; it is on these that I  rely to prove that C ivil and 
Religious Liberty are still very imperfect among ourselves.

In France, before the revolution, people in general, king, 
<]ueen, lords, clergy, thought that things were going on very 
nicely, and very comfortably. True, keener-sighted men 
saw in the misery of the masses the threatened ruin o f the 
throne. True, even R oyalty itself, in the haggard faces 
and gaunt forms that pressed cheering round its carriages,

. read traces o f  grinding poverty, o f insufficient food. True, 
some faint rumour even reached the court, amid its luxury, 
that the houses o f the people were not all they should be, 
nay, that m any o f them were wretched huts, not fit for cattle. 
But what* o f  that ? T h ere was no open reb e llio n ; there 
was no open disloyalty. W hat disloyalty there was, was 
confined to the low er orders, and showed itself b y  a fancy 
o f  the people to gather into R epu blican  clubs, and other 
such societies, where loyalty  to the Crow n was not the lesson 
which they learned from  the speakers’ lips. B u t such d is
loyalty could o f  course be crushed out at any m om ent, an d  
the court w ent ga ily  on its w ay, careless o f  the low , dull 
grow ling in the distance w hich to ld  o f  the com in g storm . 
W e, in E ngland, to-day, are quite a t ease. T ru e , som e o f 
our labourers are p aid  starvation-w ages o f  i o s ., i i s ., 12s., 
a  week, but again I  ask, w hat o f  th at? H a s  not M r. F ra se r  
G rove, late M .P ., to ld  the South  W iltsh ire farm ers that th e y  
had a right to red u ce the lab ourer’s w age to  i i s . a  w eek , if  
h e could liv e  upon it, an d , i f  h e  d id  n o t lik e  it, h e co u ld  
take his labour to o th er m arkets ? W hy sh o u ld  the lab o u rer 
com plain , so lo n g  as h e is a llo w ed  to  liv e ?  T h e n  the houses 
o f  our p eo p le  are sca rce ly  a ll th at th ey  sh o u ld  be, I  h a v e
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been into some so-called homes, com posed o f  two I  
rooms, in one o f which father and mother, boys and girj I 
grow ing up into manhood and wom anhood, were oblige^ 
to sleep in the one room, even in the one bed. I  have seen 
a  room  in which slept four generations, the great-grandfather 1 
and his wife, the grandmother (unmarried), the mother (un, I 
.married), and the little child o f  the latter, and in addition to 1 
these relatives, the room also afforded sleeping accommoda. 
tion to three men lodgers. Y e t people talk about the “ im* I 
m orality o f the agricultural poor,”  as though people could I 
be anything except immoral, when the lads and lasses have I 
to grow up without any possibility o f  being even decent, I 
much less with any possibility o f retaining the smallest I 
shred of natural modesty. T h e only m arvel is how, among I 
our poor, there do grow up now and then fair and pure 
blossoms, worthy o f the most carefully^-guarded homes. But I 
a  very short time since there were worse hovels even than those I 
I  have mentioned. Down at W oolw ich there were “ homes’* I 
composed o f one small room, 12 feet b y  12, and l l j  feet I 
high in the middle o f the sloping roof, and the huts were I 
built o f  bad brick,*the damp o f - which sw eated slowly I 
through the whitewash, and the floor was m ade o f beaten I 
earth, lower in level than the ground outside, and in front I 
o f  the fire they kept a plank all day baking warm and dry, 
in order that at night they might put it into the bed, to I 
•keep the sleeper next the wall from being w e t , through by I 
the drippings as he slept. A n d  in other such huts as these I 
four families lived together, with no partition put up between I 
them, save such poor rags as some lingering feeling o f de- I 
cency might lead them to hang up for them selves— and 
these huts, these miserable huts, were the property of I 
Government, and in them were housed her M ajesty’s *married 
soldiers, housed in such abodes as her M ajesty would not 
allow her cattle to occupy near W indsor or near 
Balmoral. Y et among us there is no opfen rebellion | there 
is no open disloyalty. A m ong us, too, what disloyalty there 
is, is chiefly confined to the lower orders, and that, as every
one knows, can be snuffed out at a  m om ent’s notice. 
Am ong us, it also shows itself, in that fancy o f the people to 
gather into R epublican clubs and other such societies, 
where loyalty to the Crown is not the lesson m ost enforced 
b y  the speakers. T h e  quiet, slow alienation of the people 
from the Throne is going on unobserved ; a  people who 

’ a re  loyal to a monarchy will not form them selves into Repub*
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lican Clubs; yet our rulers never dream that the people are 
discontented, and that these clubs are signs of the times. 
They fancy that the agitation is only the work of the few, 
and that there is no widely-spread disaffection behind the 
Republican teachers; only the leaders of popular move
ments know the vast force which they can wield in case 
of need, but the Government will never listen to these men, 
any more than in France they would listen to Mirabeau, 
until, it was too late. Y et do sensible people think that a 
sound and a healthy society can rest upon the misery of the 
masses? and do our rulers think that palaces stand firm 
when they are built up upon such hovels as those which I 
have described? It appears they do ; for our Queen 
and our Princes seem to believe in the lip-loyalty of 
the crowds which cheer them when they make us happy 
by driving through our streets, loyalty that springs 
from the thoughtlessness of custom, and not from true 
and manly reverence for real worth. For I would not 
be thought to disparage the sentiment of. loyalty; I  
hold it to be one of the fairest blossoms which flower 
on  the emotional side of the nature of man. Loyalty 
to principle, loyalty to a great cause, loyalty to some true 
leader, crowned king of' men by reason of his virtue, of his 
genius, of his strength— such loyalty as this it is no shame 
for, a freeman to yield, such loyalty as this has, in all ages 
of the world, inspired men to the noblest self-devotion, 
nerved men to the most heroic self-sacrifice. But just as 
only those things which are valuable in themselves are 
-thought worthy of imitation in baser metal, so is this 
true golden loyalty imitated by the pinchbeck loyalty, which 
shouts in our streets. For what true loyalty is possible from 

.‘tis towards, the House of Brunswick ? Loyalty to virtue ? 
as enshrined in a Prince of Wales ? loyalty tb liberality, 
and to delicacy of sentiment ? as exemplified by a Duke of 
Edinburgh ? loyalty to any great cause, whose success in 
this generation is bound up with the life oi any member of 
our Royal House ? The very questions send a ripple of 
-laughter through any assemblage of Englishmen, and they 
are beginning to feel, at last,, that true loyalty can only be 
paid to some man who stands head, and shoulders above 
his fellows, and not to some poor dwarf, whom we can only 
see over the heads of the crowd, because he stands on the 
artificial elevation of a throne.

The coujt in France was very extravagant; it spent
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^34,000,000 in eight years, while the people were starving; 
our princes do not spend so much ; they dare not; but that 
the spirit is the same is clearly seen when a wealthy queen 
sends to Parliament to dower her sons and her daughters 
when the scions of a family so rich as are the Brunswicks, 
become beggars to the nation, and pensioners on the pockets 
of the poor. However, courts are expensive things, and if 
we want them we must be content to pay for them. Now, 
in France, the nobles, the clergy, the great landed proprie
tors, paid next to nothing: the heavy burden of taxation 
fell upon the poor. But the poor had not much money 
which they could pay out to the State, and it is not easy to 
empty already empty pockets with any satisfactory results; 
so, in France, they hit upon the ingenious system called 
indirect taxation; they imposed taxes upon the necessaries 
of life; they squeezed money out of the food which the 
people were obliged to buy. Also, those who imposed the 
taxes were not those who paid them : they laid on heavy 
burdens, which they themselv.es did not touch with one of 
their fingers. We, in England, also think that it conduces 
to the cheerful paying of taxes that they should be laid 
chiefly upon those who have no voice wherewith to com
plain of their incidence in Parliament. I f  you want to 
knock a man down, it is very wise to choose a dumb man, 
who cannot raise a cry for help. A  large portion of the 
working classes, and all women, have no votes in the election 
of* members of Parliament, and have therefore no voice iu 
the imposition of the taxes which they are, nevertheless,- 
obliged to pay. It is a long time since Pitt told us 
that “ taxation without representation is robbery f  it is a 
yet longer time since John Hampden taught us howto 
resist the payment of an unjust tax, and yet we are still 
such cravens, or else so indifferent, that we pay millions a 
year in taxation, without determining that we will have a 
voice in the control of our own income. We are crushed 
under a heavy and a yearly increasing national expenditure, 
partly because of our extravagant administration, partly 
because the burden falls unequally, weighing on the poor 
more than upon the rich, and wholly because we have not 
brotherhood enough to combine together, nor manhood 
enough to say that these things shall not be. Our system 
of taxation is radically vicious in principle, because it must 
of necessity fall unequally. Those who impose the burdens 
know perfectly well that it is impossible for the poor to
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refuse to pay indirect taxes, however onerous those taxes 
may be : they must buy the necessary articles of food, 
whether those articles be taxed or n o ; a refusal to pay is 
impracticable, and no combination to abstain from buying is 
possible, because the things taxed are the necessaries of life.
Yet as long as indirect taxation is permitted— and the major 
part of our annual revenue is drawn from Customs and from 
Excise— so long must taxation crush the poor, while it falls 
lightly on the rich.

On this point I direct your attention to the following ex
tract, taken from the Liverpool Financial Reformer, and 
quoted by Mr. Charles Watts in his “ Government and the 
People —

“  A  recent writer in the Liverpool Financial Reformer, 
divided the community into three divisions— first, the aristo
cratic, represented by those who have an annual income of 
£  1,000 and upwards ; the middle classes were represented by 
those who had incomes from ^ioo to ^1,000 ; and the artisan 
or working classes were those who were supposed to have in
comes under ,£100 per year. He then assessed their incomes 
respectively at ^208,385,000 ; ^174,579,000; and ^149,745,000. 
Towards the taxation, each division paid as follows. The 
aristocratic portion contributed ^8,500,000, the middle classes 
^19,513,453, and the working classes ^32,861,474. The writer 
remarks : ‘ The burden of the revenue, as it is here shown to 
fall on the different classes, may not be fractionally accurate,. 
either on the one side or the other, for that is an impossibility 
in the case, but it is sufficiently so to afford a fair representation 
in reference to those classes on whom the burden chiefly falls. 
Passing over the middle classes, who thus probably contribute 
about’their share, the result in regard to the upper and lower 
classes stands thus:— Amount which should be paid to the 
revenue by the higher classes (that is, the classes above 
^1,000 a year), ^23,437,688 ; amount which they do pay, 
£ 8,500,000; leaving a difference of ^14.937,688, so that 
the higher classes are paying nearly £  15,000,000 less than their 
fair share of taxation. Amount which should be paid by the 
working classes (or those having incomes below ^100), 
^'16,846,312 ; amount which they do pay, ,£32,’861;,474; 
making a difference of ^16,015,162 ; so that the working 
classes are paying about ^16,000,000 more than their fair 
share. In other words, the respective average rates paid upon 
the assessable income of the two classes are— by the higher 
classes, iod. per pound; the working classes, 4s. 4d. That 
is to say, the working classes are paying at a rate five times 
more heavily than the wealthy classes.’ *

T h e  whole system  o f  laying taxes on the necessaries o f life



is radically vicious in principle; to tax the necessaries 
life is to sap the strength and to shorten the life of those I  
men and those women on whose strength and whose fife 
the prosperity of.the country depends ; it is to enfeeble the I 
growing generation ; it is to make the children pale and 
stunted; it is, in fact, to undermine the constitution of the I 
wealth-producers. T o  tax food is to tax life itself, instead 
of taxing incomes; it is a financial system which is, at once, 
cruel and suicidal. As a matter o f fact, taxes taken off 
food have not decreased the revenue, and when this policy ' 
o f taxing food shall have become a thing of the past, then 
a healthier and more strongly-framed nation will bear with 1  
ease all the necessary burdens of the State. Indirect taxa
tion is also bad, because it implies a number o f small taxes 
(some o f which are scarcely worth the cost of collecting), 
and thus necessitates the employment of a numerous staff ' 
o f officials, whereas one large direct tax would be more 
easily gathered in.

I t  is also bad, because, with indirect taxation, it is 
almost impossible for a man to know what h e . really 
does pay towards the support o f the State. It is right and 
just that every citizen in a free country should consciously 
contribute to the maintenance o f the Governm ent which he 
has himself placed over him | but when he knows exactly 
what he is paying, he will probably think it worth while to 
examine into the national expenditure, and to insist on a 
wise economy in the public service. I  do. not mean the 
kind o f economy which is so relished b y Governments, the 
economy which dismisses skilled workmen, whose work is 
needed, while it retains sinecures for personages in high 
p laces; but I  mean that just and wise econom y which gives 
good pay for honest work, but which refuses to pay dukes, 
earls, even princes, for doing nothing. T h is great problem 
o f  fair and equal taxation ought to be thoroughly studied 
and thought over by every citizen ; few infringements on 
equal liberty are so fraught with harm and m isery as are- 
those which pass almost unnoticed under the head of 
“  collection o f the revenue ” ; few reforms are so urgently 
needed as a reform o f our financial system, and a fair adjust
ment o f the burdens o f  taxation.

In  France they had' Gam e Law s. I f  the season were 
cold  the farmers might not mow their hay at the proper 
time, lest the birds should lack  c o v e r ; they m ight not hoe 
the corn, lest they should break the partridge e g g s ; the
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birds fed o ff the crops, an d  th ey  m igh t n o t sh o o t o r  tra p  
th e m ; if  they transgressed the G am e L aw s th e y  w ere sen t 
to the ga lleys; herds of w ild boar an d red  d eer roam ed  o ver the 
country, and the farm ers and the p easan ts w ere fo rb id d en  to  

.in terfere with them . E n g lish m e n !• w ho c a ll yo u rselve s  free, 
d o  you im agine that th ese relics o f barbarism , sw ep t a w a y  
b y  the F ren ch  R e v o lu tio n  in  o n e m em o rab le  n igh t, are  
n othin g but archaeological curiosities, a rch a ic  re m a in s,fo ssil
ised  m em orials o f a  lon g-p ast tyran n y ? O n  th e co n trary , 
our G am e L aw s in E n g la n d  are as harsh as th o se  I  h a v e  
c ite d  to you, an d  the w orst facts I  am  g o in g  to  re la te  y o u  
h ave no p aralle l in  th e h istory  of F ra n c e . T h e s e  ca ses  are  
so  sham eful that th ey  ou gh t to  h a v e  raised  a  sh o u t o f  e x e 
cration  through the l a n d ; th ey  h a v e  b een  c o v e re d  up, an d  
hushed up, as far as p ossib le , an d  I  h a v e  ta k e n  th em  from  a  
P arliam en tary B lu e -b o o k ; an d  I  h ave  tak en  th em  th e n c e  
m yself, b ecau se I  w o u ld  n o t q u o te  a t seco n d -h an d  d e e d s  so  
d isgracefu l, that had I  n o t read  th em  in  th e  d ry  p a g es o f  a  
P arliam en tary C o m m issio n  I  sh o u ld  h a v e  fa n c ie d  th at th e y  
h ad  been eith er care lessly  or p u rp o se ly  e x a g g e ra te d  in  o rd e r  
to  poin t a  tirad e again st th e  rich . I  a llu d e  to  th e  d eer- 
forests o f  S co tlan d .

B u t b efo re  d e a lin g  w ith  th ese  it  is in te re stin g  to  n o te  
the curious p oin ts o f  s im ilarity  b e tw e e n  o u r G a m e  L a w s  
an d  th ose o f  th e  F ren ch . I n  F ra n c e , th e y  w ere  so m e
tim es fo rb id d en  to  m ow  th e  h a y  b e ca u se  o f th e  c o v e r  
it  y ie ld e d  to  the b ird s : in E n g la n d , y o u  w ill so m e tim es fin d  
a  clause in serted  in  th e  le a se  o f  a  farm , b in d in g  th e  farm er 
to  reap w ith  th e  s ick le  in stead  o f  w ith  th e  scy th e , th a t is, to  
reap  w ith  an  in strum en t th at d o e s  n o t c u t  th e  co rn -sta lk s  o ff  
c lo se  to  the grou n d , so  th a t c o v e r  m a y  b e  le ft  fo r  th e  b ird s  ; 
thus the farm ers’ profits a re  d e c re a se d  b y  th e  a m o u n t o f  
straw  w h ich  is le ft  to  ro t in  th e  g ro u n d  fo r  th e  la n d lo r d ’s 
am usem en t. I n  F ra n c e , th e  g a m e m ig h t n o t  b e  to u c h e d  
ev en  i f  the cro p s w ere d a m a g e d ; in  E n g la n d , th e  h a res  m a y  
ruin a  y o u n g  p lan ta tio n , a n d  th e  farm er m ay. n o t  sn a re  o r  
sh oot them . In  F ra n c e , th o se  w h o  tra n sg re sse d  th e  G a m e  
L aw s w ere sen t to  th e  g a l le y s ; in  E n g la n d , w e  se n d  th e m  
to  prison w ith  h a rd  la b o u r, a n d  w e  a c tu a lly  p a y  fo r  th e  
rnanhfacture o f  10,000 crim in a ls  e v e ry  y e a r , in  o rd e r  th a t 
our P rin ces o f  W a le s  a n d  o u r la n d e d  p ro p rie to rs  m a y  m a k e  
it  the business o f  th eir liv e s  “  to  sh o o t p o u ltry .”  I n  F r a n c e , 
the herds o f  w ild  b o a r  an d  re d  d e e r  m ig h t n o t  b e  m o le s t e d ; 
in  E n g la n d  w e m a n a g e  th e se  th in g s  b e t t e r ; w e  h a v e , u n -
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fortunately, no wild boar, but w e clear our farmers and 0ll 
peasants out o f  the way in order that w e m ay be sure that 
our deer are not interfered with. A s  the son of a Highland 
proprietor said, when planning a new  d eer-forest: the fir*t
thing to do, you know, is to clear out the people.”  Thefirtt I 
thing to do is to clear out the people ? Y e s  1 clear out the I 
people : the people, who have lived  on the land for years 
and who have learned to love it as though they had been 
born landowners ; the people who have tilled and cultivated 
it, making it laugh out into cornfields w hich have fed hun
dreds o f the p o o r; the people, who have wrought on it, and 
toiled with plough and sp a d e ; turn out the people and I  
m ake way for the animals; level the hom es o f the people 
and make a hunting ground for the rich. “  It  is no deer- 
forest if the farmers are all there,”  said a witness before the 
Com m ission; and so you see the farmers must go, for of 
course it is necessary that we should have deer-forests.' No 
less than forty families, owning seven thousand sheep, 
seven thousand goats, and two hundred head ’o f cattle, 
were turned out from their hom es in the time of the 
present Marquis o f H untly’s grandfather, their houses were j 
pulled down, and their land was planted with fir-trees; 
some of the leases were bought up | in cases where they 
had expired the people were bidden go. A n d  thus it comes 
to pass, according to the evidence o f  one witness— a witness 
■ whom members o f the Commission tried hard to browbeat, 
but whose evidence they utterly failed to shake— thus it 
comes to pass that |  you see in the deer-forests the ruins 
o f numerous hamlets, with the grass grow ing over •them.”'
A  pathetic picture of homes laid desolate, o f  the fair course 
o f peaceful lives roughly broken into 1 o f  helpless and 
oppressed people, o f selfish and greedy wealth. “  From 
Glentanar, thirty miles from Aberdeen, you  can walk in 
forests until you come to the A tlantic.”  A n d  this evil is 
growing rapid ly; in 1 8 1 2  there were on ly five deer-forests 
m Scotlan d : in 1 8 7 3  there were seventy. In  1870, 
1,3 2 0 ,0 0 0  acres o f land were forest; in 1 8 7 3 ,  there were 
2,000,000 acres thus rendered useless. U n d er these cir
cumstances, it is scarcely to be wondered at that the popu
lation is decreasing; the population o f Argyleshire in 1831 
was 10 3 ,3 3 0  ; in 1 8 7 1 ,  forty years later, when it ought to 
have largely increased, it had, on the contrary, decreased to 
7 5 > 6 3 5  \ in Inverness it was 9 4 ,9 8 3  ; during the same time 
it has gone down to 8 7 ,4 8 0 .

1 4  CIVIL AND RELIGIOUS LIBERTY.
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But this is not all. W hile some farmers and peasants are 

cleared out ”  altogether, those who are allowed to remain 
suffer much from the depredations o f the deer and other 
game. In Aberdeenshire alone no less than 291 farmers 
complained o f the enormous dam age that was done to their 
crops by the deer. T h e  deer-forest is not generally fenced 
in ; and as deer are very partial to turnips, it naturally follows 
that the herds com e out o f the forest and feed off the 
farmers’ crops. O ne proprietor graciously states that he 
does his best to keep the deer away from the farms, but—  
judging by the com plaints o f the farmers— these laudable 
efforts scarcely appear to be crowned with the success 
that they deserve. N o t only, however, do the deer stray 
out o f  the forests, but the farmers’ sheep stray in, and as 
sheep are not gam e he is not perm itted to follow  them to 
fetch them out. W hen such evidence as this com es out, 
and we know the pressure that is put upon tenants b y  their 
landlords, and the danger they run by giving offence to their 
powerful masters, we can ju d ge how m uch m ore rem ains 
behind of which we know  nothing. A n d , in the nam e o f  
com m on justice, what is all this for? W h y should a  farm er 
be com pelled to keep his landlord’s gam e for him ? W hy 
should the farmer’s crops suffer to am use a m an w ho does 
nothing except inherit land ? T h is  wide-spread loss, these 
desolated hom es, these ruined lives, w hat m ighty national 
benefit have these m iseries bought for E n glan d  ? T h e y  a ll  
occur in order that a  few  rich  m en m ay occasion ally— when 
other pleasures pall on the ja d e d  taste, and ennui becom es 
insupportable— have the n ovel excitem ent o f  shooting at 
a  stag. V erily  w e h ave a  right to  boast o f  our freedom  
when thousands o f  citizens suffer for the sake o f  the am use
m ent o f  the few.

B u t these deer-forests d o  n o t o n ly  injure the unfortun ate 
people who are turned out to  m ake room  for th e deerj an d  
the farmers w ho lose the full profit o f  their la b o u r ; to turn 
cultivable land into deer-forests is to decrease the food-supply of 
the country. Som e p eop le say that o n ly  w orthless lan d  is  
used for this p urp ose; but this is n o t true, for pasture-ground 
has been turned into forests. I n  on e p lace , 800 h ead  o f  
cattle  and 500 sheep w ere fed  upon  o n e q u arter o f  the la n d  
w hich now  supports 750 red  d eer. T h a t  is to  say, th at 1,300.* 
anim als go o d  for foo d  w ere n ourish ed  b y  th e  la n d  w h ich  is  
now  d evoted  to  th e  m ain ten an ce o f  1 8 7 !  u seless d eer. 
J u d g e  then o f th e d ecrease  o f the fo o d  su p p ly  o f  the country-



'which is im plied in the fact that one-tenth part of Scotland 1 
is now  m oor and forest. A  baillie o f  A berd een  calculates 
the loss to the country at no less than 20 m illions o f pounds 
o f  m eat annually. In  England things are n ot so bad; but 
in E ngland, also, the cultivation o f the lan d wasted in game- 
preserving would in crease' to an alm ost incalculable extent 
th e  food supply o f the country. T h ere  is the vast estate of 
Chillingw orth, kept for a few w ild cattle, in order that a 
P rin ce of W ales m ay now and then drive about it, and from 
the safe eminence of a cart m ay have the pleasure of shoot- j 
in g  at a bull. But at this point the question o f  the Game Laws 
m elts insensibly into that o f  the L an d  Law s, for under | j 
ju st system o f Land Tenure such deeds as these would be j 
im possible; then, men could not, for their own selfish 
amusement, turn sheep-walks into forests, and farms into 
moors. y   ̂ '

W ith our great and increasing population it is abso- j 
lutely necessary that all cultivable land should be under 
cultivation. T o  hold uncultivated, land which is capable of 
producing bread and meat is a crim e against the State. It 
is well known to be one o f the points o f  the “  extreme” 

'R a d ic a l programme that it should be rendered penal to hold 
large quantities of cultivable land uncultivated. Then, 
instead o f sending the cream o f our peasantry abroad, to seek 
in  foreign countries the land which is fenced in from them 
at hom e; instead of driving them -to seek from the stranger 
the work which is denied to them in the country of their 
b irth ; we should keep Englishm en in E ngland to make 
England strong and rich, and give land to the labour which 
is starving for work, and labour to the land which is barren 
for the lack o f it. |  Land to labour, and labour to land” 
ought to be our battle-cry, and should be the m otto engraven 
o n  our shield.

But it is impossible to throw land open to labour so long 
as the laws render its transmission from seller to buyer so 
expensive and so cumbersome a proceeding. I t  is impossible 
also to effect any radical improvement so long as the land 
is tied up in the hands o f the few fortunate individuals who 
are now permitted to monopolise, it. H a lf  the land of 
England, and four-fifths of thd land o f Scotland, is owned by 
160 families. These few own the land which ought to be 

-devoted to the good o f the nation. Lan d, like  air, and like 
a ll other natural gifts, cannot- rightly be held as private 
property. T h e  only property which can ju stly  be claimed
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CIVIL AND RELIGIOUS LIBERTY. 1 7
in land is the im provem ent w rought in the soil. W hen a  
m an has put labour or m oney into the lan d  he farms, then 
h e has a right to the advantages w hich accrue from his to il 
and from his invested.capital. B u t this principle is the v e ry  
contrary o f that w hich is em bodied in our L a n d  L aw s. The- 
great landowners d o  nothing for the land th ey o w n ; they 
spend nothing on the soil w hich m aintains them  in such 
luxury. I t  is the farmers an d the labourers w ho have a  
right to life-tenancy in the soil, or, m ore exactly, to a  
tenancy, lasting as lon g as they continue to im prove 
it. T h e  farmer, w hose m oney is put into the lan d —  
.the labourer, w hose strength enriches the soil— these are 
the men w ho ought to be the landow ners o f  E ngland. A s  
it  is, the farm er takes a  fa rm ; he invests capital in i t ; he 
rises early to superintend his la b o u re rs; the lan d  rew ards 
him  with her riches, she gives him fuller crops and fatter 
cattle, and then the landlord steps in, and raises the rent, 
and thus absolutely punishes thedarm er for his energy and 
his thrift. T h e  id le m an stands b y  with his hands in h is 
pockets, and then claim s a  share o f the profits w hich accrue 
from  the busy m an’s labour. M eanw hile the labourer— he 
whose strong arms have guided the plough, and w ielded th e 
spade, h e who has m ade the harvest an d  tend ed the ca ttle  
— what do our just L a n d  L aw s g iv e  to h im ? T h e y  g iv e  

‘him  a w retched hom e, a  pittance sufficient— generally a t 
least— to “  keep  b o d y  an d soul together,”  parish p ay  w hen 
he is ill, the w orkhouse in  his o ld  age, and he sleeps at last 
in  a pauper’s grave. O  ! ju st and-beneficent E n glish  L a w  ! 
T o  the id le  man, the lion ’s share o f  the profits; to the 
m an who does m uch, a  sm all sh are; to  the m an w ho 
does m ost o f all, ju st enough to enable him  to w ork for 
his masters. B u t i f  th is gross in justice b e p oin ted  out, i f  
w e protest against this cryin g evil, and declare that these 
crim es shall cease in  E ngland, then these landow ners arise  
and com plain that we are tam pering with th e “ sacred rights 
o f  property.”  Sacred  rights o f  p ro p e r ty ! B u t w hat o f th e 
m ore sacred rights o f  hum an life ? T h e  life o f  the poor is 
m ore holy than the property o f  the rich, an d  fam ished m en  
and wom en m ore w orthy o f  care than the acres o f  the 
noblem an. I f  these vast estates are fen ced  in  from us b y  
parchm ent fences, so that w e cannot throw  them  open t a  
labour, so that w e can n ot m ake the desert p laces go ld en  
with corn, and rich w ith sheep and o x e n ; i f  these vast 
estates are fenced in from  us b y  parchm ent fences, then I
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say that the plough must go through the p arch m en t, in ord» 
that the p eople m ay have bread.

T h e  m aintenance o f a standing arm y, in  w h ich  birth helps 
prom otion, is another b lot upon ou r sh ield . A  Duke of 
C am bridge, G eneral C om m an din g-in-C hief, an d  Colonel of 
four regiments, who holds these offices b y  virtue o f  his “ high* 
birth, and in spite o f  the m ost p a lp ab le  in capacity, is an
absurdity which ought not to b e  to lerated  in a country 
w hich  pretends to be free. A  P rin ce  o f  W ales, who has 
never seen war, made a F ield-M arshal; a  D u k e  o f  Edinburgh, 
created a Post-Captain; such ap poin tm en ts as these are a 
disgrace to the country, and a b itter satire on our army and 
our navy. Carpet-soldiers are useless in tim e o f  war, and- 
they are a burden in tim e o f  p e a c e ; an d  to  squander 
England’s m oney on such officers as these, sim ply because 
they chance to be born Princes, is a  d istin ct breach  o f equal 
C iv il Liberty.

T h e  need o f  E lectoral R eform  is w ell-know n  to all students 
o f  politics. N o  country is free in  w hich  a ll ad u lt citizens 
have not a voice in the governm ent. A  representation 
which is based upon a  property qualification  is radically 
vicious in principle. B ut not o n ly  is our c iv il liberty 
cram ped by the fact that the m ajority  o f  citizen s are not 
represented at all, but even the poor representation  we have 
is unequally and unjustly distributed. In  on e p lace 136 
men return a m em ber to P arliam en t; in another, 18,000 
fail to return their candidate. In 'P a rlia m e n t n o  members 
represent 83,000 voters. T h e  n ext n o  represent 1,080 ,0 0 0 . 
A  group of 70,000 voters return 4 m em bers ;: an other group 
o f  70,000 return 80. In  one instance, 30.000 voters out
weigh 546,000 in Parliam ent b y  a  m ajority  o f  9. Hence 
it follows that a m inority o f  electors ru le  E n glan d , and, 
however desirable it may be that m inorities sh ould  be re
presented, it is surely not desirable that th ey  should  rule. 
O ur present system throws overw helm ing p ow er into the 
hands of the titled and landow ning classes, w ho, b y  means 
o f  small and manageable boroughs, are a b le  to  o u tvo te  the 
masses of the people congregated in the large tow ns. A s  long 
as this is the case, as long as every citizen  d oes n o t possess 
a  vote, as long as the few  can, b y  m eans o f  u n equ al dis
tribution o f electoral power, control the action s o f the 
many, so long England is not free, an d  c iv il liberty  is not 
won.

T o  strike at the H ouse o f  L ord s is to strike a t a  dying
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institution; but dying men sometimes live long, and dying 
institutions may last for centuries if  only they are nursed 
and tended with sufficient care. A  House in the election 
o f  whose members the people have no v o ic e ; a H ouse 
whose members are born into it, instead o f winning their 
way into it by service to the State ; a House which is built 
upon cradles and not upon merit; a House whose delibe
rations may be shared in by fools or by knaves, provided 
only that the brow be coronelted— such a H ouse is a dis
grace to- a free country, and an outrage on popular liberty.
A s might be expected from its constitution, this H ouse 
o f Lords has ever stood in the path o f every needed reform, 
until it has been struck out o f the way b y hidden menac,e 
or by stern command. Is there any abuse whose days are 
numbered? be sure it will be defended in the H ouse o f 
Lords. Is there a m onopoly which needs to be abolished? 
be sure it will be cham pioned in th e 'H o u se  o f Lords, Is  
there any popular liberty asked for ? be sure it w ill 
be refused in the H ouse of Lords. Is  there an y 
fetter struck from o ff the lim bs o f  progress 1 be sure that 
some cunning smith will be found to weld the fragm ents 
together again, under the nam e o f an am endm ent, in the 
H ouse o f Lords. T h e  on ly use of the thing is, that 
it m ay act as a political barom eter b y  w hich to prognosticate • 
the coining w eath er; that which the H ou se o f  L ord s b lesses 
is most certainly doom ed, w hile w hatever it frowns upon  is 
crow ned for a speedy triumph. I t  has n ot even  the m erit 
o f  courage, this craven assem blage o f toy-players at legisla
tion ; how ever b o ld ly  it roars out its “  N o ,”  a  frow n from, 
the H ouse o f  C om m ons m akes it trem ble an d y i e ld ; lik e  a  
reed, it stands upright enough in the calm  w e a th e r ; lik e  a  
reed, it bows before the storm -w ind o f a  p op u lar cry . A s  a  
-question o f  practical p olitics, th e H o u se  o f  L o rd s sh o u ld  b e  
struck at a lm ost rather than the C ro w n , b e ca u se  th e  w h o le  
principle o f  aristo cracy  is em b o d ied  in  th at H o u se , th e  
w hole fatal n otion  that the a cc id e n t o f  b irth  g iv e s  th e r ig h t 
to  rule. O ur p u p p et k in g s an d  q u een s are le ss  d ire c tly  
injurious to th e  com m o n w ealth  th an  is t h i s ' title d  H o u s e . 
T h e  gild ed  figure-head in jures th e S tate-vessel le ss  th an  th e  
presence o f  h an d s on h er tiller-ropes w h ich  k n o w  n a u g h t o f  
navigation. A n d  w ith  th e  fa ll o f  th e  H o u s e  o f  L o r d s  m u st 
crash dow n the thron e, w h ich  is b u t th e  o rn a m e n t u p o n  its  
roof, the co m p letio n  o f  its  e le v a tio n  ; so  th a t w h e n  th e  to y - 
house has fallen  a t th e  b re a th  o f  th e  p e o p le ’s lip s , a n d  w e



u pon  her limb?, with her sce p tre  w r e a th e d  in  o live -b ra n ch  
a n d  her feet shod with p le n ty , th a t fa ir  a n d  glori0 s» 
R e p u b lic  for which we h a v e .y e a r n e d  a n d  t o ile d  s o  lon g, *

H avin g seen the chief blots u p o n  o u r  C i v i l  L ib e r t y ,  i | §  
turn our attention to the d efects in  o u r r e lig io u s  f r e e f f l  
A n d  here I plead, neither as F r e e th in k e r  n o r. a s  Secularist 
but sim ply as a citizen o f  a  m ig h ty  S ta te , a n d  m e m b e r  of i  
com m unity which pretends to  b e  free. F o r  e v e r y  shade of 
Nonconform ity I  plead, from th e  R o m a n  C a t h o lic  to i f  I 
Atheist, for all whose con scien ces d o  n o t  fit in to  th e  mould I 
provided by the Establishm ent, a n d  w h o s e  th o u g h t  refuses to I  
be fettered by the bands o f a  S tate  re ligio n . I  c r a v e  for every I  
man, whatever be his creed, that his fre e d o m  o f  c o n s c ie n c e  be I  
heldsacred. Ia sk  for every m an, w h a te v e r  b e  h is  b e lie f, that he I  
shall notsuffer, in civil matters, for his faith  or fo r h is  w an  t of faith. I 
I  demand for every man, w hatever b e  h is  o p in io n s , that he I  
shall be able to speak out w ith h o n est fra n k n e ss th e  results I  
o f honest thought, without forfeiting h is r ig h ts  a s  citizen, I 
without destroying his social position, a n d  w ith o u t troubling I 
his domestic peace. W e h ave n o t to -d a y , in  E n g la n d , the I 
scourge and the rack, the g ib b et an d  th e  sta k e , b y  which I 
men’s bodies are tortured to  im p ro ve th e ir  souls, but I 
we have the scourge o f calum ny a n d  th e  r a c k  o f  severed I  
friendship, we have the gibbet o f p u b lic  sco rn , a n d  the stake I 
o f a ruined home, b y  which w e c o m p e l conformity to I 
dogma, and teach men to be h ypocrites th a t th e y  may eat 1 1 
piece o f bread. T h e  spirit is the sam e, th o u g h  th e form of I 
the torture be changed; and m any a  sa d d e n e d  life, and many I 
a  wrecked hope, bear testim ony to the fa c t th a t religious I 
liberty is still but a name, and freedom  o f  th o u g h t is still a I 
crime. Public opinion, and social feeling, w e c a n  but strive I 
to influence and to im prove; what I  w o u ld  la y  stress upon I 
here, is the existence of a certain institution, a n d  o f  certain I 
laws, which foster this one-sided feeling, a n d  which are a I 
direct infringement of the rights o f the in d iv id u a l conscience.

First and foremost, overshadowing the la n d  by h e r gigan tic I 
monopoly, is the Church as b y  law established . T h is  body  
— one sect among many s e c t s - i s  given  b y  la w  many privi
leges which are not accorded to an y other re ligio u s deno
mination. H er ministers are the State-officers o f  re lig io n ;

an
in



h er h igh est d ign itaries le g is la te  fo r  th e  w h o le  E m p ire  ; 
national graveyards, a re  th e  p ro p e rty  o f  h er c le r g y ; a n d  th e  
b est parts o f  n atio n al b u ild in gs a re  o w n e d  b y  h er re c to rs . 
S o  lo n g  as the S ta te  w as C h ristia n  a n d  o rth o d o x , so  lo n g  
m ight the E stab lish m en t o f  the S ta te -re lig io n  b e  d e fe n s ib le , 
b u t the m om en t th at th e  C h u rc h  c e a s e d  to  b e  c o -e x te n s iv e  
w ith  the nation, th at sam e m o m e n t d id  h e r  E s ta b lis h m e n t 
b eco m e an in ju stice  to  th a t p o rtio n  o f  th e  n a tio n  w h ich  d id  
n o t conform  to h er cree d . E v e r y  lib e rty  w o n  b y  th e  N o n 
con form ist has b een  a  b lo w  stru ck  a t th e  re a so n a b le n e ss  o f  
the E stablishm en t. S h e  is n o th in g  n o w  b u t a  p a lp a b le  
anachronism . Jew s, R o m a n  C a th o lic s , e v e n  “  In fid e ls  ’ * 
(p ro vid ed  o n ly  th at th e y  v e il th eir In fid e lity ) , m a y  sit in  
th e  H o u se  o f  P arliam en t. T h e y  m a y  a lte r  th e  C h u r c h ’s 
articles, th ey  m a y  d efin e hdr d o ctrin e s , th e y  m a y  c h a n g e  
h er c r e e d ;  she is o n ly  th e  m ere  crea tu re  o f  th e  S ta te , 
b ou gh t b y  lan d s a n d  p riv ileg e s  to  serve  in  a  g ild e d  s la v e ry . 
T h e  truth or th e  un truth  o f  h e r  d o ctrin e s  is n o th in g  
to  the point. I  p rotest in  p rin c ip le  a g a in st th e  esta b lish 
m ent b y  th e  S ta te  o f  a n y  form  o f  re lig io u s, o r  o f  an ti-re lig io u s, 
b elief. T h e  S tate  is n o  ju d g e  in  su ch  m atters ; le t  e v e r y  
m an fo llow  his ow n co n scie n ce , an d  w o rsh ip  a t  w h a t sh rin e  
his reason b id s him , a n d  le t  n o  m an  b e  in ju re d  b e ca u se  h e  
differs from  his n eigh b o u r’s cree d . T h e  C h u rc h  E s ta b lis h 
m ent is an  insult to  e v e ry  R o m a n  C a th o lic , to  e v e ry  P ro te s 
tan t dissenter, to  e v e ry  F re e th in k e r, in  th e  E m p ire . T h e  
nation al p ro p erty  u su rp ed  b y  th e  E sta b lish m e n t m ig h t 
lighten the n atio n al b u rden s, w e re  it  o th erw ise  a p p lie d , so  
that, in d irectly , ev ery  n o n -C h u rch m an  is ta x e d  fo r  th e  su p p o rt 
o f  a  creed  in  w h ich  h e d o es n o t b e lie v e , a n d  fo r  th e  m a in 
ten an ce of m inistrations b y  w h ich  h e  d o e s  n o t  p rofit. T h e  
C h u rch  m ust b e  d estro y ed , as  a n  E sta b lish m e n t, b e fo re  
religious eq u ality  can  b e  a n y th in g  m ore th a n  an  e m p ty  n a m e .

T h e re  are law s u p o n  the S tatu te  B o o k  w h ic h  g r ie v o u s ly  
outrage th e  rights o f  co n sc ie n ce , a n d  w h ic h  s u b je c t  a n  
“  apostate ”— that is, a  p erso n  w h o  h as b e e n  e d u c a te d  in , o r  
w ho has p rofessed  C h ristia n ity , a n d  h as su b s e q u e n tly  
ren ou n ced  it— to  lo ss o f  a ll c iv il righ ts, p r o v id e d  th a t th e  
law  b e  put in  fo rce  again st h im . T h e  r ig h t o f  e x c o m m u n ic a 
tion, lo d g ed  in th e  C h u rch , is, I  th in k , a  p e r fe c tly  fa ir  r ig h t, 

provided that it carry with it no civil penalties whatsoever. 
T h e  C h u rch , lik e  a n y  o th er c lu b , o u g h t to  b e  a b le  to  e x c lu d e  
an  o b jection ab le  m em b er, b u t sh e o u g h t n o t  to  b e  a b le  to  c a ll  
in  the arm  o f  th e la w  to  im p o se  n o n -sp iritu al p en a ltie s . B u t
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th e  “  a p o s ta te  ”  lo se s  a ll c iv i l  r ig h ts . T h e  la w , a s  la id  
is a s  fo llo w s  : “  E n a c te d  b y  s ta tu te  9 a n d  1 0 , W il l ia m  i t ?> I 
c a p  3 2 , th a t i f  a n y  p erso n  e d u c a te d  in , o r  h a v i n g  m a d e  profe ’ 
s io n  o f, th e  C h ristia n  r e lig io n , s h a ll  b y  w r i t in g ,  p rin tin ^  I  a  
te a c h in g , o r  a d v ise d  s p e a k in g , a s s e r t  o r  m a in t a in  th e r e  af* I   ̂
m o r e  G o d s  than  o n e, o r  s h a ll d e n y  th e  C h r i s t ia n  re lig io n  to I  o 
b e  tru e [this A c t  a d d s  to  th e se  o ffe n c e s , t h a t  o f  “ d e n y in g  any I  t ; 
o n e  o f  th e  person s in  th e  T r i n i t y  t o  b e  G o d , ”  b u t  it  f t j  II j  
re p e a le d  quoad hoc, b y  53 G e o r g e  I I I . ,  c .  6 0 ]  o r  t h e  H oly & 
S crip tu re s  o f  th e  O ld  a n d  N e w  T e s t a m e n t s  t o  b e  o f  diving H  i 
a u th o rity , h e  sh a ll u p o n  th e  firs t o f fe n c e  b e  r e n d e r e d  in. 1  a 
c a p a b le  to  h o ld  a n y  e c c le s ia s tic a l, c iv i l ,  o r  m i l i t a r y  o ffice , or I  c 
e m p lo y m e n t, a n d  fo r  th e  s e c o n d , b e  r e n d e r e d  incapable of I  1 
b r in g in g  a n y  a ctio n , o r  to  b e  g u a r d ia n , e x e c u t o r ,  legatee, or 
g ra n te e , an d  sh a ll suffer th re e  y e a r s ’ im p r is o n m e n t  without I  \ 
b a il. T o  g iv e  ro om , h o w e v e r , fo r  r e p e n t a n c e ,  if within I 
fo u r m on th s a fter th e  first c o n v ic t io n , t h e  d e l i n q u e n t  will, in I  
o p e n  cou rt, p u b lic ly  r e n o u n c e  h is  e r r o r , h e  is  discharged I 
fo r  th at o n ce  from  a ll d is a b ilit ie s .”  S o m e  w i l l  say that this 
la w  is  n e v e r  p u t in  f o r c e ; tru e , p u b l ic  o p i n i o n  would not 
a llo w  o f  its  g e n e ra l e n fo rce m e n t, b u t  i t  is  t u r n e d  against 
th o s e  w h o  are p o o r a n d  w e a k , w h ile  i t  l e t s  t h e  s t r o n g  go 
free. B e s id e s , it  h an gs o v e r  e v e r y  s c e p t ic ’s  h e a d  like the 
sw o rd  of D a m o c le s , a n d  it  s e r v e s  a s  a  t h r e a t  a n d  menace in 
th e  h a n d  o f  e v e ry  cru e l a n d  b ig o te d  C h u r c h m a n , who wants to 
e x tr a c t  a n y  c o n c e ss io n  fro m  an u n b e lie v e r .  No law that can 
be enforced is obsolete; it  m a y  l ie  d o r m a n t  f o r  a  t im e ,  but it 
is  a  sab re , w h ich  ca n  a t  a n y  m o m e n t  b e  d r a w n  fr o m  the | 
s h e a t h ; th e  “  o b so le te  |  la w  a b o u t  th e  S a b b a t h  closed the ' 
B rig h to n  A q u a riu m , a n d  R o s h e r v i l le  G a r d e n s ,  and is found | 

to  b e  q u ite  e a sy  o f  e n fo r c e m e n t | th o u g h  p e o p l e  would have 
la u g h e d , a sh o rt t im e  s in ce , a t  th e  id e a  o f  a n y o n e  grumbling at 
its  p re se n ce  o n  th e  S ta tu te  Book. P o o r ,  h a r m le s s ,  half-witted, 
T h o m a s  P o o le y , in  1 8 5 7 , fo u n d  th e  B la s p h e m y  Laws by no 
m e a n s “  a d e a d  le t te r  ”  in  th e  m o u th  o f  L o r d  J ustice Cole- B  

rid g e . A n d  th e re  a r e  plenty o f  other c a s e s  o f  injustice 
w h ich  h a v e  ta k e n , a n d  d o  t a k e  p la c e  u n d e r  t h e s e  laws, which 
m ig h t b e  q u o te d  w e re  it  w o r th  w h ile  t o  fill up space with 
th em , a n d  b u t little is  needed to  fa n  t h e  smouldering fire of 

b ig o try  in to  a flame, a n d  to  p u t  th e  la w s  generally in force 
o n c e  more. Already threats are heard, murmurs o f the old 
wicked sp ir it  o f  persecution, a n d  it behoves us to see to it 
th a t  th e s e  sw o rd s  be b r o k e n , so that bigots may be u n a b l e  to wield them again among us.
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I  d o  not, as I  h a v e  sa id , p ro te st n o w  a g a in st th ese  law s a s  
a  S e c u la r is t;  I  c h a lle n g e  th em  o n ly  as u n ju st d isa b ilitie s  im - 

f p o se d  on m en ’s c o n s c ie n c e s ,a n d I a p p e a l  to  a ll lo v e rs  o f lib e r ty  
1 to  a g ita te  again st them , b e ca u se  th e y  im p o se  c iv il  d isa b ilitie s  

o n  som e form s o f  re lig io u s  o p in io n . A n d  to  y o u , O  C h ris- 
[ t ia n s ! I  w ould  sa y  : figh t F re e th o u g h t, i f  y o u  w i l l ; o p p o s e  

A th e ism , i f  y o u  d eem  it  fa lse  a n d  in ju rio u s  to  h u m a n ity  z 
s tr ik e  a t us w ith  a ll y o u r  stren g th  o n  th e  relig iou s  p la tfo rm  ; 
it  is y o u r right, n ay, it is e v e n  y o u r  d u ty ;  b u t d o  n o t s e e k  to  
an sw er o u r q u estio n s b y  b lo w s from  th e  sta tu te  b o o k , n o r  to  
c h e c k  our search  a fte r  tru th  b y  th e  arm  o f  th e  la w . I  im 
p e a c h  th ese law s a g a in st ** in fid e ls ,”  a t  th e  b a r  o f  p u b lic  
o p in io n , as an in fra ctio n  o f  th e  ju s t  l ib e r ty  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l, 
as' an  in su lt to  th e  d ig n ity  o f  th e  c it iz e n , as  a n  o u tra g e  on. 
th e  sa cred  righ ts o f  c o n s c ie n c e .

I  d o  n o t p re te n d , in  th e  sh o rt p a g e s  o f  su c h  a  p a p e r  
as  this, to  h a v e  d o n e  m o re  th a n  to  s k e tc h , v e r y  b rie fly  
a n d  v e ry  im p e rfe c tly , th e  c h ie f  d e fe c ts  o f  o u r  c iv i l  a n d  
re lig io u s  lib e rty . I  h a v e  o n ly  la id  b e fo re  y o u  a  r o u g h  d ra ft  
o f  a  p ro g ra m m e  o f  R e fo rm . E a c h  b lo t  o n  E n g lis h  l ib e r ty  
w h ich  I  h a v e  p o in te d  to  m ig h t  w e ll fo rm  th e  s o le  s u b je c t  o F  
a n  e s s a y ; b u t I  h a v e  h o p e d  th a t, b y  th u s  g a th e r in g  u p  in to  
o n e  so m e  fe w  o f  th e  m a n y  in ju s t ic e s  u n d e r  w h ic h  w e  su ffer,
I  m igh t, p e rc h a n c e , le n d  d e fin ite n e ss  to  th e  a s p ir a tio n s  a fte r  
L ib e r ty  w h ic h  s w e ll in  th e  b re a s ts  o f  m a n y , a n d  m ig h t  p o in t: 
o u t  to  th e  a t ta c k in g  a r m y  s o m e  o f  th e  m o s t  a s s a ila b le  p o in ts  
o f  th e  fo rtre ss  o f  b ig o tr y  a n d  c a s te -p r e ju d ic e , w h ic h  th e  
so ld ie rs  o f  F r e e d o m  a r e  v o w e d  to  a s s a il. I  h a v e  ta k e n , a s  
it  w ere, a  b ir d ’s-e y e  v ie w  o f  th e  b a tt le -g r o u n d  o f  th e  n e a r  
fu tu re, o f  th a t b a tt le -g ro u n d  o n  w h ic h  s o o n  w il l  c la s h  
to g e th e r  th e  a r m y  w h ic h  fig h ts  u n d e r  th e  b a n n e r  o f  p r iv ile g e s , 
a n d  th e  a rm y  w h ic h  m a r c h e s  u n d e r  th e  s ta n d a r d  o f  L ib e r t y .  
T h e  is su e  o f  th a t  c o n f lic t  is  n o t  d o u b tfu l, fo r  L i b e r t y  is . 
im m o rta l a n d  e te rn a l, a n d  h e r  tr iu m p h  is  s u re , h o w e v e r  i t  
m a y  b e  d e la y e d . T h e  b e a u tifu l g o d d e s s  b e fo r e  w h o m  w o  
b o w  is  e v e r  y o u n g  w ith  a  y o u t h  w h ic h  c a n n o t  fa d e , a n d  
ra d ia n t w ith  a  g lo ry  w h ic h  n o u g h t  c a n  d im . H e r s  is  th e  
p ro m is e  o f  th e  f u t u r e ; h e r s  th e  fa ir  d a y s  t h a t  s h a ll  d a w n  
h e r e a fte r  o n  a  l ib e r a te d  e a r t h ;  a n d  h e r s  is  a ls o  th e  tr iu m p h  
o f  to -m o rro w , i f  o n ly  w e , w h o  a d o r e  h e r , i f  o n ly  w e  c a n  b e  
tru e  to  o u rs e lv e s  a n d  to  e a c h  o th e r . B u t  t h e y  w h o  lo v e  h e r  
m u s t w o rk  fo r  h e r , a s  w e ll  a s  w o r s h ip  h e r , fo r  la b o u r  is  t h e  
o n ly  p r a y e r  to  L ib e r t y ,  a n d  d e v o t io n  th e  o n ly  p r a is e . T o *  
h e r  w e  m u s t c o n s e c r a t e  o u r  b r a in - p o w e r  ■ a n d  o u r  in f lu e n c e .



n
among our fellows; to her we must sacrifice our time 
if need be, our comfort and our happiness; to her 
devote our efforts, and' to her the fruits of our toil, h  
at last, in the fair, fright future— at last, in the glad t!? 
morrow—amid the shouts of a liberated nation, and the 
of men and women who see their children free, we shall H  
the shining goddess descending from afar, where we hay! 
worshipped her so long, to be the sunshine and the glory 0f 
every British home. And then, 0  men and women 0f 
England, then, when you have once clasped the knees of 
Liberty, and rested your tired brows on1 her gentle breast 
then cherish and guard her evermore, as you cherish | |  
bride you have won to your arms, as you guard the wife 
whose love is the glory of your manhood, and whose smile 
is the sunshine of your home.
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