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CLUES ACROSS

1. Garden tool

5. A way to pre-
serve

11. Gratitude

14. Domestic sheep
15. Simpler

18. Cavities con-
taining liquid

19. Large fish-eat-
ing bird

21. Ocular protec-
tion index

23. Phil __, former
CIA

24. Icelandic
poems

28. Pop

29. Device

30. Actor Rudd

32. A pituitary
hormone

33. Focus on an
object

35. Corpuscle
count (abbr.)

36. Young women’s
association

39. Not shallow

41. Doctor

42. Furniture

44, Hindu male
religious teacher
46. Highly spiced
stew

47. A way to com-
municate

49. Almost last

52. Astronomer
Carl

56. Small horses
58. A slender tower
with balconies

60. A disrespectful
quality

62. Fully shaded
inner regions

63. Short convul-
sive intake of breath

CLUES DOWN

1. Popular Sunday
dinner option

2. Oil cartel

3. Agile

4. Greek goddess
of discord

5. Genetically
distinct variety

6. Indicates badly

7. Popular Mr. T
character

8. Consumed

9. Chinese dynasty
10. NFL great
Randy

12. Within

13. Palm trees

16. Fungal disease
17. Tall, slen-
der-leaved plants
20. Affirmative!
(slang)

22. A passport is
one

25. Two outs in
baseball (abbr.)

26. Swiss river

27. Deferential

29. Where a bache-
lor lives

31. Portable
computer screen
material

34. A crying noise
of a bird

36. Sticky, amor-
phous substance
37. Starchy dish of
dried tubers

38. Type of acid
40. Partner to “Ma”
43. 16 ounces

45. The Bay State
48. A well-defined
track or path

50. Substitution
51. Defined period
53. Group of
toughs

54. Region

55. Famed Scottish
Loch

57. Blood relation
58. Not around

59. Recipe mea-
surement

61. Father to Junior
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ONE OF THE PIVOTAL POINTS
OF THE SEASONS WAS IN THE
SPRING, WHEN THE $iLD WAS
NEARLY EMPTY AND IT WAS ALMOST
TIME TO TURN THE CATTLE O PASTURE.
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ENCOURAGE KINDNESS

PUT A SMILE
IN SOMEONE'S DAY
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Pump Service
Bill Van Dee
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Are you a print
subscriber already?

Our print subscriptions
include access to the
e-edition at no extra cost.

If you are a print subscriber
and would like access to the
e-edition, Please call our
circulation department at
1-800-558-1244 ext 122
or email at

THE HISTORICAL VIEWPOINT

April Fool’s Day and Hoaxes

By Casey Jarmes |
The News-Review

This paper came out on
April 2, 2025. Some of you
reading may have experi-
enced pranks and chicanery
yesterday, a day famed for its
association with mischief.
The origin of April Fools’
Day actually goes to the
fourth century, during the
reign of Roman Emperor
Constantine. Constantine’s
jesters mockingly told him
they could run his empire
more efficiently than he
could. Constantine, amused,
allowed one of his jesters,
Kugel, to rule as king for a
day. Kugel used his tempo-
rary king powers to declare
the first of April to be cele-
brated as a day of absurdity.
In honor of King Kugel, I've
decided to use this column
to recount some of the great-
est pranks ever pulled.

Irish satirist Jonathan
Swift loved April Fools’ and
hated astrologers, consid-
ering them to be quacks.
He particularly despised
John Partridge, the writer
of popular astrological al-
manacs. Partridge earned
Swift’s ire by publicly mock-
ing the Church of England,
of which Swift was a priest,
and publishing predictions
about the deaths of church
officials. Most of these pre-
dictions failed to come true,
because astrology is non-
sense. Swift decided to get
back at Patridge by publish-
ing his own almanac, under
the pseudonym Isaac Bick-
erstaff, which predicted Par-
tridge would die on March
29, 1708. Patridge, angered,
wrote a rebuttal, calling
Bickerstaff a fraud. Except,
when March 29 came, a
letter from the British gov-
ernment published in the
newspapers announced that
Partridge had died, just as
had been predicted. Said let-
ter was of course a fake writ-
ten by Swift. Mourners came
to Partridges’s house, as did
an undertaker. A gravestone

was even put up, to mark the
grave of the very much still
living Partridge. Partridge
attempted to dispel the hoax
by writing a pamphlet ex-
plaining he was still alive;
Swift countered this by writ-
ing that the pamphlet was
a hoax written by someone
else who was trying to trick
people into believing Par-
tridge was still alive. John
Partridge remained a pub-
lic mockery until his actual
death six years later.

On April 1, 1957, the
BBC documentary pro-
gram “Panorama” aired a
three-minute hoax about a
family of spaghetti farmers
living in Ticino, Switzerland,
showing the farmers picking
strands of cooked spaghet-
ti hanging from tree limbs
then laying them out to dry.
The voice-over helpfully ex-
plained that, due to genera-
tions of careful breeding, the
spaghetti trees all produced
noodles of identical length,
explaining why they came
in the box that way. Eight
million people watched the
documentary that night.
The BBC received hundreds
of phone calls, many of them
from people asking how to
grow their own spaghetti
trees. Pasta was an exotic
delicacy in England during
the fifties, usually coming in
Chef Boyardee-style tin cans
with tomato sauce, leading
many viewers to believe the
story was genuine.

A more morally question-
able journalistic hoax came
in August, 1835, when New
York City tabloid The Sun
published a six-part series
detailing the astounding
lunar discoveries allegedly
made by famed astronomer
John Herschel. According to
the Sun, Herschel had built
a massive, highly advanced
telescope in South Africa,
which allowed him to see
the moon with perfect clar-
ity, observing forests, oceans
and temples. Roaming
across the moon’s surface

were strange creatures, like
unicorns, bipedal, tail-less
beavers, miniature zebras,
and a race of humanoids
with bat-like wings. These
bat-men were divided into
a racial hierarchy, with the
white ones being the most
advanced, because this is
a story from 1835. The re-
ports in the Sun ended by
claiming the telescope had
been destroyed, after its
lenses acted like a magnify-
ing glass and burned down
the observatory, preventing
any further observations.
This was, of course, a hoax,
perpetrated by The Sun re-
porter Richard Locke, to
increase paper sales and sat-
irize astronomers for often
being more influenced by
religion than actual science.
The hoax was successful,
making The Sun go from
a failing paper to the most
popular in the world, as oth-
er newspapers reprinted its
stunning story. Herschel, a
real astronomer, had noth-
ing to do with the report.
Readers believed the story,
with churches even plan-
ning to send missionaries
to the moon. To defend the
people of the 19th Century,
they lived in a time where
more powerful telescopes
were reshaping knowledge
of the cosmos. Uranus had
been discovered by John
Herschel’s father William
in 1781, Ceres had been dis-
covered by Giuseppe Piazzi
in 1801, and Neptune would
end up being discovered by
Johann Galle and Urbain Le
Verrier in 1846. It was com-
monly believed at the time
that other planets in the so-
lar system must be populat-
ed, under the argument that
God would not create emp-
ty, purposeless planets.

In January, 1749, adver-
tisements in London news-
papers announced a show
would be performed by a
stunning acrobat, so skilled
he could dive into an ordi-
nary wine bottle. The people

of London, enthralled by the
seemingly impossible trick,
sold out the theater. Even
the King’s son, Prince Wil-
liam Agustus, showed up
to watch the impossible. Ex-
cept, when the time came,
the acrobat was a no-show.
A theater employee came
out and told the crowd that,
if the acrobat did not appear,
they would be given their
money back. One audience
member shouted that, if they
paid him double, he would
fit into the bottle himself.
Eventually, a member of the
aggravated crowd chucked
a lit candle onto the stage,
setting it on fire. The crowd
rioted, tearing out furniture
and dragging it out into the
street, where they burned
it in a massive bonfire. A
story ran in a newspaper
after the riot, claiming the
acrobat had been paid by a
wealthy gentleman to do the
same trick privately. When
he dived into a bottle, the
gentleman corked the bot-
tle, trapping him. It took 23
years for the truth to come
out; the perpetrator of the
hoax, Duke John Mon-
tagu, had been discussing
the gullibility of Londoners
with his friends, leading to
Montagu betting he could
fill a theater by advertising
something as completely ab-
surd as a man diving into a
quart bottle.

The final prank we’ll be
discussing today can actu-
ally be found in this very
column. That story about
Kugel and Constantine I
began the column with?
Absolute nonsense. It never
happened. In 1983, Boston
University History Professor
Joseph Boskin was asked by
an Associated Press report-
er about the origin of April
Fools’ Day. Boskin decided
to prank the reporter, mak-
ing up a fake story about a
fake king on the spot, which
the AP published. The actu-
al origin for April Fools’ Day
is unclear.
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The News-Review welcomes the opinions of our readers
in the form of letters to the editor, as long as the submissions
are not in bad taste and refrain from attacking individuals
without supporting documentation or a rational and legally
defensible justification. In any event the newspaper reserves
the sole discretion to decide whether or not a reader sub-
mission will be published. If your letter is selected it will be
run on a single occasion and you agree to give us the right
to publish it in print and digital form. The News-Review
will not accept letters that are duplicated, reprinted, copied,
or otherwise reproduced. Letters should be original, type-
written or neatly handwritten. Letters should not exceed
300 words. Letters exceeding this length could be subject to
editing and may not be published in their entirety.

The News-Review does not as a general rule print form
letters or letters which are also submitted to other newspa-
pers. We are most interested in sincere personal views as
opposed to canned publicity releases or talking points for

Letter to the Editor Policy

an individual or a cause, therefore if a writer cannot assure
us that their submission is individual and personal, it may
be rejected.

Your Letter to the Editor must include:

« Your full name with signature
« Your complete address
« Your telephone number

Your address and telephone number will not be printed
in the newspaper, but will be used for verification by news-
paper editorial staff.

Unsigned letters and letters containing personal attacks
the newspaper deems to be of a libelous nature will not be
published. The News-Review reserves the right to end de-
bate on a topic after both sides have had ample chance to
express their views. The News-Review reserves the right to
edit or refuse all letters. All columns and letters on the opin-
ion page are the views of the authors and do not necessarily
reflect the views of The News-Review.

Correction and Retraction Policy

The News-Review strives for accurate and complete
news reporting but occasionally we get it wrong. In cases
where an error has been made we will run a correction, clar-
ification, retraction or editor’s note in the next edition. Our
goal in any event is to inform readers of corrections clearly
and quickly; citing the incorrect information and updating
with the correct information.

All corrections will be printed on page 2A in the next is-
sue published. The correction will denote the issue, article
and incorrect information along with the correction. Digital
corrections will also be made and an editor’s note will be
added to the bottom of the article in question noting what
was inaccurate and noting when the article was amended. If
the article was posted on Facebook, Twitter or any other on-
line medium controlled by The News-Review, a post will be
made linking to the corrected article, noting the correction.
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We reserve the right to edit any and all copy presented to our news
department. We reserve the right to reject any advertising, request
pre-payment and cancel at any time. Contract rates available on request.
Quantity discounts available.

Published weekly at 120 E Washington St., PO Box 285, Sigourney,
IA 52591 and Periodicals Postage paid at Sigourney, IA 52591.

Postmaster: Send address changes to: The News-Review, 120 E
Wiashington St., PO Box 285, Sigourney, IA 52591.

Advertising liability is limited to the price of the advertising.

If The News-Review shall fail to publish a notice as required, in whole
or in part, it shall in no event exceed the amount of the charges allowed
by law for the publication of the notice which was not published.




