Alotes & Quertes.

€A Master Mason " has supplicd your journal with
a paper wider the heading, < What s Masoury ?7 in
which he states, “The foundation of the system is
Brotherly Love. Relicf, and Trath, Would  that
“Alaster Mason 7 kodly inform me as to the meaning
-—lir aomasenic sense—of the terms = Brothorly Love,”
atied ¢ IRelief, "=\ Sunscringk,

A DEFENCE.

The following letter was sent o the * New Zealand
Times ' i reply to a letter of Sir Wiillam Fox which
appuared in that paper, but it was retused inscrtion on
the ground that the @ correspondence was closed.”
The - Times " has exhibited so much {airmess generally
in s treatment of Frectheousht, that icis difftcult to
account for this instance of palpable injustice.  3r
Stout’s defence cxplains itself, and is too good not to be
presevved ;  literally  overwhelming  the unchivalric
Lknight :—

To Pl EDVIOR o THE

NEW ZEALAND TIMES

son—T eannot say T oam surprised at Str William Fox’s letter,
It i3 characteristic, for in it theve is displayed that which has so
el mavred Siv Willinm's usefulness, namely, a recklessness of
assertion not hacked by facts.

=iv William first finds fault with e for eritieising his lecture as
reported.  If the report were incorrect this iz understandable, hut
S Williin has net pointed  out wherein  yonr veporter was
inaceurate. Awlig it wot strange, that what Siv Willian Dlames in
we hie has done himzelf,  He did not hear my lecture, and yet he
eritivises my remarks. And I need not add that your report did not
wive the thivd of what I saikd. Sie Wil has net repliced to the
spoeints T L omade event as reported, but he makes the general
statcment  that  through the greater part of my lecture I was
“ostinply beating the air,” This way be true, for it was answerlny
Sir Wil Fox's remarks,

To come to the reiterated slander of Rir Willian ou Mrs Desant
and My Bradlangh, Lrepeat what T said that 8ir Willlam's remarks
ave “ialse and untrae”  Nay, oo furthoer and charge him with
repeating a slander e eannot justily, awd for which he can have no
exense toolier, for he has vead Dy, Kuowlton's pamphlet.

i"irst letme netice the refevence to Mues Desant. This is how a
knight, one wovestal with o elilvalrie order, refers to an English
Ladly of pure lite and high cultore ;—* A female associate, the
sepavated wife of a Chavele of England elersyman.™ 1t is true that
Mus Besaut is o fenwde, and that slie Is o Dusiness partner of Mr
Braailuagh, and fvisalso o fack that she and her hushand, heeause
of their religions differences, volontarily agreed to separate. A
stranger to the facts would, however, necessarily asswe that Mrs
Desant had been puilty of svime misconduct that had led to the
separation from ey hushand, And then how ghall T charactorize
the Chostinn fadrness —nn, 1 withdaw the phrase-—the unchristian-
like hins of =iv Willian, when, fnstating what the jury found, he
carefully suppresses the ludlUof the jury's finnling,  The jury fonnd
the following verdict :---% We are vnunimously of epinien that the
book e yuestion i ealendiated to deprave public morals, but at the
sane time we entively exonerate the defondants from any corrupt
nmetive in publishing it.”

Tasle was it linest to suppress the latter part of the fnding?
Tt that was wot all, A4 person unequaiuted with the facts woulid
asatiee that the conduet of the defendants had been g0 bal that
they were at ouce tinad, The Chiet Jestice of Fngland (Siv AL
Cackibrn) speaking of the exoneration of the defendants of any
cortupt motive suid (- They {the jury) were satistiod that, under
the iuiluence of o strong belict that the exils of over-population
were =0 oreat thot 1t was desirable Lo have reconrse to means of
proventive ehoecks wnd that, hopelled by this apinjon and desirve,
the defoindants Tl publishad this work, but not with the intention
tu corrupt the nwvals of young or ol And =0 impressed wias the
Conrt withe the sty of the defodants” motives Lhat the Court
el dustice Cockbann aned Jwestice Meller] said they  were
propere o b hnree thene o their owae reeosnizanes to he of
coned Teluovione in the futwre 708 the defendants had undertalien
to discontinue the publication. Was it [air to give the one sided
secount of the tetal that appears i Sie William Foxs letter? The
vy arud the two erndnent Judges cate, after o patient investization
of wil the Facts, to the conclusion that Mrs DBosaub and Ay
Bracdbuzh bad pure motives in pablishing this pamphlet ; and Task
the most blassed whetheor sic William Fox's judicial faculty is as
much developoll as that of the Tate Chiel Justice Cockhurn or that
of Justice Mellor?  Whoever aceused Siv William of ealimness in
expressing any opinion?

But the @ point 7 i S Williame Fox's evificiam in the Knowlton
paanphlet = that it advocates © ree Love!” T this be true he ean
yuobe the puesaoe il wane the pave. T oehallenge him to do se,
He s the panphlet, yos oven he has stwdied this Bree Love
Catechisnt The preface of 0 M Besint and Me Bradlaugh
explvining theie attitnde in publihing it says (- We republish
this panphlet, honestly believing that on all guestions allecting
he bamminess of the peaple, whether they be theolosies ], political,
o sl the rallest izl free l'll;_;ll[ 1o
winbned at all bazrd=, We do not personally endorse all that

ul dlscimsion [
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D, Tnowlton says : his < Philosophical 1’roemn * secms to us full of
philosophical mistakes, and, as neither of us are doctors, we are not
prepaved to endorse his medical views, but sinee progress can only
be myule througly dizcwssion, and no discussion 1s possible where
differing opinions are suppressed, we claim the right to publish onr
opinions, so that the public, enabled to see all sides of the question,
may Lave the materials for forming a sound judgment.”  And, if
nesessary, Ioean refer to passages in the pamphlet where early
marringes ave enconraged awl 1ilicit intercourse and prostitution
denonneed. But again b ask Sir William to name the passages on
which he relies in proof of his strong statements. If he cannot,
then as a knight, as a man, he should humbly apologise to the lady
and gentleman he has slandered.

T o not enter on the question whether preventive checks are ov
are not moral.  This T know, there are now preventive checks that
are thinuing the families of the poor. Who can read * Qutcast
Loudon ' anud not acknowledge this 7 Starvation and preventive
disense are checking, and that effecinally, the inerease of the
familics of the poor.  And T Lok upowr these two checks as sad and
beartrending. I wonder if Sir William approves of poor people
bringing into the world children whe, through the poverty of their
parents, can geb no food, ner shelter sutficient to preserve life,  If
lie does not, what is his remedy? Christianity as yet has not put
an cud to poverty, or disease, or wretehedness.  And are sincere
people to be brawded as eriminals who with a noble desire to save
the poor frem wreteheduess publish a book that in their honest
opinion mway tend to doso 7

I am, &e,
Rorerr Srtovt,

TILE

UTHORSHIP OF THE “VESTIGES
O CREATION.”

A

FROM TILE ‘SCOTSMAN.'

Forty years have clapsed since the first appearance
of the “ Vestiges of the Natural History of Creation.”
The hook at once attracted attention by the brilliancy
and vigeur of 1ts style, for its lucid presentation of
scientific fact and theory, and, above all, for the
holdness with whicly it attacked the accepted theories
and conclusions of science and of theology, and
advanced hypotheses concerning the origin and develop-
went of life on the planct which, if not altogether new,
had never before been presented in so popular a form.
Immediately the bigots of science and of theology rose
up in anger, and, deep answering to deep, prenounced
on the book the greater malediction. The controversy
that for a time was fought so hotly round the book has
almost ¢ fallen dumb ;" the tide-mark of scientfic inquiry
and demonstration has risen far beyond the limits
contemplated in the * Vestiges,” and the orthodox of
our day must wonder that a work so reverent in tone
should cver have been branded as pestilent atheism,
Within the larger controversy over the doctrines and
lacts set forth in the © Vestiges 7 raged another, bearing
reference to its authorship.,  Many wild guesses were
hazarded on the subject, but the gencral drift of opinion
erave the credit of the obloquy to the late Dr. Robert
Chambers. What doubt may have lingered in the
public mind on this subject has at length been finally
set at rest. A new cedition of the * Vestiges "'—the
twelfth—is on the point of being issued by Messrs. W,
& . Chambers, and in an intreduction Mr, Alexander
Ireland, as ¢ the sole surviving depository of the secret,”
males a clean breast of the story of the origin and
publication of the work,  The guess which counected
the name of Dr. Robert Chambers with the book was
right ; he was, Mr. Ireland tells us, the sole author. It
could only, however, have been a guess or suspicion,
lor, we are informed, the secret of the authorship was
cntrusted to ne more than four persons, all of whom
loyally kept it. Three of these—the author's wife, his
brother Iy, William Chambers, and Mr, Rebert Cox,
editor of the ¢ Phrenelogical Journal'—are now dead:
and Mr. Ircland, being under no express promise to
conceal it longer, has hastened to relieve his mind of
the secrct which he has carried about with him for
forty years. Ile tells us, in the narrative which he
has prefixed to the new cdition, that up to the close of
his Iife the late Dr. Willlam Chambers was unwilling
that liis brother’s conncction with the work should be
divulged, and expressed a wish that the matter should
be ¢ allowed to lapse into oblivion,”  Mr. Ireland has
taken a different view, and most men will be of opinion
that he has judged rightly in deciding to clear away a
literary  mystery, which perhaps need never have
extsted, or al least need not have existed so long.



