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WILAOT CORRESPONDENCIL

TIHT LOTTIE

The following correspondence on this ruestion will
at the same time indicate the intecest taken inoat, and
the amount of exaggeration indulged in by the Wes.
leyan Minister who circulated the story in a contribu-
tion to the ‘New Zealand MWeslevan,  The position is
nudntained that no neglect of duty is chargeable (o
Freothinkers

THE FREFTHINKELS

AND

LOTTHs WILMOT.

To THE EDITOR OF THI ' EVENIYG Dost.

Lo A ledter, sivied by S0 J0 Gardick, headed The Freethi
b Tate ottic Wiluniot,” apyp

a Precthioker,  Ars, Wilmot was not, to my kaowladge, amember
of any Freethoughit Association in New Zealand, but if che pro-
fessoed to be and was 2 Freethinker, she certainly amitted to apply
ta the Freethinkers in Wellington for stauce.  The Freethought
Assontation would, Iam cettain, U any deserving person in
want, be the applicant Drotestant, Roman Catholic, Wesleyau, or a
member of any other crewd. Irecthinkers ave not bigoted ;) smem-
bers of other creeds wsually mre. It does not, however, {ollow that
the Vreethinkers in Wellington did not assist the [ute Mrs, Wilmot,
nur does it prove that the goady-goody peaple alone rendered her
cvery assistance.  3We have only the Rev. S0 Garlicl's statement
o the wntter, and §orespectfally bes to vefer him to the firstand
second v s of the sixth chapter of Alatthew.  According to the
o Garlick’s version of the deaths of Mres Wilmot the Last advice
e to Lo daughtor “ ltave nothing 1o do with Free-
ofs ) veal see how brave tronted me In the hone of secd,
weiv v shipoan cde ven no ogeod when T oam coae” Dat
ricad, buppes dhvirer, el
vin thel Weals

aa

L o Cdnd pet Let the
amdt oo el 1 i
P
i bave noth
e bented me doe 7

If such a
wanld the Frecthivhing friend

o thoy
ance were to ke
W othe Fieethooghit v that he had converted ™ a
[ trow nat. There s oan old and trite sayving, ©* Thay
tiat live in glass honscs should not cast stenes” Now, my reverend
fricnd, mav L as o Freethinker, request you o rewd, ik, and
inwiandly digest the moral that is struck by the logical collision of
the two paragraphs subjuined —

prbieh
Weslevan ?

dironi the Svduey Moratng lerald, May joth, 1594

Ihe wife of a clergvman of the Chinrell of Ercdand 15 suffering
from a serious liness, and with her Giildren s 0 wand of S o
cAlies Chng te the number of pressing ealls [ am unable to altord
this Luly the help she reguives. Aoy subscriptions forwarded to
me will be dolv acknowledged ) or, if preferred, the name and al-
dress of the Luly will be given,—Jases No Alasxooo, Incambent of
St Silas, Walerlao.™
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(Lrom the Svdoey Daily Telegraph, May soth, 18384)

ATy clestug all the accounts i connection with the reception
of the Dishop of Syviloey, the commiittee had a surplas of £163 35
wl This hus been handead over to the primate to he plased Lo the
credit of the e perados faod, swhich now wnonats o s 55 1047

Further comment is unneceessary.

1 am, &,
Avrrren T JaARDINE,
Wellington, zrst June. 1854,

The followiug letier appeared in the Olage * Daily
Times "t —

Sig,—1n vour ssue of the 7t instant appears 4 narrative con-
cetvad and velated m the most approved style of the usnal dissent-
g ract. Teis entitled A Sad Story The heading 15 apypro-
priate. Ukoow a =horter Gtle more appropriate sl

Thid story {1 chaose the politer phrase) presumably emanates
from o Wealeyan winister nruued Garlick, for whose * unimpeach-

able verneity 7 A o5 Smnlley Lindly voucles. Prav, who
vouches for My, Smabiey 3 It1s, however, an abmitted fact that
storv owhicl s o/ csrery iy be met and fought witiy outright. A

part-colorad falsehond i3 a more diicalt matter to fight.  In this
Sdloy- savlick effusion there 1= just that vague suspicion of
veriety necessary to Jeaven the remaimog nmyp of misstatement,
Gonerensly perilt nie bo domonstrate this,

[Uis asserted that Aadmme Wilmot was a wollknown infudel
Tecturer. This 15 simply nuntrue. She was a lecturer on sonewhat
visky sociol toples, I (a8 stated) she praved o Gad through
Jesis Christ,” she must necessanly bove been a Chostian, )

It s stated that Madame Wikmot was ejected from two hotels, 1
bebieve this to be true, however much I oay question the deceucy
and manliness of unearthing these pitiful details. The Wesleyan
cievgymen arve frequently peatiemen, and heed the waxim, L.
airovhieds wil s b, Of course, the inference intended Lo Le con-
seved is that the hotel proprictors are infdels.  Unfortunately
they are Christions, Madaoie Wilmot was then (we ave informed)
tiken in by a dranlwen cobbler” TTere again, the infereuce is,
by an intidel @ drunken cobbler 1§ this gentdeman is iofidel,
then ny we perceive that e fofidel @ dronlen cobbler ™ showed
comprsnien where orthadox sober bootmakers showel none. Tf
on the contrary, be s o Choisian, then it appears o be possible to
be botle drunken aml orthoeden, Perhaps, however, the benovelent
portion of the lecad Crispin was Clutatian; the drunken remainder
sceptic. T he exists, he has certainly good grounds for an action
against the * New Zealand Wesleyan* for defamation,
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It 15 insinnated that no assistance was rendered to Madame Wil
mnt by the infidels of Wellington, That is alse untrue. Such
istance was griven by individuals; not as from one infidel to
ancther {no snch claims existing), but as from human being to
another,  Fhe fow avowed infidels in Wellington are mostly work-
g men, and poor ; notr do I know one who is, in a pecuniary sense,
the ¢qual of these Wesleyan ministers, who posc in the organ of
their seet as posed the Pharisee in more ancient page.

AMr Smalley asserts (by insinunation) that infidels commonly per-
mit their aflicted brethren to die uncared for, e means this or
nothing, T pin him o that assertion, and lereby challenge him to
rezount one cass in which the ficts can be locally tested.

In conelusion, T would potat out that during most of the time in
which Madame Wilmot lay sicl at the 1Tuit 1lectied on Sunday
cvenings at the Theatre Roval, Wellingten. 1 invited and courted
dizeussion.  Why, then, did not the Wesleyan clergymen (personally
or by deputy) rise in the theatre and crush my secularism by
narrating the story, which they have scen fit to publish long after
the period in which the cveats are supposed to have happened ?
1i¢ho answers, Why ?>—I am, &e.,

Ivo.
Dunedin, June 1g.

In the * New Zealand Times’ of June joth appeared
the following paragraph :—

At the Lyceum last evening, Mr. Jardine, the gentleman who
had been commissiened to inquire into the circumstances of
LMadame Lottie Wilmot's death at the Hutt, sebmitted a report of
his inquiries.  Ile visited the Hutt, he said, on Wednesday, and
again on Thursday last, and he proceeded to answer the statements
miude in the article originally appeating in the New Zealand Wes-
leyvan, which had given rise to so minch discussion.  The statement
that persens residing in the ITutt were net aware at {rst of her
presenee was false. That she had been ejected from two hotels,
was aleo fulse. Te saw one of the hotelkeepers (the second being
away], who mformed him that he (the publican) did not wish the
lady to leave his house, but she persisted in keeping a dog in the
house, and left in consequence.  Visited the * drunken cobbler,”
and fonud that so far rom living in a * hovel,” his house was clean,
and neatly furnished. 1o also found that Madame had had dunag
her iliness, evervthing she needed, such as jellies, &c., which she
gave to the dog ; that she was not visited by the Rev, Garlick, but
that it was the Presbyterian minister, Mr. Rogers, who visited her,
and suppliecd her with everything she needed ; that Alr, Garhek
rufused her the loan of a table and two chairs, which sere furnished
by Alr. Rogers; that Mr. Garlick was not present when Madame
expired, and that although a doctor was seut for, she never spokea
wotd 1 his bearing, being n fact, alinost dead when he arrived,
Alr. Rogers beiny also present.  3Mr. Jardine, in conclusion, said
that the nunes of the persons from whom he collected his informa-
tien were open to inspection by anyone desiring to verify his
statements,

THE REV. MR. GARLICK 1IN

REPLY.

TO THE EDITOR OF TIE ‘NEW ZEALAND TIMES

Str—-Ina recent iame of your paper I find a report farnished by
v Jardine of his investiyrations at the Hutt of certain statements
made by me in an article oryginally appearing in the New Zealand
Weslegan,  Will you kindly allow me space to reply ? I wiil doso
i the order in which the false statements occur. My statement in
the avticle re Madame having taken np her abode at the Hutt, is as
fullows ;—'* Tt was not until this public appeal (through the Welling-
ton Press) that many of the inhabitants of the Hutt knew that
Madame had located herself in their midst.,” The many here
referred to, in common with myself, can vouch for the truth of this
statement,  That Madame was ejected from twoe hotels I have upon
her awthorily ; and re the Jast one she put up at, I have another
authority {(whose name can be given), who can vonch for the treat.
went receivind, Re my not wvisiting Aladame Wilmot,  This
demonstrates very conclusively the value of Mr. Jardine's report
for trnthfulness. I can furnish as many names as may be required
who can certify that T visited her regularly from the time I heard
of her being in our midst up o April 1oth, whenImetwithanaccident
which rendered mre nnequal to my vegular duties for some time.
Coneerning the * hovel ™ adverted {o by Mr. Jardine, this X may
gy s quite gratmitous on his part or some of lus friends, who are
comseuently vespon=ible for the use. Roe the arricles of furniture
refurred Lo, ailow me to sav that at this tine {which was scarcely a
month before her deathy v, Willord had strongly recommended
fur six weeks or two months her remuval to the hospital, Thelady
who had kindly furnisbed a home for Alazdame obtained the
necessary order for admission,  The Relieving Board of the Hutt
aud many others were of the opimon that Dr. Wilferd's crders
should be carried cut. 1t was then that T declined to assist io
furnish private apartments. [t is, morcover, stated that [ was not
present when Madame died.  Perfectly trne. T never said that I
was,  The statement in the M SS. which 1 sent the Press was this
“Up to the time of her death she was visited by me, the Presby-
tertan Minister, and other friends™ In the article, as printed, it
reads  “and other fricnds” - -an important difference, In
conclusion, Mr. Jardine must not conclude that because I was not
there when Aadame died, that there is no truth in the advice given
to her daughter,  These statements (unasked for) I have upon the
authority of the one addressed, —1 am, &c.,

3. J. GARLICK.
July 1, 1884,



