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was against tho intercsts of Christianity, and as such illegal.
'Tho rule nisi was nccordingly dischargud

Our frionds will seo by this judgment thut they have no rights
which Christinus aro bound to respect, or oven tolorate. Thaoy tell
us that in tho Dominion wo have religious freedom. Yos,
Christians ave freo to be Clristiaus, and to coorce all others, undor
patus, penaltics and disabilitios to by Christians also. Religious
freedom with a venganeo |

WE havo mado arrangements for an unlimited supply of excol-
lent photographs of Profs. Tyndall, Huxley, Darwin and Proctor,
Herbort Spencer, Mis. Anunio Besaat, Mya. Sara A, Undorwood,
B. F. Underwood, Charles Bradlaugh, Col. Ingersoll, William
Cullon Bryant, Ralph Waldo Emorson, Goldwin Smith, Wendoll
Phillips, J. G. Whittier, Longfcllow, and  large numbor of othors
of celobrated persons, poots, divines, &c., which we will send, post
paid, at 7 conts cach, 8 for fifty cents, or 17 for onoe dollar; also
cubinct sizo photographs of Mrs, Annie Besant, Tyndall, Darwin,
Huxley, Spencer, and Charles Bradlaugh, at 30 cents oach, vost
paul.  Liboral disccunt to dealers.

Linenats, do not forget to go to James Leslio’s, 6 Quoen Streot
West, for your boots and shoes.
able rates, and ho will mako first-clags work to ordor.

THAT ITINERANT DEFENDER OF OHRISTIANITY,

WHAT KIND OF A MAN CLARK BRADEXN 18,

Clark Braden, after having made, and for two or threo years
repeated, false statements against B. F. Underwood, when con-
fronted by Mr. Underwood during tho Jacksonville, Ill., debate,
retracted lis statements and apologized to the man he had
wronged. Ho put into Mr. Underwood’'s hands a written stato-
mtent, in which he said: “ I am compelled to cofifess I was mis-
taken.” It is dated Aug. 14, 1876. The Jacksonville Courier of
Aug. 16, 1876, said : “Mr. Braden last night confessed ho was
mistaken in certain statements ho had msde concerning Mr.
Underwood, and which have csused wmuch ill feeling.” He ox-
pressed himself grateful ta Mr. Underwood for the maply and
generuus treatment ho had reccived from him, especially in de-
clining to use cortaln documents againgt him which had been sont
Lim Ly Bradon's own brethren in the church , and he prowised to
publish in his own denominarional papers a rotraction of what no
had said reflecting on Mr. Underwocd.

To tho surprise of Mr. Underwood and others, there appeared
in the Christian Standard of Sept. 2, 1876, a card conveyin}y the
igapression that Mr. Underwoo” had slandered Clark Braden, and
had retracted his stateme . I satisfiod Mr. Undoerwood,” says
the card, @ that T did not make any such statemont concerning
ham as was roported to him; and that what I did say was not
designed to injure him, and could not do so if corrcetly roported.
o rotracted his charges against me, based on the report men-
tioned above, and it is hoped that tho oid-tuno friendskip between
us is restored.” Mr. Underwood had 1aade no charges against
Bradon that weio not truo, and rotracted nothing. He still holds
Braden's written statement.  ‘What kind of & man Clerk Braden
is may bo inferred from tho above,

We are permitted to give tho following oxtract from a lotter to
& prominent Freothought lecturer and dobator, by Mr. Clark Braden.
1t discloses his truc motives and charactor. Reov. Joan Swoeny
has for some years boen & prowminent preachor and debater in tho
samo denomination with Braden, Wishing to be rogarded him-
self as tho champion dobater, and to sce his brotbor in Christ and
in the ministry defeated snd disgraced, so that ho would be no
longer & rival in the field of dobato, he writes the advocate of
Freethought a lotter, hearing that ho is about to debato with
Swoony, pointing out Sweony’s wenkness, that tho Infidel may
striko effective blows, and mako his victory complote. What sin-
cero devotion to Christianity ! what honesty aud honor arc here
exhibited,

Ho keops agood stock at roason-

Tho gentloman who recoived this lottor has hud sevoral dobates
with Bradon, but has had no respect for him sinco he learnod his
roal character, and has met him in debate only becauso Christians,
in communitics whore ho is unknown, have put him forward aud
ondorgod him, Until now he has not permiited any portion of it
to bo published, but Braden's recent cowmrge, charancterized by un-
qualified misrepresontation and fulseaood, has itduced him to show
the Christian community what kind of a man Clark Braden is.
Wo vouch for tho corvoetnoss of the oxtracts hure given, and if
thoy aro disputed the original letters can bo produced Ly us.

Horo iz the extract fror: Bradon's letter roga. .ing Bm.
Sweenoy : I enclose a tract which I have published, which is
the basis of iny insanity. Last fall I attended a Convention of
out preachers in Indianapolis. You remember Luthor’s visit to
Rome. Though I was not as infatuated as ho was, yot found that
n viow behind the scenes was not beneticial in keoping up tho il.
lusions of the stage. ¢ A chiel was amang thera tukin’ notes and
faith lic pronted ‘em.” Thero was one of two things to bo done.
Auswer tho strictures or destroy thoir influence. Tho firat thoy
could not do. They scok to destroy their influence by scattoring
stealthily that I am insano. * * My offonce has bLeon that ]
have succeeded in a field of discussion where J. S. Sweenoy failed,
and have publishod a book that has been prenounced to be bettor
than his offorts. Ho has been trying to injure me over sinco Jast
summer, and so havo his lackoys. I eriticized his conduct in Con-
vention, and now he is doubly oxasperated. I shall not notioo the
Dubuque chap* at all.  His feathors won’t pay for powdor and
shot. If you have not met J. 3. Sweoney you will find him weak
on history, historic evideuces, science, the position that the Biblo is
an outgrowth of pre-cxistent paganism, and was built up like all
othor books of religion. o s sharp, pert, and declamatory, but
guperficial in oducation, not well read, and retails socond-hand
what he uses. If you will press these points on him, and frequent-
ly pross on him that ho does not answer thom, you will defeat
him. Ho will fail on what we debated in our first and s.cond
propositions also. Review what you havo prosented on his . vten-
tion and you can dofeat him.

Should you feel like reminding him of our dobates do so ruk
ux‘"

The following is an oxtract from a letter written by Mr. Clek
Braden to a Freethought lecturer. Braden is ovidently “ on the
make.” .

I learn that you are lecturing and expecting to lecture noxt
winter, I write tg.you to suggest that we agree to unito our
Iabors, by holding joint discussions instead of lecturing soparately.

I enclose a list of prepositions. We could debate all or part of
these as might be desired by our patrons. X do not think it ad
visablo to debato for less than ono week, and our time shoull
count from our departure to cur roturh home, or from the timo we
left, our last place of work, until we closed the discussion. We
should charge ono hundred dollars per woek ench and requive the
hall to bo furnished and kept up for us. Could wo get places
cnough to make it pay? Lot mo hear from you or suggest some
ono who would make such an arrangement.”

* « Dabuque chap” is Rev. Wm. Swecenoy, brother of Rev. John
Sweznoy. ’

Tho great truth has finally gone forth to all the ends of the
carth that man shall no reoro render account to man for his belidf,
over which he has no control. Henceforward, nothing shall jue
vail upen us to praise or to blamo any ono for that which he can
no more chango than tho buo of his skin or the height of his stat-
ure. Henceforward, treating with ontire respect, theso who eon
scientiously differ frum oursclves, the only practical effect of the
difforence will bo to make us enlighton tho ignorance, on tho one
sido or on the other from which it springs— by instructing thom,
if it bo theirs ; ourcelves, it it bo our own, to tho ond that the only
kind of unanimity may bo produced which is dcsirablo among
rationals beings—tho agreemont procooding from full conviction
aftor the froest discussion.—Zord Broughar,



