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cannexion with Mr. Christio's letter; and wo take leave of him,
thanking him for his kindly feelingr towards us, ond nssuring him
of our cordial esteem and confidenco, notwithstonding what we
deom an error of judgment on Lis part.,

Toxoxto, 2nd, July 1845,

I take this opportunity of saying, that your Editor shouid know
that by his anwarranted—unchantable, and unchristian remarks
upan the presenco of eomo Rev. Gentlemen at a dinner Intoly
given in this city, he has gneviously wounded tho feclings of
scveral of our best temperance men.

Had he before pubhicly attacking the chameter of these conser.
entious and much loved men, taken the precaution of enquirmg m.
to the mernits of the care, he would havo learned that Dr. Burns
very much regretted, that a dinner was arranged for on that oc.
casion, beeause of tho all, but anevitablo certanty, that wines
and other hiquors wonld be furnished . he would have learned that
Dr. Butng® good opunun of the temperance mvement has an no
degree abated, but has so inuch ncrecased as v beget a determe.
natwn to connect humself wata it, and give it the whole weight of
hir influency and talents ——he would have found that the Rev.
Doctor cune fuorward at our anmverrary, gave us an clegunt and
unpresmivo address ,—promused hus active and hearty co.uperauon,
and at the cloe of tho mecung, unsvlicitated, enrulled his name
amangst the pledged tectotalers of Turonto.

#Ic would have found that Mr. Lillic hus no relish for o public
dinner, with su called excellent wines at command, that he would
have greatly preferred a breakfast o tea,—and ho would have
been anformed that an guning 8 Temperance Socicty, nether
Mcsscrs. Harne, Rintoul, Lillie, nor Dr. Burns, concuved that
they were pledging themeclves to forego thar own enhghtened
Judgement, i favour of any wnc, no matter who, as to what
would and what would not be thyr duty in special circumstauces.

8th, July.

1 cummenced this nute with the view of sending it down by
Mr. Rattray Sunwr, but could nut accumpliehit. Sinec that une,
the Ist July JAdvocate has come to hand, aud 1 am surpnzed to
mark the gucet mavner m which the Eduor records satilaction
at learnung that Dr. Burns had jomed the Socicty here, because, 1
had thuught that from the last Editorial, the Editor hud lost ail
confidence s tho Doctor, as it wasin reference to hun he sid :—
** 1t was casicr 10 sre duty and taik about 1t, than to do it.”

It stnikes me that the ramarks sbout  Mr. Lallie, by his atten.
dance at the * induction dinner”—~bemg disqualified from hereafter
counsclling lus young bretheen to avoid temptation &e. &ec.,
were crucl m the last degree, and unjust as they were cruel ; and
altogether, 1t scems o me that 1t behoves the Editor * to confees”
and that very humbly,—that in an unguarded mmoment, he utter.
ed harsis and unchantable things ebout men entitled to all confi.
donce.

1 know an Ed tor should have somo liberty of chuico and action,
hut the fair fsme of Ministers of the Gospel should not be trifled
with. And wo should remember thet though a wound may heal,
the scar remains.

If } bave wntten too strong forgive me, and believe me, your's
traly, A. Cursmie,
REMARKS.

That our article upon the Toronto induction dinner was esther,
uncharitable or unchristian, we cannot admut, secing that, «- far
as wo knew ouruclves every thing thercin was dictated by love—
Jove for truth 1q the firey place, and love far tho indwiduals con.
gemod, In the scoond, I it was faithful it waa alse tendor, and
whilst 11 endsavourcd 1o axposa the injurione tendenoies of an aot.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ADVOCATE.

t fully admitted the vocy cxcellent character and cmunent eer.
vices of the individuals participating n st

‘That Dr. Burns hes smnce joined the temiperanco society, 18
alike honouradle to him, delightful to us, and we doubt not
profitable to the temperanco causc—but that it was natural to
mfer from his public dinner that he was about to join the tempe.
rance sucicty—or that it was our duty to wnte to him for an
caplanation of his conduct and mtentons we cannot admit.  The
act was publicly blazoncd furth and as such became fuirly open
to the enticikm of the only temperance paper in Canada,  If 1t
were the rule always to wait beforo commenting on any action
until we saw what the partics would do next, wo could never
write nor apeak at all.  We must confess however, that had wo
knuwn that Dr. Burns was about to jun the temperance society,
we would not have used the expressions quoted by Mr. Chnistio,
univeranlly applicable though thoy be,

We have not asked any one to forgo his own enhightened
judgment, but we do ask that that judgment be enhghtened,
The judgment of the world up to 1624, condemned only cxcess
i intoxicaung drinks, but left the customns and practiers which
led to that excess untouched, the more enlightened judgment of
temperance men from 1828 to 1634, condemned the use of ardent
spirits and to a certam extent the dnnking usages of suciety, but left
m the system the roots of the cancer in the shape of wine, beer and
cider, and prolihe roots of bitterness they were! Tho still moro
culigltencd judgment of Temperance Societies aince 1834, has
condemned the use as a beverageof ull alcohohic drinks, and added
that we shuuld *in all suitable ways discountenance their use
throughout the community.” Now in the mere mattor of personally
abstaming, tectotalers are as far advanced as they can be——but
tbe “ all swtable ways,” there 18 room for ndefimte progression.
And it will, we think, be adnutted that 1t 13 the special business
of the Temperance ldvocate to endeavour to advance n the good
work.

Having eo far seplied to Mr. Chnstie’a letter, we have somethung
to say to hun, and those who agree with hin in this matter.

You rebuke us very shurply for what you call our unwarranted,
unchantable, and unchnstian remarks upon the presence of someo
Rev. gentlemen at & public dinner, by which you say the feelings
of some of tho best temperance nen have been grisvausly
wounded ; and Mr. Lillic hints that wo have in so doing * sup-
phied the encinies of the cause with matenals for attack.”  Now,
as fur back as the year 1835, and on several subsequent occa.
siong, the unsecmliness and injurious consequences of ministers
attending public dinners, were at least as strongly exposed in the
Adrorate, with reference to some St. Andrew's dinners which
took place in Montreal ; and the Christian Guardian in an ex-
cellent article, which was copied into the Advocate, severely re-
buked = minister who attended a similar dianer at Hamilton,
All this time you were in frequent correspondence with the con.
ductors of the Advocate, and yct you never in any way hinted
that our remarks, or those of tho Christian Guardian, which we
copicd, were ¢ unwarranted, uncharitable, and unchristian.”
How could yoo, we may well ask, sec such sin resting upon us,
your brethren, without faithfully warning us long before now ?
Or do you take the ground that the samc thing was wrong in
1835, and right m18457 Or are praclices to be reprobated, if
thoy take place in Montreal or flamilton, which are to bo lauded,
or, at all events, winked at, if they occur in Toronto 7 Orjsit
that new hight has broken in upon you since then 7 1f 8o, we
would gladly know the arguments which convinecd you. Per.
haps you will sny that an induction dinneris o different thing
from o St, Andrew’a dinner~—and wo admit it has mush @ozo of
o yeligious sharaoterewhut tho nearer wo appronch to roligien,

the further wo should Go from sstting g bad example, snd thers,



