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?ﬁf“ I’{* excused or exempted. Is a fa\‘O}‘ to be received of such a nature
’I‘Otht can be accepted or enjoyed b). fmff pevson only ! ) Every true
er \wefers that another should receive it, rather than himself.

1as well been said “ GGood inanners Sl}on](l begin at home,” extending
@ -Zioclﬂl circles. Sincerity and expresstous of t"eeli_ng should charact-
our whole deportment, not 01'11y n domestic circles, but in every
thp&u‘\‘,lnent of socicty.' Like the dial of the Wz}tch, they should indicate
fu) ole work }\'1t]1111 is good and true ;hovth(jrmsc they are only a sham,
th(‘re ]‘)'l’.Ocn:q)". and altogether wort )](’f eternal copdmnnatan. Is
instrual-)y J.ustlhablo reason \\'h.y. a mv(})t ier should ruin her child hy
Wag) itmg.]t to report to any visitor who lllay call at th'e front d'oor on
mattei *“ , that, "‘Motller is not at home, whyn ..qlm is attendmg‘ to
forr TS in the kitchen? By what law could we justify such hypocritical
el 1ty as, by telling Mrs. Smith that we sllz}}l be delighted to have her
for g’uw en we ¢ wish s}le wquld stay away ? ) Or, how can we exp(?ct
e, 1‘}}68&, after assuring Miss Jones that she is our “most contidential
%7 when we “ahominahly ablor her company ?”  Such are fair
Eocig ?S of I)Ol)\llal‘ etiquette acquired.thl‘ough modern customﬁ of ]IO]].OW
em 3@ l Again, only f:mlcy the al)s.urdlty of members of the family making
elves agreeable in every society llu.t at home! TIs there any good
I why a man should needlessly put his wife to the trouble of wiping up
"eighi \\'.lmn he takes g_rea_t Paius to wipe his feet before crossing his
be 01’s threshold ? O, is it consistent that a woman should frown or
severe on her own husband or son for a little carelessness, while she
s her caller with the most gracious of smiles that “it isn’t of the
Whe st consequence !’ Why sho_uld a husband assure his friend’s wife
Whe 8;(1 mn her haste b}n'ned her l)lSCU}PS, that he “ greatly enjoyved thel.n
Owy W'fle'): were so nice and brown,. and grumble and pout at his
N !¢ for meeting with the same misfortune ? ‘

1 sl’(‘_ﬂ.kmg thus, we do not advocate the principle of having any one
of CO}lsule:mte of others than members of their own family. The laws
Iteness are equally binding on us at howne and abroad. No man
ang ge:‘.gen.tlenlan, though ever so genial a.brqad, who is not courtcous
mucluft? in his own home.; and no woman is a real laf]y \Yllc) Is not
"eighb.)ls of a lady at _11ome in her morning-wrapper as in silk in her
Polite ill S parlor. Neither can any one who is not sincere be really

1 the broad sense of the term.

the a1"1\1'(*nts would enly study and adopt the laws of politeness as
Pring; l]e taught in the Bible —for the sacred volume alone teaches the
i g Pces of al} true etiquette—what a change w'oqld soon he apparent
washin"omr.nun}ty. at large! Here we have our Divine Lord and Master
or rfé],- 18 disciples feet, leaving an example that we should imitate;
o tllllg us to love our enemies, to bless them that curse us, to do
ente e tha.t hate us, to pray for them who despltef.ully use, and
fn‘)thel-. us. Children are here commanded to honor their father and
ing 'ti Wsbands and wives to love, honor and bear with each other’s
tﬁbull:;:' We are here taught to honor all men ; to fear God; to be patient
deriy s 10}_1 ; to cox}lfort the feeble minded ; to support the weak i not
ooq T evil for evil unto any man ; but ever following that Wh.lcll is
t among ourselves and to all men. Having food and raiment

ur
8} €

.



