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THeE MERCHANT AND His CLERK.—In a recent lecture,
Prof. Tatlock related the following anecdote :— About forty
years ago,a young man with limited capital commenced bu-
siness in Boston, and was obliged to employ a single clerk on
a small salaty, A lady called at hisstore one day and made
some purchases, which she wished delivered at her resi-
dence..—The Merchant requested his clerk to deliver the
bundle as required. He declined j the merchant immedi-
ately took the bundle and delivered as directed. The clerk
never was worth one hundred dollars in his life.

Now 1t is-a providential fact, that misfortune has the pri-
vilege to ennoble man’s character. There is a natural instinct
of buman dignity in the heart of man, which steels his very
nerves not to hend beneath the heavy blows of a great ad-
versity.  The palin tree grows best beneath a ponderous
weight—even so is the character of a man. There is no
merit in it—itis a law of. psychology. The petty pangs of
small daily cares have often bent the character of men, but
great misfortunes seldom.— Kossuth,

The Boston Post says there was a very impressive funer-
alin thatcity recently, A barrel of porter had fallen from a
tiuck, and some fifty mourners were standing round the
beer.

A man may be a degraded creature. If he should s‘eal a
| slieep, the whole commnunity would help to hunt him out,
| and not a voice wonld be raised in his favor ora petition be
got up te have the prosecution abandoned. Let the rumsell-
er who perhaps manufactured that thief out of an honorable
1 and respectahle citizen, be prosecuted for a notorious viola-
tion of law, and the same community will rush between him
and justice ! Some communities are death on small fry vil-
-lains wade in their midst, but the moment the manufacturer
is touched, their sympathies are all alive.— Cayuga Chief.

lo order to lead an irreproachable life, peaple ought not to
do what they blame in others.

WanTED, AT THIS OFFICE.—A single good reason for
continuing the licensed sale of intoxicating drinks.

SLy YoutH.—Our special reporter asserts, on his honor,
| that he was an eye witness jo the sequel of the following
dialogue : ¢« James, my son, take this letter to the post-
office, and pay the postage on it.” The boy returned,
highly elated, and said, « Father, I seed a lot of men put-
ting letters in a litue hole, and, when no one was looking, {
slipped yours in for nothing.”

DwieHT’s DEFINITION 0F DRUNKENNESS.—% Drunken-
ness is that singular state of man, in which he loses, either
patlially or wholly, the use of his bodily and mental powers,
under the operation of spirituous diink, opium, or other
means of intoxication. Drunkenuness is either occasional or
babitual. Occasional drunkenness exists only in irregular,
separate, solitary, or even singular instances, and is produc-
ed sometiies by design, and sometimes by accident. Habi-
tual drankenness is a frequent, and usually a regular intox-
ication ; occasioned by that increased and peculiar love of
strong drink, which is generated by occasional drunken-
ness.”> So that, if so much intoxicating drink is swallow-
ed by man or woman, as to cause some loss of bodily strength,
or to obscure the reason, or infuriale the temper, or excite
‘any other corrupt pasion, you have then a case of drunken-
ness.

[This accords with Luther’s definition of drunkenness,
who asserts that a man is drunk who dees that under the
influence of diink which he would not have done before
drinking.—Ed. B. T. H.]

) o
TO CORRESPONDENTS.
, We are sorry that we must still omit the following communi.
 cations Lill our next number :—Boston, Clarence, lralalgar,

Brome, and the communication of K. Camcron. Several com-
munications are under consideration.

——

repea led and made accordant with Lhe law of inflexible jos!

Tanada Tempevance Advocate.
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THE TRUE WITNESS ON STATE RIGHTS, &¢

With that patience and perseverance that hecomes us, in 0™
sideration of our responsible position, we have overcome our
hesitancies, and have (though somewhat wearily) urged out way
through something over two columns of good type work, bﬂ(."-v
employed by the Editor of the Tiue Witness, against the Main®
Liquor Law. The whole is but a repetition of several formef
efforts to myetify the matter, and misrepresent both the nature
and design of the Maine Law. Somelimes our opponent wou! g
bo considered rather amnusing, if he were not really blasphemot®?
and at other times quite witly, if he were not very wicked. th"
can be thought of the following sullime passage—+ Then ags!”
we aro called tpon ta do honor Lo a new Yankee Messiah, call®
Neal Dow, or some such namc, who has discovered a notabl®
plan for redeeming man by Statute, and whose mission is des!in€
quite to cclipse that of an obsolete Galilean Reformer, oncé in
high repute, but now far behind the requircmcnts of an ealight’
encd and progressive age, though well enough suited to the dark
times in which he lived.” Such poison can do no harm to s’
sible persons, just because they don't swallow i1, but we t»ince'"’Iy
pity the man who, knowing better things, can descend to such
mean and conlemptible misrepresentations.

As we have intimated, this further effort of the True Wiines®
against the Maine Liquor Law, is only a rehashing and exte™
sion of the oﬂ.repcnte-j and oft.answered objections tathe measv®
~the law is classed by ¢ the adversary” with sumptuary laws~
and liquor is considered as harmless as ten, sagar, and othef
articles not *“ malum per se;” whereas every child in the l"';
knows that such a classification of ‘¢ articles of luzury™ is who
improper and unjust; and also, that the Maine Law says not ap
word about what a person shall or shall not eat and drisk.

‘The True Witness says that the State has the right to rai"f
revenue upon all manufactured, imported, or merchantable co®
modities, whether they be sugar, tea, ur spirituous diquors ;
he argues that the State has no right to abrogate or ann® .
natural right, which he alleges every man possesses,’ to impo™
or muke and scil liquor if he chovses. Now, the question® ¢
natursl rights and State rights may be fily introduced into lhl,.
controversy, but not in the way set forth by * the nd\erl‘a'!"
who speaks of natural rights as though each individual wa# e?
tirely independent of every other, and could act, or had a right
acl irrespective of the rights and claims of others. Man was f'"t,.
for suciety, and the individual possesses not any ¢ natural righ
which, when exercised, inflicts a social wrong. The rights 0“61‘
individual, and of society, * naturally” harmonize, Ina p”'fe'
state they could not conflict, but, as we gee every day prﬂl’"c'o
apposed to what is nght, so there ariscs a necessity for gneiety o
take some method of expressing its sense of what is right of f‘",;
is wrong. The True Wilness suys that every man hasa ¢ '8 "
to make or import sugar, tea, or liquor; now, if tea and 5““,,
were as injurious to society as liquor is known to be, theM "
contend the right to make, import or traffic in them does not ox! {
The law may give a legal right to do what ie morally wrong:
that cannot change the nature of things; and when the immut®”
principles of the supreme law of action are acknowledged ’b"
felt in all their power and authority, then the human law mus”




