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ENOX OOLLEGE.

OPENING OF THN BKSBION.

—

LXCTURE BY REY. PROFP, GRRGG, M.A.

On Wedneaday Iast, st mnoou, Kuox Col.
Joze was opened for the wintor session of
1876-7. There were present on tho occa.
sion Bev. Dr. Topp, Moderator of the Gen-
eral Assembly ; Prinoipal Oavon, Professors
Qregg and MoLaren, Rev, Mogrrs, Flotoher,
Familton;  Breckenridge, Sireetsville;
Lang, Dundas; Aull, Ratho; Murray,
Woodville ; MoPherson, Siratford ; Grey,
Orillia ; MoMillau, Mount Forest; Leiper
(Iate from Sootland), and others.

Rev. Dr. Topp opened the proceedings
with prayer, after whioh,

Rev. Prof, Caven, D.D., Principal of the
oollege, made a brief address, In the
course of hisremarks Principal Caven re-
ferrod to the past history of the institution.
During its existence somo 250 students
had been {rained in it for the work of the
ministry, most of whou are atill conneoted
with the chureh, Reference was also made
fo the prosperous state of the building fund,
fowards which there had already beeu aub.
soribed the sum of §126,000, Principal
Caven also referred to the sorrowful faot
{hat since the olose of the last session four
of the students hiad been removed by death,
viz.;~—Mesers, Allison, MoDermid, McKay,
sod Meldrum, As vegards the suocess of
the institution on the score of educational
isining being acoomplished, it may be
sdded that the attendance is large, there
being about forty students in the opening
thoologioal olasses; while for preparatory
literary training there ave about fifty young
men attending at the University and in tho
College.

At the close of Prinoi?sl COaven's speach,

Professor Gregg delivered the following

OPENING LECTURM !

GexTLEMEN,~I intend in this leoture to
give some examples of a particular kind of
evidenos of the truth of Boripture history.
The kind of evidence I propose to exem-

lify in akin to that employed in * Paley's

orm Paulinm,” In this work Paley has
shown that there are certain coinocidences
botween the lettors of Paul and Luke's nar.
miive in the Aots of the Apostles which
sould not have been the resuits of forgery,
sod which eanuot be acoounted for except
onthe supposition of the genuineness and
suthentioity both of the Aocts and the
Epistles, The force of the argument drawn
from thess undesigned coinoidencos is simi.
lar to that drawn from oiroumstantial evi-
denoe, which is the strongest kind of evi.
dence. It is & common maxim that a wit.
ness may lis, but that cironmatances oan.
not. Inlike manneyr the deliberate state.
ments of forged writings may be %0 oauti-
ously framed as {0 conoesl or pervert the
truth, On the other hand, it is & strong

arantee of the truthfulness of writings,
ﬂl regard to the main facts they record,
when coincldences are ascertained in re.
aad to minute particulars and inoidental
sllusions whioh would searcely be notived
by one reader in & thousand, and which,
thorefore, could scarcely be supposed to
have been designed fo secure the confidence
of the readier, ‘The more vbviously undesign-
od the coincidences are in minute partion-
laze, the stronger is the convietion produc.
od of the general truthfulness of the writ-
ings in which they are deteoted. This
will be admitted by every one who has
osrefully and oandidly examined the in-
stances of unde-igned coincidence given by
Paley in his *Hors Paulinm,” and by other
writers, auch as Professor Blunt, who has
fornished namerons and singalaely strik-
ing illusteations, both from the Old and
New Testament Soriptures. But the
method of Paley admits of still more ex-
fensive applioation. There are obviously
nndaaignes ooinoidences not merely be.
{ween diffsrent parts of Seripturs, when
corapared the one with the othier, but also
between inocidental statements and allu-
sions in the Soriptur.> on the obe haud,
ad extra-Scriptural testimonies, doon.
mentary and monumental, on the other,
Professor Blunt has shown thi¢ by a com-
patison of some atatements in the Gospels
with the writings of Josephns, and the tew
examples he bas given are sufficient to
prove with what foree and effect the
mathod of Paley may be more genernllg
applied to a comparison of Boripture an
extra-Seriptaral testimonies. Now, it is
my design in this locture to present some
illnstrations of this kind of ocoincidence,
and for the sake of definiteness, as well as
of brevity, I shall confine myself to illus-
{rations connected with the lives of the
later Assyrian and Babylonian kings, as
alluded to in Soripture, ani referred to in
profane bistory, or poinled to by the
monuments of Ninevehans Babylon, which
in recent times have bern discovered and
deciphered by Batts, Layard, Rawlinson,
Hincks, Smith, snd others.

Sargon.—The fiet example I shall give
isconneoted with the name of Sargon, King
of Assyria. This name ogours only once
in the Soriptures. The place in which it
osoursis Is, xx, 1, where it is said, **In
the year that Tartan oame unto Ashdod,
when Bargon the King of Assyra sent him,
aad fought against Ashdod and took it.”
Here you will notice that the mame of
Sargeu is introduced in a meraly incidental
way—in s mere parenthesis whioh is mot
ecersary to the continuily of the narra-
tive, but nserted simply to give greater

ecision to the dats of & prophecy of

wish, Now, antil lately, the mention of
Bargou in this place was & source of great
dificnlty. No monarch was otherwise
nown of this name. It was therefore
supposed by some that Sargon was snother
name for Salamanese, while others sup-
Posed that it was another name fer Sen-
naoherib, or Esurhaddon, Light, however,
been shed on this dffoulty by the
ancient As~yrian monuments recently dis.
tovered and deciphered, Awong thess we
ve the aunals ot & monarch bearing this
Yory name of Sargon. The anuals have
been preserved in a two-fold form—in &
4yliuder, and on the wall of the great hall
of Korsnbad. And it is remarkable that
8argon was the first king whoss monu.
lents were dissuvered through the re-
Senrohies of M, Batta aund hir assistants in
143, It appears from the anuals that
8argon was vae of the most.powerful kings

- 38 saesesstnl warriors of Awyria; that he

oame to the throne the same year in which
Mevodach.baledsn beoawe King of Baby-
lon, 1.6, according fo the Csnon of Ptnlemy,
721 B,O,; that he warred in the firat year
of his reign against Samaria, and oarried
away ocaptlve 27,280 persons; that he
warred slso againat the King of Edom,
against the King of Hamath, against the
Armenians and Albaninus, and also againad
the King of Egypt. But what I wish youn
gartioulaﬂy tonotico s thatinthe annale of
nrgon it is related that ho took Ashdod.
This might mean that he eithor took it
personally or by some of his gonerals. Now
it osunot be supposed that the allusion to
Sargon by Isaialh wag intonded to taliy
with the insoription in XKhorshabad,
Neither ¢au the insoription be snpposed to
have beon dosigned to fally with the allu
sion in Teaiah. Most ohviously the ooinoi-
dence is undosigned. 'There is thus fur.
nished, not merely a solution of what was
long felt an a serious diffienlty, but at the
same time & slrong confirmation of the
goneral historioal acouracy of Isaiah’s nar-
rative. If he is fonnd to be so aconrate in
a mere inoidental allusion, {t ia not likely
that he would be inacourate in respect to
the main facts which it is his main purpose
fo record.
Senuacherib,~—The next example I shall
give ot undersigned ovincidences between
criptural and extra-Soriptural testimonies
is connected with the nocounts which
have come to us of Sennacherib, the mson
and snccessor of Sargon, and who became
King of Aesyria in 704, B,0, There are
many (Fnrtloulau regarding Bennaoherib, re
corded in the Seriptures, which are confirm.
ed by extra-Soripturel testimony, and par-
tionlarly by the insoriptions found in the
palace at Koyurjik, Here we have the
annale of Bennacherib himeelf, in whieh he
reoords his vietories and successes, Par-
tioular mention is made of his treatment of
Hexekiah, * whom (said hel) Ieshut up in
Jerusalem, his eapital eity, like & bird in &
oage” . . . andon whom ¢ there fell
the fear of the power of my arms, and he
sent out to me 30 talents of gold, and 800
talents of silver.” The difference between
the number of talents of silver here men-
tioned and that givenin Boriptare—B800—
may be acoounted for by the supposition
that SBennacherib added to the money sent
the value of ether gifis or exaetions, or by
the supposition, which an examination of
weights and measures warrants, that the
800 Jewish were equivalent to 800 Assyrian
talents of silver. = The writings of Hero-
dotus slso, and the traditions of the Ar.
menians, confirm—notwithstanding disore-
anecies—the accounts of the overthrow of
entacherib’s army in the neighborhood of
Egypt (not before Jerusalem as is generally
supposwd), and his sscassination by his
sons, noither of whioh events, as might be
expeoted, is moticed in the Asayrian ra.
gords, Mounarchs do not record tkeir cwn
defeats—and the death of no Assyrian king
is recorded on the moruments. Eut paw.
ing by these and other great events—the
partionlar fact to whioh Ieallyour attontion,
as an enmgle of undesigned coincidence,
is conneoted with the manner in which the
siege of Lackish by Sennacherib is referred
to in the Beriptures-and in the ancient
monuments. It appears from 2ad Kings,
xviil ehapter, that after reoeiving the gold
snd silver whioh Hezekinh had sent to
aoify him, Sennschierib sent his Generals
%abuus and Rabskekah with & detachment
of troops to take Jeruealem, while he him-
self, with the main body of the army, be.
sieged the oily of Laokish. No mention
is made of his taking Liackish. On the
contrary, it seems from 2ad Kings, xix. 8,
that he was obliged to raise the siege, and
he went from it to Libnah, Itis not,indeed,
distinetly stated that he failed to take
Lnckish, but this seems the legitimate in-
ference from the brief notice in the passage
just referred to. Now lot us turn to the
Assyrian records, In these we find no
account of the capture of Lackish, which
we might expeot if the city bad besea cap-
tured, and espeoially as we know from
other incidental notioes that it was an im-
portant and strongly fortified city. The
name of Lackish dees not even oceeur in
the annale of Sennacherib, Thereis, how-
ever, at present in the British Museum a
bas-relief found at Koyunjik representing
the siege of the oity with this insoription,
* Sennacherib, the mighty King, King of
the couriry of Assyris, sitting on the throne
of judgement bofore the city of Lakmisha.
1 give permission for its slaughter.” Here
the fuct of the siege is indioated, but still
there is no indioation of the capture of
the city.  In faot, the representation and
insoription exaotly tally with the Soriptural
narrative. In neither is there a distinot
indioation of the eapture of Lackish, while
from both alike this seems to be the legiti-
mate inference, and the coincidence is most
obviously naodesigned. It may hore be
added as confirmatory of the inference ad-
verted to that we find from Jer. xxxiv,, 7,
that Lackish vas one of the defenced cities
which remaincd of ¢he oities of Judah in
the time of Jeremiah.

Esarbaddon.—Sennacherib was snceeed-
od on the throne of Assyria by his fourth
son Esarhaddon, and in connectien with his
name I shall give the next example of un-
Jesigned osinerdence between -saored his-
Sory and extra-Soriptural testimonies. The
name of Esarhaddon soldom ocours in
Seripture—only in three pleces; 2 Kings,
xix. 87; Is xxxvii. 883 md‘ Ezrn, iv, 2.
In the first two places it is simply stated
thal he reigned instead of his father Sen-
nacherib. In the othorplace he is referred
to as the King of Assur, "bs whom the in.
habitants of Samaria had been settled
thers, Other pasesges, however, undoubt-
edly vefer to bim. Thus, we read in 2
Chron. xxxiii, 11, that in oconsequence of
the great wickedness of Manasseh and Lis
people, * The Liord brought upon them the
oaptains of the host of the King of Assyris,
which took Manasseh among the thorus,
and bound hinz with fetters, and earried him
to Babylon,” That this King of Assyria
was Esarhaddon may be inferred from the
fact that Sennachorib, the fatbher of Eear-
haddon, was contemporary with Hexekish,
the father of Manasseh; it is likely that
the two sons would reign at the samo time,
the one as King of Assyris aud the other
as King of Judah, This inference is con-
firmed by an insoription found in one of
the palnoes he ereeted, in which he men.
tions the nemen of 92 kings who farnish
materials, Among them is ithe name

“ Minas! (Manasseh), King of Judah” It
was then Esarhaddon, King of Assyrin,
who bound Munagseh In fetters, and
brought him to Babylon. DBut the point
to which I call your spoesial attention is
that it was {o Dabylon, the capital of
Babylonia, and not to Nineveh, that Lear-
haddon, the Xing of Assyria. condneted
the captive Maunasseh, Ae Nivoveh was
the oapital of Aesyria, it would soem more
natural that Esarhaddon should bring him
to Nineveh rather than to Dabylon. It
has, however, been found that, winle Baby-
lon was usually governed by vieeroys
uunder the Assyrian monarchs, Kearhaddon
bmlt a palace for himself and reigned por-
sonally in Babylon, Brioks and a tablet
have beon found in Babylon bearing in-
soriptions whiol prove that Esarhaddon
oreoted a palace and reigned thoere : and
his name in a Greek form (Asaridinus)
is given by Ptolemsy in tho list of
DBabylonian kings, 1t appears, moroover,
that Isarshaddon was the only Assyrian
king who reigned at Babylon = This not
only explaing why Manassoh ghould be
brought to Babylor, but, by the obviously
undesigned manuer in which the coincidence
oocurs, furnishes very strong confirmation
of the minute acouracy of the Bible records.
Had the name of Esarhaddon been given
in the Book of Olivonicles a8 the king who
oarried Manassoh to Babylon, the coinei-
dence would have been remarkable, but yet
pot 80 obviously undeelgned, But as it is,
wo only find by inference that Esarhaddon
was the Assyrian king referred to in the
Soripture narrative. This makes the coin-
oidence more evidently undesigned, and
ives greater force to the argument in
favour of the historical aceuracy of the
Book of Chronioles,

Nebuohadnezzar—I now pass from the
Kings of Assyris to those of Babylonia,
which seoured its independence of Assyria
in 6265, B.0., and which maintained its po-
sition ae & mighty empire for he period of
88 yoars, until the fsll of Babylon in the
yoar 588 B.C. Nebuchadnezzaris the firet
of the Babylonian kings of this period whose
name is mentioned in the sacred rescords.
Here, ospecially in the Book of Daniel, it
ooouples & prominent plaos ; as it dces also
in the records of Babylon, of whioh he was
king in 48 years, almost the half of the
whole period of the duration of the great
Babylonian Ewmpire. The Soriptural ac-
oouuts of Nebuohadnerzar are confirmced in
several partisulars by extn-ﬂoriptuml tes.
timonies. But I sonfine myself to one in-
stance of undesiguned colueidense. This
instance is found in eonnection with the
accounts of the duration of this monarch's
roign, According to the Canon of Plolemy,
Nebuchaduezzar eame to the throne in 604,
aud died in 561 B.C0., and thus reigned 48
yeara, This acoords with the atatement of
Berosus (quoted by Josephus, Ap. I 20),
who says that ¢ he departed this life when
he had reigned 48 years, whereupon his
son Evilmerodach received the kingdom.”
Moention is made also of the 42ad year of
his reign in a clay tablet found among the
Babylonian monuments. This shows the
long duration ef his reign, and accords with
the statexents of Berosus and Ptolem{ that
be reigned 48 years. Now, wo have in the
Beriptares no direot cr explioit statement
of the length of Nebushadnezzar's reign,
yet various particulars are mentioned,
which, when ocompared, lead to a conclu-
sion whioch precisely ocorresponds with the
extra-Seripturel statements just reforred to.
We read in 2 Kings xxiv. 1 and 12, that
Nebuohadnezzar, King of Babylon, came
againat Jerusalem; that Jehoiakin, his
mother, servants, princes, and officers went
out against the King of Babyloi, ard that
the King of Babylod took himiin the eighth
year of his reign, Seven fall years wonld
thus have elapeed since Nebuchaduezzar
oame to the throme. We read also in 2
Kings, 25 and 27, that it was in the 87th
year of Jshoiskin’s oaptivity that Evil-
merodach began to reign, Jehoiakin
would then have been a caplive 86 full
years, These added to the seven full years
of Nebuchadnezzar's reign which bad ex-
pired before Jeboiskin’s captivity, make up
the exact period of 43 years of Berosus and
and Ptolemy., Itia here to be noted that
we do not find from the Soriptures that
Evilmerodach was the successor of Nebu-
chadnezzar. This we lesrn from extra-
Soriptaral sources. The precise coinel-
denee, therefore, is not only very remark-
able, but most obviously undesigned.

Belshazzar.—The only other example of
undenigned coincidence I shall at present
give is connected with the name of Bel.
shazgar, Several things are recorded of
Belshazzar in the Bouk of Daaniel. Thas,
we bave a particular acocunt of a great
feast which he made, of the mysterious
writing on the wall of his paluce, of the
promise that the interpreter of it should be
made third ruler of the kingdom, of Dan-
iel’s interpretation, and of the death of Bel-
shazzar and the overthrow of Babylon, It
would appear, so far as the Bible record
informs use, that Belshazzar was tho last
King of Babylon. It appears, however,
from Herodotus, and from Berosus, as
guoted by Josephus (Ap. I, 20) that the last

ing of Babylon was Nabonuedius or Na-
bonadius, that he was defeated in the open
fisld by Oyrus, that he-fled to Borsippa,
that »hile he was there Babylon was taken
by Cyrus, that Oyrus afterwards besieged
Be.sipps, that Nabonadius surrendered,
and was treated kindly by Oyrus, who gave
him Oarmatia to live in, and that Nabona-
dins died there, This account sesms to be
irre.oncilable with the Scripture narrative,
and therefore it long cansed great difficulty.
The diffionlty, however, has at last been
solved. In the cylinders of Nabonadius
found at Mesgheir an insoription has been
diseovered, from which it appears that
Aelshazzar, tho son of Nabonadius, was as.
soeinted with lns father in the rovereignty
of Babylon, and with the title of King, It
wonld seem that Belshazzar (with the
Queen’s mother) was entrusted with the
defence of Babylon, The statements of
Berosus, Herodotus, and Daniel, are thus
at once reconciled, nnd thus another confir-
mation is afforded of the truthfuluess of
Bible history. Bul the ¢p cial point fo
which I call your attention, as an example
of undesigned coincidence, is the ptomsse
made by Belshazzar that he wonld make
the interpreter of his dream the third ruler
in his kingdom. He evidently wished to

od | bestow upon him the highest honours, as

did Pharaoh upon the interpreter of his

mw

dreams, But why doss not Belst vezar
promise to make the Interpreter of the
writing upon the wall the sccond rnler as
Pharaoch made Joseph the second ruler in
his kingdom ? The anawer is that Nabon.
edins, the fathor of Bolshazzar, was still
alive, Delshazzar could not make Daniel
highor than the third reler.  He gould not
mako him higher than himealf or his fa-
ther, How exaotly does the narrative in
Daniel thus correspond in tius particular
with the facts whieh have only rocently
heon brought to light by the discavery and
decipherment of anclont monuments. "How
ohvisnsly undesigned also, There s not
the sllehtest ground for suspocting that
Daniol intended to give a truth-lika char-
actor to his narrative by making it coincide
with faots whioh have only monnmental
ovidence. I have thus give some illustra.
tions of undesigned coinoidence between
Boriptural and extra-Soriptural testimonios
in connection with the reouvds which re-
main of the later Assyrian and Babylonian
kings. Other romarkable coincidenos
might os found by an examisation and
oompatison of the Boripture records of
these monarchs, the writlnge of the ancient
historians, and of tho recently discovered
and deciphered insoriptionaof the Assyrian
and Babylonian monuments, Still more
numerous and more remarkable ocoinei.
dences may be found from a comparizon of
other parts of the Old Testament records
with the anclent historians, with ancient
traditions, with the monuments of Egypt,
of Moab, of Palestine, as well as of Nineveh
and Babylon, The groat attention recently
glven to the antiquities of Egypt, the la.

ours recontly dsvoted to the exploration of
Palestine, the recent discovery and dooi.
pherment of the Moabite stone, in addition
to the recent discoveries of Batta, Layard,
Rawlinson, Smith, and others in the regions
watered by the Eupbrates and the Tigris,
have fornished remarksble coincidences
which serve to confirm the Seripture
records respecting the Deluge and disper-
slon, respeoting the Exodus from Egypt,
respecting the exploits of Moses, of Toshua,
and the Judges, and respecting the earlier
a8 well as the later period of the Hebrew
Monarchy. Simi'ar vemarks may be made
respeoting the New Tostament records,
These are verified, not merely by an ex.
amination of the internal marks of truthful.
ness found in them, but also by undesigned
coinoldences between their statement and
extra Boriptural testimonies. This {s true
even in regard to inoidental statements
which long oaused great diffieuliies—such
statements, for exampls, as those regard-
ing the taxing in the time of Oyrenius the
Governor of Syria, and the title of Seigins
Paulus, the deputy or procomsul, whose
conversion is recorded in tho Acts, It is
quite true that diserepancies have been dis.
covered as well as coincidences between
Seriptural and oxtn-Seri)itunl testimonies,
8~me of thexs are capable of explanation,
Others, it must be admitted, seem incapa.
ble of being reconciled. How are we to
deal with these irreconoilable testimonies ?
Are we to reject both the Seriptural and
the extra-Scriptural ? Ov, if a choice is to
be made between the two, which are we to

refer ? There need be little hesitation in

eciding what eourse we should adopt.
The Scriptures carry on their face the
strongest evidences of their truthfulness,
and on this account are entitled to our
highest confidence. 'When compared with
oxt=a-Soriptaral testimonies it is easily
seen that they are more reliable. Thus, for
example, if we revert to the period of As.
syrian and Babylenian history, from which
exsmples have been given of undesigned
coinoidence, it is remarkable that in the
Assyrian inseriptions there is no notice of
the defeat of Sennacherib’s army or of his
agsasination by his two sons, and that in
the Babylonian vecords there is no distinot
notice of the madness of Nebuchadnezzar,
and that, as a general rule, the disasters
and humilistions of Assyria and Babylon
are concealed or disguised. It is other-
wise with the sacred Soriptares. In these
the orimes and follies of the kings and
people of the Jews are narrated without
disgunise or concealment. The Fumiliating
terns imposed on Hezikiah, and to which
he submutted, the idolatries of Manasseh,
the reckless policy of Jehviakin, the
wrefohed fate of Zedekiah, the sins of the
people, as well as of the princes which pro-
voked God to give them up into the hands
of their enemiss-—all these ave so frankly
and candidly recorded as to eontrast very
strikingly with the reticence or evasions of
the Assyrian and Babylonian annals, For
thie a8 we.. as for other reasons, we need
not hesitate to prefer the Hebrew records
in eases whero they differ from extra-Serip-
tural testimonies. On the whole we have
reason to feel thankful that the more
thoroughly the Scriptures have been ex.
amined, and the more thoroughly they
have been tested by historioal investigation
and archeclogical resesroh, the more satis.
factonly have their claims been established
to our gonfidence in their acouracy as re-
cords of facts. T'he only reason why infi.
dels cav, with apparent consisteucy, pretend
to question their truthfalness, is that they
contain records of miracles which, accord-
ing to their general theory, have never
been wrought. I do not now atop to re-
mark upon the unreasonableness of this
theory. If there bs a God, as we ocannot
belp beliaving there is, it ie surely compe-
tent for Himn to slter or reverse the course
of nature, and there are oases in which it
may be reasonably supposed that he might
interfere. In the moral condition of man
there is surely something abnormal—some-
thing wrong. Why should not God mirae-
ulensly interfere to rectify the fell disorder?
‘The Bible tells us that He has miraeulously
interfered to save us. In respect toevery
ordinary event which the Bible relates
there is the beal reason for relying upon its
truthfulness, Why should we doubt its
trathfulness when it records the mimscles
wrought in Egypt and the wilderness, or
which accompanied and aocoredited the Iu-
carnation and Resurrection of our Lord
aud Saviour Jesus Christ?

Ix the datkest hour through which a ha-
mau soul oan pass, whatever elas is doubt.
ful, this, at leact, is ccrtain: If there be
no God and no future state, yet, sven then,
it is better to be generous than selfish,
better to be obaste than lisentious, better
to be true than falee, better to be brave
than to be a coward.—XF. W, Robertson,

Jﬂtﬁﬂl Yntices,

A DOCTOR'A OPINION,

Mesers. Oraddock & Co , 1082 B .
Philadelokia, aoe Sireel,

You will perhaps romember that I sent
for threo bottlos of Enst Indin Hetup about
ton yoare ago, when I had asevero cough,
and oyery one thonght I was fast going
into Consuuprion, especially as my phys.
iolan told me I conuld nover got woll.  After
taking your medicine I found my rolf cured,
Latoly I have not boon focling woll, and,
having good faith in the Canuabis Indioa
from what it did ten yenrs ago, I again
order thres bottles,

Reapeotfully,
ENRY B. 8PANGLER,
MoxTROSEVILLE, Lycoming Co,, Pa.,
Sept. 20, 1878,

. N.B.—This remedy spoaks for {tself, A
single bottle will satisfy the most skeptioal.
Thero {8 not asingle symptom of Constinpe
tion that it does not dissipate. $2.50 per
bottle, or throe bottles for $6.50. Pillsand
Olntment, $1.25 eachi. Sent at our risk,
Address, Oraddock & Oo., 1082 Racs Btroet
Philadelphia,

fr—

D’ARY’S
Curative Galvanic Belts, Bands
AND INSOLES,

are made on theSmost approved sofentifio prinofs
ples, and will cortainly oure all disenses of the
soxual organs, nervous disorder,

RHEUMATIC AFFECTIONS, NEURALCIAY

Tk omeidnd Jolse tlasstion consioation
nsumption and disesses o!
kidneys ugd bledder, All those yield to :l:e mﬂ:

bus powertul application ot Elestricity. Bend for
&'lggoug to A, NOBMAN, L8 King Street Wes$,

D.S, KEITH & CO,
LUMBERS, GAS & STHAM FITTERE BRABS
FOUNDERS AND ¥INIGHERS
Manufaoturers of

PETROLEUM GAS WORKS

Engineers and Plumbers’ Brass Work, &o., Consete
vatory and Green House Heating.,

Importors and Wholesale Dealers in
Ludpgipol and Plumbers’ na.tom Tron asd

109 EING STREET WEST, TORONTO

CANADA

STAINED GLASS WORKS,

ESTABLISHEED 18%8.

Booleriasticaland Donsstie Stained Glass Win
dows exsouted in the bastatyle,

BANNERS AND FLAGS PAINTED TO ORDER

JOSEPH MoOAUSLAND Pnormmzon,
8 King Stroet West, Toronto.

EFFEOTUALLY DESTROYS TIOKS

penetrating to the vermin in all grades of devel-
opment, extinguishing both natched and nune.
hatched life. It also mproves the growlth and
quality of the wool, nddlnf wolght and lustre: und
anablos sheep to rest well and thrive., No flock
master who values his stock should be without i,
DPrice 850, 70¢c,, and $1.00 per tin, A 35¢ tin will
cleanabout £0 sheepor 20lambs Soldeverywhere.

HUGH MILLER & CO.,

Agricultural Chemiats,
167 King Strest Xast, Toronto,

CONSTITUTIONAY:

CATARRH REMEDY.

LITTLEFIELD & CO.,
PRUPRIETORS,

CATAREEL

Cannot ba curred by snuffs, washes or local appli-
cations. Itisa weekness of the conastitution, de-
veloping Itsell in the nasal organs first, atterwards
extonding to tne throat and lungs, ending gener.
ally in Consumption, {f not checked by proper
remedies. Peinsin head, back, loins, and weak-
neas of kidneya urs its aftendant disersos. Mors
peoSlo have Catarrh than any otherdisease. Itis
easily cured. Thousands of cases, some of FORTY
¥Ionrs standing, have been ontlmlev cured in New

ampahire and the Dominion the past thres

sars, by the Constitutional Catairh Remedy.

ortificates 10 back the above, aud a treatise on
Catarrh sent free on application to T. J. B.
Marding, Chemist, Brociville, Ont, Send
name on postal card, and it will cost only a cent.
Prio9, 81 por bottle, or six botties for A5, Sent to
nny addrees on receivt < monay,

DECALCO&MNI!E

or TRANSFER PICTULRKY, with book .

PP, ﬂvllf full instructions in this mew
..5' beantiful erz, sent 8-! 4 for 10 ol

100 ase'td pictures, SO cts They are Hoads, Moenﬁo, Aniwmale,

Biras, Tascets, Flowsrs, Anttiman leaves, Comle [ 3

el ST Falatine, Ao b brsuiiiel GEM OHROMOL

2000! nting, y B beaw

for 10¢ts. s‘n r:r 60 <18, Agenls wanted,

NAbdrese J. ko PATTEX & CO, 162 “Villlam Street, New X

GENUINE CRAB ORCHARD SALTS.

THE MILDEST AND BEST JENERAL PUR-
CATIVE INUSE. Endorsed by the highest med-
fonl men in the United States. Persons sufferin
with costiveness of the bowals or torpld lver,
find ready rolist by the use of these Salts. None
ennine oxcapt thoss put up in bottles with the
abel of the Crab Orchard Springs Suits Compaay.
J.B. WILDER & CO., Agents, Loulsville, Ky.

WANTED.—Men and Women sut of Work
to write for the extraordinary inducements o
Agents on the 84 column family and religlow
paper, *'Theo Contributer,” with its
P wn atteaotion, Only $1.10 = xm
lcp “Never saw anything t-ke like Jg;" * [
!

LX) 11} homra torses,




