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SIIALL W%%E ILIVE PERIODiCALS ?

tREQUES'rS haVe long sînce b cen made, askiug- us to pay soine at-
tetitiou to the pobitioîî, power, and practi1 utîlity of the prss and
the duty of religious men to cniiploy it for tho libcral extention oï
those-prilîciples by whichi thicy ivere tiieniiselves set froc. The subjeet
iuitil niow lias becu deferred. Moniths have passcd nway, and thiese
cails are yct without responso. For this semiing indifference ive offer
two reasons: ist, Other subjeets hiad a prior elaini. 21id. There was
no certainty of a full and candid licariîîg whiile tic question was so
en gagedly discusscd by othmers. And if any one desire a thjird rcason,
lie iny have it in tho arîticipatcd possibility, timat, bad wo put our peu
into the subjcct prcviously, somoc siuister miotive igh-lt have beon at-
tributed to the effort. As mnattors now stand, this is not only highly
inmprobable, but altogetiier impossible.

But, at the very comnmenceecnt, miay wvo askz, lias it become noces.
sary to turn logician for the purpose, of argung this question ? las
the power of the press, to any one, in any cause, bccoine a debatablo
point ? If so, our task is intolorablo boyond the boundary of liope,
provided, indccd, we are cxpeced to produco conviction. Logic iii a
case so forlora would bc lost. Arguments arc for th-loso who reason-
contemplate-reficet; but lie who canuot., ut a glance, in this age of
liglît, percive the potcncy and utility of the press, rnay be safely set
down as out of the reacli of logical approacli. The attonipt would be
equal to proving- tlîat trocs grow green leaves for tho benefit of a per-
son without oycs.

Stili, aniong those wlîo eau sc, there is sucli a thing as seing
dimuly and Seoirg, elearly, and then we have dog,'eos sucli as more
olearly and înost elearly. Presuming, th ercfore, thiat those who
request particular attention to the dlaiims of the press, require ne ad-
ditional. liglit on thîcir own aceount, and presumning aise tlîat thîey are
chîiefly desirous that othiers unay sec their duty as elearly as thîcy hiave
been led to se it, WCe shah,7 with these things beforo us, offor a few ob-
servations upon the wvhole premises.

Thiere is, indced, a olass of wcll meaning C)hristian nmen who seem
to regard evcry tbing witlî suspicion tlîat thîey cannot find ini 50 huIny
words on the pages of the inspired oracles. These, we miiht say, are
serupuhous over-inucli, and they not unfroquently, by their stringent
rules, work ont, in practice, a heavy judgment against themseves-


