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felt eatisfisd that the vanity of the young candidates for public
admiration mnst be greatiy stimulated, and a scnse of their vast
impostanco deeply infited. 1t is mdeed npparently a veryinnocent
anu mteresting way of ozcupymng public attention occasionally,
but wo foar that what is amusement to the public is death to some
of tho best sentiments of chuldheod.—N. Y. Mother's Maguzine.

Moral Poisons: The Antidote.

Under tho gencral captiun of * Moral Poisons,” I have, in this
Muguzine, repeatedly called the attention of parenta to the cor.
rupting influcnce upon the wrals of children and youth of a
great poruon of the light htcrature of the day. [T propose in the
present number to make a suggcstion or two in refution to the
antidote—tho only eflicicnt and practical antidote—for theas poi.
sons. [ do n.t hesitate to direct thuse suggestions to parents;
Yor un them wainly rests the responsibility either of fostering und
furnishing means for gratifying a depraved hterary taste m the
youag, or uf forminy a butter tuste and applying a remedy wherc
the mnd is alrcady vitiated. It becomnes then, to them, a most
intcresting and solemn question what is the duty of Chrnstians and
philunthropists who sustain the reiation of fathers and mothers, in
vicw of the danger to be apprehended from impure Light reading ?

1. Purents wmpst teach sound principles to thewr children on
this sulycet.

They must show them the evils attending the reading of the
fushionuble novels of the duy, and ether vicious works of the
byhter order.  ‘F'lus can be done.  Nothing is more practicable.
Onc single number of that excellent monthly shect pubhshed by
the Aumerican “I'ract Socicty—the  American Messenger,”—one
of the prmcipal ams of which is ‘to show the cvils ol unpure
hterature, will furmsh ready for your use ample evidence from
their nature, thut these words are couls of fire, and that the mnd
cannet comi i contact with them without fearful danger of be.
ing burned. It will do more. It will pomt to authentic facts,
snd show what is more tu. the purpuse than all the theories we
may have on this subject, thut many a youth has had his nagin.
zlion influcnced by these vicious novels, and that, through theur
influence, lic has been ruined, temporanty and eternally.

Children have a conscience in relation to this matter, and that
conscience cun be reached, if the proper means are employed.—
‘They have hopes and fears respecting the fornation of character
and to these hopesund fears every intelligent und judicious parent
can successfully uppcal. I suw this position venified a few days
since. A young lady of my acquaintance hud read one of the
most objectionable of Engene Sue’s novels, and although she ac.
knowledgedthere were some featurces in the work from which the eye
of virtue tarned away in pein, yet, on the whole, she thought it
might be sufcly read by those whose priuci{:les were firmly es.
tablished, and in that cluss she runked herself. She declared un.
hesitatingly that she felt no ewil resuiting from their perusal, and
that she must be indulged in this amusement. I remonstrated
with her scnously, yet kindly, and appealcd to her conscience and
to her fears. I thank God that these remonstrances were heeded.
She promised e voluntarily, that she would never read unother
novel of that class,

I know another recent case in point. A pious mother leamcd
with pan that a son haud clandestinely obtained several of Bul.
wer's novels, and had read them. The young man was not a
professor of rehigion, yet this godly mother made him feel that by
the perusal of these works of fiction, he was strivin against the
Spirit, and placing formidable barricrs in the way of Ens salvation.
She showed him that the code of momis which is inculecated by
Edward Bulwer and these of his schuel, was drawn up by the
arch.deceiver, and that just so far as they exerted their legitimate
mfluence, they were caleuluted to educate the soul for the pit from
wh.ch they were imported. I kuow 11, X feel it,” snid the
Qi«‘;ung wan. * I was sensible of it while Y read these novels.

hey affurd a pleasant amusement ; but I will not hazard the
wolfure of my soul for a momontary pleasure, 1.gillkead no
more,” .

There cannot be o doubt that many of the evils which now
flow from a poisoned literature would be averted, ifparents would
faithfully and affectionately inculeate right principles un the sub.
Jeet to their children, and substantiate these priuciples by facts
which have come under their own obscrvation, ur are well authen.-
ticated by othcrs.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ADVOCATE.

2. Purents must act the parl of censors over the b oks and
periodicals which are candidates for fuvor ir their families.

Iam aware thal to same this will scem tyranmeal and over.
heazing, and 1 admit that moral sunsion in tlys case, as in every
other is preferuble to eoercion, if it 18 effectnal.  But if advice
does not succeed, [ am confident u sound and healthful domestic
discipline calls imperious'y for somcthing more.

The ohjections to such a censorship are 85 plausible and so pre,
valent, that it may be well to look at the matter somewhat in de.
tad. It is said, that when we prescribe to our cluldren what they
shall and and what they shull 1ot read, we assume n locdstup over
their consciences. We thik otherwise. We do not tell our
children what they shall belicve in natters affccung thesr eternul
atereste,  We do not mahe it criminal in thew 1o differ from us
in opinion, if they sce reason for such a diffirence. We simply
state to them the truth,  We know that there are certan agents
winch, wheu they act at all upon the soul, work i it moral duatln.‘
We warn our chuldren against them, apd «f warmng and entreaties
arc not sufficicat, forbid them cuploying ncuns which will draw
them sway from God and heaven.  Is this lor inpg it over the
conscicnce ! Can a consistent purent, the he*?‘cn.consmu!od
guardun of the temporal and eternal interests of his children, do
less than this 7 Nay, will nut the frown of Gud rest upon that
parcnt if he do nut fo fur ** command his ehildren and his house.
hold sfter him 1 If a son or a daughter persists in taking arse-
nic, after a parent’s affictionate and carnest counscls to tho con.
trary, is it not plainly the duty of that farent to restrain lus child,
if he can do su, by & positive command?  Butarscnic js no mo-o
poisonous to the physical constitution, than are some of the fash.
ionable novels which find their way into fundreds of Jamilice, 10
the morals of thousands of youth who read them. Ifa prubibitton
is proper in the former case, by what lugic can it be made toenp.
pear that it is not proper in the latter 7 Are physical evils mare
to be dreaded than moral evils ! Is the budy, then, of raore con.
sequence than the spirit ? .

But we are told that this censorship on the part of the parent
can only be muintained on the assumption that the judgement of
the pareat is infaliible.  Thus is in cffect the suwe as to s Firm that
parental restraint must never be exercised, unless there be such
nfallibility,  Why is not the objection raised mn other circum.
stances—for instance, wlen the parent requires his children to
attend family worship, when they are dismclimed, or to vieit with
him the house of God? Docsany one contend that tlis 1s an
nnwarrantable dictation, or that there 1s 10 3t an arrogance of in-
fullibshity 7

The truth is, Gnd has committed the keeping of the immortal
spirit, during the green and tender period of childhood and early
youth, 1n an important sense, to the parent ; and it is a duty than
which none 18 moze solemn and binding; to train up that cluld in
the way he should go, that when he 1s old he may not depurt from
it. Nather the father nor mother is infallible. But they are to
look to God for directions, and then act according to tiseir judg.
ment and the dictates of an enlightcued conscience. No sepsibie
and judicicus man or woman can cwr in recard to the general
principle which ought to govern them in the sclection of Lterery
rcading for their families, though they n y be wrong in relation
to some of the ununportant detmls of that prineiple. But how.
ever they may err respectng these detuls, God ealls upen themn
to stand up fearlessly and firtly for the defence of this principle
in their houscholds.  Toallow the soul of the cild of their fondist
love, and the object of thew most fervent prayers, to be contum.
nated by the foul breath that 1s exhaled from the pages of a
licentious romance, 15 to prove a tmitor to one of the highest,
noblest, and most responsible trusts which Jehovah over confided
to man.

But I must drop the subject here somewhat abruptly—for I am
breaking over the bounds sesigned for the length of a singlo arti.
cle—and reserve some additional thoughts-which I wish to pre-
sent for another number. T hope my readers are not weary of
this discusgion.  If some of them are, I beg them to bear with
me, for 1 assure them there arc fathers and mothers and
brothers and sisters, and the number is not few, who feol deeply
on thus subject; und who, while they point to the vietims of this
soul-destroycr in the shape of a poisoncd literature—victims among®
theirown kindred and at their own fireades—hit up the implorng
hand, and with tears beg of the directors of the press to speak
out on this subject, to sound the note of alasm, und suggest an
cficctive remedy.~2bdi




