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is dashed over the awful verge, and is swallowed up in the forming
" whirlpeol beneath. Or, docs he not know that many of those
young Scotchmen, who come from year to year to Canadn,
with the fairest prospects, and yet in o short time exhibit a totul
weeck in consequence of intempirance, owe theie melancholy eud,
in some measure at lenst, to Sv. ANDREW'S celebrations? For,
it cannot be denled, that the cxample vhich s there set before.
them, by their countrymen in Cauady, supplies, at least, one of the.
auxilinry influences that impel them to destruction,  Such being the
case, we must lift our voice against these anpiversarvies ag hitherto
conducted, however powerful the influence by which they muy bt
uupportcd And when we find ministers of the gospel actively coun-.
tenancing such a custom—a custom which, every year, sends hun-
dieds of Scotchmen throughout tae British North American Provin-
ces, réeling to their homes in astate of intoxication, on the thiticth,
~ ddy of November ; and sends m:iny, more or less directly, to the
* drunkard’s grave, and the dl unkard’s doow, they wust not expeet that
they shall escape the censure W hich they dewrrc Our.duty as
professed Advocates of Tempemnce, calls on us ta expose their;con-
duct and reason, and re'xgxon, and common humanity are nll 80
clearly on our side, that we have no doubt an {mpactial public will
easily discern the' difference between this, and a malignant attack
upun personal character, such as “ TemMpERANCE” would ascribe to
us, 'Withone of'the clergymen in question-we have the honer of an
dequaintance; we heve always respected him for his taleuts, and,
mare thay respected him for his warm, and liberal, and generous
feclings ; ‘and we are conﬁdcnt that he would be the first o repu- |,
diate the base imputation which we are now combating,

Perhaps we have dwelt longer on, this than was neccs\m‘y ; we
shall now proceed ﬂlerelore to make some rcmarks on the remain-
der of ¢ Tzum:nlwcs' * letfer. But that remmmler is contained
within ' very narrow limits'; for after ﬂmmuur as;dc, a1l that con-.
talng personal abuse, only a fe\\ sentences are left for cmlsxdemtwn.
Moreover these few sentences fumx«h another }mppv evidence |
“of this writer's tmbecchly. For, x\hlle Lie endeavours to put
- together ‘an arguinent agamst us,’ it so lmppcns that he
stumbles on ‘those ~very matters which ;uppxy us with an
unanswerable argument against lumself He hints that there is a
" -manifest inconsistency between our enmity against public dinnerﬁ,
and our professeid friendship to, and opon encouragement of, pubhc
* Svirees, nnd other Teetotal parties,” We are obliged to him for
- mentioning Soirees in this connection } he ‘thereby furnishes us
with a born to use agnmat bimself, We mmt complain, however,
*that he does not represént our sentiments with perfect fairness on
this phint.  We are not the  profesed friends” of Soirees, Lut of
Temperance Soirecs only! We suspect the zanfe which' Jie dssumes
* 3 this Jetter is nut so familiav to lilm as it cught €0 be, clse he wonld

not have forgotten to insert it here, ‘But the difference betiveen a
Temperance Soiree,andsuch a bacchanalian feast as St. Axprew's

dinner generally is, is so great, that we can perceive no inconsis- |- .
tency between our fi: ion(Lhip to the one, and enmity to the othcx‘.

Why does not the'St. 'Ax, ~eiv’y Socwty celebrate its :mnn emm
by such a Soiree? * To say the least of it, it would benshonoumble
to the Saint as the other systeny, as favourable to nationa) remin-
iscences, and to sociality and true friendship ; while it wou]d not be
the means of making one man'’s brains muddy, or openiug his llp> in
- blasphemy, or begelting or strcn‘rﬂmmn" a desive for strong drink, or
* sending him home in a stafe of partial or complete inébriation, ner
-'would it have n sting in the conscience next morning. "Why then

sliauld it not be preferred 2 Will not *“TrMrritarce” nrge it 2 We

fent pots . We fear tlint the very churm of St. Avdrkw's day
-consists in the banquet of wine and whiskey toddy with which it is
coneluded. We fear, if it were divested of these attractiony, the
moembers of the Seciety would suspect it had become like n Dottle
of same excellent liquor from which the alcoholic spirit has gvapo-
rated—perfectly stale,

3 “TEsprRANcE” next affects tasigh over tho *¢sad declénsions” of
many of the freformed drurikards™ of Montrenl, and he even
charges the Temperance Society with ¢ doubls guilt” iu having
first deluded them with tertotdlism, and then, we suppose, left them
to fall by it. DBut again, he kindly gives us the hint which leads
most effectunlly to Mis own refutation. For it appears from his
own admission that meny drankards have been at least temporarily
reforined by embracing teetotalismy, and no person will deny that
even such & reformation redounds to the pralse rather thau the dis-
graee of the principle.  But it is & most unwarrantable ¢ arning of
things upxide down, to throw the blame of'their subsequent “all upon
as | the miiciple of the Societyy or those who advocuate it.: We deeply
lament, that- many menberssof the Socicty Kave fallen from their
resolufions (of thefr ¢ vows” we know nathing), but who i3 to he
blamed ‘for this? - We reply, * TEMPERANCE and those who act
with him{ Yes, upon their heads the guilt-chiefly lies. Tho
[ Society persunded .those men, with great difficulty, to adopt the
rule of abstinence; -and when they did so, they were reformed.
But “ Temperaxce” and his friends gathered around them, and
‘urged them to returu, to their former practise—they ridiculed theic
.abstinence—they .even stigmatised it as impiety——they presented
temptation after temptation—they rensoned, they reviled, they threat-
ened, they entreated’; and is it surprising that sfter all this assidu-
ity, aided- moreaver by the relaxed state of morals which wer
always. introduaes; they should have succeeded, 'to a lamentable
extent ! But how palpably absurd is it to charge the Soclety, or its

principles, withsuch aresult] Werepeat it, itrests with ¢ Texren-
ANCE’! AND RIS FRIENDS. They taught the drunkard, both by
precept and example, to return to his indulgence,—they practised
upon him the fatal * delusion,” that he might do so, and yet be
gafe, But they have little cause to be proud of their “ictory.
They bave gained nothing from it but guilt, and truly it is * double
guile” ! the guilt of having driven those men back, who bad nearly
escaped from the miseries of drunkenness |

Every candid person will at once see, that the defection of theso
men reflects no dishonour upon the principle of total abstinence ; on
the contrary ittends to vecommend it. For so long as these men abude
by that principle, they were safe, and they no sooner departed from
it than they fall. Does not this confirnt and vindicate the vule of
abstinence 2. Does'it not instruct every drunkard to adopt it, and
teach * TespERANCE” and all who oppnse it, that they are ren-
dering themselves accessory to the presont :md future ruin of tho
hapless druukard ?

. —_—

Dox't nx.80 SEVERE.~This is an advice which many friends
have been giving us,.nctuated we wonld hope by the best matives 5
and they have urged it by the very cogent considerntions that we
would only procure enemies to onrselves, and- mar the good canisé
for whose defence we are set.  Now, highly as we regard the kind-
ness and wisdom of these fg‘nds, we must dissent fioin them com-
pletelv in this matter.  If our language be uuusmnnll) severe, as
some pcnple .pn-tund it is only beeduse it PUSSLSHER TRUTIH § Forir it
wanted this quality; noe cffort of ours could rescue it from the moat

contemptiblo weaknoss. But i we have truth to dndare, far bo



