THE CANADIAN INDEPENDENT.

CLENICAL HOLIDAYS AND (HUKCH
BUSINESS.

I versone engaged v active life needs a hohday

~ometlung to break 1 upon the necessary mono-
tonmy of ordinary though wmportant work,  We don't
know any who need this more than hard work-
ing, not very well paid nunisters,  But i order to be
a hohiday at all, it must be a holiday indeed, with re-
sponsihilities for the time being completely laid aside
and work thrown to the winds. It can never for a
moment, for instance, be imagined that attending a
Conference or an Assembly 15 ot the nature f a hoh-
day. Instead of this being the case, if 1t 1s set about
atall as it ought to be,it s as hard and exhausting work
as any one can possibly engage :n. ‘Those who are
sent to such meetings are sent upon the business of
the Church, are s:lected for that very purpose, and
are not true to themselves or to those who sent them if
they do not attend to that business with all diligence.
Indeed it s, if possible, now more obligatory on mem-
bers of Assembly to give honest consoientious at-
tention to that oftictal work at the yearly meetung of
the lnghest judicature of the Church, than it was when all
the ministers and representative elders met 1n Synod,
for they are now formally deputed for this purpose,
and if they cannot discharge the duty they ought not
to come under the obhgation. How people can think
of bringing their wives to such meetngs, unless they
have private friends, is more than we can understand.
It is no holiday tume for the members of Assembly,
and if they attend to the work of the Church they
cannot have much leisure for doing the agreeable to
their better halves. \While how these poor unfortu-
nates can enjoy themselves in a strange city and n
strange homes, where perhaps they have not one
friend, perbaps not even an acquamtance, seems quite
incomprehensible. It s always, to be sure, iawful to
lead about a wife-sister, but the expediency of such
a proceeding is sometimes quite a cifferent story.
When 1t is> business let 1t be business in earnest, when
it 1s hohday making let it be holiday making out and
owt.—Canade Presbyteriun.

GROCERS LICENSES.

In our last week’s report of the proceedings of the
Synod of Toronto and Kingston, we inadvertedly
left out the last clause of the fifth resoiution on Tem-
perance as adopted by that reverend court, The
resolution actually passed, reads as follows:

¢ That the Chuarch shouid urge the Legislature to enact
that all piaces whese intoxscating hquors are sold should be
clased on pubhic holidays, and, as far as possible, to k-
draze licenses from grocesses.”

We have italicized the omutted words, the more
effectually to draw the actention of our readers to them
and to enhst united influence in their support. The
whole recommendation, it will be observed, implies a
step in advance, and indicates the healthy progress of
opinionon the subject inquestion. Timewas,and not so
long gone by, when such a proposal, even in 2 Church
court, would have been regarded and denounced as ab-
surd and tyranmical, and when the chances were against
its being favourably entertamned or adopted by either
Presbytery or Synod. It would then have been said
that holidays were by way of enunence the very sea-
sons when such places ought to be open 1if they were
allowed at all, The people, it would have been urged,
were then abroad intent on holiday-making and genzral
enjoyment.  They needed refreshment and rest. What
were they to do if the means of securing the one or
the other were not avalable? Holidays with closed
taverns,it would have been argued, would not be worthy
the namie.  Hetter not have them at all, than make
them mere delusions and srares. It is different now.
Other means of rest and refreshiment are provided in
crvernceeasing abundance, and the micerable sight of
crowds of holiday-makers returning home intoxicated,
with the usual allowance of quarrellhing and blows, has
been far too common and far too disgusting any lenger
to reconcile the most respectable portion of the com-
munity to open taverns on holidays as even useful, far
less indispensable. At the same tme 1t 15 very evi-
dent that this Synodical tesolution points unmistakably
to prohibition pure and sunple as its natural, neces-

sary, and ultimate conclusion, for if open taverns for
the sale of intoxicating hiquors are not only not needed
jon the Sabbath, on holidays, and, after a certain hour,
on the Satarday evemings, but are, as they have been
declared to be, nuisances of the first magnitude at
such tumes, it would be difficult to shew that they can
be necessary or even convenient and beneficial on
ather days and ar any hour whatever. We have no
doubt the members of the Toronto Synod are quite
prepared to acquiesce 1n this, and quite resolved to
work for its being made an *“accomphshed fact” at
the carhest possible date.

The objection taken to grocers being any longer
allowed to deal in intoxicating hiquors is also excecd-
wely reasonable and sigmificant. It s notorious that
women trequently get such Liquors in these stores and
have them entered in their pass-books as “ groceries,”
and that too generally yrocers make 1t a pracuce to
allow their customers to have * free drnks” 1n their
back shops or cellars and are thus the means of lead-
ing many into inteinperate habits who would never, at
tirst at any rate, have gone to taverns for such indul-
gences.  In many 1espects in short the groceries in
which intoxicating Liquors are sold are more danger-
ous places than even taverns, and if they could be
umversally stopped the beneticial result would be both
general and most encouraging. We are glad to notice
that an ever increasing number of the aost respect-
able grocers throughout the country are shaking them-
selvesfrecof this dangerous and growingly disreputable
business. Many more, we have reason to believe,
would only be too glad to do so were they not afraid
of losing the patronage of those who sull reckon in-
tomicating hiquors among their household necessanes,
and who 1t 1s therefore feared would only buy their
sugar and tea at estabhishments where they can also
be supplied with wine and whiskey. It 1s surely
only right and praper on the other hand for those who
believe that the traffic in these hquors is dangerous
both to buyers and sellers, to deal exclusively with
those who, it may be, to their present pecunsary loss,
have separatea themselves entirely from the liquor busi-
ness, and have thus voluntarily anticipated the official
action which the members of the Synod of Toronto
and Kingston so cordially and unitedly recommend.
We have much greater confidence in the steadily
growing and strengthening influence of public opinion
against the manufacture, sale, and use of intoxicating
liuors than inany mere catch vote of the Legislature
either in the way of limitation or suppression. [t 1s
in any case simply as the former gathers strength
that the latter can be successfully or safely called mnto
operation, and therefore such resolutions as those to
which we refer are at once signs of the times and
encouragements to further effort in the same direction.
—Canada Presbyterian.
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SIMPLICITY IN PREACHING.'®

We remember to have met with the following pas-
sage from a sermon—we will not be so cruel as to give
the reference. The preacher wanted to say that every
man has a sense cf deathlessness, of immortality in
him. He announced his doctrine in this pleasant
fashion . “The deep intuitional glance of the soul
penetraung beyond the surface and sphere of the
superficial and phenomenal to the remote recesses of
an absolute being, adunbrates its own immortality in
its progressive perceptions.” And it was from the
same region that we fell in with the divisions of a ser-
mon upon a text whose awful topic ought really to
have made the preacher modest, and to have imposed
upon his Lips the sentiment of holy ground, and a bush
burning with fire. Not so, however. The text was—
“God 1s a spug, and they that worship Hun must
worship Hun in spirit and in wuth ;” upen which the
preacher said—* The text naturally divides atseif into
three parts—first, we have presented to us the trans-
cendental properties of the divine nature. Second,
we have the anthropomorphic ielations under which
those transcendental propertics in the divine nature
stand revealed and become apprehensible ; and third,
we have the appropriate symbolism by which those
anthropomorphic relations and 1llusuations of the
transcendental properties in the divine nature const-

l

tute worslup.” ‘This has always struck us as a far
illustration of what may be called *“the-house-that.
Jack-built” style of eloquence. It has ever seemed to
us amazing that there should be men able to talk after
this profane fashion ; yet even the use of fine words
has not always been related to this thoughtless pro-
fanity ; there have been men-preachers who seemed
naturally to think 1n this odd style of speech, this
bombastic phraseology. We take up a volume in
which we find a preacher in the course of s sermon
has to descrive a tear; he speaks of it as “the small
particle of the aqueous flutd which tnckles from the
visual organ over the hincaments of the countenance,
betokening grief.”  And there is a story told of a Rev.
John Hamalton, of South Leith, who, many long years
since, was in the habit of astomshing his hearers by
such marvellous words as the following, with which he
intreduced a sermon upon the text—* O Israel, thou
hast destroyed thyself : "—* [ shall not nibble at mce.
ties, nor ingenunate prolixities, but with the sword of
brevity shall cut the Gordian knot of obscunty, and so
proceed to give you the genuine purport of this melli-
fluous and aromatical subject, calculated altenarly
{only) for the meridian of that microcosm—man ?”
Perhaps our readers may say, ‘ Too much of this;”
it1s stll true that ignorance has frequently Leen de-
hghted with these eximibiions, and certain preachers
of shallow attainment have been as fiequently fond of
this verbal pedantry. Even great men have indulged
this habit, men like Samuel Johnson, Samuel Parr,
Winter Hamulton ; they were all great scholars, but
they could not apparently take off what must always
seem to their readers to be the seven-league boots of
language ; they neither of them served their reputa-
tion by the pracuce, and each of them, and many
others beside them, would have been more popular
had they been miore simple.  Is not the highest elo-
quence simplicity? Try ut by the most impassioned
paragraphs from Chrysostom, or from Robert Hall.—
Sunday at Home.

ANCIENT AND MODERN DENIAL OF GOD.

It is supposed that our age is so wise and advanced
that a great gulf yawns between 1t and that in which
the Bible originated, and we can no lenger think its
thoughts. But the idea that we are so very different
from those agcs s totally yroundless, as the ihble
itself shews. It tells us that away in those distant
times there were many distinguished men, who denied
God just as our modern philosophers and their friends,
who held their denial for the highest wisdom, and who
lcoked down upon others as antiquated, ignorant, and
stupid, 1n sore need of being rescued from their nar-
row-mindedness and foolishness—men who, while
denying Him, lived yet according to all appearance
welt and happily, who were counied the wisest men of
their days, and completely dominated the thought of
their age. We know also from the Bible how they
endeavoured to establish their denial, partly from the
apparent defects and weaknesses of the opinions con-
trary to their own, and partly from the misfortunes
and miseries of those of their contemporaries who
thought and acted differently from them ; and all this
15 set before us as plainly as if the Book were descri-
bing men of our own time who are well known to us.
Qur minds are also not a little supported by this con-
sideration, which also the Bible sets before us, that
such deniers of God did not appear in the tumes n
which the old religion was the innermost power and
highest pride of Israel, but only in those later times
when 1ts first pure force was broken and it had begun
more keenly to feel the defects of its old economy and
the incompleteness of its traditional farith. Sull less
does such a demal of God reach back 1nto the earliest
times of the hife of man on earth, for in those there
burned the intensest longing for the revelation of God
and to obtain perfect certainty of His existence and
nearness. But in the later centuries of antiquity a
new obscuration of the human mind got the upper
hand on this its highest and bnghtest side, and many
learned schools were founded to increase and per-
petuate this obscuration, yea and flourished long ; so
that we can rightly assert that the last centuries, those

from 700 or Soo B.C., were exactly hke our own time



