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is liberality, and bardness is justice, and mere appearance is religion; or, we

may have conscious union with God by the faitb of the gospel ; we may rejoice

as we summer in the sun of tbe great Fatber's love ; we may be free frorn tbe

lower and the bigber sin; we rnay rule the animal in us and devote ail the mmnd

and heart to trutb and God. That is better. Let us seek it; let us bave trutb

in the inward parts, and trutb in all our outward acts; let us be real, flot seem-

ing; generous, not bard ; ruling self and denying self for tbe sake of men and

God, and so tbe smile, of beaven shaîl be our constant joy.

CORRESPONDENCE.

Letters should be brief, and written on one side of the paper only. Those intended for

insertion should be addressed to the Editor, 162 St. JaMeS Street, Montreal ; those on matters

of business to the Manager, at the sarne address.

Ta the Editor of the CANADIAN SPECTATOR :

SsIR,-In the number of your excellent and interesting paper for July 5,

1879, tbere is an Essay on Parents by "lAn Old Boy," with sorne excellent

observations. He refers to a "lrecent scbool case in Toronto"I as showing

that a mate teacher in Canadian schools can inflict corporal punishment on girls

(the italics are bis>, and hints that the punishment may be inflicted in tbe most

degrading way. Is this true ? and can you give any particulars of the case

which bas nlot been noticed in this country ? It was decided here forty years

ago, wben public opinion was much tess forrned on the subject than now, in a

case of Regina v. Miles (flot baving my books, 1 am not sure that it was flot

Rex v. Miles), that wbile a maIe teacber migbt inflict chastisement on girls in a

reasonable way, the bircb was flot a reasonable chastisement, and that the

teacher wbo used .it was guilty of an assault, tbougb the girls were young. I

don't know of a similar decision in the case of a school mistress, but fancy that

# now at least the use of the bircb on a girl in ber teens, tboughbhy a female,

would be held to be an unreasonable and therefore ittegal chastisement by a

court of law. There are instances of Magistrates convicting scbbol teachers of

an assault for punishment of a Iess degrading character and flot severe enougb

to cause danger. I believe tbere was a contrary decision in Massachusetts

some years ago, but in that case the girl refused to submit to a flogging at the

hand of a female teacber, who then summoned a maie teacber tu lier assistance,

and the result migbt bave been different if the male teacher bad flogged the

girl on bis own responsibility. The case, too, created an outcry in the United

States at tbe time : but I fancied that in Canada you followed Engtish rather

than American decisions, and arn therefore surprised to hiear (if 1 intcrprct "Anl

Old Boy" rigbtly) that a maIe teacher may flog a girl like a boy. I shall be

glad to bave any information on the subject, and wilt be happy to bear that I

.have been mistaken, if such be the case.
1 arn truîy yours, Lex.

Dublin, Sept. 10, 1879.

Ta the Editor of the CANADIAN Sl1FVCTA OR:

S[R,-An article in your issue of 6th instant, "Tbe Englisbi Language,",

induces me, witb your permission, to notice a few words which it surprises me

to see used in papers of tbe day that are generally supposed to be better

informed.
We constantly see the announcement of deatbs preceded by the Latin

word Ilobit." Obit used properly is correct enough, but it applies to the con-

stellations, and obeo means to set, to go down. This latter meaning seems

rather suggestive as connected witb death, by the way, to say in its proper con-

nection that Jupiter "lobit"I would be correct. As applied to man or woman, it

simply means that bie or she sets or goes down, whicb is absurd, but the prefix

obit, peffect terise of oheo, woutd, I apprehlend, be correct, meaning he or sbe

died as tbe case migbt be.

Another word commonly used, and also by papers that ougbt to know

better, is IlStatute," wbere a statue is intended. It is astonisbing bow often

this gross mistake occurs ; every one knows, or sboutd know, that a statute is

an Act of Parliament ; notbing but ignorance can confound it with statuette,

mailing a miniature statue, the statue proper being life size or larger.

No doubt the Englisb language is an exceptionally difficult one to speak

with purity, and many apparently insignificant words continuatly raise a puzzling

question as to their propriety. For instance, I arn often quite at a loss to

decide whether Ilshal" I or "9will"I is correct. I believe there is a generat rule

as to the use of these two words, but if so it bas escaped my memory.

Again, wbich is it the nominative or objective case fottows the preposition

"than," or is either correct? e.g., I arn stouter than he (is understood), or 1 arn

stouter than hirn.
There is another word Iately becorne fashionable-"« crass," a very ugty

word as I think, and apparently used to supersede the word Ilgross." There

are rnany nouns, however, to which the former would be inapplicable, the latter

the reverse. "IA crass witticisrnIl would be absurd ; white Ilgross"I answers for

ail purposes to which I have seen the word Ilcrass ' applied, it is therefore

superfluous and should be relegated to its original obscurity.

The list migbt be prolonged almost indefinitely;- and 1 think, sir, that an
occasional short article on the subject of the English language would be

welcorned by the public and could flot fait to be useful.

Ottawa, 23 rd Sept., 1879. Q.

Il USEBIUS"I AND THE NEW CHURcH.

7To thec Editor of the CANAD IAN SPEcTATOR.

SIR,-It is painful enough to be the object of attack on the part of adver-

saries and opponients, who, it may be, misapprehend or wilfully misrepresent

our opinions. But how shall we characterize the matter when those who pro-

fess to be on our side, and to share our views, become our assaitants, and do

not scrupte to make even the public press the channe] of a personal attack upon-

us. In this case, may we flot well pray : "lSave us from our friends."

Your contributor "lEusebius," (who appears to consider himself competent

to deal with ail topics, on earth or in heaven, from Free Trade to the New

Jerusalem) ha5 seen proper in your last issue to make a direct assault îipon the

Ilsect," as he is pleased to cati it, known as the Swedenborgian, or New Jerusa-

lem, Church, stigmatizing it as "Ia body of men who try to raise themseives to

eminence by conserving and re-interpreting fromn their own self-hood the grand

thougbts of their founder." Now, sir, I beg to demand of 'lEusebius"I how he

can find it consistent with that love to God and charity to the neighbour, which,

as he rightly says, are the founidation-principles of ait religion, and of the New

Church, in particular, to bring an accusation of this kind against a religious

body. As a nîinister of the Ilsect" IIle so cordially despises, I ask for proof

that such is, or ever bas been, the spirit or the aim of the New Jerusalem.

Chuirch.
So far as my experience goes, and it is flot a very limited one either, in

this particular, it is those who reject aIt religious worship (except the daity and

hourly worship of themselves and their own superior intelligence), and affect a

sj5rituality wholly above and apart fromn ait outward forms and ordinances-

though they can, on occasion, discourse very flucntly of the "lpower" that

"lresides in ultimates "--who are most hiable to be inflated by "ltheir own self-

hood," and readiest to do violence to the great "lfounders " of the faith, by

attributing to them ideas and Il re-interpreting " tbeir words in a sense of wbich.

they neyer dreamed.

Were this the proper place, I could show, Sir, from a hundred passages in

bis works, that Swedenborg clearly anticipated an externat organization of the

Chiurch in harmony with the doctrines hie taugbt; and in this light have his

tcachings atways been understood by those who bave made thern a life-long

study. Nor is thiere any difference of opinion upon the point arnong those who

have any adequate understanding, or are free from bias, in regard to bis views,

on this question. Can we, who accept bis teachings on this bead as on others,

feet otherwise than indignant, therefore, to find our simple desire and purpose

to worsbip the Lord our Saviour according to our highiest ideas of Him, and to

bring up our cbildren in the knowledge and belief of these doctrines, and in

the use of the Sacraments of Baptismn and the Holy Supper in a formi consonant

with such betief, assaited in the mnanner they are by this writer ? Suchi feeling

alone, Sir, must be my apotogy for trespassing on your columns in a matter

of so purely personal and private a nature.
I amn, &c., E. Gould.

AUTUMN SIGNS.

Is tbere no tesson in tbe year

Running ber latter seasons out,
No type or shadow in ber tbouights,

Whitst fading leaves are strewn about?

Surety we have a sympathy-

Made true by ahl our hearts have known

0f faded bopes and ended joys-

With dying leaves and flowers blown.

Are tbese not things that touch a spring-

Where scenes, both sad and dear, are tain-

In Memory's immortal bower,

That makes the past corne back again?

Do they nlot mind us of the time

When we must also leave the light-

When the last bloom upon our cheek

Shail turfi into a deathly white ?

When, from its watch-tower, the sou],
Like a leaf failing from its bough,

Shaking and twining to its goal,
Must draw its gaze, and, trembling, go ?

-Chambers ournat-


