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NOTES.

* The lux divorce Iaws in sonie of the States of our noighbouriug nation,
and their efi'ect uponi the permainency of republican 'institutions are

*attracting the inost serious attention of thoughtful minds. Iu a paper
lately reail hefore the " Arerican Social Science Association," the writei-
notices tlue thct, thiat in Soule of the States, one Li ten of the families
foruned by niarriage are yearly3 broken up by divor-ce; and this sometirnes
for causes the most trivial. Speaking of the evil resulting to the indi-
vidual froni sncbl a state of niatters, hoe says "the glory of man above
the brutes, and of tlue cultivated unan above the savago, is, to a great
degree, in bis power to draw motives froin the past and the future. Cul-
ture extends tlieýrange of huinan motive. That man is best prepared foi-
citizensbip who cornes to the discharge of its duties and to Lhe enjoymoent

*of its pivilegus froîîi a home whichi lias charged lis whole being with the
principles and purposes which oinly a permanlent fainily relation and life
can impart and continually bring to beçur upon him. That citizen who
lias been roared ilu a bomle wvhere the pormanency of the marriage relation
lias nover been in doubt and whuo bas been carefully trained by the
motives of faînily life, drawn fronu such permanoncy, lias a prudence, a
courage, an insighit and a forosiglit, and a staying power that tond to
mnake hinui a 'vise ruler and a valuable memiber of society."

This is the niatter viewved simply froua a rational stand-point; but
whien wve thiuuk of the accuinulatod guùilt upon the nation that deliberately
and persisteuutly degr~ados anud demoralizos the Divine Institutions of tlue
faimily by unholy lawvs, wve tremble for the future rockoning wvhich must
coule. The lkiimily is the flouuutaiuî fron whidh inost assurodly either
blesbingf or cursiuugr wil1 flow to both. cluurdhi and state.

The death of tho lutte President of the United States lias brouglit the
--a'bject of prayor and its eicacy before the minds of mon as. perliaps
zuover before at any pei:iod of the wvorld's history. Througli daily and
wtekly îpors wvhorever the Euiglishi languago ia spoken, and evon beyond
the confines of the Saxon toxugue, moen have earnestly asked tbe question,
Does Gdd atuswer prutverî And there lias beon no timo, perhaps, wvhon
so inuchliais beeni iuîteiligontly wvritten on the subject. One writer draws
an ipratdistinction betweeii Ilfaith ini prayer," and Ilprayer in
faith the former boing only an ignorant suporstitious confidence in
tlhe prayer itseîf, soniowhat sinuiilar to that wvhidh the Romanist reposes
la his crucifix, wvhile the latter is an intelligent and abiding trust in the
nuorcy and wisdom. of God in ministering to the real and Pressing needs
of mon. Frayer in faith la flot the more selfish outpouring of the heurt,
but it is the earnest pleading of the devout soul to ho rolieved, yot consci-
ous of its own ignorance of what la best, over willing te say, "lnot nuy
will but thine be done.» The humble christian who bas once learnod 4y
experience the way to God needs no argument in support of the afficacy
of prayer, but remains at the mercy seat until even disaster la turned
backward, or olse made luminous, and prophetic of ixnponding blessing.


