CANADA TEMPERANCE ADVOCATE.

The father lameating,
As David, his son,
The youth unrepenting
‘The deed he has done;
The mother enfolding, her penighiog ove,
Who thrives by such doings 7—~Thou, thou art the man.

The blood «f thy brother,
1t crics from the ground ;
Yet louder, and louder,
From many a mound.
It picrees the heaven,
1t reaches the thronc;
Commandment is given,
‘That blood to atone,
Gainst whom flics tho mandate 7 evade if you zan,
Tho voies of thy conscience.~—T'hou, thou art the man.

Maryville Nickol, G. P.
L
CANADA TEMNPERANCE ADVOCATE

1% {5 good neither to eat Sesh, nor drink wine, sor do any thing by whica
thy brother is made to stumble, or to fall, or §s weakened.*—~Rom. xiv. 3f—
Macnight's Trantlation.

PLEDGE OF THE MONTREAL TEMPERANCE SOCIETY.
Wg, THE UXDERSIGNED, DO AGREE, THAT WE WILL NOT USE
Intoxicaring LIQUORS A3 A BRVERAGR, NOR TRAFPIC IN THEM;
TUAT WE WILL NOT PROVIDE THEM AS AN ARTICLE OF ENTERTAIN.
MENT, NOR FOR PERSOND IN OUR 2MPLOYMENT; AND THAT IN ALL
BUITABLE WAYP WEB WILL DISFOUNTENANCE THRIR USE THROUGHOUT
THE COMMUNITY

MONTREAL, AUGUST 1, 1815,

A SCOTCJIMAN AND THE BANNER.
To the Editor of the Temperance Advocate.

I am somry, for his own sake, to sec that tho Editor of the
Banner was so angry when replying to you.  When a man isangry,
plenty of thoughts and words will occur, but not the most happy
or suitable. He was ovidently moro hot than clear, rather durn.
ing than shining. Hence, the terms outrage, libel, foul malici.
ous libsl. It would have been better for him to have left such
terms to bo used by some rudo person who does not understand
what a libel is: for what has that word to do with your free and
friendiy vemarks on the public conduct of the men referred to.
You had no possible temptation nor any inclination to libel them.
He thinks the worthiness of their character ought to screen them.
But what if it can be proved that the excellence of their charae.
ter was what made, what lie very strangely calls an outrage, pro.
per and necessayy. ‘There are some ministers in Canada, as well
as elsewhere, who, though they should drink ten times as much,
and drink toasts too, would be unworthy of notice, because noth-
ing better covld be expected of them. It would not give euch en.
couragement to temperance men to play with temptation,nof furnich
athers with such an argument in favour of their drinking usages.
But the high character of the men at the Toronto dinner, does
both in a-high degree; the more excellent their character, there.
fore, the more dangerous their example in being eo fur conformed,
to onc of the most dengerous customs of the world. Dr. Burns
came to Toronto ¢o teach men, that denying ungodly and worldly
lusts they should live soberly, righteously and godly. &c., and I
beliove he will doso; but would he not be more likely to do it
with euccess, because more consistently, had he acted otherwise

on this ocoasion. Might they not dine together in tho house of
some Christian friend, or if they must dinc in = hotel, might
they not have had 3 good dinner without intoxicasing drinke.
Could they pot b9 sovial and cheerful enough without this insidi.
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ous auxiliary. If they could wot refram from Wt as unluwfil,
might they not let it ulone, as, in the present siate of society, in.
expedient, ofier Pauls cxample? To hold forth this drink as
any way neccsgary to sociality or cheerfubiess is a most dengerous
ctror, and teachces the poor who cannot affurd i, to be discongented
with their circumstances.  And if ministers and nich brethren
must have wine, how can they blame their poor hearers or mem.
bers for indulging in tho mora cheap gnd moro vulgar habit of
drinking whisky, or warn them against this most rainous custom ?
and if thoy do not warn them what kind of hearers and members
are they likzly o have 7

The Banner praises the dinner and the wine. No doubt but
the dinner was goad~—good for the purpdses for which foad was
devigned.  But what was the wine good for—perhaps it was not
wino at all, or had nothing of the grapain it. Wine, as good a8
it was likely to havo been, was found, on being scientifically ox.
amined, to have nothing of tha kind init. I should like to know
how the Editor of the Boaner would answer the question, what
was the wine good for? If they nceded some liquid with or
after dinner, might not water, tea or coffee do. Or to change
the question—what purpose can wine or any other intoxicating
drink answer, of what cffect can it produco besides intoxication,
which could not bo produced by some unintoxicating drink ?
This, I think, 1s a fair question, and I have long wished to sce 1t
answered. I know that intoxicating drinks are necessary to pro.
duce intoxication, but the Editor of tho Banner will not call that
a good effect, und I know not of any other effects, winch the use
of them as a beverago, can produce, but might, with much more
safety be, produced by some other drink, Ho speaks of multi-
tudes who are sincoroly desirous—of the introduction of purfect
sobricty into the habits of all, &c.—but who do not scc it their
duty to come undér vows of total abstinence. Eow comes he to
spegk of thisas a vow? It consists ina man's considerng what
may be tho effectaon himeelf and others, of his taking or not taking
same intoxicating drink ; and after secing, that if he continue to
take a little it may lead him gradually, as it has led wnl
lions already, to drunkenness; butif he abstain enurely he will
be free from that sin, and thereby find it easjor to kecp from other
snares and sins, o that he resolves to abstain, and for the benefit
of others, makes his resolution known by juining a temperance
socicty.
Does the Banner think that a man will do niore good by secretly
approving of the cause, than by avowing bis approbation in openly
Joining and eupporting it? If the tormer be the best way, why
would it not be best ulso that a man should eeccretly approve of
religion or of the Bible ‘society, hut not avow his sentiments
respecting these objects, or as he callsit, “ coming under a vow !™
But his speaking of the lawfulncss of taking u little, lcads me
to think, that by * perfect sobriety” fic means moderato drinking:
just what even drunkards plead for—they dare not, end wil not
plead for more though they take, more—and those who aze fond of
intoxicating drink, will call any thing, short of slupmd beastlv 1.
toxication, moderation.

fs it possiblo that so excellent a person, as I consider the Editor
of the Banner to bo, can seriously think, that {hc may who drinks
a little intoxicating drinke of any kind, isas likelyjto be successful
in promoling perfect sobricty or cver preventing drunkenness, as
the man who abstains entirely, and advises others ta do
the same? Let past experience and obscrvation dseide
this important question. It is of the utmost impartapce
for the glory of God and the happiness of man that it should
be decided soon ; but if the past do net sotisfy the Editor, l$t hiun

and all w ha aro of his mind, make'the expenment—let them try



