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%o oll country subscribers, or tubseribers receiving
#hesr papers through the poel, or calling for thewn al

the office, if paid in advance, Twe Dollars; if not
s0 paid, then Tveo Dollars and a-half.

To all vubscribers whose papers are deliverel by car

riers, Two Dollars and a-half, if paid in advance,
but ¥ nof paid in advance, then Three Dollars,
Siagte copies, price 3d, can be had at this Ofice;
Puckup’s News Depol, 8. Francis Xavier Streel ; at
T. Riddell's, (laie from Mr. E. Pickup) No.22,
Great St. Jumes Streel, opposite Messrs, Dawson &
Son; and ul . Dallow's, rarner of 81, Lawrence
and Craig Sis. :
13 We bex fo remind our Correspondents fhat no
detievs wiil be laken vut of the Post-Ofjice, unless pre-
vail,

Qo
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REGUL_!:'.[‘EONS ¥OR LENT IN THE DIOCESS
OF MONTRBEAL.

All dxysin Lent, with the exception of Sua-
days, are Fast Days of obligaticn.

By a spacial méult the vse of flesh meat s
allowed on every Sumday ie Lent, with the ex-
ception of Palme Sunday; as well as once 2 day
an the Mondsys, Tuesdays, and Thursdays, of
toe fiest five weeks in Lent; bul its use 1~ far-
bidden on Dalm Suaday, and the six other days
of luly Week, as well as on Ash Wednesday
and the three follewing days. Or thote week
days when fiesh meat s allowed, no fishis aflfowad

at tbe rume thoe.

SEWS OF TUE WESH.

1 the Schleswig-Holstein questioa 1s 2 bore
to diplomalists, 1 1s so lo editors especislly, wio
find it difficuit to catch and represent és ever

T vary.ng pbises. At one morement U os jus
about to he satsfectorily and amicably settied ;
anok, ot w Cark as ever, snd appeal to subreand
bayouet seeme isevitable,  The pesition seems

Ao be this,  The King of Prossia;uad the Em.
peror of Austia have, as an wliimatum, sun-
mogned the Kng of Denwark to withdraw the
Constitution of November, assigning him only
48 hours for the performance of the unwelcome
tash. Should the ¥ing of Denmuark refuse, or
besitate o romply with this summouns, the Aus-
trian troops were to ndvance immediately into
Schleswig, Peace ov war therefore & contm-
gent upon the determination of King Cbristian,
who seems welined to temporise ; and whio seeing
hirmseil w2 wanner isclated, will very  posubly
yielé to the imperious demands of o pawerful

neighhors,
The DPulisk question remains unchangad. In

| must have by ' this' time heard -of tlis book ; and
1indeed no Protestant work of nodern times
~=not even {hat of  Essay: and Reviews,” not
even “ Colenso on the Pentatench”—has been
| more widely circulated, or more generally com-
mented upon than has this Jatest contribution 10
Protestant theological literatore.  Ths popu-
larity, or at all events notoriety, must no doubt
in part be attributed to the fuct that M. Renan’s
book was published in the French language ; but
1t 15 also greatly owing te ils intriomic mevits, or
as some would call them, demerits,

We are at a foss-in what category to place
this little work of fiction by M. Renan—whe-
ther to class 1t amongst bad works, or amongst
good works. It certainly cannot be called a

s writer j but 1} those books only are bai,
whose «ffects upon the reader are had; which
tend to unsettle faith, to corrupl morals, to raise
doubts, and to bring the Christizn religioe into
conlempt, we can hardly call ¥, Renan’s
“Lafe of Jesus” a bad book. Itwill do wore
to ‘discredit ratioaghsm than religion ; and 1o
matter what may have been the design of its au-
thor, its probable effect will be to bring, not
Christiamiy, but neology into contempt. 1t
in fact, so supremely absurd both as o its man-
ner and is maller ; 1t is so trapscendentally wlly
or mawkish; 3t is such a farregn of oauvseouy
twa idie, of rrelesant erudilion, und whining sen-
tumentalism, that it canrot fw) fo provoke the
ridicule of ihe educaled seader, and the dispust
of the man ol taste. OF the writer"s siylea
very dair conceplwon say be formed Irom the
Dediration, “ To the Pure Spirit of My Sister
Lienrictte,” who, it 13 insisuated, is a1 ¢ yest in
the bosom of God”—aad who also “sleeps i rhe
faml of Adonis near the holy Byblus, aml ihe
sacved waters where Lhe women of the apeient
wysteries came to mingle their lears.”” OF sueh
inzolerent rhapsodies, which no doubt 3. Renay
beleves 10 he very branliful and very sublime, 1s

iy

Ins great work sade ng.

Are our readers; or aay of them, acguainted
with Thackeray’s capitel story of the New-
conies 7 1f so they must remember the sketch
thereia given of Madame la Duchesse D' Jvry,—
But for the dales ol 1heir respective worls, we
should suspect that M. Renaa was the orizina!
of Thackeray’s clever sketch. JTake the author
of the « Life of Jesus,” Made. la Duchesse be-
longed 1o the French romantic,” or seasational
school of writers; hike him she did oot mech
trouble herself about lacts when tbese militated
aganst ber preconceived theories ; and hke bhim
she drew upon ber imagmnatfon rather than apon
her meinory for her descriptions of events and

Ttaly the Government of the King of Thedmont | persons. Like M. enan, Made. D’Ivry dealt
18 beseming alarmed at the progress of the revo. ! largely, if not learnedly or profitably 1n sacred

tionary ~pirit which it evoked, and wiich i1
buped to be shle to lay, when the dirty work of
spoliation wod apnexatien had been accomphshed.
Vietor Famnznuel haviog oo longar need of the

tonics. -She deseribed, for inslance, as of she had
becn present and an eye witness of tiae transac~
ticn, the ¢xodus of lerael from Egypt, and the
crossing of the Red Sea; and arew a lizely

sword of Garibaldi, and the services of red [picture of certain unhappy love passages betwixt

atnrted fltibusters, would fain see these gentry
diepersed ; bul - they will not disperse, and tell
him pdoanly that if be will not go with them, 1bey
will go without iz, in consequence, the Min-
ister of the Interior bae addressed the Prefects
in a8 Circular, warning tozm to be on their guard
agaiust unoliier Asproinonte, snd asseriing the
deivrmination of the Government to crush its
opponents. A ruptuie betwixt Victer Emmanvel,
and the extreme revolutionary party, is lbere-
fore iminent, and the bappiest results may be
anticipated from their quarrel.  ** When knaves
{all ont," says the proverb, * honest men come
by tbeiv own.”

Mo additional bight has bevs thrown wpan
Mazzint’s plot for the assassination of the French
Emperor, but the tnal of the conspirators ar-
rested in Paris will soon come on,  From Eng-
land the newsis unimportant; the Princess of
Wales aod her baby are domg well

There hus been smart skirmishing in we U.
States sive= the Ist msl., but the facls, as re-
ftacted through the mediom of Yzukee telegrams,
are by no means well defined, On the st tost.
the Contederates atiacked the Federals m force,
driving iy their pickets—and making many prson-
ers: :l;v_v seized ol-o, and burned a Federal Gua-
boai, the Underwiiser,and made them:elven mas
tersof Newporl. Anoiber telegramn reports thit
the Federals crossed the Rapidan an force on Su-
turday last in presence of the enemy, The siege
of Churleston seems to be making ao progress
aodtojudge from e silence of the telegrims up-
on the subject, the publc take no loager great

An expedition said 1o be destined

sk

interest in et
for an atiack upon Mobile,isabout to start from

New Orleans, under the command of Admiral
Farragut, and General Banks.

Mn. ForuerciLl's Lectuare—We would
remind onr city readers that 1t is on Monday
evening nest, and 1 the Bonaventure Hall, that
Mr. Fothergili witl deliver ins Jecture on “ The
Tidelity of the Iresh Race? A crowded bouse
may be anticipated, and we would therefore re-
commend atl those who inteed to attend the lec-

" ture, lo go «arly in order that they may secure

good seals.

Moses and Phareab’s eldest daughter-—which
were perbaps (he immedinte cause of the catas-
troobe that befell the obdurate father’s army.—
Just such another writer as Thackeray’s
Madame s Duchesse, 15 M. Renan, Membre de
Lfosutut.  He gives us the ¢ Lifé,” not of the
lstorical Jesus, but of an tdeal Jesus, of a Jesus
whom, as the Crerman artist did with the camel,
he evolves from the dep'lﬁs of bis own moral con-
sciousness.  Aboul this Jesus, a person altoge-
ther unlike the Jesus of the Kvangelists, M.
Renan tells us everythmng, even to the most

The Cliristianity whose birth he celebrates was
as be understunds t, a * delicious pastoral,’
which he in such Parisian notes as he can com-
mand, melbfluously sings, with the taste and
graces of a second rate Zallct dancer from the
Opera Comaguee.  Jesug, accordiog to this view
of tiie case, was 2 kind of Galilean TitFrus, wdly
streteliog himself beneath the shade, not of his
beech tree indeed, for there are few beech irees
in Galilee—but of the vene or fig tree ; dreaming
dreaws of rarest phianthrophy, anhicipating the
Contrat Sociel, and fascinatiog the simple, kind
hearted peasants of the vicinity—the Gelilean
inaidens especially—no less by the dulcet strains
of his sylvan reed, (has by ins ** transpoiting
countenaoce”—~—cne of those counieninces which
as M. Renan wforms us, “ sonietimes appear in
the Jewish race,” and which ¥ ereated around
hun a circle of fascination which bardly any
coufd resist.”>  These simple, well meaning, but
fuscinated ereatures naturally, of coursc quite
naturally, attributed to thewr fassinater the
possession  of thaumaturgic powers; but M.
Renan, with u pitying smile for Galilean creduiity
lets us ke the seeret of all those miraculous
healings, and laying of storms, and castiog out of
derils, and raisings of the dead, with which the
fond picty of lus disciples invested this pastoral
Jesus. Thus in the cxse of Mary of Magdala,
M. Renan, who knows all abour it as 1f ke had
been present on the spo?, assures that she was
affected by nervous disease, and that ¢ Jesus by
Lis calm and gentle beauty calmed this troubled
organisation.””  So too 1 the case of Lazarus,
we are kindly isformed by ovr Membre de

. ReEsan's. Lire oF  JBSus, — Every body

% go0d book,” if we consider ouly the design of

minute details, and in the most flowing language. |

L' Inatstut, that be in eoncért with  his sisters,

at the trick—shammed déath, 10 order to give
the latter a chbance of reétoring his *'wading po-
pularity amougst the eiizens of Jerusalem ; und
as for the resurrection of Jesus' himself— why
that M. Benan scientifically, and of course imost
satisfactortly, explams by tlie theory of hallucina-
tion. 'The lovieg women, and disciples fancied
that they saw Jesus after bis death ; they fondly
immagined that they conversed with Lim, put their
fingers into the woupds in his bands and his sule ;
and f they laid down their lives afterwards
confirmation of Uns incredible story, they did so
the victims of an excited imagination. It must
be confessed that M. Benan is not only a fearped
Biblical eritic, but a profound studest of haman
nature. But our readers will bave had enough
of this blasphemous thodomoatade.

Happily, we say, its blasphemies are fully
counterbalanced by its absurdities. [t s ton
foolsh to do much, o any barm, and its incon-
sislencies are so obtrusively prominent that the
most ignorant can bardly fai! to perceive them,
and to be repelled by them. lodeed by all sections
of the Protestant press—even by those the most
advanced acd deeply wallowing in rationalism,
the book is adinitted to be a failure; whilst by
Catholics it may, i one sense, almost be bailed
as a triumph to thelr ruvse, sinee it shows to
what ridiculous straits be iz reduced who, aduat-
ting an listorical Christ, and the fact of un exist+
ing Church or Christian organization, attempls to
explain, and aceount for, these phenemena upon
purely malaralistic principizs. Move feasible, far
more easy of accomplishment, would it be jo
maintain the theses—that there never was such a
person as Christ 5 and thal the idea that there 1
2 Chrsuan religion, that ilicre is up organiza-
tiss or Church, now existiag 1w the world, 15 but
a delusios—than to attempt the task which M.
Renao has cashly undertzken—that of elimmating
the supernatural from Christianity. e ean
only deny miracles is tke physical or materal
order, by asserting greater mracles still in the
worat order 3 for the ongin and prelonged exist-
ence of Christiamty aad of the Churelh without
the co-operation of mirzcles, are eveuts woere
marvellous than are any of those exhibitions of
thauwaturgic power recorded in the New Testa-
menl—miore incredible even than the resurrection
of Tazaius after hie had been mgh four days
dead. .
Yet though it » supremely illogical the
part of M. Renan to admt, as he does, an his-
torical Christ, scd the existence of a Chiristian
religion, whilst be at the same Lune rejects the
theory of a supernatural factor 1n these pheno-
mena, be is us 3 Protestunt strictly logical, and
thoroughly coosistent throwghout with his pre-
mises.  That Cirishanity lias been miraculous
throughowt &fs wxistence, s but the counterpart
of, or aecessary corollary from, the proposition
that it was micactlous in ils jweeplion; that a
thaumaturgic power presided over its binib,
ushered it 1nfo the world, and set it a-going, as
we may sey, are facts only as credible as that the
same power has ali along coatrolled ity destinses,
dicecied 1l course, or in other words kept it al-
ways going ; and if weelimioate the supernatural
element from the lbistory of Christianity, so also,
10 be logical, must we eliminate it from the his-
tory of Jeaus, tts fovader. But all Protestaots
do elimwate the sepernatural from the history of
Clristianity 5 not onlyin that theydeay all miracles
subsequent t¢ the Apostolic age, but m that in
its fortunes they recogaise only the workings,
and the passions of mes.  Bat all Protestants in
that they deny the infaihibility of any Church, or
Christian  osganisation; in that by implication
they ignore the Spirit of Gaod ever present
with Eis Church, and preser¥ing it from errer or
corruption—do deny that a supernatural coairol
bas ever been exercised over the destinies of
Curistiamty, and that it has been guided, and
sustained by dirina power. M, Renan is there-
fore only logieal as a Protestant, when as the
consequence of denying the superpatural in the
Iife of Christianity, he dentes it also in the birth
of Chiristianity. ‘

Our readers will now understand why, asd in
what sense, we sawl of M. Benan's ¢ Lafe of
Jesus’” that almost it might be called a © pood
book” —goad if we coasider not the inientions of
the writer, bul its probable effects upop the
reader. M. Reaan was born, and educated as
a Catholic; and 10 s owuo person he is an -
stance how impossibie it is for a Catholiz to re-
nounce his Clwwch, without resouncing also the
entirg of Christiamity, M. Eenan is no doubt a
sehiolar, apd a raaa of educatien ; and 1n his
work before us he shews us the absurdities into
which & mon of genius and iearning jnevitably
falls when he adopts the Protestant theory of the
Christian religion; to wit—that it bhas not al-
ways been miraculously assisted by the diviae pre-
sencn, and therefore always miracuiously presery-

ra
(+]

course underlies, and gives its meaning to Pro-
testantissn, M. Revan saw that he could no
longes believe in the supernatwral or miraculous
arigio of Christiamty, or admit 1ts foundes 1o
have been in any sense a divine person. By
His works Jesus Humeelf told men to judge

¢

and perbaps of Jesus, who at all events connived.

works, as seen from a Protestant’ stand point.—
The great work of Christ was Christianity. ; and
as we deer of that work, so also must we deem
of him who wrought it. If therein we can per-
ceive naught but man, so also in Jesus; if the
work were but a " perishable. wark, liable to de-
cay and corruption, so also must 1t have been
with its author ; for it s impossible to depre-
ciate, or think meanly of toe one, without de-
preciating and tliekmg meaoly of the other.—
This has beea the course of reasoning which,
sicee s defection from the Church, and conver-
sion 1o Protestantizie, M. Renan has felt himeelf
compelled to pursue. The result at which he
hiis arrived is before us. He gives us a purely
natural Jesus 5 a Christianity merely naturalin its
inception, and therefore in its subsequent career,
naturally liable to corruption and decay. But
in attemptng o sustam this thesis, in his eflorts
to reduce Jesus and His work to facts in the na-
tural order, to ehminute iracles, and to ex-
plain away for iustance the Resurrection of Our
Blessed Lord, M. Renaun 15 constramed to have
resource (o 8o many extravaganuces, that the
absurdity of bis thesis, and therefore thut of his
Protestant premises, zre obvious to the iwesnest
intelligence. His book therefore may be calied
% yrond” or useful to Cutholics, in the saiae sense
that the drunkenness of the 1lelots, though
mulum per se, was good or serviceable 1o their
Sportan masters.

Ia the Dosetreal TWitness of the Srd mstant,
appeared ar editoricl snder the caplion ¢ Religi-
ous Orders and Schools wn Irance,” based
professedly upon ae Officta! document, set forth
by the T'rench’ Goverument, and siyled “ Ex

vosition of the Situatwn of the Eingre” . To
this ofliciul, or rather pretended official document
“ahe statisties of which,” so bousts the TT{imcss;
“no French Cunadian wi'l question,” our contem-
porary refers for proof of the gress mmorajity of
the “ Religious Orders”™ 1 France vogaged
the work of educatian ;and more espserly of the
 Jesrats, FPriers,” by winch name we suppose
that our contemjorary to 1wdieste the
Christian Drothers.

Before we take any serious notree of the con-
tents of the article 1o the TWatness, or reply to
its attacks upon the aforesaid * Jesuus” and
« Iragrs”” we mus' leara something about this
mysterious official document— this © Eaposuion
of the Situation of the Iimpirc”-—to which the
Witness refers us so triumphantly, aud un which
he bases his savage attack upou the wrality of
the © Religwus Orders” We do not sy that
our contewnparary has himself forged the Opficial
document 1o guestian—Tior we do not thiok that
be has wit enough vo accomplish so difficult a
task s but wz Jo think that le has allowed mm-
seif to be made a fool of, and 1o be egrogionsly
duped by some wicked wag, wha has tzlien ad-
vaotage of the Witness® well known borror of
Popery to make it the medwn for cweulaling
false and groundiess accusations against the
French Catkolic Clergy, and * Religinus Oc-
ders,”

Without snweser commtting ourseives upun this
matler, we would for the present content ourselves
with asking the Witness to inform us where a
copy of the mysterious Ofliciul docwinent whick
he cites is to be found ; and by what means and
through what channels he became possessed of
the copy from which be quotes so many terrible
stories agamnst those wicked ¢ Jesuits” and
“ Friars 1’ 'We have mnquired dihigently, and ao
one whom we have as yet encountered in Canada
as either seen or heard of this extraordinary do-
cument—and some profane persons have gone so
far as to wsinuale, that it has no existence save
in the diseased brain of the editor of the Witness.
Upoa these points we will however bazard o
opnion ; we knew aothing of the document re-
ferred 10 by the Witness: and we therefore
content ourselves for the present by respectfully
asking him— where a copy of it :3 to be procured ?
s0 that from a perusal of its coclents we may be
cnabled either to verify, or Lo cricise the state-
ments put forth by our contemporary. i fs,
cerfuinly, strange 1o say 1he feast, that the exist-
ence of 2 document so important, ond cantpming
sueh awful revelations as to the abomeations of
Romauism, should bave been first inade kopwn
to the world through the columns of a Montreal
paper. )

And there is another pont o which we wauld
respecifully dhirect the alteniion of our contem-
porary, lest he stl! continue the victim of a sin-
gular delomun. “ No French Cuanadian,” o
bonest aud iutelligent mun of any creed or of any
erigin will receive without questien —ued mdeed

mtends

cuent put forth by, or in the name of, the French
government on the question of education—und on
the comparative merits of State and Ecclesiasti-
cal education,  In this question the French Goy-

i . ; €rLment 15 an interestd party, and therefoie a
ed from error. Adopting this theory, which of | most iucompclenljudge.

. For years, and wuder
| LVErY system, it has been its steady object 1o
jnake ileelf the sole leacher,and 1o bripg ali.
sschools aud colieges uader ils control, It bas
} opposed riclently €very iovement no maller from
{ what guarier proceeding, for ¢ Freedom of Lelw.
cation ' it lus comstantly persceuted and ma-

Himé and ;‘vi[." Renan -has »ljlfidgheill.‘Hud ‘lllly‘Hisv

without grave suspicion of its mendacity, any do-

Irgned-all who have ever dared toassert the. naturad

rights of (lié_F_afmily,‘ and the ._supgrln'a(‘ural nghts
of the Church, against.ihe ungatural and de-
grading cleims’ of the State.” I a Montal-
embert, if a Lacordawe raised lus voice for ap,
instant in behalf of ¢ Freedom of Education,”
French % Jack-1n-Office” wus down upon’ Lim n.
a twinkling, and silenced the andacions champior.
of liberty : and from such an iavelerate, unreleni-
g, and most unscrupulous o‘pponﬁnt' of frev
teaching, we expect neither truth wor justice
when dealing with the rival whom it bates anc
dreads. On the Education question in France, the
Church and the Siate are wreconcilably opposed
to vne another ; and there are no ineans whieh the
latter would not have resource to, provided thar
tlereby it could diseredit its rival in the opinion
of the public. T'he statements therefore of the
French Government with regard to the respec~
tive merts of Stale and Ecclesiastical schools,
are mere ¢z parie statements, lhe pleadings,
almost the invectives of the lawyer 5 and by ne
means the cahn and weimpassioned deliverance:
of the coustientious and competent judge.

We wait, bowever, with impahience for a
apswer fron: the  T¥itaess to our  questicn re-
specting the document itself ; and lest be should
ansunderstaad  us, or pretend to sistnoderstand
us, we again ask him where Qd Le fiad, when,
can others obtam a vopy of, the pretended offi-
cial document put lorth by the Freneh Gevern-
ment, Whick in Ins ewn words, ¥ shows that there
1 dearful internsl corruption m the religious
Orders of Rome, in spite of their boly externa;
professions T'— Watness, 3rd inst.  We pausc
for a reply, and will return 1o the subject in ous
next.

In the meantime, we would remind 1he V-
ness that his appeal (o the # Cuwtholiz Le-
gislators of Canada® is irrelevant. The gues-
tivn—Yy whom shull the child be educated ;
by 4 day or by an eeclestastionl leacher 7
—1s' a question  with  which the Slale has
uothing 10 do, with which ne legislator, be
he Cathiohe, or be be Profestant, the
most reruie right W ointerfere. Ty 2 guestion
which every wdivedual parent ust scttle Jo:
He, and he alone, bas any rightiu

lias

Hiosedf,
veice in the matter ; snd it is for him to deter-
mine, shsolutely, how, with whow, aud by whom,
hiz cinld or claldren shall be educated.  In this
watter uao Chmstan parent, knowmng his nights ax
against the State, and hus daties as towards God
wiil brook ioterforvice of sny kwd jrom nn}'?
power upen earth.

We have requested by the Council of the .
Montreal Canadian Allizuce for the total sup-
pression of drunkeaness, io publish a Resclutior.
by that body lately passed, sirongly condemny-
tsvy of the appontment of a person, said to be »
tavern-keeper, 1o the office of jaler for the
Montreai prison.,  As it i= not the business of
the True WirNEss to eagsge in party poillics'h
we must respectiully beg leave to declme ecom-
pliasce with his request, as oaly by so deinp
can we muatzin that pesition of perfect nentral-
ity which it is our ambition to accupy.

We must also dechine publishing the « Ap-
peal of the Moutreal Temperance Society 1o the
Voters of the City ;7 because :nllhuilgh e have
Lhe greatest respect for the members of th
Saciely, and for the mstives by wiich they are
actuated, we do not adopr their views with re-
rpect 10 the influence of legislation wpon the
“ice of inlemperance.  From long and intimate
experience of the workmg of all prohibitive
easures, we know that law 1s ipotent to remedy
an evil, which bas ifs roots 100 deep, far tac
deep, 1o be reached by Acts of Iarliament. It
13 not, as some people would seem to beliere, tie
Legiclature or the Yacense system that vreated
the traffic 1 inloxicating drinks—for the traffic
exisied before, for revenue purposes, restrictions
were placed upon it by the Legisluture ; and if
the License systen were abolished to-morromw,

the trafic would continue in  undiminished
. " . . . .
vigor. There is no proposition in Tuclid morc

That the demand for in-
toxicating dranks continuing, the supply, no mat-
ter what the haw, will still remain the same 3 and
that the quantity of liguor sold in unlicensco
houses, always varies inversely as that sold
To soppress the latter, whick
is indved within the scope of legislation, would be
but to give an impetus to the other, or the m-
licensed houses, and we doubt whether soviety
would thereby be a gainer,

Adutting the evil of many heensed liquor
houses, we look wpon them merely as the sign.
as the efieet, of wide-spread, and deep-seated
moral depravity, but by no means as its cause.
T'hese houses are nuinerous, becanse the appelite
for intoxicating drinks 15 sirong and gereral ; but
they are no more the cause of the dire disease.
than are the pustules of wmll pox the cause of
that loatlisome inalady ; and it seems to us abont
as rational lo attempt 10 suppress drunlenness.
by suppressing licensed taverns, us it would be
on the part of the sailor 1y 2 heavy gale of wind
at sea, lo expect to influence the weather in hi
fator by a mechanical effort to compel the mer-
cury to rise in the lube of his barometer. A
the gale breaks the wercury will go up of 1self:
when 'a moral improvement 1o the drinking babits

certan than these,

licensed liouses.



