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all who would prove thumselves the childron of God, and the
fricnds of man, are bound fo abstain fram drinking wine, or using
any other thing, a9 long as thew doing so grieves or stumbles
their brethren.  And who wll say that their love and seif-denial
onght to stop heve, or that they wre not bound to regard the
wolfire, temporal aud elernal, of all men,  And if their drinking
ut their own table is wrong, must it not, on sume accounts, be
more so at the Lord’s Table? Where or when will men show
tender regard to the honour of God and the good of men, if not
there ! Some may say that the quantity taken at the Lord's
‘Cable is s enpdl that it can do no hrm. But it ought to be
known, that the quantity drank, by good men, at any table, ig, in
one respect, of hittle consequenee ; it ie their drinking any intoxi.
cating drink, and thorcby countenancing, and adding respectu.
bility to a ruinous custom, m which the cvil and mischief con-
uist.

it is awlul th\n‘. anything which iv an abomination in the sight
of God should be highly esteemed among men, and that Chris.
tians and Christian miunisters should help to make itsa.  And if
God loves or hates things, ar practices, nccording to the nature and
amount of their effects, (and who will venture to say that he does
not %) then how much must he abominate the use of all intoxicat-
ing drinks, no matter hy what name they go. 1t is the cffects
they produce that render them dangerous, and the use of them
hartfal.

Some may say that notlung but the fermented juice of the
grape is wine, Butthisis an assertion so important, and involving
or leading to such scrious conscquences, that it ought to be
accompanied with proof or evidence: for who will say that it
is sclf.evident, und neods nothing to make it more so. Isit not
improbable that Jesus Christ would appoint two things us cmblems
of spiritual blessings—ithe oue nourni<hing and daily usud; the
othier, not only wuseless, bul poisonus, bewitching, and ruinous !
(for who will suy that intoxicating drink of any kind is essentinl
or useful to life?) Is it not improbable thathe would appoint a
liquid which he knew had rained many, and agaiast which he
had warned men—Prov. xxiite 31; und which ke knew would
continue to ruin millions niore, filling the earth with madoess,
poflution, crime, and woe,~—destroying fur more than all other
poisons put together—and above all, destroying both soul and
body foreves?  If the asscrtion thot Christ appointed such a thing
for such purpose, needs strong proof, and clear strong proof, I know
not what does. We have no morc reason to think that he
appoinled fermented wine in the Supper, than that he used fer-
mented bread at the Passover; either of which wonld be contrary
to his own law, which he cmme to (ulfil. How could cither of
therm be in the house of a consistent Jew at the time of the Pass.
over 7 yet we hdve every reason to'think that it was in the house
of such a Jew that Christ institoted the Supper.

And it ought to be kept in mind that the contents of the cup
given to the disciples isnot called wine; it was something to be
drank not to be caten.  Whutever, then, men may choose to call
wine, has nothing to do with the question, Wiat cught to be token
at the Lord's Teble? Themost that any can contend for, is, that
it be the * fruit of the vine 1 uny coutend for more than this,
be more specific than thig, they go beyond apostolic authority.  1f
then we can get the fruit of the vine, or the juiee of the grape,
uapoliuted by the presence of aleohol, ougut we not o prefer it 7

Is st not going too fur to say, Nay, but it must have alechol in
it—especially when we consider that most of the trash to be had
under the name of wine, is a vile compound of whisky, water, and
various poisonous ingredients. 1 men were to search for rome.
thing thut would be wtterly impropsr ax an umblem of spivitual
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bleasings, flowing through tie stonement of Chirist, could they find
ur fnvent any thing mere suitable than this?

1 was led into these thoughts by the oljectivn mentioned by
Venrras, and 1 need not add that his objeetion is just 5 in my ears it
sounds oddly to call upon men to give up all infoxicating drink
cxcept at the Jord’s Table.  What has the Lord’s ‘Table to do with
intoxicating drink 7 I wish to remember that it is important to
spenk to, or of, gnod men, who differ from us, with love und
respeet.  ‘The trath is to be spoken in love; but woare to dis.
tinguisht between respeet to men, und respeot for the errors which
we think they hold. '

1 will just add, Mr. Editor, that the richest arc not always the
most libern).  There are some poor ** whoee deep poverty abound
unto the riches of their liberality,” ‘I'hic same may be said of
somo who are very rich in their mental stores ; but they are very
parsionious in imparting of their riches.  If these Omegas would
contribute accerding to their ability, your pages would be erowded
with iinportant mattor, 8o that you should have no uecd nor room
for any thing from
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MODERATE DRINKING, 15, DRUNMnENNESS,

It is a serious question, whether the various, and widely spread
miscries wiuch men bring on themselves in this world, and that
to come, arg chicfly to be ascribed to drunkenncss, or to what is
called muderte drinking.  Somc may consider this a very foolish
if not an absurd question,  They will be ready 1o say, how can
moderation in the use of any thing rvin men?  Moderation which
gond men plead for and practiee, did not Ministers prench and
print for muny years back, und do so at present, in favour of it?
They did so—they preached, and wrote agamst drunkenness, but
not for entwre abstiuence; therefore, it was, at least, virtually in
favor of moderate drnking; and accordingly moderate drinking
prevailed, and drunkenness followed. And ol their cfforts to
suppress this monstrous and shameful evil, were as unavailing as
the efturts of the Egyptians to appress the children of Isracl, The
mure they oppressed them the more they multiplied.  Their fubor
was very ineffectual in keeping wmen from beecoming drunkards,
and still more so, and necessarily so, in recovering such, It may
justly be doubted whether this (with some) favorite doctrine
of moderation has ever recovered ane deunkard.

To solve the above question, let us suppase a case, which, alas !
is a very common one. A young man keeps company with the
respectable art of the drinking cliss, and takes a little for com-
pany and custom sake. Ifc abhors druuslenncss, and despiscs
drunkards. He continucs to act in this manucr, and gradually
drinks a greater gnantity, and drinks more fn.quemlv—-bccomcs
mo.e fond of and fecls # desire for it—docs not despise drunka rds
s0 much as formerly, but, on the contrary, can sit down with some
of them, for the sake of others who arc present. By aud by he
sits down with a jovial party, he likes the company, and now lLikes
the drink. They are drinking healths or toasts. He deliberately
takes one glass after another, with pleasurc; and partly from leve
to the company, and partly luve of drink, continucs till he is
drunk for the first time, Now this young man isin a sad case,
lic has, for the ficst time, unfitted himsclf for the proper discharge
of every duty, every virtue, and prepared himnself for such crimes
as Satan and his own depravity, and circumstances may tempt
him to commit; that he does not continuc cver after in this awful
state is not owing to any thing good in lum, no thaunks to him for
his recovery, He has despised the authority of God, and dis.
graced human nature,—committed a crime unfitting him for
heaven, an? deserving hell, and which, if not rcpmtcd of, and



