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tending to designate a nuance less pronounced. Ile petitioned against the
return of M. Chapeau as illegal; and if the new Parliamnent had not been
dissolved before the case could be heard, it is probable that the question of
the undue influence of the clergy would have been raised at this early date.

At the General Eleetion of i1854 ail the Roman Oatholic clergy in the
Country opened tire from their pulpits upon M. Letellier. They confounded
himi with L'A venir; and though M. Casgrrain tells us there was nothing
either, in lus writings or his spceches that would justify his beîng placed
4111on1 the enernies of the clergy or the Church, his defence necessarily took
an anti-clerical colour. The attack was so overdone that the bishiop called
Upon one of the priests to retract something hie had said. The retraction
Weas characteristie. IlI said it, my f riends, it is true ; and this gives add i-
tional force to the proverb, 1that ail truth is not proper to be told.' " M.
Letelîjer was grirnly amiused at the play on the words ; and when the wounld
had partially hbealeci le used to entertain lis friends by recountin,ý the
ftPology whicli afiirmed the original staternent witli empliasis and buttrcsscd
it with the support of a familier proverb.

Tliese speciniens of M. Leteflier's contests with the priests show the
PoWerfu] influence against which hie had to contend. Other candidates of
the party to whicls lie beionged fared no better ; some of theni, if p)ossible,
faredi worsc. As a resuit of thieir interference in the Charlevoix election
in 1876, the Supremîie Court of Qnebec annulled the election. The Ilundue
Inlfluence I of the, priests in elections received a check. But M. Letellier
feit that the civil autliority was of itself powerless to put an end to this
abuse. Being then a niemober of Mr. Mackenzie's Governmient, liec on-
ferred with bis colleagues on the subject, and drew up a Il respectfnl
renjOnstrance I to the authorities of Rome, whence a telegrarn caine in
repiy directing the priests to abstain froin interference in elections. But
it Was too late;- the conflict had been entered upon with more than the
Usual eniergy

Ani Apostolie Delegate wvas sent from Romne to enquire into the facts.
Trhe bishOps had previously inspired the priests to give their blessing to
orie POlitical party and their curses to another. Mgr. Conroy hiad corne to
uMake peace for the time being, and hie would ma'ke the bishops explain
awaY their own words. Ia their joinit letter of the 22nd September, 1865,
they had said, "lA politicil party may be judged dangerous, not only i)y
it2 Prograinr 0 and its aittecedents, but also by the separate (particuliers)
prograinjMe 5 of its leaders, of its principal members and of its press, if this
Party doe5 not disavow and definitcly separate fromn the offenders." Mgr.
'OPu'oy bronglit the bishopa tolgether and asked themn to prepare anotherjoint Pastoral explaininû these words away. According to the author of
"La Source du Mal de l'Epoque au Canada," the Apostolîc Delegate him-

self ""rote the explanatory pastoral of October 11, 1877; the bishops not
beînig able to agree upon one prepared by one of their own number whom
he had named"for that purpose. But this explanatory pastoral did îîot
a't onlce secure the entire subinîssion of the clergy, and the Congregation of
thecre gad September 13, 1871, sent to thee Archbishop of Qnebec adce Which M. Casgrain regards as "ldestined to put an end to the religions
cca Set on foot in, this country a gainst the Liberals." The appearance of

"L "Suce du MNal de l'Epoque," wich M. Casgrain may possibly nt
have Seen, since it lias been interdicted by the Bishop of Montreal and bias
been rigidly SUppressed, makes it certain that this effect bas not been pro-
duee"d; and W, are assured that this ultramontane pamphlet, which marks

tfha bole t st p yt taken by the extrem e party, expresses the opi ion
ofagetmajority of the pricats in the dioceses of Qncbec and hree

-Uivers There are diflierent ways of exercising clerical influence, of which
the franIkest is not aîways the inost (langerous. 111 Ontario this influence

5 ' Ilar Unflt thou~h probably nothing is donc on which a complaint
founded; and surely an influence whicli can be exercised with impunity is

I'f M.s T bO,,US than one wbich it is possible to check. The confession
of . Lt6lierthat the civil authority is insufficient to protect the citizensagaist udLe lerical influence in political afrairs, and that this influence

Cal "Igy eb~ cfetal urbed by the exercise of authority by the Romane0ieationsI throws a flood of light upon the situation and reveals a
eless w'iich is not gratifying 'to our self-love. Tiioi'u MABLE.

SI J. LUBIi 0Çi< thinks that the great readers of the future will be
WOk0 and artisans, who will Eind in quiet stndy the necessarY comple-

a5hoit for books grows withl w]mat it feed8 on, and experience seems tojhwthat the student is likely to grow more bookish than ever.-Mfalc/es-
ter 2in
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TIHE JLCOIIOL QUESTION.

IN tliese days of rigid analysis, wlien everything, even Scripture itself,
is subjected to the keenest scrutiny and criticism, it would seem strange
that the gross inisstatemients and psendo-scientific jargon of Prohibition
lecturers andi advocates sliould pass current so long without serious Contra-
diction and exposure. While the teetotallers confined theniselves to the
reforination of the drunikard and restricting the liquor traffic -espe-
cially in ardent spirits -to reasonable bounds, they were doing society a
service and deserved the encomiuîns of ail good citîzens. But finding, that
their efforts did not always succeed, and that their profession was a
profitable one, they have at last corne to denounce every drop of alcolbol as
a virulent poison and to roundly abuse everyone who does not agree with
thenii. The, London Lancet, in a recent e(lîtorial on the subject, says:
Il The initemiperanc of the teetotallers hias greatly hindercd the cause of
teînperance. Their dentinciations of inoderation and mioderate drinking
have estranged whole cl.ssof inen who would have brought strength and
help to thecir cause. Theýir dogmatisai about wbat constitutes food and
what poison, and about the injnrious effects of alcohiol, lias excited ridicule
and langliter ratier than intelligent interest. By sncb an attitude the
medical profession lias been prevented froni co-operation witli those who
sec in the drnnkcnness of the country a gigantic e vil and diggrace to be
remedied at any cost, short of that of talking nonisense."

Tlieir assumoption that alcohiol is not a food rcsts, as 1 pointed ont in
a recent address to tlie National Liberal Temperance Society, upon the
bypothesîs of Liebig', whichi was abandoned ycars a'go. The popular
notion in regard to food is ratier erroneonis. For instance, the unscientific
mind divides the iingesta, or dll initerial taken inito the system, into "food
and "ldrink."I Snch a classification is completely wortblcss for physiological
purposes. IlFood " and Il drink " constitute ternus refcrring only to the
particnlar state any article for conisumiption may happen to be in, viz., in
a solid or liqnid state. XVliat is drnnk, for instance, and this holds particu-
larly good in the case of nilk, inay be very ricli in food, or s01i(l matter,
while in the food xve et there is invariably a large quantity of liquid
matter. ilence the separationi of the ingesta into food and drink is îîot
suitable for scientifie purposes. The two real factors in life are food and
air. Regarded theni in tdûs comprehenlsive liglit food embraces bath solid
and liqnid inatter.

Liebig divided the ing' esta into two classes, nitrogenized, or those
principles whicli contained nitrogen, and the non-nlitrogcnized, or those not
containing any. The former lic considered truc tissue-forming or "lhistoge-
netic " material, the latter as bcing siniply heat producers. The former hoe
terîned the Il plastic eleaients of nutrition," the latter the Ilelements of
respiration," or as tlîey are now termed "lcalorifacients." This only holds
good in part, lîoweaver, for it lias since been showai that true histogenetic
material may in certain cases bo utilized in the place of non-nitrogenized
material to produce heat, and that, vice versa, the latter îuay take the
place of the former, an instance of wbicb we have in the formation of
adipose tissne froin the fats and starches. Liebig's classification stili holds
gYood, howevcr, for varions reasons-one being its convenience.

Mujscular force, according to Liebig, involved the destruction of muscular
tissue; consequently it was hield that non-uitrogeneous principles, since tîiey
dîd not, according to Liebig, enter iiito tissue formation, could not be con-
sidered ini the liglit of foods. According to this view nitrogyeneous matter
alone constituted the source of nervous and muscular force and energy.
This doctrine was getierally acetpted, and until remcently hcld to be a
scientitie truth. Sucli was flic highi standing of its author that it-tough
not bascd upon any experimental data-forxied the standard by which
the nutritive value of any food was jndged. Gradually, however, experi-
mental enquiry hias dernoistrated its error, and it is ftow completely
rejected.

If mnuscular action is coincident with, or involves the destruction of,
muscular tissue, then the product of destruction or decomposition of sncb
tissue must of necessity be elixninated froin the body, and the amount of
sucli elimination wonld bear a direct proportion to the annount of energy
expende3 Now the principal cbannel by wbich nitrogen is eliminated
from the system is the kidneys, thron gb which it escapes in the form of
urea. Sncb was the general acceptance of Liebig's hypothesis that chem-
ists bave asserted, until quite recently, withont any analytical proof that
sucb wai really the case, that the amount of urea eliminated was increased
witb the ainount of work expended. Space is too short to give the many
experiments that went to prove ia the most decided and conclusive manner
that so far from increasing in proportion ta the power cxpended the ainount
of urea was iii îany cases diminisbed. T[hese amply proved that inuscular-
tissue disintegration could not be the source of muscular power, and, if
not, thon the true source must be looked for elsewbere.
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