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" and a broader civil liberty in England added a moro general

consciousnoss of right, a generul esteem for candor, scif-respect,
and dignity ; together with native English manliness and calm.
ness to the spirit of chivalry.  And it is not the roliﬁion of the
Bible, cither dircctly or indirectly—tho foundation and precursor
of all true civil liberty. ‘The character of the cavalicr was es-
sentielly aristoceatic; that of the gentloman is rather of a popu.
lar cast; showing in this, that it belongs to modern times.  The
cavalior distinguished himself by his dress—by plume, lace, und
cut; the gentleman shuns external distinction, and shows his
refinement within the limits of plain attire,  Untarnished honor,
we repeat, depends in a great measure upon truthfulness. What.
evor of external courtesy has not its foundation here, is counter.
fuit. Francis Leiber says tho peculiar character which we call
tho gentleman, is of comparatively late development, and showed
itscl%(;irst, fully developed, with the English people. ,So far are
wo then from being indebted to chivalry for that refinoment of
tasto and nico senso of honor, which thavacterise the true gen.
tloman, and which contribute so much'te the comfort and happi.
ness of modern socicty, that the most rigid scrutiny may bo
challenged to dotect in its spirit and {nstitutions, a single cle.
ment of genuine nobility of feeling, or refinement of manners,
No, we find in these institutions the shadow without the sub.
stance—the sensitive honur of the gentleman counterfeited in the
inflated duchst; his calmness of mind by supercilious indiffer-
ence, or a feur of betraying the purest emotions ; his refinement
of feching, by sentimentalism, or affectation ; his polished man.
ners by a punctitious observance of trivial forms.  What a pity
that writers should attiibute the pure and delicious fruits of chris.
tianity, to the mimickry and mummery of chivalry. ‘The senti.
ment, [ think, will find a cordial response in every truly polite
and refined mind ; that, in Him to whom we look for the model
of cvery perfection, we also find the perfect type and patron of
courtesy and gentility. Nor does the popular notion that the
chivalrous spirit has tended to improve the character and con.
dition of woman, rest upon any better foundation. Woman has
indeed been taught to jook to thosc days of gallantry and knight-
errantry, as a timo when ghe was peduliarly blessed ; when her
will was law, and must be vbeyed, though at the sword’s point.

Litle, however, in all this wild and senseless homage, paid to
women of the middle ages, presents itsell to the discerning
mind, that is ennobling to the female character, or cause of con.
gratulation. The whole may be clearly traced to the mad, but
refined ravings of a polluted imagination. Even Hallam, him.
solf, who apcaks in terms of the highest commendation of chival.
ry, says that licentiousness was the reigning spirit of the age.
[t is true, woman’s wishes were grat}ﬁcd, "but was it because of
her intellectual and moral character, _.thcﬁ alone constitutes her
#a help-mate for man 7 or because she was regarded as a pret-
ty pet, which many men of the present day would fight over?
She was petted and caressed as inferior, but pretty beings al.
ways are. If, however, it be objected, that she was rather wor.
shipped as a superior being, we reply, that so far from her having
been regarded by chevaliers as intellectually superior, there is
the strongest cvidence that she was considered in this respeet,
and in all other respects, exeepting personal beauty, as far infe.
rior to her gallant, so called, protectors. Indeed, the supposed
inferiority of woman, iu intellectual, as well as in physical
strength, may be considered as one of the chief corner stones of
the chivalrous fabric. No, the very tendency of chivalry, was
rather to degrade than to cxalt woman intellectually and morally.

Would that the spirit of chivalry. had died with the middle
ages; and that woman had then ceased to be regarded as form.
ing a class of beings, separate, distinet, and inferior to mun;
whether under the appellation of angels, gazelles, or birds of
paradise. Could woman sec all the deceit that lurks benoath the
drapery of etiquette, her voica would not be heard in praising
those much tolked of graces of chivalry, as illustrated in the
polished society of modern drawing-rooms.

Whenever a publie speaker, having finished his address to the
intellectually human part of his audieace, changes his discourse,

: and begins to use ‘vords, and present motives, adapted to the an.

gelic part of his hearers, we find ourselves, in imagination, car-

ried back to the palmy days of chivalry ; can alinost feel the
heaviug tide of emotion, us some gallant knight presents his chal.
lengo in behalf ef bis ladye.love ; and how do our hearts throb
with high emotion, as the conviction is ever and anon foreed up.
on our minds, that we * zule the world ;” that “one woman is
cqual in influience to half-a.dozen mon ;” that “no enterprise
can be successfully carried forward without the ladies.”  Surcly,
have wo often thought, after listening to such lofly sentiments
concerning our sex, from one, whose character and office raised
him above the suspicion of flattery and deception, something will
now be done, worthy of our estimuted position, for our intellec.
tual and moral training, and a high-way will soon be opened up
for us to the fountains and groves of Parnassus ; that by appro-
priate culture and training, our influenco may bo dircetdd into
right and efleciive chumuﬁ*. No, if ever woman is elevated to
the true dignity of her nature, znd heven-appointed sphere, it
must be through the religion of the Bible—not through the re.
ligion of chivalry. Chivalry had a religion ; for man is a reli-
gious animal, and will worship. But its religion was so flexible,
that it adapted itself to every varicty of humpn passion. How
different from the sublime and uncomprising spirit of Bible re-
ligion.

It is said by some. that chivalry was onky a copy of the chris.
tian religiun, in gentleness, charity and kindness. ~ If these noble
qualitics had their seat in tho selfish possessions and propensi-
ties of the unrenewed heart, and consisted in flattering words
and titles, then did they belong to chivalry. But these are the
brightest ornaments of christianity, and in vain do we search for
them, in their purity and sincerity, in the institutions of chivalry.
‘These whisper peaco and pardon to the penitent ; breathe con.
solation to the wanderer; weop over the distresses of fallen
man ; and may, in their legitimate spirit and influence, bo sum-
med up in this one expressive and comprehensive rule, «do un.
to others as you would they should do unto you.”

The religion of chivaley sinks mankind in sensual pleasures ;
giving a taste for all that is degrading ; while christianity ele.
vates the soul in pure communion with it¢glorious Creator, and
gives it a forotaste of heaven. .

The age of chivalry was emphatically an age of romance, and
whether any dircct connection can be traced betweep the spirit
of that age and that of the present, or not. it is quite certain, that
to the same origin may be referred the flood of novels and ro.
mances, that are now inundating and cursing the world with
their sickly sentimentalism—turning the imagination into pollu.
ted channels, and giving to life the appearance of a dream; a
gay and fuscinating one, in which the vices of heroes are pre-
sented in such enchanting forms, as to creep slowly and almost
imperceptible, “to the very vitals of virtue, and stamp deep
stains upon the spotless tablets of innoceace.” The infumous
practice of duelling had its origin in, and is a 1emnant of chivalry.

Christianity and the spirit of chivalry being antagonistic, as
the one advances the other must decline; and when that happy
day arrives, in which truth and eiucerity, under the benigo in.
fluence of Messiah’s reign, shall have regained their dominion in
the human heart, then shall honor and cdurtesy become living
verities; and woman shall again assume the position in which
her Creator placed hor—the intellectual companion of man.

Ox Epuvcarion.—I think we may assert, that ina hundred men,
there arc more than ninety who are what they are, good or bad,
useful or pernicious to society, from the instructinn they have
received. Ii is on education that depends the great difference
observable among them. The least and most imperceptible im.
pression received in our infancy, have consequences very impor-
tant, and of a long duration. It is with these first impressions,
as with a river, whose watecs wo can easily turn, by different
canals, in quite opposite courses, so that from the insensible di.
rection the stream receives at its sourcé, it takes different direc.
tions, and at last arrives at places far distant from each other ;
and with the samo facility we may, 1 think, turn the minds of
children to what direction we please.—Locke.




