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« e USE OF THE FLOWERS.
Gep @izht havo bade thix canh bring forth,
taoush for Kreat aud swall,
Theeak trec and the cedar tree,
Without g flower at all,
Banigbs bave oiade enouch, enough
_ Tapertry wantofours,
- Exlegarys medicine, and tol),
Aed yetheve made notluwers.

The witly the mountaln ming
xquireth goua to graw,

Fiedotb I8 nced tho lotus lower
%o snske tho river How,

- Teloads uight pive shundant min,
Toe niighily dews migls fall,

ThiMed that feepeth R in man
Webtyeihave drunk them all.

. §oia whsertlore, wWherefore wero they mede,
.mdyed with ralnbuw light,
Mhindfoo'd with aupremest grace,
Upspringlng day andnight;
" Swegiag In valleys green snd tow,
. - Aed 0B the.mountaina bigh,
AMigage sllens witderneas,
E _ Wheroto mau passcthby 3
+ S euwant-Uife reqalecs them nos,
Then wherelore ave thoy birth ¢
* $anmitsser delight to man,
1 Tabeantlly ghic earth
Fowduperbupe—1io comlort man
Wyeno'er Lis falih is dim;
. F® 2hos0 caretht fur the Quwers
© Will care muchk more for Wim !
—2Aary Howitt,
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THE LAW OF LOVE.

ny R. ¢. TREXCI.

[ * IWx forih e oli—poar boldly forth ;
T widd udt full unthh

T tatert vesseta to provide,
Weaich it may largely it

ke cuznnel; for the sireams of love,
" ¥eero they may hrozdly run;
dxtjovo bax oreiflowing sireams

T gitshem, every ono.

Bl

F Baty, at sy time, we ceato

Seely channels to provide,
T% very founts oflove, for us,
-~ ¥itsoon e parcbed and dried,

?orn ‘mustyiare, If we would keep,
Tt Ulesatsg Crom abovs .
smu: 10 Rives we cease to haveo:
% £5 the law oflove.
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‘R ics Bibuk J.axp3, 1 1830 and 1851. By
uﬁq&g Mesder of the French Institule. In
Wesihoo, Dcadley. 1853,
Rs #, writien by aman who thouzh a loyal
N& #the Church of Rome, finds it not incox-
Mg @l e accepted milegiance to that Charch to
-3 g PMpegate sprculations which are in-
*ith sren the broadeal pricciples of textual
o38ten, Las Yecn recettly presented in larpe
N Suitancvuly to boththo French and Enp-
INRSe. Vivid in its deseriptions, and varied in its
33 s0tisted In -8 miere literary point of vidw to
'm 7t ‘bas réceived ; aud if' it wero not for

Rclinlous gatnttuann.
E""M
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lhe book of ()nncﬂn. lt mlghl ba of some nmhnnly as
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tastoe wight seem tnost appropriate.
Whero Cana of (Falilee and Mount Pispah are plant

e e e e e o © s e
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o { plain way, Aere, avcording to seripture, stood tho

conjectural guide-book 10 plsces of which the only to- | guilty «itics. Hoenco they are filly and consistontly
pagrajihy was to be found in tratition. M. de Sauley. walled the Citics of the Plan ; thatis ‘o my, the plain
bad certain given points—e. g, Cata of Gulilee, | through the widst of which the river Jordan then
Zoar, Sodomn Gomorrah, Moudt Pispab—and theso | tlowed ; othermise, 1t ceull wub no proprioty have
poimt were 10 ho ¢ lucated,” not upon his pre-sssuued | been denouunated the plun af Jordan.-Gen, xiii
principles, in acrotdance with the Bible plan, butin | 10, 12,

such geographical positions s 1o & Gallico-nedimval

+ 2, Tho geographical locality of this fertile plato,
which way extenmve onough to mako Lot desire it for
« | the pasturage of his numerous herds and flocke, agree-

ed in tho new mnp, we have not timu now to relnte, | ably to the nomudic habits of the Eat, is the next
It is to tho doomed citivs that the suthor's onerpivs | pointto be ascertained ; end thisis a matier of prime
ware mainly devoted ; and if in this case he is allowed | importance to the pressut quastion ; for, it we can as-

ments fiom tho cities of the plains.

whom M. du Bsuley wasthe head, sucvessively vieited 3
and subsequently, dicectly opporite to Sadom, which
is at tho rowthern point of the lake, and about seven-

Gomarrah, extending over four miles, and within a
short distance from the shore. Could the scriptural
narrative bu vast aside, there is no doubt that the the-
ory of the :demm' of thess remains with the doomed
cities could bo plauubl)—ac it is ingeniously—nwin-
tained; aud as it is, it has been received without dis-
spprobation by tho Romish authbrities, and even with
approval to at least one English reviower. W think,
bowever, that its fallacy, so far as concerns the judg-
ment of thoss who adhere to a natural interpretation
of the Bille, lizs been dvmonstrated by the following
paper by Mr. G. S. Taber, in a late number of the
Dublin University Review, extracts from which we
insert 2

# Now, sinco [ certainly deem the whole theory gi-
rectly contradicterdd by scrirrURar REcOup oOF
FACT3 AS CONNECTED WITH GROGRArDY, though
propoundrd, Idoubt not, with tha very best inton-
tions, I canuot think myseil out of place in distincily
specifying my objections.

« That it should cver have been supposed that the
guilty cities were SUNMERGED under the s«a, whick
then and there was ELKVATSD for the purpose, is saud
by your correspondent to be, in the face of dirert as-
serlion to the contrary, both scriptural and classical.

s Here wo have two statements, NEITHRE of which
can be supposted—tho non-submersion of the citivs,
antd the clevation of the sea.

I, The alleged direct arsertion o the contrary, of
the lung-cstablisied Ubelief as to the geograpkical site of
the destruyed citier, must be sought, according to ¢ J.
W. C. parily in cla:sical and partly jn scriptural av-
thoritics.

# L Now, to say nothing of tho vagueness of thoss
pagan wiiters who have concurred in specifying the
facts, such as Diodorus and Tacitus and Strabo, and
Pliny, and S-linus, their statements, from the mere
cirrumsiauce of their chronological lateness, can be of
no evidential value cither pro or con.  The point mugt
obviously be determiined by tho very ancient written
narrative of Moses, which, to its antiquity, adds the
scal of inspiration, precluding clb possibility of an
inaceurato statement of facis.

& \What, then, does this narrative teach us ?

o Why, it -most umiquivozally pronounces that tko
puilty cities were geogtdphically situated, not on the
narrow wargin of the present Dead Suz, whero M.
du Sauley tbinks be bas discavered their ruins, byt
in tho sich plans of Jordan, described 23 well watered
averywhere, before the Lanl destroyed Sodom and
Gomorrah. and compared 10 the Ganden of the Lord,
a» cxemplificd by the fectile and flat land of Lower
Eaypt—Gen. xii. 10

w Where this flat, fertile, 2td well watered Jordanio

to be succexsful he may well be rolind on in all, for e | certain tho geographical locality of the plain, it is quite
has succeeded in rescning them frow thy bottom of | clear that wy shall also asvertain the geogeaphieal o~
the Dead Sea, anid landing theot in eacellont preser- | cality of dhe cities.

vation, one on the one and the other oa the opposite
side of that fated lake. Not only does he aseart that | ed the whole plain of Jordan, ( Gen. Xiin. 10,) and
ho actually theretound them, but he bas brought home | chosen by Lot as much preferable 1o the plains m the
from their ruins many ¥ corious relivs,” and has actu- } south of Canaan for tha purpose of extensive pastar-
ally pressnted to tho autborized mdmiration of the § age, can by no possibility bo tha narress mazgin of the
French Church, the cover of King David’s Sarcopha- | present Dead Sea, even though, pruvions to the catas-
gut, and asaries of eqaally well authenticated monu- | trophe, it was not volcanically blasted as at present.—

* Now, it 1s olivious that a well watered pisin, term-

Such astrip of land at the feot of lofty mountains both

Zsboim, Salom, Zoar, and Admab, the party of | ontho west and an the east, if we suppose the Doad

Sea to have been then in existence, answers not to tho
character of a fertils plain, well watered everywhere,
and compared to the Delta of Lower Egypt. The

ty milns distant from it, they discovered the ruins of | plain chosen by Lot, must, on the contrary, bave

been the plain watered by tos soumthern Jordan; for
in point of fact, the Dead Sea wasnot (hen in exis-
tence, though it now oceupies the region between the
mountains of Judah and the mountaing of Moab, which
was proviously occupiod by tbat great and cwinently
fertile plain.

% This point is fully established by more thau a sin-
gle facr,

“ Burckbardt has ascertained that,” after fowinp
through the great ptain, and after having been mado
to irrigate it by various artificial, or perhaps natural
channels, like the Nils in Eyxypt, the Jordan again be-

ceme protracted, and, passing along a rocky and now
deserted bed, ubtimately fell ioto the eastern horn of
the Red Sea.

** Accordingly we are told that, when Lot separated

from Abram, after they bad been joinily pasturing

their cattle in the southern plains of the land of Ca-

naan, ho journeyed KASIWARD, inasawuch as be bad

chosen for hiinself all the plaw of Jordan. (3en. xiii.

11, 12, 18.

* From these “ascertained pointe, nothing can be

more clear than that the whole of the once fertile
plain of Jordan is now covered by the waters of the

Dead Sva. Consequently, sines the guilty Cities of
the Plain, as the very namo descriptively imports,
were built in different parts of this plam, they also,
or what remains of them, must be now similarly cov-
ered by the samoe great asphaltic lake.

“ With this oxactly accord be scriptural accounts
of the movemonts of Lot :—

4+ Abram dwelled in tho 1and of Canaan; and Int
dwelled in the Cities of the Plain, and pitched bis tent
towain] Sodom.'—Gen. xiii.

“ That is to aay : Lot, for tho convenience of pastu-

rage, moved about from one city of the plain to ano-
ther, uniil he had finally pitehed bis tont toward So-
dom, shornly before the eccurrence of the faarful vol-
canic cruptions  Ultimatcly, bowever, we find him os-

cupving & house in Sodom, whils doubiless his herds-
men were thea pasturing bis caitle in the immediately

ucigh:)ourin;: pa:t of tho g:cat plain.:- Gen. xix; 2.6,

“ 4. In the scriptorsl account of the catastrophe, o
mention is or conld be made of the lake ; becauso the
Jordan had not tken formed ity by filling up tho buge
chasm.

“ Henco wo are consistently told, that whon Abram
«at up early ou the morning of the followingday, be
1ooked towar] Sodom snd Gomorrab, and toward AvL
the land of tho plain ; and lo, 1he smake of thocountry
went up as the smoke of a furnace.— Gen. xix. 27, 28.

4 Flu saw no lake, because in o shott a timo no lgke
oould bave been furmed by the-influx of the Jozdio.
But whon Muses wroic some centuries laier than the




