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Lis large number only one hundredl

and fifty thousand are settied in Cana-
da; all the rest have gone over our fine
railways to the United States; and I
have no doubi that a very large pro-
portion of thesc fully believed they
were going to settle in Western Cana-
da under the Dritish flag—such is the
lamentable ignorvance which prevails
among that class of emigrants ! )

All my lectures were intended to dis-
abuse their wminds of any sneh ideas;
and to inform them that Dritain lost
the ¢ American Colony” when they re-
belled against British raie and asserted
their independence in 1776, aud that
they are still independent of British
laws and of British institutions. I alse
explained to them that Canada alonc
was Dritish, and would ever be a part
of the British Emypire; and by the use
of maps showed them plaiuly the po-
sition of thie United Htates, so as to pre-
vent any confasion in thrir minds aboul
what was British and what was foreizuo.

These points having been explained,
I pointed out to them thnt no Pritish
subject (who would of eourse be o ¢ fov-
eigner” in the United States) conld
Lold a deed of frechold land in the
States without firss forswearine his al-
legiance to Lis mative lond aznd Queen
Victoria., I met several persous oun
their retwrn home on account of the
money crisis in the Sluates, who said
they were obliged to take this cath or
lose their property. o

Also “foreirners ” seitlingin Britain
or Canada must 2ll beeome Dritish
subjects and take an oath of allegiance
to our Quecn before they can enjoy the
full privileges of British snbjects.

In conclusion I strongly recommend
that the Governments of Canada will
without further delay sclech the most
influentisl men to mect the British
Parlisment, and Lo uniie the two govern-
ments in this great canse of Emigration
to tlis the weostern part of the British
Empire, say to the nwmmber of four
millions of men which will release
her of her surplus population; and
will add greatly to our stremgth and
loyalty and prosperity,as we urc only
four nillions of inhabitants in one .of
thelargest and most prosperons countries
in the world, eapable of settling fifty
millions inhabitants of prosperous and
hayppy farmers, machinests, and mercan-
tile business men, and make us what we
must Dbe, the right arm of 'he British
Empire,

(Signed,)  Masor C. Doxarprox.
Dirzelor and Commissioner of Timigration Aid

Soociety of the District of Niagara and St.
Catharines, in connection with Hamilten
and the Government of Outario.

The following nre the pyolutionss .

Mox=& by A%der Muir, and’ 3e-

nded by P. Larkin, _
co’l‘hat btil’le report just Fendof Mr. C.
Donaldson’s mission on Emigration as
our commissioner to Iurope, including
cash cxpenses, be received and adopted,
and printed, and an assessment levied of
g third call of twenty-five per cent. up-
on the capital stock of the Society to
pay the same.—Carricd. )

G. A. Cuarx, President.

Moved by Alexander Muir, and se-
conded by P. Larkin, o

" That a vote of thanks to Mr. Donald-
gon for his energetic and persevering
lalours in so short a tie in Europe in
sending out so many fine, healthy farm
laboring families, and arranging for a
largoe tide of Emigraticn of favm labour-
ers, tenant farmeors, doiestic servants
and capitalists to come out to Canada
next Spring.—Carricd unanimousiy.

G. A. Cranx, Prosident.

— ) AP — 4
—The Times special despatch from
Madrid says it was Marshal Serrano’s
wish that Senor Castelar should be a
member of the new Ministry, but the
latter vefused to again accept oflice.  On
the defeat of Senmor Castelar, and pre-
vious totheinterference of General Pavia,
the Cortos eleeted Senor Pataria Presi-
dent of the Cabinei. The News special
says the Republican force besieging Cart-
hagena accept the new (rovernment, and
the National Militia in Madrid is being
quietly disarmed. The News despatch
also says aramour is in circulation in
Madrid that the late retrent of General
Morione s was & concerted man.euvre in
gupport of General Pavia's coup detat.
—An important movement, by way
of answer to thie trades unions, has just
been set on foot. A society called the
«National Federation of Associated Lim-
ployers of Tabour” has heen formed,
with & council consisting of five-and-
forty of the most eminent firms in the
country, ineluding Crossley, of alifax;
Laird, of Birkenhead ; Salt, of Saltaire;
Mecuelaus, of Dowlais ; Akroyd, of Hali-
fax ; Maundslay, of London; Trollope,
of Wostminster; and Brocklehurst, of
Macclesfield. Thepresident is Mr. Joln
Robinson, of the firmof Sharp, Stewart,
and Co., of Manchester; and the trea-
suver, Mr. Stephen A. Marshall, of
Teeds. It is stated that the Federation
already includes the employers of a mil-
lion persons.
—Cable dispatches dated Jan. 1 and
2 report that Sir Garnet Woolsey, with
500 sailors, had advanced seventy miles
into the interior, and the Ashantees were
flying before him ; that they were driven
across the river Prat, re-entering their
own territory in great dieorder. They
left a large number of their dead and
wounded on.the bank of the river, and
800 of the natives were drowued.

—DPostage on the Cmuncm HErALD
throughout the Dominion, is five cents
per quarter, payable invariably in ad-
vance at the oftice of delivery.

—Thos. A. Richardson is no longer
connccted with the Church Printing and
Publishing Company, either as advertis-
ing agent or in any other capacity.

—The iaportant address of his Liord-
ship the Bishop of Torontoon the subject
of the Chureh Association of the Diocese
of Torouto, is uow ready, in phamplet
form, in any quantity that may be desired,
at this office. They can be afforded,—
post-free for 5 cents cach; 35 cents per
dozen; or $2.50 per hundred.

— Subseribors are respectiunlly re-
quested to communicute with our office,
by letter or postal card, (which costs only
one cent,) when they wish to let us hear
from them. The custom of returning
the paper, or getting the postmaster to
send o “ulip,” proves most unsatisfae-
tory, and is not relied upon by our Com-
pany as a correch medium for conveying
informaticn.
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TEMPERANCE VERSUS TOTAL
ABSTINENCE.

In another column will be found & let-
ter {rom a correspondent on this subject.
We give it insertion, not because of any
thing new or original in the arguments
used, nor because of any peculiar merif
in the position taken by the writer, but
because it very fairly expresses the
grounds upon which a considerable
number of worthy christian people are
conscicntiously opposed to the temper-
ance reform movement.

Before proceeding further we desire to
disabuse the mind of our correspondent
of an erroneous imp_ession produged by
a phrase in a former article in this paper.
We used the expression ¢ half-hearted
friecnds of temperance” as being half-
hearted in the cause of temperance
-aasociations; and undergtood in that senee
our fitend, wo think; esnnot tiie excep-
tion to it, as it would hardly apply to
him, he being not half-hearted in favour
of that movement, but whole hearted

against it. If we have unconsCiously

let slip an expression offensive to a num-
ber of christian people yhom we deeply
respect we are sorry for if, and would
tpke the earliest opportunity of making
amends. We are not amongst those
who think that any cause can be best
advanced by the use of hard language
or violent advocacy. We hope we have
lived long enough and been observant
enongh to learn the lesson that men
-may differ and still hold each other in
the same high estimation’as if they were
of the same opinion, And we {eel that

i this question is one which in particular
i demands the excrcise of the truest prin-

ciples of Christian love and courtesy.
In the hLeat of controversy and moved
by a zeal which is not always tempered
by discretion, some of the advocates of
the temperance cause may not always
have kept these principles sufiiciently
in view. We do not destre to take their
sins upon ovr shoulders, nor to be held
responsible for what they say and do.
But on the other hand, if the principles
of teraperance reform are in themselves
meritorious, snd not inconsistent with
Bible teaching, we think they ought not

to be prejudiced by improper or injudi- |

cious advocacy. We are much opposed
to side issues. The short comings of
¢ Teetotalers” or any impropriety in
their language or conduct cannot affoct
the great question really in issue, The
world is familiar with the tactics of a
certain ingenious lawyer whose private
instructions to counsel were, ¢ No de-
fence—abuse the plaintiff’s attorney.”
The incident involves a principle of
action only too common in life, buy we
hope we shall not see its application in
the treatment of this matter. It is not
our purpose at the present time to enter
upon any elaborate discussion of the
points relied upon by those whose views
are indicated by our ecorrespondent.
We Dbelieve their conclusions drawn
from certain passages of holy scripture,
are erroneous. The grounds principally
relied on are that there is nothing in
the recorded words of our Saviour on
the subject of total abstinence; that He
drank wine; and that the first miracle

| amongst the ancients.

was the turning water into wine ; and
that wine is referred to in certain pas-
sages as a good thing. To say that our
Saviour did not recommend total absti-
nence, or form societies on that princi-
ple, is certainly no greater negattve ar-
gument than could be adduced against
many other useful reformsthat the vary-
ing conditions of society have required
and called forth. Itis equally true that
our blessed Lord did not in His infinite
visdom sece fit to ordain or recommend
the thirty-nine articles nor any of the
formal ereeds of christian faith; nor did
He draw up or establish any specific
seb of rules or formularies for the Go-
verument of His church. Yet we all
believe in the soundness and propriety
of these articles, creeds and formularies,
and that they are sanctioned by divine
authority. As we do not find our Sa-
viour laying down specifie regulations
for the temporal government of Iis own
church, still less do we find Him pre-
scribing a complete code of laws for the
moral, social and physical well-beirg of
communities. In these matters men
were left to form their own ordinances.
In doing so it was and is their duty
to be duly influenced by the spirit of
divine teaching, and o legislateacecord-
ingly. I'or example tuke the matter of
slavery. We do not find it denounced
in seripture, yet was it wrong, on Chris-
tian grounds, for men to combine
to secure its abolition? We believe
modern slavery to be a greab evil and
one that ought to be suppressed.
Moral suasion was tried in vain, and
then human laws were cnacted in aid
of the moralduty. We think the move-
ment which brought about these laws
was just and proper. We endorse the
men whose labgurs in the cause aroused
public opinion to & correct estimate of
the slavery scandal. Do any of our
friends in Canada think that the anti-
slavery agitation was wicked, because
our Saviour and His apostles did not be-
come members of any abolition society ?
We can well remember the time when
the slaveholders of the South used argu-
ments very similar to those used by the
opponents of temperance societies. The
difference in the two cases we think was
ratheg.in of the_slaveholders ;
besawsd il sorepture times the davery
system was & more prominent evil than
drunkenness, when coripared with the
same evils ag existingin modern times.
At all events, the principles cf abolition,
were once denounced in the Southern
States onthe ground amongst others that
slavery actorded with seripture and was
not condemned by holy writ ; that abo-
litionists presumed to set up a code of
moral reform higher than Revelation,
and were thus guilty of infidelity and
blasphemy; and in so doing it was hint-
ed that their conduct was instigated by
Satan. A pamphlet recently issued in
Philadelphia entitled ¢ short off-hand
sermons,” written in opposition to the
temperance movement, takes similar
ground. Inthis production certain pas-
sages in the English version of the
Bible are quoted and pressed as favour-
ing the drinking of wine ; butthe many
passages of scripture that tell against
the use of intoxicating drinks are en-
tirely suppressed by the writer. This
is scarcely a fair way of discussing the
Bible aspect of the question.

As to the argument drawn from our
Saviour’s cxample in the use of wine,
and those passages where it is spoken
ot as a blessing, it has often been point-
ed out that there are different kinds of
wine intended in scripture. In the ori-
ginal language there are several words
each having a different shade of mean-
ing, all of which are translated into
English as wine. In those passages
where wine is approved of, it will be
found, we believe, that the article re-
ferred to, (as it often is in connection
with bread) means either the grapes
themselves or unfermented juice «f the
grape, neither. of which is intoxicating,
and both of which are good and nour-
ishing as food. We have reason to
think this was the only kind of wine ap-
proved by our Saviour. In other con-
texts, wine is mentioned as an evil; as
a ‘“mocker,” and people were warned
against it. This we presume was some
kind of fermented wine more or less in-
toxicating ; and we do not believe this
kind of wine is anywhere recommended
in the Bible. In addition to this con-
sideration there can be no doubt that
many of the liquors of modern invention
are far more destructive than any in use
It was not until

long after the christian era that the pro-
cess was discovered of extracting alco-
kol out of vegetable substances and dis-
tilling it into liquor.
which this process has been carried and
the many newly invented strong drinks
that have been produced in consequence

the pencral use of them has caused an

of which defies caleulation.

The factis, experience has provad
hiab in the varying condition of human
society, more or less artificlal, new res-
traints and regulations are from time to
time found necessary to meet new in-
ventions and new abuses.

state of civilization, from 1wen in a state
of Dbarbarism; such regulations are
human laws, and have been from time
to time enacted by communitics that
required them. It was not, we believe,
any part of the schemne or plan of our
Lord to interfers with thesc regulations,
de did not, for example, in words teach
that polygamy would be wrong in any
country, or any condition of society
that then existed or that might exist
after Hlis tim¢ on earth; ncr lid He say
that poor laws ought to be provided ;
or that education should be furnished
or regulated by the State; or that it was
wrong to sell or use unwholesome food ;
nor did He prohibit the habitual use of
noxious poison in any form such as
arsenic or prussic acid; yet all those
and many other kindred subjects have
since been regulated by human laws
according to the requirements and good
governmcant of men. If public morality
and good governwment require some
restriction to ba placed by the state
upon the making and selling of alco-
holic poison in any shape, we are at a
loss to conceive what sound scripture
argument can be adduced against such
regulations. If we are satisfied that
the habitual use of strong liquor is
injurious and dangerous fo our brother,
we do not see how we are committing
sin by abstaining ourselves and trying
to persuade him to abstain from its
use. It we are justified so far, do
either of us sin by a mutual promise
to abstain for the future ? We could
-wish our corréépondent would? visit
some of our largest cities; walk down
certain of their streets as the hour of
thidnight approaches; observe the
saloons and drinking haunts being
émptied of their inmates; see those
young men with bleared éyes and bloated
cheeks as they reel and stpgger under
the influence of the liquor that has
made them drunk ; let him listen to the
foul blasphemy that desecrates their
lips and contaminates the very air they
breathe ; ‘and then let him say, if he
can, that he condemns the efforts of
the societies that are trying to save
those young men from the ruin that
stares them in the face.

CHURCH UNION IN CANADA.

Under the above caption our largest
Toronto contemporary publishes a char-
acteristic article, in which the design
of the writer is quite clear, namely to
do what could be done by hostile and
sarcastic criticism to widen the sup-
posed breach in the ranks of the Church,
and to inflame the minds of Church-
men against each other. Our chief ob-
ject in taking notice of this one in par-
ticular (when so many productions of a
similar character emanate from the
same source) is to correct the erroneous
impressions which are liable fo be pro-
duced from the statements made in the
article in question. In the first place,
the two associations in England are re-
ferred to, namely, the ¢ Church Union "
and the ¢ Church Association,” and it
is alleged the former contains all the
extreme Ritualists, and that the Society
furnished the funds to defend those
who in England were prosecuted for
breach of Canon law; that all those who
signed the petition to Convocation for
revival of ile confessional were mem-
bers of the ¢ Church Union.” The
¢« Church Association is described as
being formed on the opposite side; and
that its members contributed ¢ thous-
ands and thousands of pounds” to
“prosecute Bennett and other pro-
nounced leretics.” In fact that the
two Societies are entirely antagonistic
to each other, and the one formed to
opposethe other, each being made up of
a membership derived respectively from
the two extreme parties. The writer
in question then proceels to inform his

These ve- !
straints are what distinguish men in o !

The ecxtent to !
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readers that ¢ inToronto, it now secms,
we have got our own ¢ Church Union’
and ¢ Church Association.”” After al-
luding to the fact that the President of

i the ¢ Church Union” had endeavoured

0 ind 1 he ssoci-
to induce the members of the A

. ation ” to join the Union, the ingeni-
of the discovery, are truly appalling, and

ons author of the article then proceeds

, thus : “One has to fancy Dr. Pusey or
amount of Laman suflfering, the extent !

other high representative ¢ Unionists’
at home—say Mr. Machonochic or Ben-
nett-—writing to the Dean of Ripon ¢
Mr. Newdegate, with the exhortatic
peace ant harmony ¢ Diage ic

union, are we not all brethre «d
cmore to the same cffect; th of
course being to do the Canadiar,  «urch

i representation of the facts.

all the harm in the power of the, .«rnal
in question. The bLroad statemaent is
made that <the members of the Church
of England in Canada are beginning to
marshal themselves under the same
rival banners as their fellow Church-
men in England.” This is a gross mis-
So far as
the ¢ Church Union” of Toronto is
concerned, that sociely is not and never
was a parby organization. If the per-
son who wrote the article we refer to
liad been in the least concerned as to
the facts he could easily have ascertain-
ed that the membership of the Toronto
Union has no reference to parties. All
schools of opinion in the Church are
represented in the Unien, or rather,
the Union knows no party, its member-
ship being drawn from all sections. It
is formed upon the comprechensive basis
of the whole Chureh. In fact we be-
lieve that some of the members of every
congregation of the fourteen Church con-
gregations in Toronto and Yerkville,
are members of the Church Union. To
represent the Church Union as a party
organization, and still further to insin-
uate that its members are extreme Rit-

ualists, is simply to caricature the
facts. Nor on the other hand do we

believe that the ¢ Church Association™
was formed or intended as a rival as-
sociation. The purposes for which the
latter association was formed appear
from their address and their constitu-
tion, in which it is nowhere stated that
they ebject to the work or influence of
the Church Union, or that it is a Ritn-
alistic Association. ,

Such being the facts, it was & most
natural and reasonable thing for the
Bishop who is president of the Church
Union to use his good offices in bring-
ing about a Union between the two
Associations. We are glad to say there
is still & fair prospect that the effort
may be attended with success in spite
of the uncalled-for interference of out-
side enemies of the church. That a
complete union may be established ;
that the members of the Church Associ-
ation may agree to work in harmony
with the Church Union, is a result
greatly desired by the friends of our
Communion.

‘We have already published in these
columns the constitution and bye-laws
of the Church Union, and reports of
their work from time to time, so that we
presume our readers are familiar with
the objects of the Union. To those
who are not aware, we would say
briefly, the Church Union is formed for
missionary and other Church work,
including the equipment and mainten-
ance of city missionaries and Lay-read-
tract and  book distribution,
reading-rooms and library; a girls,
home and boarding house; rvelief of
indigent families; a night school for
boys and young men; lectures &e.
On the other hand, no party subjects
are ever heard in the Union. All the
money it has raised, which has been
considerable, has been spent in pro-
moting the objects above indicated.
Yet the veracious writer of fiction in
the article referred to would have its
readers infer that that the objects of the
Church Union of Toronto are the same
as those of the English Society which is
alleged by him to have spent its money
in defending breakers of the law, who
were being prosecuted by the other Eng-
lish Association.

ey o

ers;

THE CHURCH IN THE WEST INDIA
ISLANDS.

A correspondent in the last number
of the London Guardian gives an ae-
count of & recent conference held at
Georgetown, in British Guiana, by the
Bishops of the West India Islands.
Like all other Colonial questions the
question of Colonial Churches and their
futurerelationship to the Mother Chureh,



