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EXPLANATION.

The duties of my calling requiring my presence at Brockville a few
days since, a friend put into my hand, a Sermon (so called) by the Rev.
E. Denroche, Episcopal Clergyman of that town, which [ attentively
perused, I must confess, with mingled feelings of grief and disgust. It
professes to be, ‘An Apology for the doctrine of Scriptural Temperar.ce,
or the Church of Christ the true Temperance Society;’ but is, in fact,
(despite the Rev. Author’s laboured declaimer) a virtual ‘ Committal (o
Intemperance. And if I am notin error, is aptly illustrated by the
following colloquy :~—

Darby,~—*1 say, Paddy, that same drinkin’s the ruination of auld
Ireland, an’ more nor that, I'll maintain—""

Paddy,—* Bad manners to yes—now hould yer tongue—Arrah!
what'd ye be at, at ail, at all, without the whiskey ? VW hat'd become of
our Fairs, an’ Patruns, an’ our Wakes, an our buryin’s, without the
drop 14

In my humble opiaion, there are sentiments and statements in the
¢ Preach’ referred to, which require considerable straitening—and foras-
much as the Rev, Gentleman has honored his humble servant with a
passing notice in that same production, a number of Reasons press upon
me (with a force amounting nearly to Moral obligation) the onorous duty
of offering a few Strictures upon it, by way of Fmprovement, to be pre-

sented to the ‘Candid Public, ds circumstances may authorize or dictate.

THE AUT .
Prescott, May, 1810. HOR



STRICTURES, &G,

TO THE CANDID PUBLIC,

Should an invading foreign foe madly dare
to cross our frontier boundary and murder, maim, and:
plunder, and otherwise mal-treat our countrymen and
friends, and attempt to drag others into hopeless captivity,
what excitement and alarm would very properly obtain at
once, throughout the wholecommunity ! The fearful tidings
would fly as on the wings of the wind! Solemn assemblies
would be promptly convened—Voluntary associations
would be extensively formed-—the entire mass of human
intelligencies would be on the alert, and those persons who
displayed the most honest zeal and made the greatest sacri-
fices would be justly esteemed as the best friend of the
country.

Under such circumstances there would be little danger
of incurring the charge of fanaticism or undue excitement.
On the contrary, every person who should be found unex-
cited would be both considered and treated as criminally
indifferent to the National weal, if not as very traitors in
the Nation’s bosom.

But comparatively how very trifling would be the amount
of real evil resulting from any such invasion, when contras-
ted with the depredations committed on society by Alcc-
holic Drinks ! To you, I need not enter into the desails..
It is now admitted (what it would indeed be weakness 1~
deny) that no Yar was ever waged, half so barbarous—so
destructive of ptoperty, of morals, of liberty, of peace, i
purity, of happiness, and of life,—none so extensive and
unrelenting, as is the Alcoholic crusade. The Army is
well nigh innumerable—its progress is marked with suffer-
ing, erime and blood, while desolation and death follow in
its train. The subjects of its fearful but inhuman spolia-
tions and butcheries are our own friends, kindred and fellow
beings, and their interests personal, social, pecuniary and
spiritual, present, future, nd eternal ; while anguish and
loss, trouble and disgrace, more or less, are inflicted upon
all, at the same time. Is it then to be wondered at, if the
public should become alarmed ? if they should concert mes-
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sares for resisting to the utmosi the potent foe? if they
should associate together and resolve 1o dispute every inch
of the enemy's progress, by every lawful means within their
power? and if they should press upon all the duty of refrain.
ing from assisting the foe in any way ; and of uniting bear’
tilv with them in effecting his vtier dislodgment and over-
throw? Assuredly such a course of conduet would be most
reasonable—would be a necessary duty. Excitement there
ought to be. And excitement must rise high indeed to be
commensurate with the greatness of the evil. To effect
any thing imporiant, the interest taken must be deep and
practical, as well as extensive. What then must be thcgghl
of persons who in full view of the dread and accumulated
evilsinflicted and inflicting on mankind by tyrant Alcohol,
manifest no excitement, and take no proper interesc in the
general safety of those who are rather disposed to speak fa-
vorably of him and palliate his doings? Is it not fair to
argue from these facts that they are in some degree under
his influence? There is certainly much greater dancer of
being too much influenced by Wine and Sirong Drink,
than against them ! The history of every contest proves
tliat there has always been those who sided with the enemy;
and during the progress of the Great Moral Enterprize
which for twelve years past has been vigorously maintained
in order to remove the awful curse of Intemperance from
oar world, its friends have never lacked for both masked
and open enemies. In former years I recollect reading
* Reasons for not joining a Temperance Society, by a Cler-
gyman. I have heard of another in the language of exulta-
tion boasting that himself and his flock had not joined
themselves to a Temperance Society. (A fact no doubt
quite easily proved.) I have also seen ‘Lectures’ by a
modern Bishop, in which the Temperagce Association
comes in for its full share of pious oppdbition; for the
Bishop assures all who have ears to hear it, upon the faith
of his lawn slerves, that the snccess of the Temperanae
Refurmation, will be the triumph of Infidelity. And I had
hardly recovered my wonted steadiness of nerves, after so
alarming an announcement, whenlo! another Revd., and of
the same Anti-Temperance cligue too, mounts the stage, and
hkean honest man, proclaims what he calls, ‘the true state
of the Temperance movement,’ affirming unhesitatingly that
‘it is at a stand,’ it moveth not, and then with hisnext bresth
calls loudly vpon his ‘Christian brethren’ to help him ‘drag
the wheels,’ and stop the motionless machine!! But the
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enterprize has lived and prospered notwithstanding. These
pleaders tor Baal have, one after another, failed in their
opposition, and so faraa the subject of Temperance is con-
cerned, have sunk into their deserved obscurity. In the
glorious success of the onward movement, they have been
well nigh forgotten, for

¢ Lethean gulfs receive them as they fall,
And dark oblivion soon dissolves them all.!

Even the famous Bull of Bishop Hopkins, sent forth to
warn those of the wickedness of their way, who were, poor
souls, in their ignorance and impiety. arduously pursuing
their work of Mercy, by saving as many human beings as
possible from the Maelstrom of Intemperance ; even tins
proved an abortion, and having ‘descended to the tombs ot
the capulets,” I began to indulge the fond hope, that the
enterprize would in future be left to pursue its kind and ae-
tive purposes, if unassisted, vet unmolested, by high toned
Clergymen and professors of the Saviour’s Religion, DBut
it was a delusive dream. Another minister and some of
hie flock are greatly, greatly disturbed at these ceaseless
etforts against Intemperance. A ‘*sirong one’has just sprung
into the path, out of his thicket at Brockville. His weapons
of war are fearfully displayed, and if the enterprize dures
to proceed the result must be of a most shuddering charac-
ter. This modern Samson, blird thovgh he be, is making
a most desperate effort to get hold of the pillars of the Tem-
perance fabric; and should he in his eropings chance to
find them, and his strength prove suflicient for the task,
rather than not succeed he will perish with ourselves be-
neath its ruins. If any inquire ‘who is this deadly foe of
the Temperance Society? Himself shall tell you in his
‘Sermon.” He is a *‘Spiritual Councillor,” a *Divinely com-
missioned Ambassador’ of Christ. But why is so secred,
so elevated a personage, so decidedly arrayed against so
innocent, so useful and so scriptural a means of effecting
great end unspeakable good ? 1= it because there is neither
Selfishness nor drunkenness in the Parish of St. Peters or
the world that he must needs fall foul of benevolence and
sobriety ?  Or is it because ‘dancing’ and other ‘festivities’
are much in vogue in that parish, and as these ‘sports’ are
ususlly in close alliance with the use of *Wine and Strong
Drink,’ if not dependant thereon, therefore the Rev. Gentle.
man'’s conscience will not allow him to administer any other
than the ‘Sacremental Pledge? Or, has the encressing
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splendour of the Temperance day, made manifest that St.
Peter's incumbent and parishioners are not clear in this
matter, and feeling like some of old when they said, ‘Mas-
ter, 80 saying thou reproachest us also,’ their ire is excited
against the light that renders it uncomfortable for a *Minis-
ter of Christ to send a few bottles of Wine' to his parish-
ioners upon the occasion of their marriage, &ec. in order t0
a carouse or a modern ‘merry malking." Be this as it mav,
enmity rankles in his breast, and certain hateful Pamphlets
from ‘Perth’ and ‘Prescott’ having found their way into his
Parish, and as it would seem ‘touched him upon the raw.’
the result is an ‘Dpposition’ *Sermon’; and as it frequently
happens, ‘like priest like pope,’ so certain *Church members
and others,” earnestly ‘request’ that the *Sermon on Chris-
tian Temperance,’ be printed that the World may reap the
benefit of their Pastor's Anti-Temperance labours. The
‘Presbyterian (Kirk') and ‘Presbyterian (Weslevan) minis-
ters,” it seems have given huge offence ; the latter by speak-
ing against the ‘great evil of Iniemperance’ and the former
by condemning ‘the customs, and practices through which
that evil is caused.” My respected ‘Kirk’ friend requires
no apologv to be made for him, by me, and his sterling sen-
timents evidently cnly shine the brighter by the rubbing
they have received in the *‘Apology.” 8o far as [ am con-
cerned, certaiely nothing was intended less, than to annoy
a single individual in the congregation at St. Peters, when
1 wrote against Drunkenness. Really, it did not once oc-
cur to me that there were intemperate persons connected
with that Assembly. However, the Sermonis in prini!
A Sermon against the Temperance effort!! And by 2 Cler-
gyman!!! The production has been abruptiy noticed by
*Acuise,” who forming his own opinion of the avthor has
chosen to employ the weapon usualiy last resorted to in
reaching an erring opponent.

. ‘ For Ridicule shall frequently prevail,
And cut the knot when graver reasons fail.’

Whether I shail succeed as well, or otherwise, I intend
to adopt a different method in this humble Notice of the
Sermon. [ conceive, it contains positions, assertions, and
insinuations, so unsount, so untrue and so unjust, and with-
algo misleading that a few sheets of paper must be occupi-
ed with Ntrictures thereon.  In doing so I cannot but re-
gretthas Mr. D. has found it necessary or convenient, 10
connect with the Temperance question such an unceasing
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jingle about the ‘Church of Christ.’ The friends of Intem-
perance do not so. They endeavour to avoid all Religious
differences, and occupy the broad ground of General Benev-
olence in order to accomplish s universal benefit. If my
remarks, should seem sometimes to bear hard on Mr. D's
Church, the fault, if it be one, is purely his own. He has
originated the necessity. And I shall have no pleasure in
that portion of my task. As I do not intend to row with
muffied oars, or handle his paragraphs with furred gloves,
to please the fastidiousness of any, when the interests of
bleeding truth calls for a hearty friend and a firm defence.
The ‘Opposition’ of Mr. D. 1o the Temperance Society,
as it originated the sermon, and adorns every part of it, is
the first item to be noticed. And as a severe crusade was
intended, so it would seem in order to justify the attack,
the usoal method is resorted to. Accordingly the ‘System’
is ushered into the company of ‘Heathen Error,’ *schism,’
‘Heresy,’ and ‘Dxmons,’ and as these are all feared and
fearful evils, which it would be ‘Sin’ in the ‘Church’ to *let
alone ; and as the comrade of such vile things, no matter
how he got to be such, nor what his real character is, can
be no better than they, therefore, ‘non -opposition’ to the
Temperance Society, says Mr. D. is ‘OUR SIN.” The
character of the Society being thus summarily and logically
settled, its desert is easily determined; it only remains
then that the Brockville Champion for strong drink bring
his ‘jawhone’ fairly to bear upon it, smite it *hip and thigh.’
and chase 1he curse out of the world. The ‘Apology’ is the
mighty, the patriotic, and christian effort. The Church of
Christ sinning by not opposing the Temperance Society !
If Mr. D. means the Church of Engiand, as is obvious, as
he speaks of ‘our sin,” and the sins of the ‘Church of Christ’
as synonymous, then briefly he is abusing 'The Church.—
Surely the sin of nen-opposion to the Society has not lat-
terly lain at Her door! But did Mr. D. ever attend a meet-
ing of the Society? Did he ever examine its principles,
save with the guiding ‘bull’ of Bishop H. before him ? Did
be ever condescend to notice the eflects of its kindly opera-
tions on community, or a single family or individual? [
suppose not : forin his estimation the Temperance Society
is a most horrid monster when compared with the trifling
concern of Intemperance. Hence *opposition’ to ‘theerror’
is the ‘eounder proof’ the Church of England gives of her
‘love of souls.” Thope, for her sake, thisis gross slander.
Genuine Apostles and Primitive Christians used to manifest
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their *Jove of souls’ by rejoicing when good was done by
any lawful instrumentality, and by being themselves ‘ready’
10 co-operate in ‘every good word and work.’ But as if de-
termined to fasten the sin of non-opposition upon his
church, Mr. D. ‘much questions,’ the assertion that, ‘the
Society has met with opposition.” If our humble testimony
is worth any thing, Mr. D. may rest assured that the state-
ment is correct. If ke has been sinfully sleeping at his
post for twelve years while the horrible Temperance Soci-
ety has been saving thousands of drunkards, and dispen-
sing priceless personal, social and public blessings i every
quarter of the globe; what he calls the *true Church’ has
not. And 1 can assure him that be is even now but awk-
wardly brandishing the weapon, years ago wrested from
an Episcopal Bishop, somewhere near the *head yuarters
of American Unitarianism, Universalism and Atheism.’—
The * Reformation’ has ‘met with opposition’ from his
ehurch, from Distillers and Venders of Alcoholie drinks,
from those who love to ‘tarry long at the Wine,” and »
whole host of the *baser sort throughout Society. But it
Mr. D. is really sincere in conceiving the Association ~in-
Jul. who can account for his conduct as a minister of the
Gospel? Why has he allowed us to live in sin ‘so long ¥’
And why is he well nigh inclined to let us sin on still lun-
ger? He tells us, the would not have introduced the sub-
Jeet,” (though thousands are sinfully interested in it,) had
1t not been for the visits of the noted pamphlets before re-
ferred to. So then, if that evil had not happened—if the
Pamphlets had not intruded—if the ‘Kirk’ and *Wesleyan'
had nct rudely trodden upen a gouty member, and profane-
Iy hinted at the ‘duty of every Christian,’ with regard to
the sin of Intemperance, the patrons of Temperance might
continue 10 ‘do evil,’ to ‘contemin the Holy Spirit,’ and
‘scandalize the Saviour,’ until they had ‘reaped corruption’
in the world of final reward! O consistency ! thou arta
jewel, but unfortunately we Clergymen are not all rich
enough to possess thee ! But why would not Mr. D. lift vp
his warning voice and give the Temperance Society timely
notice of the ‘errors of their way ¥’ Is the secret here, that
the Rector is a fatalist? He inquires very confidently, ‘can
the movements of the great Jehovah {be] accelerated by
man’s device?” And assures us that, neither ‘Satan,’ nor
‘Ehe drunkerd led captive of Satan, shall hinder the work of
God.” And yet strange as it may seem, the *Anti-Christian’
Temperance Reformation, which is vagtly more virulent



9

than ‘Satan’ or Satan’s pet, the ‘drunkard,’ is fraught with
‘tremendous evil 1o the cause of Christ,’ and greatly no
dJdeubt, ‘counteracts Christ’s revealed will and pleasure !’
It is of consequence then Sin, not to oppose this Anti-Chris-
tisn Temperance movement. As for *‘Satan’ and ‘*drunk-
ards,’ they can do no harm!

In my ignorance, however, (of course) I have been ac-
customed to think that ‘Satan’ was sometimes permitted to
influence moral agents, and thereby, in an important sense,
‘the work,’ and frustrate the designs ‘of God. For instance
Adam’s residence in Paradise, and inspired Peaul’s visits to
Rome. 1 have also read of ‘Satan’s devices,’ and of men
whose ‘words eat as a canker and overthrow the faith of
some.” And I have been taught that these could instru-
mentally ‘accelerate the movements of the great Jehovah’
upon earth, by being ‘co-workers together with him’—by
being ‘ready for every good work’—by letting their ‘light
shine before men’—by ‘abstaining from [even] the appear-
ance of evil,” and by imitating the blessed Saviour in self-
denial and persopnal exertion and sacrifice for the sake of
vur fellow men.—For instance, the sobriety of a drunkard
is secured, and his conversion to God in many cases greatly
‘accelerated, when by means of the ‘human device’ of
Temperance efforts he is persuaded to cease the evil of
drinking Alcoholic poison. But if I should chance to be
wrong in this matter, and the fatalism of Mr. D. to be gos-
pel, it strikes me’ that ‘the great Jehovah’ does not stand
n need of his ‘Herculean shoulders, to shove’ Temperance
Societies out his way ! Such, a ‘Auman impetus’ ‘to lever’
the benevolent movements where the lovers of *Wine and
Strong Drink’ would gladly locateit! ‘Alas, for such faith-
less expedients I The character of such Religious ‘opposi-
tion’ can be fairly ascertained by any person who will be
at the pains to consider that intemperance is a prevailing
evil—at ence a physical and morel disease—an individual
bane, and a public curse; that Aleohol is a poison, by
means of which, a year or two since, one person in every
twenty-six was converted into a confirmed drunkard ; nine-
tenths of oar world’s pauperism is occasioned—{four-fifths
of all the cases of aggravated crime are broughtabout—and
to which is owing three-fourths of all onr litigation, and
a full share of the multitude of lunatics upon earth—that
this vile drug costs Ireland Ten, and the United Empire
Fifty millions annually—that it fattens grave yards and
peoples perdition with victims every day!! can language
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be concocied into a form, to title, black enrough, the dark,
the deadning, the damning sin of Intemperance?! Andis
there a Clergyman to be found, hardy enough, to become
in fact, the *Apologist’ for this hydra monster! This great
evil, the Temperance Society is struggling to lessen—to
remove; already One Thousand drunkards have been sa-
saved, One Thousand of dealers in the poison have sban.
doned the trade of blood, One Thousand of abused and suf-
fering families have found a bliss unknown and otherwise
despaired of, and One Thousand have been thus prepared
for, and have subsequently become truly religious; a re-
duction of Alcoholic drinks of one third has been effected,
and most Important changes have been realized throughout
the various ramifications of Society—all of such a character
as are found to be greatly beneficial, and powerfully tend-
ing to universal good. And is the professing individual to
be found that can find the face to retain his profession and
formally and openly oppose such an effort? It iseven so.
Read the ‘Apology’ I am noticing, and be convinced. But
you will say, surely he has his reasons. He has, and you
shall hear them. Itis somewhat difficult to gather and pre-
gent in form the Rev’d Gentieman’s reasons for his ‘oppo-
sition,’ but I conceive the main pillars on which it rests as
they are, rather confusedly, to be seen in his Sermon, are
these : —Seriptural precept and example, the ‘Spirit and
motive’ of the Divine Saviour. The foreknowledge of God.
The doctrine of expediency unscriptural Temperance prin-
ciples reflect on our Saviour. Temperance Arguments
against drinks bear equally against Food and Raiment.
The Church of England is the orly true Temperance Soci-
ety. Morality without Religion is worse than useles. Con-
siderable misrepresentation. An important mis-statement,
and finaliy, the Infidel character and rebellious tendency of
the Temperance Association:

Mr. D. has selected 25 his subject the Marriage at ‘Cana
of Gallilee as the commencement and prime of his scriptu-
ral evidence in favour of the ‘common’ and ‘sacred’ use of
Alcoholic drinks and in order to exhibit our Lord and Sa-
viour as a shining example for all who desire so to use the
precious commodity ! I beg leave to repeat from the offen-
sive *Prescott’ Temperance ‘Address,” what Mr. D. has not
attempted to disprove. that ‘it cannot be proved that our
Saviour countenanced the use of other than pure wine,’ or
unalcoholic. It is very convenient to assume the contrary
and argue accordingly, but such sermonizing will not en-
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dure the ordeal. Ifit can be fairly proved, it should be;
if it camnot, the assumption is nothing worth. And as Mr.
D. set out with the promise of ‘a close adherence to the
Word and Spiiit of the Divine volume.’ it is to be inferred
that we have all the scriptural proof the question is capa-
bie of. Then my statement is confirmed. It is really
amusing to see how little attention he pays either to the
*Word or Spirit of the Divine volume’ in attempting to sus-
tain a favorite position, in the Alcoholic character of the
Wedding Wine. After such a promise of ‘close adherence’
&ec. it is really too bad to hear him forthwith talk about
probabilities, and directly to contradict the plain letter of
the context before his eyes. He tells us there was ‘proba-
bly dancing' at the Wedding feast. It may be a sufficient
reply to say, from the perfect silence of the *Word’ en the
subject, it is ‘probable’ there was not dancing of any kind
there, and certainly not such dancing as his sermon will be
understood in his parish to encourage, and as he is gener-
ally understood to be an advocate for. He next informs
us that Jesus ‘changed the water into wine,” not to supply
the actual wants of his entertainers—no. He ‘manifested
forth his Glory’ in that miracle, in order ‘to minister to
their innocent testivity,” in ‘sports’ and ‘riddles, and in ‘mu-
sic’ and *dancing I’ [ turned to the passage when I cast my
eves upon this, and I certainly found no mention of such
‘festivities’ but 1 read ‘And when they wanted Wine,” &ec.
Not ap over ‘close adherence’ this Mr. D. If thisis not
‘wresting’ scripture in order to find a gospel precedent for
a modern carnal, frothing, tippling Wedding, then such a
thing as ‘wresting’ a passage from its ‘proper application’
never occurred. And suppose I grant that by this miracle
Christ ‘tanght his followers to the end of time that every
creature of God is good,” nothing would be gained. Itis
vet to be proved that Alcohol is a creature of God. Andf
even this too were admitted the manner of its use is then
to he determined. Fire is a good creature of God and yet
itis not thought advisable to take it into our bosoms or
our beds. And I am sure there are a great many good crea-
tures of God that Mr. D. would hardly advise us to take
down our throats! Or that he would affirm it sinful for us
1o ‘refuse’ to swallow ! No_proof then as yet is furnished
of the Alcoholic character of the Wedding Wine, nor of
the guile-of abstinence from intoxicating drinks. But we
are told this was ‘Good Wine,’ and therefore Alcoholic.—
Mere assumptipgagain. The term ‘good’ will not eertify
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that. Wine like cider may vary in quality according to the
character of the fruit, the time of gathering it, and the care
taken in obtaining it, as well as in manufacturing it into
wine. And as the juice of the apple is known as cider, the
moment it is pressed out, so is that of the grape, denomina-
ted Wine. And as all real wine is derived from Grapes, so
the single passage Mr. D. quotes from Num. 6th chapt. to
prove that ‘fresh juice was never ‘accounted Wine in the
Old Testament,” proves no such thing. So far from that
being true, if he will turn to Hosea 3d chap. and 1st vs, he
will find that even *Grapes’ themselves are termed *Wine.’
Ivis ‘flagons of Wine’ in the text and ‘grapes’ in the mar-
gin. And vice rersa our Saviour called Wine ‘Fruit,” ‘the
fruit of the vine,” It is certainly far less ‘probable’ that
our Lord would convert the Water into intoxicating Wine,
than into'what Mr. D. calls “liguor of grapes.” 'The latter
is a natural substance, a wholesome nulritive beverage,
while the former is an intoxicating agent, and as far as the
Alcohol it contains is concerned, is wholly innutritive ani
poisonous, To change the waterinto this last description
of drink, he must of set purpose have passed over the natu-
ral atate of Grape juice, and fermented it, also, that it might
possess intoxicating qualities! He that without evidence
can believe this, let him doso. I seriously demur. Asit
relates to the quantity, if the whole of the water was ‘chan-
ged into Wine’ there was above one hundred gallons of the
liquid. ‘This is hardly ‘probable.’ It is most hikely that
the water was so changed no otherwise than as it was drawn
out; and that it was new and unfermented wine. The
character of the drink is certainly more important than the
quantity ; but assuredly there is nothing in the entire histo-
rv of the event that even by *probability’ hints at the use of
intoxicating drinks on that occasion. There is nothing of
this in the sentence, ‘when men have well drunk,’ though
some fancy they can find drunkenness here. Such persons
are perfectly welcome to all the advantage they can gain
with candid persons by intimating that the guests were al-
ready far gone towards intoxication, and that our Divine
Saviour ‘manifested forth his glory’ by furnishing a pun-
cheon of beiter, or stronger, or more Alcoholic wine, to
prolong a drunken revel! Mr. D. makes a parade of the
‘consequences’ of this miracle. But a child can compre-
hend that these, whether we speak of his ‘Supreme power,’
*his mission,’ or the *Faith of his newly gathered Apostles,’
did net depend on the Aleoholic qualities of the converted
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liquid. These important results were equally well secnred
by the miracle of transforming water, into the simple juice
of the grape. 1 venture to repeat that it cannot be proved
that our Saviour made intoxicating drink, and it is certainly
rather a hopeless case to make out that he used any. Mr.
D. seems to consider it so, and hence adduces only une in-
stance of his using wine, and that was at the sacramental
service. But on that occasion what he used sacramentally
and consecrated to that ordinance, he calls the ‘fruit of the
vine,” which really sounds very much like Mr. D’s *liguor
of grapes.—Figuratively ‘fruit’ for the juice of the fruit.
In conclusion I aver that it cannot be proved that the Wed-
ding Wine was other than the pure unfermented juice of
the grape, and it may with safety be affirmed, the strong
‘probability’ is, it was nothing more. Finding nothing in
this notable Miracle condemnatory of our position with re-
gard to Alcoholic drinks, I will now follow him in a few
more quotations from the New Testament. Having assu-
red himself that the *old wine' spoken of frequently in the
Testament, ‘possessed intoxicating qualities,” he then would
f»in establish the ‘New’ to be of the same character and
thus secure his favorite position that all ‘wine’ was alco-
holie, and therefore the water made wine, was so, therefore
Jesus made Alcohiol. He quotes Acts 2d chap. vs. 15th,
*These men are filled with new wine’ On this verse Dr.
A. Clarke, comments thus, ‘Rather, sweet wine, for (the
original cannot mean the mustum or new wine, as there
could be none in Judea so early as Pentecost.” This dis-
poses of that passage at a blow, and there is. no doubt but
the verses from Isaiah and Joel refer to the same kind of
wine, ‘new’ in a certain sense, but not the ‘mustum or new
wine' which is only properly to be contrasted with the ‘old.”
Hence new wine was to be put into new bottles, or elastic
skins, because it had yet to ferment, and all know that prior
to that process the juice of no fruitis Alcoholic. Itis gran-
ted the Caripthians got drunk at the sacrament upon wine,
but that is rather in favour of the Temperance Society.
This was a horrible erime, and had they in imitation of
the Lord and Saviour, used only the pure ‘fruit of the vine,’
no such disgraceful irregularities could have happened,
And mark, no epproval of their use of intoxicating drink
can be referred to. I am now prepared to pursue Mr. D.
to the Old Testament. To this he confidently refers, care-
fully reminding us at the outset ‘that what is morally wrong
now wes so under she old dispensation,’ and furshwith quotes
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Deut. 14, 22—26. Num. 18, 27. Lev. 1C, 9. 1 have not
time or room to insert these passages; [ wish I had; but
you can refer to them. To save time and trouble, however,
I grant that the use of ‘Wine and Strong Drink,” was al-
lawed to the Jews, and under certain restrictions to the
Priests. But does it unavoidably follow that we are under
vbligation, or thatit is proper to use them now, on that ac-
count. Isitacorrect sentiment that any particular course
of conduct enjoined upon, or permitted to the Jews is lawful
and binding now for that reason? I trow our Anti-Tem-
perance friends, are hardly prepared for the consequences
of an alfirmative. [ will take a case of illustration out of
Deut. 21st chap. and place it side by side with a case Mr.
D. has selected from the same chapter, and on the above
principle, we will see the result. He says, ‘the injunction
to use wine and strong drink ‘before the Lord,’ was given to
a generalion ns prone to excess as the present race of men;’
so much so, that in Deut. 21, ‘an express provision’ is made
&ec. for ‘stoning a drunkard.” Well, what does that estab-
lish? Why, that it is now right and duty 10 use the same
kind of drink that constituted him a drunkard and ignomin-
jouslv shortened his days! Ah! well, read then vs. 15, {8
and 17, and observe, ‘an express provision is made’ for the
distribution of the property between two seis of children
born of Wives Iiving conjointly with one husband. On
the samo principlc, therefore, it is now right and duty to
adopt the requisite measures by which two sets of children
are produced, viz, every man should possess at least two
wives ! Would Mr. D. advise his parishioners to be true t
this principle? I believe not. Would he have us share
with Israel in the use of that ‘meat’ which, ‘while it was
yet in their mouths, the wrath of God eame upon them and
slew the fattest of them, and smote down the chosen men
of Israel? Must we imitate them in their exterminating
Wars ? Should we use their liberty now as to putting away !
Or because they were allowed to subject some of the Na-
tions to involuatary servitude, is modern slavery therefore
right and our bounden duty? Perhaps in Mr. D’s estima-
tion the Virginian Negro-Masters are free from the sin of
reflecting on Jehovah by meddlirg with any ‘merely human
device,’ such as emancipation efforts, or the Colonization
Society, whereby the oppressed might be free!!' What I in-
fer is, that admitting the Jews bad full permission from
God to use ‘wine and strong drink’ as a beverage, as they
had many other licenses, it does not follow that God ap-
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proves of the ‘Common’ use of intoxicating drinks in the
present day, and in our present circumstances.* If any ask
‘in what does our difference of circumstanees mainly con-
sist? I briefly answer,—First, Even Mr. D. is evidence
that the immorality of the Jews was great, and was contin-
vally on the ‘inerease’—that the ‘extent of drunkenunesy’
among them was ‘awful,” and that a ‘woe’ was pronouvnced
against the evil, even when caused by fermented drinks
only. But since the invention of the Satanic art of distilla-
tion, the evil has assumed a form much more frightful. It
has threatened to swallow up whole nations; to undo the
whole social fabric; and to sap the very foundations of
both our liberties and religion, In view of the dangers,
‘self love and social,” which are in fact the same united in
uttering a loud and piercing cry, to awake all 10 the serious
business of arresting the evil by every lawful means in their
power. And surely any sacrifice required is cheaply made
that may avert so tremendous a ruin. 'This is an important
difference. Again,—It is a modern discovery that it is the
same substance which intoxicates in fermented or distilled
liquors. This is now an established fact in chemistry.—
"The friends of Temperance, justly alarmed for themselves,
their friends, their country, and their species, reasonably
concluded that a successful war could not be waged against
Intemperance by attacking a few of its thousand forms and
mixztures —that its cure under our citcumstances demanded
that Alcoholic drinks of every name and form be disused as
a ‘common’ beverage. Here then is a motive for absti-
nence which a Jew could not be influened by. Distilled
liquors were then unknown ; and the amount of evil result-
ing therefrom is incalculably greater than could result from
the wine drinking of the Jews. A third item of difference
is still more important. It must possess weight with the
candid. I refer to the demonstrable fact that Over Nine-

* Mr. D. has a Note on the word Sikera, or strong drink, spoken of
Deut. 14, 22. The word, says Dr. Clarke, comes from the Hebrew
Shaker, to inebriate.—He adds, from Jerome, ‘Any intoxicating liquor
was 50 called, from whatever fruit it was made.’ This sustains the sen-
timent conveyed in the Prescott Address, where it is called ‘Strong
Wine.’ It was often wine drugged, and was designed to be used Medi-
vinally. ‘The learned Dr. from the Rabbins remarks, **The Jews put a
grain of frankincense into a cup of Honey wine, for the victims to be
crucified, to disturb their Intellects, and thus destroy sensibility, ground-
ing it on Prov..31, 6.—Give Strong Drink to him that is ready to per-
ish.! See another proof. *Woe unto them that rise up early that they
may follow’ Strong Drink, that continue until night, ‘ull Wine inflame
them.'—Isa. 5, 11, Wine and Strong Drink here are synonymous terms
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Tenths of the wine in ‘common’ use has no juice of the
arape init. It is manufactured out of distilled alcohol,
sugar, cider, water, colouring matter, and various other in-
gredients to give it variety. Our Wines in general, there-
fore, are in fact distilled intoxicating drinks, under various
names, disguised o be sure by admixtures with other sub-
stances. 'T'he ‘common’ use of such wines, of course gives
universal license to use all distilled drinks, whether disgui-
sed or otherwise. Now such drinks are indeed a thuman
device,” or If you please a diabolic invention ; they are ‘un-
authorised’ by Jehovah; were unknown to the Jews; and
the eflect of their use, involves a tale of untold horror.—
Will any man hesitate now whether this great difference of
circumstances, justifies us il refusing to imitate the drink-
customs of the ancient Jews? I believe but few persons
will be so disposed. Butsays Mr. D. otr Saviour must
have ‘foreknown’ that his ‘miracle’ at Cana of Galilee would
be spoken of throughout the world, yet he performedit,
and turned the ‘water into wine.” Yes, and he also fore-
knew the use that some persons, *wise in their own conceit’
would strive to make of it, and yet he performed it. But
until our opposition friends shall have proved that our Sa-
viour ever made or used Alcoholic Wine, neither that ‘mir-
acle,’ nur any other act of his life with regard to wine, will
avail ithem in the jeast. If the wine made was not Alco.
holic the difficulty has no existence. If they insist there is
dificulty, then let us have the proof, as to the Character
of the wine. The Temperance public will wait for this
with anxiety. But Mr. D. adds, our Lord, must have fore-
scen the prevalence of intoxication down to our own day.’
Yet be ‘countenanced the use of wine as a beverage: ‘He
foresaw the sin of the Corinthians who got drunk at the
holy Communion, yet he consecrated wine to that ordi-
nance.’* Here is assumption again. [ ask proof that Je-
sus either ‘countenanced’ or ‘consecrated’ Alcoholic Wine.
1lere I might rest theanswer. 1 will go farther however,
and show the perfect fallacy of the sentiment conveyed.
It is in substance that, our Lord approves of every particu-
lar practice or custom which he did not specificallv con-

* Mr. D. assures us on page 17 of the ‘Apology’ that the Jews never
accounted fresk grape juise as wine ; in this place he takes it for gran-
ted that the ‘fruit of the vine, which our Saviour consecrated to the Sa-
cramental ordinance was ‘accounted Wine,” T'o suit his purpose then
grape juice was NOT, and to answer his end now, even grape ‘fruit’ IS
Alcoholic Wine!! Such therough and consisient argumentation is hard
ly capable of an ‘exact parallel' Only fruth is jmynutable.



2%

man frame declare it to be a poison. All the Books on
Materia Medica affirm the same. Ask the index for the
word *‘Alcohol’ and you will be referred to the class of nar-.
cotic vegetable poison; and for results, ranked with hen-
bane, hemlock, and deadly night shade. Will Mr. D. be-
lieve it is a poison, now? Isuppose not, for

¢ A man convinced against his will
Is of the same opinion stll.’

Such, however, is the fact, and Lence while ‘food’ and ‘dress’
are absolutely necessary, and moderation in their vse desi-
rable, and most for our good; Alcohulic drinks are unne-
cessary aud injurious and to abstain from themis our boun-
den duty inasmuch as both our own and our neighbors in-
terest will be really advanced thereby.

Mr. D. is opposed to the Temperance Saciety because as
he frequently asserts, ‘the Church of Christ is the only true
Temperance Society.’ Knowing as we do the exclusive
views of the Brockville Rector, I understand him as saying
*The Church of England is the only true Temperance So-
ciety.’ I regret that I must so undersiand him. Tt plants
thorns alony my path, not so much to annoy me as them ;
though I must be the innocent cause of the uneasiness.—
Delicacy, however, forbids me uttering even a tythe of the
truth, though my delicate reference itself will no doubt be
styled very *shocking !’ I will not enter into the question
8s to why the True Church (in fact) s not the True Tem-
perance Society, nor pat that Church to the torture, by ask-
ing how it came to pass that Intemperance has been on the
increase fo: 1800 years, or until the Temperance Move-
ment; or how it bas happened that the movement has done
more to check that vice within twelve years than the Church
effected during any given period of her existence? These
are all important queries; but my business is with the
Church of England. This, the only Temperance Society
&c.! This Church a Temperance Society! Pray who
would have thoughtit? Where is the evidence? Inits
Rules? 1 know of nothing there but common place de-
nunciations sgainst drunkenness. The Bible, Law Booke,
and Sermons have always abounded with these, and with
what effect as 8 general thimg? With what eflect in the
Church of England? Comparatively none at all. 1In her
‘Bacramental pledges’ in which Mr. D. parebles so osten-
tatiously ? I know of nothing peculiar in theee, over other
Churches, Iait in the Ministry? I will foree myself 10 be
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kind here. I will only refer 1o the ‘Sermon’ in question.
Read the *Apology,’ which I venture to predict not one of
the Clergy of that Church will oppose, and my question is
snswered. Is it in the membership? Worse and worse.
Look around. Inquire, What Church does that and that
distiller belong t0? That and that vender? that and that
inebriate? There is in general but one answer. The fact
is these classes of community cannot live in other Churchea.
They would not receive them, or long retain them if all
else were right, simply because of their connection with
and prominence in the vile practice or business! and yet
Mr. D’s Church is the only Temperance Society ! Could I
believe him sincere in his farrago about his Chuoreh beinga
Temperance Society, I should think in sober sadness it was
quite time our Province had a Lunatic Assylom. A most
unpleasant volume might be composed on this subject; if
need require it may yet be forthcoming ; but for the present
the above may suffice. ‘A word to the wise,’ &e.

There is some strange and indigestible nonsense found
on page 7, echoed on page 8, and re-echoed on page 22 of
the ‘Apology.’ The substance of all, if we can understand
him, is, that we cannot acceptably live soberly, or be really
temperate in drinks, without being united to the CoMmu-
N1o8 OF SaInTs, to the Church of Christ, or his Chureh,
which is the ‘une great and Divinely instituted Temperrnce
Society.' Ifthereis no other than this, alas for the world !
O, my country ! ‘any thing short of this,’ says he, ‘is worse
than useless,” &e¢, Any other Temperance ‘springs not of
faith’ and is therefore ‘sinful,’ &c. Itis ‘merely changing
from one form of inignity to another’ &c. What specimens
of Wise and Charitable, not to say pious, instruction are
these! Are we to understand then, that lgbour is worse
than ileness, honesty than injustice, chastity than fornica-
tion, sobriety than drunkenness, &ec. because a man is not
s ‘true Christian ” T admit the doctrine of the 13th Article
of the Church of England to be sound, that *Works done
before the grace of Christ’ &ec. ‘not springing from faith’
dec. ‘partake of the nature of sin ;' but that is not Mr. D's
doctrine. He not only asserts their einfulness, but that
they are ‘worsc than useless;' that is in fact, such Works
are Worse than the opposite sins! Cannot a man be a fair
trader, generous to the poor, and an honest and Sober man
until he is united to the ‘ComxunioN oF SaiNrs,’ Mr. D's
Church, or, I will add, really experience converting grace?
Who in bis sensea will answer negatively ? Better indeed,
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far beiter to be so experienced—all should be so—but till
then, or shoujd that unfortunately NEVER occur, is note
Moral and Sober life most desirable ? yea, moat ‘pleasing"
to God? I know all ought to be ‘in the faith;’ that ‘whether
we eat or drink, or whatsoever we do, shovld be done te
the glory of God ;' but would Mr. D. have us turn suicides
and starve outselves to death, to avoid the worse sin of com-
ing shor: ot the glory of God in takieg our ‘daily bread? X
admit that as sinners we are ‘shut up unto faith in Christ’ so
completely that uniil we savingly believe in Christ all our
works *partake of the nature of sin;’ but isit, on this ae-
count ‘worse than useless,” for heads of families to love
ench other, to provide for their family, to fear oaths, to live
Soberly and to patronize the benevolent Associations of the
age, because they have not yet so believed? - That is very
comfortable doctrine for thz drunkards and drunkard ma-
kers, and other sinners in Brockville ; but it is ‘contrary te
godliness’ All agree that morality is not saving holiness,
but it has been left for this ‘Sermon’ to teach that itis ‘worse
than useless,’ that is practically *Worse’ than Immorality !t
In a former case the author’s motto is, ‘Bad is the Best,” in
this instance he adopts practically, the worse the better.
The Sermon contains a few instances of Mis-representa-
tion of too gross a stamp to pass without ‘Stricture.’ I shall
only notice three of the most glaring and unbearable char-
acter. 1. He instiucts his readers that the Temperance ad-
vocates exalt the *System’ above the Gospel ; for they *sup-
ply to men a poor make shift morality instead of presenting
to their aceeptance the glorious Gospel of our ‘Lord Jesus
Christ. 2. That the Temperance Reformation is not
based upon Religious Principle; for *God approves
of no laws and pledges of morality not based upon Gospel
principles,’ and therefore ‘recognizes no Temperate Socie-
vy except his own Church.” 3. That owing to the opera-
tion of Temperance principles, *‘Wineis withheld from the
leity in the Sacrament’ in Protestant Churches patronizing
the Temperance Institution, for, inquires he very imposing-
ly, ‘are we in duty bound to adopt the tenet, not of Christ
but of Papal Rome, that because of the liability of the abuse
of Wine in the Lord’s Sapper, therefore the wine of which
the Lord said, *drink ye all of it,’ is to be refused—to be
withheld from the laity—the congregation of Christ’s flock?
+ Did Mr. D. promise himself that a Candid Public had not sa-
gacity enough to perceive that an assassing daggar was half
concealed amid the folds of this sanctimonious Robe assu-
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med for the occasion? Or did he suppose no one but him-
self cared for the honor of the Gospel, the integrity of Pro-
testantism, or was actuated by Gospel principles? And
could he imagine that such libels on the innocent and use-
ful Temperance cause would escape uncanvassed? I can
assure all concerned, that the institution has never been
{save by its enemies for unworthy purposes) egalted above
the Gospel, nor to an equality therewith ; it never professed
10 be able to make men Christians,—to spiritvalize men,—
that honour belongeth alone to the ‘Gospel of the Grace of
God;’ but it has humbly claimed to be an auxiliary among
other auxiliaries in doing good, as the Tract and Sabbath
School Societies, directinz of course its energies in its own
peculiar provinece against the particular, the prolific and
the universally prevailing vice of Intemperance—to be an
handmaid to Religion ; and it has nobly proved its efficien-
cy in that respect, as numerous liviLg witnesses can testifv.
Its operations alsc prove its professions genuine when it
claims to be based upon the broad principles of Christian
charity and Philanthropy. 1t plants all its ‘levers’ on this
atrong foundation, and those ‘levers’ themselves are ob'ain-
ed from Seripture sentiments, precepts and examples, as
well as from undeniable facts, from the well tested experi-
ments of science, and candid observation as to the benefi-
cial effects of the S« ciety amang men. 1tis easier to cavil
at than disprove the facts that it has, greatly ‘tended to
strengthen men’s resolutions to abstain from their sin of
intoxication’—prevented the formation of intemperate hab-
its—lessened the sum of human misery (through intexica-
ting drinks) upon a large scale—reduced the positive agen-
cies for the promotion of Intemperance—removed serious
obstacles out of the way of the Gospel, and certainly ren-
dered the conversun to God, of many far more ‘probable’
unless we obstinately adopt the absurd conclusion that there
is more hope of persons under the influence of intoxieating
drinks, than of sober men.  With regard to the last calum-
ny I will merely say the implication is wholly* unfoundel,
and if Mr. D. wishes to avoid being criminated on the
charge of having ‘borne false witness against his neighbor’
he will haste to inform all whom he has instrueted to the
contrary, that though we believe it proper to obtain the
purest wine we can, for that solemn and sacred service, the
“Tenet’ he ascribes to us is no part, nor result of the prin-
ciples of the Society—that wine of the best character wa
€an get1s ‘NEVER WITHHELD' from the ‘flock of Christ.’ I
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have no fear, howaver, that such misrepresentations willaffectany thing
important. The cause has now obtained a standing and a character
that only well substantiated truth can injure, and that is a rare article in
Anti-temperance publications. Perhaps this will painfully appear now
I am abou: to notice a palpable misstatement contained in the *Apology,’
[ contess I cannot frame an *Apology’ for not using a stronger epithet 1o
designate it. I have only to say, I will not. On page 18, Mr. D. ‘ques-
tions whether the Society has done good, even in the very lowest sense of
the word,’ in the the United States; and then immediately echoes the
same sentiment with regard to ‘similar sicieties in our Province.! Why
is this called in question? O, ‘the much vaunted good claimed to have
been done by the system was contradicted, point blank, at the Saratoga
Temperance Convention.’ Indeed! well, now for the proof ;—Why it
was there declarad ¢ Wiae drinking is increasing in our country,’—‘there
i3 more wine drank now than ever, and the fact of the great increase of
wine drinking is undeniable.’” What we ardently wish we often credu-
lously belicve; and so on these sayings Mr. D. exuitingly proclaims ‘the
much vaunted good’ 1s a failure; for, ‘since the formation of Temperance
Societies in the United States, intoxication has fearfully increased !!"—
Now, does the *intelligence’ from Saratoga (four years old too) even in-
timate that ‘intoxication has (or even had) increased ?” No such thing.
‘The misstatement is a perfect Creation! Up to that time the Temper-
ance war was ouly waged against Ardent Spirits; and in Convention the
fact was developed, that while they had been thusengaged, ¢ W¥ine drink-
ing had greatly increased’ Who bat the ‘Apoligist’ would venture his
reputation, by forthwith publishing to the world, on such a development,
‘the gaod done is a failure, and intoxication has fearfully increased?” Is
there no difference between an increase of wine drinking and an increase
of tntogication on the whole? It was very convenient but is very dis-
creditanle to the Aoplogist,’ to overlook the glorious conquests gained
in the only quarrer in which any fighting had been done; and where
somz of the watch{ul heroes in the Moral conflict, directed the attention
of the host to snme new allies who are joining the enemy in another di-
reetion, to fisten npon that simple fact, and thereon proclaim our defeat
and discomfirure! The facts of the case are at hand. A successful
war had been waged for 7 or 8 years against ‘Ardent Spirits’ cnly. A
vast reduction in the use of the article, roused the cupidity of Aleohol
dealers; and as Wine was not prohibited if they could but somehow fix
Irdent Spirits into Wine, a march would be stolen on the Temperance
movement, and the trade in the horrid poison might yet survive. The
wiley scheme was, however, detected but not until the country was
flaoded with these Wines, which many drank who yet remained true to
the old pledge. The utterances of the members of the Saratoga Conven-
tion are then easily accounted for, in this way ; and the bold and ‘unau-
thorised" inference of the ‘Apologist’ will force upon itself a name worthy
of 5o forced a corollary. Does Mr. D. exult in the difficulty that is thus
occasioned ? He ought to know it is one that was—that conquest too is
nntr snherantially won.  And with quite as much charitv, patriotism,
and Prudence, might an Israelite in Egypt, opposed to the deliverance of
his people, rejoice in the additional misery, which through the cupidity
of Pharaoh the Redeeming effotts of Jehovah for a time brought upon
them.—Or the Apologist himself, exult in the increased sufferings of the
Southern Slaves, which by reason of their task masters, the strong efforts
of modern Abolitionists, for a season is the means of occasioning! The
Convention in question originated the Total Pledge; for four years it
has told astonishingly ; and to comfert our opposing Church friends, I
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bave great pleasure in saying the prospeots were never brighter than at
present. ‘The ‘Apologis’ next endeavors to fix the siain of Infidelity
and Rebellion on the Temperance Society. Having christened the cause
sevil' and stated the efforis of its patrons to be at_best but *doing evil'
that ‘good might come’ he insinuatingly asks, ‘why is it that Infidels and
epen Blasphemers ofien gladly and even ostcotatiously unite in this
Moral work ?” He proceeds to answer his own strarige question, and tells
ws in substance thatthey ‘oin professing christians to make little of
Christ, and prove human plans more effectual than Divine Grace.’ "Thin
he attempts to prove by affirming that the Temperance Reform has flour-
ished most inthe New England States of America, known as the head
quarters of American Unitarianism, Universalism, and Atheism.! Tuis
nothing new for the Association to be slandered as infidel, political or
Rebeliious as the case happens and as will tell best in differe nt localities.
*This wholesale slander is but an echo of that of Bishop Hopkins, already
mentioned. Any thing is too good to say of an institution that renders
it rather uncomfortable to keep up old customs, and ‘tar/y long at the
wine, or riot on the very vitals of the social good. Mr. D. seems to
have borne the old adage in mind, ‘throw dirt enough aad some will
stick.! But whoare the ‘Infilels’ and ‘open Blasphcmers’ who so espouse
the cause and for such reasons? The cause knows nothing of them ! The
converss is most probahly the fact. I sppeal toall histury whether such
eharacters have been noted for Temperance or Intemperance—whether
they have been on our side or on that of the Apologist? Did such Infi-
dels as Paine, Rosseau, Diderot, &e. &c. ostentatiously uuite in Morsl
works; or did they, like Mr. D., unite in the Immoral work of dram
drinking themselves, and in using their fluence in favor of the practice
becoming universal 2 But from such vituperation, I make my appeal to
facts, and with all possible kindness I now challenge the ‘A pologist’ to
sclect any portion of Canada (where the state of things is knowable by
all) and compare the Temperance and Anti-Temperance pasties in the
eommunity, as to Moral and Christian character, and conduct. I will
cheerfully risk the character of the cause on the result of such a compar-
ison. I will even ‘beard the lion in his den,’ and name Brockville, or
Perth, or Elizabethtown, or Prescott or any other section of the country
he may choose. Does not every person, but himself, know, that the So-
siety embraces as its members or friends, the great majority of the more
actively christian, respectabie, and consistently moral portion of the com-
munity in most localities in the land 7 so far, therefore, as Canada is by
implication concerned, I utterly contemn any such insinuations, as wick-
ed, baselessand visionary. 1am no Apologist for the errors of the N.
England states of America: however, they can well afford tc ‘endura
hardness,’ now they have so gloriously shaken off the heavy yoke of Al-
eohol. All that know the history ot the New England Churches, know
that they were most awfully scourged with the common curse Intemper-
ance ; that they could do nothing effectual to save and purify themselves
80 long as distillation, vending, and using intoxicating drinks, was gen-
erally countenanced ; and that it wasby means of the Association they
were enabled to cast of the loathsome incumbus. Will Mr. D. affecta
smile and cali a Society that can do this, ‘infidel 7’ and assume (as usual)
that the prosperity of the cause is a proof of the Infidel character of that
‘region of country I’ Let him rather look at home, and at his earliest con-
venience furnish us with similar and equally solid evidence of the author-
doxy of his Church, and his own lieart, by staying the plague of Intem-
perance in his own congregation, as effectually without the Temperance
Baciety, if he can ! Let bim bring his True Temperance Society with its
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ample store of ‘requisite provisions' of ‘Baptism? ‘Confirmation,’ ke, ke,
to bear on the evil, and if he succeed, the good deed shall be fairly ac-
knowledged. The cases abound, 1 know, for I have lived in Brockville.
The result will be anxiously watched for. Till something is done at
kome, by the Church, it will be quite too soon to boast of her powers in
this respect. If the author of the ‘Apology’ will accomplish by his
Church, in Canada, what the Temperance Sociely has done in New kng-
land, and elsewhere, as an humble auxiliary to the Church, I will begin
to believe she is of some sevvice in the Province, and be more than half
eonverted to the opinion, that so far as the Church of God is concerned,
the Temperance organization is not ir.dispensably necessary in order te
general sobriety.

The amazingly rapid progress of the causein England, Scotland, Wales
and elsewhere, and especially in lreland, disproves ‘point blank’ the
heartless insinuation that it finds a congenial soil in unbelief and sin. It
would seem that the ‘Apologist’ was not without a degree of sickishness
on this score, in view of the ‘astonishing’ advance of the society in Ire-
lend. But what is there so white that cannot be blackened ? and when
other meansof attack cannot be found, the motive can always be assailed,
aspecially in the absence of the ‘charity that thinketh no evil,’ where none
oppears. lreland, the land of whiskey ,of misery and of crime, that swal-
lows annually 14 millions of gallons of Spirits at an expense that would
furnish 2s. 8d. per week, to each pauperin that country—Ireland—whoss
every fourth shop was a spirit shop, and who was always drunk,—Ire-
land, the ‘puzzle uf puzzles’ as to her pauperism, her diseases, her pre-
mature mortality, her assassin carnage, and her foul murders—Whiskey-
ridden Ireland at length has opened her eyes to the Grand Cause of all
her degradation and suffering. -And her Priests, too, with all their influ-
ence, really seem determined that she shall hereafter be free from so de-
basing and damning a vice. Is there a creature on earth worthy the
pame of a christian, or a man, but rejoices at the news and is ready even
on his ‘knees’ to return thanksgiving 10 God on Ireland’s behalf? The
ariginators of the printed Sermon are exceptions. And he who tells ue
five ‘pages’ forward, that he has ‘nothing to do with the motives of Tem.
perance persons’—that he ‘believes they are infuenced for the most past
by the best intentions,’ can find it in his heart to look cold!y on uis own
country struggling to escape the fiery flsod, and finding nothing else to
Jasten upon save motive, insinuatingly hints av ‘Rebellion’t And for onee
we will condescend to present a semblanco of support for his bolted inti-
mations. He gives us what it is said a certain ‘Priest’ stated in *Water-
ford, viz. ‘that if there had been a Temperance Society in 98, things
would not have turned out as they did at Vinegar Hill,’ &e. Admit thia
silly tale to be true, and what does it prove? And what does it amount
to, with reference to the vast Moral Reform, so ‘astonishingly on the ad-
vance ' Does that petty remark freeze quite up the fountain of brotherly
affection in his heart? Would he on that account stay the further pro-
gress of sobriety as a plague, and biot out the sun of prosperity which is
ence more rising on his native land 7 Had he not better write forthwith
to Lqrd Mountsandford, Prefessor Eagar, Mr. Parke, and others who
are aiding in the incipient Rebellion? Or to the Queen’s Government
and inform against all such traitdrous co-operations! Were his ‘brother
Clergymen’ who he informs us made such ‘zealous exertions in the causa
and in the same part of the country’ too, though ‘in vain’ a mind for a bit
of aRebellion? ForI am sure if they laboured in the Temperance cause
there as the emigrated ‘brother’ does here, their failure can be satisfacte-
rily accounted for without any reference te their loyalty! Is it rather
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advisable to increase the 14 millions of gallons annually consumed to 20
that Paddy might be yet more drunken; be as contented asa powder
Larrel, and utterly incapacitated Jor Rebellion? Could it be that Mr. D,
had in view the perpetuated loyalty of the Provincials, on the same prin-
ciple, when he wrote his * Apology’ for the ‘Common’ use of ‘ Wine and
Strong Drink’? If so, yeL another ‘Sermon’ will be required based on
Temperance principles, for the Government of the Regular ecrps; this,
however, can yet be done, as there is quile an opering for a different dis-
course on the subject, and for ‘sanction’, &e. reference might be had to
Scriptural characters, as John Baptist, Daniel, and Timothy. Seriously,
whatever may the fulure movements or political features of Ireland, or
any other country under Heaven, surely it is the honest dictate of bro-
therly love of our species, and of our God to do all we can_to effect her
complete disenthralment from the Anaconda pressure of Spirituous Li-
quors ; and to rejoice in knowing that her subjects are_indeed Moral
Agents, unmanacled in body and mind, sapable of protecting themselves,
of defending their country, and of loving and serving their God.

In thinking of an end to Lhese Strictures, I ask your further indulgence
while [ notice three things more, only,

t. The Bible flatly contradicts the ‘Apologist’ when he says, ‘the use
of the creatures of God, (viz. Alcoholicdrinks) exposesus to no necessity
of sin” Isuppose thisis contradicted when Inspiration condemns, not
the use, cr immoderate use of Wine and Strong Drink merely, but the
Drinks themselves ; thus ‘Wine is a mocker.” Strong Drink is Raging.
Can our opposition friznds find ‘exact parallel’ scripture infavour cf those
articles? ~Again in Lev. 10, we find that the Lord by a ‘Statute’ pro-
hibited ‘forever” the Aaronic priestheod from the usefof ‘Wine and Strong
Drink’ ‘when they went into the tabernacle! Why? Because Nadab
and Abihu ‘erred through wine’ and when under its evil influence offered
*strange fire’ before the Lord and died for their sin., The cure by way of
preventive, which God ordained, was Total Abstinence. Mr. D. would
say the use exposes to no necessity of sin, therefore in future use it only
in moderation—but the ‘Stature’ of Heaven speaks oracularly and says,
such is the nature of intoxicating drink, and such is the weakness of hu-
man nature, that the use of it exposes you to the necessity of sinning,
therefore, in future, ‘Do not drink Wine and Strong Drink,’ &c. vs. 8.
Facts are of every day occurrence too, that demonsirate the utter falsity
of the sentiment, Thousands sin through drink as necessarily as the
negro slave plants his master’s corn; or the lover of ‘Wine and Stroug
Drink’ sometimes, spews on all his glory, or snores in the gutter.

2. It is not necessary to use ‘Wine and Strong Drink’ in order to
avoid ‘reflecting upow’ or ‘reviling’ the Saviour. If Christ had ever by
preceptand example established their use as a duty, St. Paul seems to
have totally forgotten it, when he said, “it is good neither to ea® flesh nor
drink wine, or any thing’ &c. Jny thing will include ‘Strong drink’ of
any name or any other offending article, I suppose, and so we see he
could innocently be a tee-totaler. And Timothy seems to have been so
inveterate a Water Danker, that it required the authority of an A postle
1o induce him to rake a “Ltte Wine’ medicinally. “Temperance Adve-
cates’ will prescribe just as St. Paul did, in cases of necessity, and the
members surely can z tly do as Timothy did, accordingly letit quita
alone, or take a little medicinally, so that if St. Paul and Timothy did
right, we cannot be doing wrong.. We are also informed that the early
fuithful and exiled christians who fled to Arabia and Egypt for the sake
of Christ “drank Water only.” It never occurred to them that such a
practice wasa ‘reflection’ on their master and we are sure Jesos loved
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demin, {(for he foresaw and foreknew every thing) and vice
versa. Ifthis sentimentis to be adopted, the consequences.
are at hand. I will illustrate by mentioning a few. He
did not condemn the corrupt and cruel administration of
the Roman Government in Judea, of the gladiatorial com-
bats, the public games, the races. and the theatrical exhibi-
tions of the age, demoralizing and unchristian as they were !
Did he then approbate them? With just as much rea-
son might we agree, that the drinking customs of the age
met his approval. If Mr. D. had not furnished us in his
‘Sermon’ ample proof of incapacity ss a Commentater, as
will yet more fully appear, one might wonder that a Colle-
giate Divine should look into his bible fur specific directions
" a8 to the innocence or sinfulness of every particular prac-
tice. It was among the earliest lessons instilled into our
mind, that the great object of Scripture was to inculcate
great Morel Principles, leaving them to be applied to indi-
viduals according to their character and peculiar circum-
stances. Jesus and the Apostles did precizely so—they
" established general principles, but no more attacked every
particular evil custom, than they established specifically
every particular mode of doing good in all time to come.
To be eure he foresaw the ‘prevalence of Intemperance,’
&c.; but it does not follow that he approbated i1, because
he did not specialiy speak againstit! Nor that he appro-
bated the use of intoxicating drinks in all time to come
because he ‘changed Water into Wine,” even if it were
aleoholic, which, however, we will belive only, when it
is fairly proved. He foresaw, also, the ‘sin of the Corin-
thians, &c. and yet he consecrated wine, &c. Yes, so he
foresaw that Noah wouald get drunk on wine, yet without
any recorded warning he allowed him to plant his vinevard !
He knew that ‘Nadab and Abihu’ when intoxicated would
offer *strange fire’ vpon his altar and die; yet he directed
the priest to make an ‘offering by fire unto the Lord’! He
knew that Adam would taste the forbidden fruit, yet be
made that fruit the test of his allegiance! The Savioue
koew ‘who should betray him,’ yet he chose that max to be
an Apostle! And he knew that Mr. D. would employ hia
‘One Talent’ very unworthily in opposing Temperance
Societies, yet he committed it to him, and said, ‘occupy ull
I come! Certainly he knew too that the Temperance
Society would exist in the present day and give His Apos

tle at Brockville a great deal of trouble, and yet he did
nothing to prevent all this! He foresaw Mr. D. himaelf
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would be a ‘Missionary,’ and take some interest in the Sab-
bath School, and Bible Societies, and yet he has no where
enndemned the ‘unauthorized’ Missionary, Bible and Sab-
bath Schoul operationsnor their patrons; and that he would
write an ‘Apology,’ yet seems to have paid no attention to
jt! Let us, on this subject hear no more about fore-
knowledge.

M. D. seems to lay some stress upon the ‘practice of
his (Christ’s) servants and the sanction of the Saviour in
the days of his flesh,’ respecting the ‘common and social’
pse of *‘Wine and Strong Drink.” To shorten my task, I
will at once state that Jesus and the Apostles generally in
their intercourse with mankind, conformed to the customs,
epinions, and prejudices of the age, as far as they could
without sacrificing great principles of truth and duty.—
Thus St ’anl says, ‘unto the Jews I become as a Jew’ &e.
1Cor. 8, 19—2%, under the influence of this sentiment we
see bim so far conform to the ritual of the law as to take
upon him the vow of a Nazarite, and attend to all the pre-
scribed solemnities. And on another occasion, in order to
soften Jewish prejudices, and gain access to their minds, he
yielded to them 8o far as to circumcise Timothy, bis ‘son
in the Gospel,’ because *his father was a Greek.” And of
our Saviour it is written, ‘Even Christ pleased not himself.’
Rom. 15, 3. In the exercise of this self-denying spirit he
frequently accepted invitations to entertainments at places
not of the highest repute as to Temperance. Surely no
one will assume that he approved of their customs of ‘eating
and drinking’ fully, or argue from the bare fact of his pre-
sense at them that he gave a universal ‘sanction’ to such
entertainments ! or infer that such apparent *sanction’ and
the corresponding ‘practice’ of some of his Inspired ‘ser-
vants' are to be regarded as establishing the unvarying rule
of conduct proper to mankind in all time to come, Such
s conclusion would be worthy of a fanatic or a madman
only. This may be made to appear with clearness. For
instance the *practice’ of John, and Jesus, and the course
of conduct their examples ‘sanclioned’ are direct opposites.
*John came neither eating nor drinking ;; the Saviour came
doing both. Mr. D. may consider John, as he terms us, a
‘gloomy religionist,’ but Jesus approbated him. And an-
eient Pharisaic doctors might denominate Jesus, a tglut-
tonous man and a Wine bibber, but we know the *Lamb of
God’ was ‘free from sin;’ and we know too, that he earned
this reproach bv sacrificine even his 20od nama to da *nub.
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icans and sinners’ good. In the conduct of Jesus and his
forerunner we perceive a design to benefit the Jews to the
uimost, and leave them perfectly without excuse, Whea
they were ‘piped’ to, they would not ‘dance;’ and when
they were ‘mourned’ for, they would not ‘lament.” John
had a ‘devi)’ in their estimation, and Jesus was a ‘friend o/
sinners.’ Surely sll must see in these cases, contrasted,
the principle of conformity to existing customs carried out,
as far as it could be, innocently, in order 10 *save the more.’
H Mr, D. will adopt the opposite sentiment, let him prove
true thereto, and follow out the *practice’ of Christ, and bis
servants’ fully ; Jet him imitate John Baptist in his appro-
ved abstemiousness as well as those whom Jesus *sanction-
ed’ in what Mr. D. calls ‘*seasonable mirth and innocent
festivity.” Let him imitate St. Paul, and submit to the so-
lemnities of the Nazaritish vow—and Jesus, when be
allowed himself to be led about and tempted of the Devil
forty days, or when he ‘sat down’ to preach his sermon :
and as Christ fed the people with *barley loaves® and ‘fish’
let him live on barley bread and the meat that hath scales.
These things have the Divine ‘Sanction,” and a stickler for
such a precedent in so equivocal an item as intoricating
drinks, will render himself suspected if he hesitate in these
palpable cases. If the ‘practice of his servanis’ caunot in-
nocently be varied from, let him caiefully *break bread’
every ‘first day of the week’ and let that bread be ‘unlean-
ened’ cakes. In atiending to all these duties he will be fol-
lowing the ‘practice of Christ's servants’ and be able to
refer to authority as ‘sanctioning’ his conduet; while for
such things as ‘sending a few bottles of Wine’ in order to a
‘merry making,’ for which nevertheless he pleads, we know
of no ‘sanction’ higher than enslaving custom ; and must
eongider it a ‘faithless expedient,” calculated to promote
the ‘laughter of fools’ rather than of ‘joy in the Holy Ghost.’

Mr. D. next proceeds to attack the doctrine of *Expedi-
ency’ as the friends of Temperance have for conveniency’s
sake denominated the important principle under the influ-
ence of which christians feel it to be their dutv to avaid or
ebstain from lawfu! indulgencies for the good of others.—
He says the Apostle ‘Paul was no admirer of such expedi-
ency.! Let us see, According to this Commentator, the
spirit of self-denial and christian Philantkropy, which some-
limes flamed so high in the Apostle’s bosom, as to render
him willing 1o be ‘accursed for bis kinsman’s sake,’ is cool-
¢d down to this termperature. *The meats and wines offered
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to idols have suffered nothing by that ; they are siill pure
tn themselvesand if I chose to 41 8o, could partake of them
ianocently ; it would be ‘Jawful,’ or I have a right v do
so if I please, but if my partaking of them will make my
brother tu offend, I will never taste that identical meat anit
wine, for there is wine enough and meat enoucgh to be had
that has not been so offered, and no thanks to the weak bro-
ther ! Further, Mr. D. thinks it would be unsafe to go be-
cause if the ‘strong are (o bear the infirmities of the weak,
by ‘giving up lawful things’ instead of ‘pleasing themselves'
‘the power’ would soon be ‘wrested from Apostolic hands.’
And it would never do to lose the ‘power’ of mingling ‘wine
and strong drink.” For the honour of our holy religion
and the suke of the Apostle I devoutly hope such a senti-
ment is not contained in the Bible as that sermon attributes
to St, Paul. The passages referred to in the sermon are
three. I shall quote them in order and give you the Com-
ment (in brief) of Dr. A. Clarke on each, before I add any
remarks of my own. See Rom. 14, 21. ‘It is good neither
to eat desh,” &c. The Doctor says, ‘the spirit and self-
denying principles of the Gospel teach us, that we should
not only avoid every thing in eating and drinking which
may be an oceasion of offence or apostacy to our brethren,
but even to lay down our lives for them should it be necessa-
ry." I wili only add the word *good’ means rignt, proper,
duty, &ec. and the phrase ‘any thing' goes a fittle farther
than the identical meats and wines offered to idols, for ne
reference is made to idols in this whole Epistie.—The sub-
jectis giving offence.’ Taken together they teach us that
a universal principle is laid down by the Aposlle, designed
to come into operation whenever our appetites and pas-
sions elash with the real interests of our fellow beings;
and as Dr. Clarke shews, extends not merely to the forego-
ing of certain ‘meats’ or ‘wines’ (provided I can have plen-
ty of other that is quite as good,) but to the ‘life’ itsell
which we should be willing to ‘lay down’ *for the brethren.’
Also in Ist Cor. 6, 12. ‘All things are lawful for me, but
all thingsare notexpedient.” The Dr. remarks, *Allowing
that they are lawful, or that there is no law noainat them,
vet they are not expedient ; there is no necessity for them.
1 echo the last sentiment with reference to intoxicating
drinks, ‘ihere is no necessity for them.” Therefore, though
ia the abstract the use of them is right, abstinence from -
them for good purposes islaudable duty. See also, 1st Cor.
» 13. ‘Wherefore it meat make my brother to offead, &c.
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“The Dr. observes, ‘Rather than give any occasion 10 a chris-
tian to sin against Christ and so to harden his eonscience
‘that he should return to idolatry and perish, I would net
only abstain from meats offered toidols, but I would eat no
flesh (and drink no wine, Rom. 14, 21,) should I esist
throughout the whole course of time, butlive on herbs &e.
Is not this the *proper application’ of these passages ; most
in sccordance with the spirit and genias of ‘pure religion,’
of St. Paul, and especially of him, who though *he was rich
.yet for our sakes became poor, thatwe might be made rich?
1Is not any other ‘application’ of them forced ? and is not
the meaning put upon the Apostles Words in the ‘sermon’
a libel on the Christiau Benevolence of the self denving
Apostles? 1 will not say there are not even professing
Ministers of Christ, whose self-denlal could not be screwed
up a jot higher than Mr. D's Comment, but such should not
force St. Paul to fit their iron bed stand. Like his Master,
the Apostle’s expansive, burning charity spurns sueh sordid
limits, and sosring above all selfishness and indifference,
pants to do and suffer ‘any thing’ necessary fur the salva-
tion of lost men. I cannot but think most seriously that
with sueh views of scripture, Mr. D. would prove an Zncubus
rather than otherwise should he ever profess friendship tor
the Temperance Society. Suppose the Heetor should
meet one of his parishioners, literally *stumbling’ throngh
‘strong drink,” who, as politely as the nature of the case
would admit of, should invite his Rector to ‘countenance’
the *common’ use of [intoxicating] wine or strony drink,
by taking a *horn’ with him; I fancy I hear this kind of
a reply,—*It is lawful, and 1 have a right to drink with you
if I chose to do so; bat in this public place, and especially
as you are intoxicated, it is not expedient, s it might en-
courage others, and still more stumble you, I will therefore
abstain from tasting the contents of that ‘identical’ jug, as [
have several well primed decanters at home!! What mira-
cles of conversion from drunkenness such a shining exam-
ple of disinterested benevolence would accomplish! Such
christian heroism is sufficient to entitle its possessor to
immediate Cannonization! But to be serions, I am willing
to rest our cause on this groungd, the scriptural doctrine of
expediency. The sum of all amounts to this—rather than
offend, St. Paul would abandon the use of ‘any thing’ not
essential to existence and duty. Now the ‘offensive’ char-
acter of intoxicating drinks is palpable. 'The reason for
abstinence then is very strong and it comes immediotely
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homs to every heart. With less cause St. Paul would
cheerfully renounce the ‘common’ use of things (as flesh)
confessedly useful; with greater cause we are required to
yield what we no more need while in health, than we need
prussic acid or laudanum. Our duty is then both plain
and easy; and christian patriotism and benevolence re.
quire that we honestly discharge it.

On page 14, not too reverently towards our Saviour, nor
with over much courtesy towards the Rev. T. C. Wilson of
Perth, Mr. D. has chosen to put some of that gentleman's
words, (‘almost verbatim’) into the mouth of *Saul of Tar-
sus,’ who is supposed to address them to Jesus, offensively,
in order to exhibit the anti-christian sentiments and *strains
of the advocates of Temperance societies.” It is no doubt
very convenicnt for Me. D. to overlook the expediency
character of some of our Saviour’s movements—to forget
the difference of circumstances, which bas been sbove re-
ferred to. and to beg the question as he continually does, as
to the alcoholic character of the wine our Saviour counte-
nanced. And does notany candid mind perceive that John
Baptist might be pitied against the Saviour, as well as many
other good men whose approved conduct differed from his,
on the same principle and with equal effect? Afier such
usage of a respectable author and valuable Minister, Mr. D.
could not complain should severity be used in shewing vp
his faulty sermon. I shall, however, calmly pursuve my
purpose unto the end. Allow me now, then, with no com-
punction of spirit, as to reverence, select (‘almost verbatim')
some sentences of the '‘sermon’ to be addressed to Satan,
pleasurable, in order to exhibit the unity of sentiment, and
the similarity of the ‘strains’ of Anti-temperance advocates
with those of the Fallan Angel. I shall not employ a third
(or pious) person ; the ‘Author sha!l speak for himeelf.—

“Thou enemy of all Righteouness,”

‘It strikes me that our sin does not consist in an opposi-
tion to the [temperance] System, butin non-opposition ;—
in apparent apathy, and that we are culpable in having let
the error alone so long. 1lence the confusion, the dark-
ness, the perfect ignorance of many professing christians
touching True Church of Chrizt principles. God is {now]
teaching her watchmen that the trumpet most No LONGER
‘give an uncertain sound.’ The avowed enemies of Christ
und his gospel have often, and do still in many places pat-
ronise it {the T. Society) as making fur their infide} prin-
ciples. They visw it [ae] altogether Anti-Christiaa in it
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tendency. [It is a] grevious error, [a] faithless expedient,
a bastard morality. Unjust and ungenerous charges shall
neither fright nor tempt me into countenancing or propa-
gating a poor meagre make shift morality. [I assure thee
that though] He [Christ] must have foreseen the sin of
the Corinthians who got drunk ‘at the Holy Communion,’
He yet consecrated the application of [intoxicating] wine
10 that most snlemn ordinance; [that] the injunctien to use
Wine and Strong Drink ‘before the Lord’ was givento a
generation as prone to excess as the present race of men;
and St. Paul himself, [though] be would abstain from such
meatand wine as had been offered to idols lest the faith of
some weak brethren might thereby be endangered, [could
find] Wine enough, and meat enough, that had not been so
offered, of which he might partake. [And]Our Lord taught
his followers that every [aleoholic] creature of God is good
and not to be refused. He came eating and drinking, {al-
coholic wine,] He manifested forth his Glcry, by changing
water into [intogicating] wine, not to supply the actual
wants of his entertainers, but to minister to their innocent
festivity in riddles, sports, and probably in dancing. Since
the formation of Temperance Societies in the United States
intoxication has fearfully increased!! There isno reason
why we should suppose that similar societies in our Pro-
vince should meet with more success. Suppose the asser-
tion true that the Temperance Reformation has effected
great good [that is] no certain proof of the soundness of
the principles. If this {the good done] be the best proof
I say, Bad is the Best. [l appeal to thee,] what infinitely
greater good would have been by this time effected had
the Missionaries of this moral excitement vsed the same
energy and zeal, in compelling their sinful fellow men to
come to the one great and Divinely Instituted Temperance
Bociety, [the Church of England, where are nv] pledges of
sobriety [save] the sacramental plédge and other means of
grace. [Ishall continve to exhort] my Brethren to give no
helping hand to the meagre, aseetic Reformation [which
like] Papal Rome withholds wine from the congregation
of Christ’s flock, and that has flourished most at the head
quarters of American Unitarianism, Universalism and Athe-
ism.
‘Bravo,’ said Satan, ‘my Peere, that's the Clergyman for
me.’ '
I will now proceed to notice a favorite remark of Mr. D.
and other Anti-Temperance persops. It is said the argu-
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ments of the Temperance advocates against drinks, bear
equally against meats. Mr. D. has even the face 1o sffirm
that the one encourages drunkenness no more than the
other does gluttony, and hein fact states the inference that
the use of the one is no more to be opposed than the other.
The whole of this is error of the grosset kind. Firet, sup-
pose we admit that food ‘encourages gluttoney’ s much as
intoxicating drinks does drunkenness. What comparison
i there between existing gluttony and existing Intemper-
anre as to the evil effects produced ! To ask the question
is »nrely enough.

But second,—AJdmitting that evil effects connect them-
selves with the use of meats, inasmuch as eating food is
essentially necessary to our existence and support, these
must be born with or remedied by attention to the quality
and quantity. ‘The use of food cannot be innocently disu-
sed. A person thatshould starve himself to death volunts-
rilv. would be a suicide. Every body knows this. But
will any person say the same of intoxicating drinks? Is st
necessary to life, or even health? No; but the reverse.—
Weat then becomes of Mr. D's ‘exact parallel?” That any
man carable of reading a Sermon should volunteer such a
canclision from conning the quotation he makes from my
pam: hlet, is without an ‘exact parsllel” within the circle of
mYy observation!

But third,—1 deny the truth of the assertion altogether,
and -k for proof. In the meantime, I will remark, that a
Chiris'ian actuated by the spirit of St. Paul, would cheer-
fully abstain even from any particular kind of meat, rather
than be the means of roining an immortal soul. But Mr.
D. knows that no special general danger exzists on thst
ground now. If he does, then he should act accordingly.
Bithe does know that such danger exists by means of in-
toxicating drinks? It is too universally known that all Al-
enhnlic drinks are, to persons in healih, never useful, but
always injurious, And ‘shocking’ as such ‘observations’
sound t) ears polite, forasmuch as they are incontrovertibly
true I must be allowed to repeat, that *Alcohol is a poison.’
And Mr. D. should not forget that it devolves upon him to
prove that the consecrated ‘fruit of the vine’ was alcoholic,
before he repeats his slanderous remarks about ‘assailing
the Saviour and the Sacrament.” Does Mr. D. seriously
dovbt whether Aleohol is a poison? Physicians, such as
Ru<h, Hossack, Reese, and thousands more, will pronounce
it poison. Tts effects internally and externslly, on the hu-
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them and manifested himself to them and prolonged the lives of some of
them above an hundred years. It is equally true, also, that thousands of
Temperance members are ‘his friends.?
3. ‘Giod has set his seal of approbation on Total Abstinence.
. The Nazaritish vow included every deseription of those drinks which
.others were tolerated to use, even to ‘vinegar of wine.! These were
total abgtinence men. Now when God wanted a man for any difficuit
and special service, he selected these very persons. Among these wor-
- thies, rank. Samson, Samuel, Daniel, and John Baptist. Jehovah, too,
fgebulked the Jews for tempting the Nazarites to drick.! “Iraised up of
your young men for Nazarites, but ye gave them wine to drink,’ &¢. ‘Be-
_hold I am pressed under you, &c. Will Mr. D, imitate those ‘rebuked’
Jews and instil his ‘Wine and Strong Drink’ sentiments into the minds
of the ‘Students of Divinity’ he speaks of? The history of the ‘Resolu-
tion put into his hands by one’ of them (with which history we happen
. to be familiar) would intimate the affirmative and also that Lessons on
. the Temperanc: subject are readily received and submissively attended
to! It will be mere evasion for the “Apologist’ to repeat, with regard to
the Nazaritish vow, what he says about the ‘sin of shaving’ &e. I argue
not so loosely. The case proves all I quots it to prove, viz. that it is not
sinful, but on the contrary acceptable to God, to abstain from particuler
drinks. The case of the Rechabites proves the same. But we are told
in the Sermon, ‘They were blessed because they had performed the com-
mandment of their father.’ Granted. And what was that Command-
ment ? Hear it.—‘Ye shall drink no Wine ; ye, nor your sous forever.’
.Jer. 35, €. And were they blessed in observing this Command? Then
it was a lawful command. ‘Children are to obey their parents in all
things in the Lord.” The fathers enjoined then what was right, and they
were approved in the persevering observance of the enjoined duty. Ab-
stinence Rules, and Abstinence Practice are here seen to have the seal of
Heaven’s approbation stamped upon them ; which we firmly believe is
what cannot be as fairly shewn with regard to the common use of Alco-
holic Drinks. Ifany think differently, the Records are at hand. *To the
Law and to the Testimony.”

In Conclusion, I have not taken the trouble to pen the above Strictures
because I feared the “Sermon’ in question would do much harm. No. It
is morally impossible now, for such men as its Author to make their
tiny weight perceptible, on the whole, against the cause. It will never-
theless do some harm. It will be somelhing for some Spirit manufac-
turers, and dealers to ease their consciences with, when ‘Trutk’ has made
their business in blood, well nigh intolerable. And the inebriate of every
grade will find in that ‘Sermon’ all he needs to encourage him to perse-
vere on, despite the efforts of family and friends, to take his ‘social’ and
‘common’ glass, till the tale of woe is forever told. He will also find
there missiles ready at hand, and prepared by a Clergyman, which when
winged with an oath or two will defy comparison in the Province of Up-
per Canada. I know well who must bear the fearful responsibility.
But it is painful to witness such things, and these ‘Strictures’ are writtn
to correct the evil, as far as may ke, and to shew to all that we under-
stand our position, and our principles, and are able and determined to
maintain them inviolate agaist every sort of opposition. I disclaim all un-
kind feeling towards the Writer or his Church; though I regard them
both as ‘committed’ to the side of the Intemperate, as a part of the allied
force against the temperance cause. There are honorable exceptions as
to individuals, I amﬁappy to acknowledge. Ihave no disposition for
edmbat ; but if such publications as the ‘Apology’ are thrown before the
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public, that public must be better instructed at all hazards, If I know
my own heart I take a part in the Temperance cause, not from fashion
or from momentary excitement, but because I believe it to be a duty
which I owe to God, and to the best iaterests of my fellow men. Apart
from the Temperance Society I might be safe, and many individuals
more, but unless the Society progresses, thousands on thousands will
perish, and the cause of human happiness and of Religion, as well as the
Glory of God, will be greatly retarded. In view of theseimportant facta
and influenced by these impressive sentiments, I make my humble appeal
10 one, to all, and affectionately ask them to consult their own hearts in
Secrer PrAYER, and at the CommUuNIoN TaBLE, and decide in view of
the whole case whether they can do the most good by becoming consis-
tent active members of the Temperance Society, or by standing aloof and
it may be pleading for the moderale use f the poison! Let our position -
now be well understood. 'We press upon all, Abstinence from distilled
liquors witnout exception, and Abstinence from Wine and Strong Beer
as an habitual beverage, on the ground of expediency, moral influence,
and as a preventive against the production of that artificial appetite for
more and more still, which the daily use of these articles is at least quite
apt to produce. 1will only add ‘we would hail’ Mr. D. and his flock,
and avail us of ‘their help and labour of love’ on right principles, in the
good Temperance cause, ‘with joyfulness’ Praying God to bless him,
and to keep the public from imbibing his errors, and copying his exam-
ple, so far as Wine and Strong Drink is concerned ; and also to sanction
this humble attempt to sustain ZTruth, I will now lay down my worn out
pen—for a season.

FINIS.

NOTE.—The Author of the foregoing, from absence, has not had an’
opportunity of revising the Proofs. On looking over the first sheet since
it was printed, a few slight errors have been discovered. One on the 7:h
Page, Top Line, needs more particularly to require notice, as the word
* Intemperance” i3 erroncously printed in place of “Temperance.”—Pn.



