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tnduced s to devote the whole of the Gazetle to w.].
MARRIAGE WITIL A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER.

MARRIAGE LAW DEFENCE ASSOCIATION —MEETING AT WILLIS'S
ROOMS.

[The following papers are published under the authority of Right Rev
tho Lord Bishop of Toronto, for the guidance of, and to gi\% ncccs%ary ine
formation to, thoso lovers of order and morality who would bo grievously
injured by a chango in the Law of Marriage, which it is the glory of the
reformation to have preserved inviolate, and under which the social and

peaceful family intercourse of Great Britain has been ensured. A mischievous |

and wanton attack has suddenly been made
Canada, aud the people of this country
their moral and social customs which ought not to bo suffered passively.
Fortunately the question is ono which does not in its effects blight the
happiness and shock the religious principles of any onc class of bolicving
christians: on tho contrary, the Church of Eogland and Ircland, the Greek
and Asiatic Branches of tho Church, the Galliean, Spanish, Austrian and
American Churches, the Presbyterians of Scotland, all preservo the same
law, and aro of one voico in forbidding marriage within certain degrees, and
which are therfore called **prohibited degrees.” In Cansda the United
Church of England and Ireland being freo from all state connexions, and

on the Law of Marriage in

having no direct voice in Parliament, is now forced to assume an attitude of " wo:

defence against an invasion of principle, which are sacred. The Chureh is
forced to condemn this proceeding as o wicked nnd sinful act against God,
and agmnst His express law, and is called to protest solcmnl; against a
measure which sanctions the crime of incest. She forther protcslsaagainst
tho measure 23 a wanton and uncalled for iuterference with tho moral law,

endangering the social happiness of families, and utterly subversive of the
peace and cternal welfare of those who may,
violato the law of God; lastly,

enactment, which, inasmuch as it
n a position 1a which it will be impossible to maintai

tho Church must protest against a civi)

n neutral ground.}

Toroxt0, March 81st, 1560.
Revrrevo Sir,—The form of Petitivn, which you will find Sclow, against
the preposed Bill to legalizc snarmiage wath the sster of o deceased wife, bas
my cordial approval, and I would carnestly request you to forward to the
Secretary of the Church Society authority to attach your signature to it.
I am, Rov. Sir,

Yours truly,

To the, §e. JOHN TORONTO.

We, the undersigned, the Bishop aud the Ciergy of tho Diocese of Taronto,

bctg humbly to represent to your Lonourable House, that wo have scen
with great spprehension, the frequent attempts which have been made i
tl.zo Imperisl Parlioment ta relax the Iaws, by which the sancuty of mar
viage and the parity and bappiness of domestic life have so long bccr;
guarded. Your Petitioners deeply regret that a Bill should bave been in-
trqduccd into the Provincial Legislature, duriag the present sessivn, the
object of which is to sanction certain marriages withun the prolul’mcd
degrees, and they humbly Leg suur bunvurable House to withnoid 1ts assent
from any such weasure. And your Petatioucrs, &c.
(Signed)

N.B.—It is requested that signatures may h i i
¥ bo sent in a8 carly as possible,
10 order that the I’etition may b> presented immediately nftgr thgol-}::sler
recess. The above form of Petition will be addressed mutatus nutindis, to
the Governor-Geaeral, and to both Houses of the Legislature. '

»
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aro threatened with a violation of”

under sanction of human law, ~

clashes with the Word of God, places Her’

.. ’ n - T
tion in the Masniaye Lau, hasy A very full meeting of the Clergy and Laty, including svme of tho lona-

,ing representatives of all shades of opinion in tho Church, was leld last
'y Wednesday, in conneetion with tho Marriago Law Defenco ssociation, to
cu-vperate with its ¢ffurts in upposing the prupused bill for legulicing mar-
|| ringo with a deceased wife's sister.
. The Duke of Marlborough presided ; and upon the platform were the Earl
jj of Shaftesbury, the Bishop of Uxford, the Bishop of St. David’s, the Dean
i of Westministers Arvchdeacons Sinclair, Hale, Burney, and Denison; Vice-
¥ Chancellor Sir W. I, Wood; Revs. Dr. Irons, Dr. Hessey, Ur. Jolf, Principal
of King's College; Ilon. and Rov. R, Liddell; Revs. R. E. Auriol, C. V.
Page, D. Moore, E. Garbett; Hon. F. Lyon, ALL., Mr, Maxwell Close, M.D.,
. Captain Govdon, M.P., Mr., H. Ker Soymer, M.P,, Mr. Kekewich, M.P.,
, Mr. Beresford Hope, Mr. J. C. Colquhoun, Mr. Roundell Palmer, Q C., Mr.
Whatcley, Q. C, &o. In the body of the room there was a considorable
! number of ladics.

The Deax or WesTstssteR opened the proceedings with prayer.

The Cuamnmay, i calhing attention to tho purpose fur wineh thoy wero
met, obsersed that, although it was zcarcely possible tu suppose that all
who cotposed that crowded mecting could bLe of one mind or ono vpinion
with regard to the various aspects i which the questuon of marnago with a
Jdeceased nife’s sister might be viewed and cousidered, he might assume that
they were all influenced in their attendance by one comnnon object—an
object of tho greatest social importance, nud avolsing results of the most
momentous consequences—viz., the preservation of the law of marnage as
it now stood.  As they were wll no doubt aware, tho mecting had been called
together in conseyuence of tho action which he was sorry to see was stiil

. going on year after year by an orgamsation promoted by & small body of
. persons a8 its originators and founders, but which, 1f unchecked, might un-
happily extend 1ts bancful influcnce through tho large an.. important masses
,of the community. They were met to show that the peoplo of England
were determined, by God's help, to maintan the law by which tho purity
.of family life was protected. It would not become him, in the presenco of
su many gentlemen of great ability and such intimate knowledge of all tho
. bearings of tho subject, to detain the mecting with any leugthencd remarks;
he would meroly touch upon the principal or salient points involved in the
. question at issue, and leave tho elicitation of further details to those who

had consented to propose and support the resolutions. Thoy must all admit
| that the question was to be viewed in two aspects—tho ono Scriptural and
;i religious, thoe other social and economio. It scemed to him strange that tho
\ advocates fur the repeal of the marnage law of Eugland as it nuw stood
y should'ventuce to take Scripture for thewr warrant, Lecauso a fair aad im-
, partial view of the Soriptures showed clearly that if such unions a3 thos?
. Who desired to maintain the law folt to be repugnant to tho best feclings of
society wero not actuslly forbwdden in express terms, there was more than
sufficient of implication even in the Old Testament to gatisfy any reasonable
mind that'it was not only marriages of consanguinity that were forbidden,
but marriages of affinity likewise. And even if there was a supposcd per-
|| mission given by implication to the ancient peoplo of God to contract such
mearriages, ho Jenied that that implied permission would be biadisg on us
p Christians. It must be borne in mind that the dispensation under which the
o Jewish Church was placed was of & lower character than that upon which
s our blessed Saviour had raised tho Chnistian Church. conscquently wo
o found suany thiogs permitted by smplication so the Jewish Church, from the
absence of any cxpress prohibition to the cuntrary, which under no circam-
stances could be allowed ar tolerated amongst christinns. Take polygamy
. itself—there was no probibition, on the couutrary, thero wero passages in
., the 01d Testament which might almust bo taken as a warrant for the practico,
» et no une would protend tu argue that pulygamy was tu be permitted in o
,, christian commuuity, muca less that it was snactivned by the law of God.
. Again, there was suicide. Nothing in the Scriptures of the Old Testament
i forbad suicide, yot we all know that if o man fell by his own hand Le com-
"mitted a crimo which tho law of the land and tho sense of socicty stamped
a3 one of tho decpest character. Bat, on the othor hand, ¢very patient and

W
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. pragerful investigator of the chmstian law would find that by unplication

|

there were ample indications ia the Old Testament that marnisges of tho
nature cuntemplated by the advocates of a ohange 1n our marniago law were
displeasing in the sight of God; that the near cpproach of consunguinity



