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ON MARRIAGE WITH A'DEcBASED WIFES SISTER-NOTES 0F CASES.

upon Christians. The i8th chapter of Levi- contains the substance of the primitive law,ticus plainly refutes this objection, for it concerning marriage: and for their turpi-declares that the heathen nations, in breaking tude in breaking this law, in the severalthe law em-bodied therein, had become guilty details enumerated in the i8th chapter of*of heinous sin, for whîch their very .land was Leviticus, Moses declared that the land of thedefiled, and they themselves were subjected heathen was defiled. He also warned God'sto, God's judgments. people that "whosoever shall commit any ofThis leads to the unavoidable inférence that, these abominations, shall be cut off."at some earlier period, God had unmistakably I v'enture to hope that these brief sugges-revealed Ris will to the heathen nations con- tions on the Divine law of marriage, may becerning this matter, and that the law given by useful in removing the vague ideas which tooMoses was but a reiteration and reinforce- comm only prevail, on this vital question.ment of the substance of an earlier code, inl Marriage affects the welfare of human society,relation to marriage, which was binding upon because it concernis man as a m'oral andail nations. For Scripture teaches that Ilsin accountable being. If we believe that Godis the transgression of the law," $i John iii is the source of ail law, we rnust look to His4); that Ilsin is not imputed where there is precçpts to guide us, both in regard to theno law," (Rom. v. 13); and that 'Ilwhere no things we may lawfully practise, and thoseIaw is there is no transgression," (Rom. Iv. from which we must refrain.z5). It is evident, then, that the heathens 
ALPHEUs ToDD.of old feUl into their abomiriable ways in respect

to marriages by departing from a law once
given by God for their guidance.NOE 

OFCS .The precise circumnstances of this DivineNOE 0FCS.communication to the heathen are flot known PUBLISHED IN ADVANCE BY ORDER OF THE LAWto us. But it is worthy of remark that the SOCIETY.decree issued by the first Council at Jerusa-lem, as to the obligations incurred by Gen- SUPREME COURT.tile converts to Christianity, throws light upon
this question. While absolving such con- QUEBEC CASES-FEBRUARY, 1881.verts from the need of obeying the ceremo- GINGRAs v. DESILIETS ET AL.*nial law of Moses, the aposties and eiders, Daae-d /ofteCrtfjtspeakiig by the Holy Ghost, agreed that it geto h or fis
was sufficient that they should refrain from Ths w a aci n b og t y ap el tcertain objectionable practices, of which one against the late P. O. Desilets, 1the original de-was "lfornication. " This sin consists in fendant in the cause, claimning a sum of $4,oSo"lgoing after forbidder, flesh. " And the apos- damages : i st, by injurious. words, threats andtolic injunction obviously points to those false arrest ; ,2nd, by violence and woundstseven precepts given to the sons of Noah," causing the appellant to have one of bis flngers.to which Selden, Hooker, and others learned arnputated, as well as a long and excessivelywriters refer, as embodying the primitive paînful disease, to wit : the lock-jaw, which putpatriarchal religion. 0f these precepts, one hmfra ogtm nimnn agrowas specially directed, Ilagainst certain in- death, and left him crippled and with his -gern.cestousmarragé :1 (se Bp Worswotheral health gravely affected for the future.cest ous m arr age :' (se Bp W or sw o th, T he defendant appeared by bis attorney, buton Gen. ix.4 : McClintock and Strong, did not file any pléa. After taking the eviBiblical Cyclop. verbo, IlNoachian Precepts. ") dence, the Superior Court at Three Ri vr;This comnmand, it is reasonable to suppose, -in ail cases the appellants' naines appear first.


