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COiNCI.RNiN%'- INNjO -I7OjWS.

11Y KNOXONIAN.

"'That al an innovation," says aur conservntive
fricnd, wvin n>' change is propnsel, -strct lie geiier-
ally %ays it %vitl the air of a nan %wlni feel.; certain lic
has scttled tic anatter Weil, su.pj>osing it iq 'iour
farst baby %vas an inniovation. Wcbter dcfiuacs ana
innovation tu ltIl "Change mnade hy tue introduction
ai soiaieîiing new " Ever>' iaw, rtsîtnm, rite and
prnrtire in existence wis an innov'ation whcaa first in-
troduccd. 'rîuc vc ry custoans tiant ext reirlcy con %rva-
tive peoplec ding in so tcnarcusiy were nt one tiano
innoavations. rlaat whicli the>' figiat for niov becauso
it is catid, was fotaglit ag.r/n.c years ngo b>' the saine
kind ofipeopile because it wvas neîv. The innovations
ai anc century becoanc the god ciai tiaings ai the next.
It is'a littie porpiexing that tîme saine class ai people
shouid donounace a chanage wlien mnade and not very
long aftcrtvnrds faght for the thing changeai. Sucia a
pracedure would almost tend ane ta bciievc tiant the
nicrits ai the question are nlot taken into accouant and
tiaat ancre age is tue anly tiaing considcred. Now a
custom is nat necessaril>' gond, simpl>' herause it is
aid. Drinking custonis are oid. Profante swearing is
an aid customi. It is a long aine since amets began ta
client. Lying begans soan aller the rotion. Sin in
aliunded forins is aid. Satan is aid. Anaid custani
is not necessarily gond n>' more tiaan an aid mnt is
nc'ssarily gaod. Saine aid tien arc terrib>' wicked.

Ever>' atan that evor did anything conspicuausiy
gaod for Gad or humanity inigit be claargcd witla in-
troducing innovations. *l'le Pricsts ai Baal niaght
have .ccused Elijah for introducing innovations an
Mouant Carmnel. Tho fi;e test uvas certainl>' a ncw
thing. Dani sigured as an innovator iii labylon.
Evor>' proptet or priest or king that broke up a sys-
teni af idalnti>' aiglit have been clîargcdl iitla innova-
tion. Pct's sermion on the day ai Ilenteost %vas a
decidcd innovation. Ne preaclier in jerusaleni evor
deiivered a sermon likec that Meore. Thc Tweivc in-
troduced an innovation wlien the>' asked the Claurch
ta eicct deacans. rThe ci>' agan3t tue foundsers ai
Christianity everywhere -and aiways %'as that tho>'
were ovcrturaing est-iblished rites and customs. That
cry was put in a condcnsedl forn tvhcn the>' wcre
charged withi turnîng the warld upsado dawn. Tura-
ing the warld upsado down as an extensive and rather
startliiig innovation.

Martin Luther vas an innaî'atar. Sa was jolin
Knox. Sa %vas John Wecsley. Dr. George Lesie
Mlackay introduccdl some inniovations an Formosa.

Nawv wo think îvc hecar some gaod mati sa>': *1 h
tlacre :s no analagy betwcen thoso cases and the case
af a inan wlio wishcs ta niake chaanges an tîmose modemr
tites» WVeil, ive admît the comparason doos flot go
un ail fours, but wc doa masi eaîphatacally assoit tiat
it is good an anc particular . i shows thai ta shout
"linnovation > proves noîhang an regard ta any gavon
question. An>' prapascd change sisaulci bc con si dered
un its mniets and tnercty ta say *innovation -us te sa>'
nothing.

The uatter cmpîaness ai the ci>' about innovations
nia> be sean an anothor way. Raiswuays are innova-
taons, steazuiboats are annovations, telegraph alios are
innoizations, pranting presses and reaping machines
are innovations, cont ail lamps are annovations, the
ciectrac light as an annovataion, daîl>' ncwvspapurs are an
innovation, amprovements ai ail kands art innovations
when introduced. WVo lave aniong innovations, work
waîh innovatians, maiko mono>' oui ai innavat.ons, en-
jo>' innovations, and uvouid ledl that many ai the coin-
farts ai lie werc waîladrawn if the annovations were
remaved and uvo wcrc lorccd back ta tît old stanieai
tbings. 0f course people wuha are panclicd a laidle b>'
an>' improvemeint are apt ta cry out against the inno.
vaion. The proprietar ai a line ai stagc coaches
neyer lakes ta lient Uic whistic of the locomotive. A
manufacturer af talioný candirs as of coaurse opposed
ta gas, and tho gas companaies arc neiaan lave wath
thtietns: light. A mian who solîs îvhaskcy thînks
the Scott Act a niosi autrageous innovatian. Riel
na>' came ta the conclusion anc ai thest da>'s that
the Gatling gain as a ver>' dangorous )s ankce innova-
tion. -He nia>' even canclude that finng fificen bian-
dred shoîs aý mirîc ai him is ulta . ir£., t4noitu-
ionai, incomptIcnt, an anterfcrcn-Lc %uah his raghts,
and a lot af ather thangs. But Rici ib not dic raght

mani ta Judge af -sucl nintters. When the material
imiprovements nientlanedl were lntraduced somebady
aiways sbouted 1«innovation," wvhicli proves, not tliat
needless and useless clîangts are good, but the moe
cry aof I nnovation," in and of itseif, is no reasan wiay
a proposedl change shauld tant be matie.

Over against the vea-y canservative people îvho con.
tend ngninst nny change, noa mattcr what its merits,
there ias anothcr class, equally unreasonable and far
more dnngeraus-thie class who want to change every-
rlaing. *rlay figit ngainst cvcrytiaing aid just as thc
athers figlit agaanst uvorythaing ncw, and witli just as
littie reason. The>' nover look at an oid institution
wathout feeling a burnang destre ta pull it alown. They
clamnour everiastingiy for change, just for the sakc of
change. Thcy amc uncasy, mreses and dangerous.
It gives themi great deliglit ta provc that their fatiiers
%verse fots and tliir g-andiathers asstcs,-propositions
tho truth af which %ve inight airnost infer froin the
chnracter of the progeny. It grieves these people
very much that we can't have a new sun every day
and a ncw moon evcry night. They want a new
Bie, and now standards, and a new church, a new

%vay af salvation, and a new minister, and now etiers
and new managers, «and new Sabbath school olffcers,
-and if they wouid tell the truth most ofithen want a
newv God. This iast nientioncd want is probabiy the
parent cf ail the other wants. If they evcr get ta
hacaven, which is radier doubtfüi, uanless grcatly
changed, they won't bc thiere any time until they begin
to clameur for changes. As between these people
-and the people wha oppose every change thce is flot
nauch ta chooso. Prabab>' the people wlîo cry "lin-
novation" are the safor af the twa. The right course
lies betwccn these extremes. A praposed change
should bc c-xamined on its merits. The maiti ques-
tion is flot . lIs it aid or is it new?"i but IIIs it on thc
whoic the bcst thing ta do now and here?"' What a
world af trouble wvouid bc savcdl if cvcrybody kcpt this
very ceentary qucstion before his tratai 1

MJARRIAGE AFFINITY.

MLIp EDiToR-1 ar nflt bettei pleased with Dr.
.NcKniglàt*s exegcsis of Lev. xiviii. 16 thans with the:
textual translation of Lev. xviii. 18 and the argument
founded open at. The Principal says: "Disd the
Mosaîc .aw prohibit the marriage of a dccased
brothcr's wife ? It as cammanly suppased ahat thîs as
the nieai.ing af Lev. xviii. 16. 1 believe the supposi-
tion as incorrect." And then hie goes on ta prove that
it only prahibais sexuant antercaurse with a living
brother's wifé, or marriage %vith hier shouid she be di-
vorced, and that it dots not appiy ta inarriage with a
decasedt brother's wife ai ali. He says there «ire de-
hinitc rcasoris for holding that deccascd brother's wvile
as flot referred ta in the verse. 1 cannot accept this
view ai Lev. xviii. s6 " lThou shalt flot uncover thc
nakcedness af tii> brothcr's wafe; is as thy brothcr's
nakednacss." The ioilowing arcay reasans:

a. 1 fei cursous ta kno% îwhether Dr. 14cKnight
would appi>' the samne cnticism ta Lev. xviii. 8, "The
nakedness cf thy broîhcr's wafe shait thau not uncover -
at as thy father's nakednessY" In the Hebrew verse 8
as adenticai %vath verse :,nua'smuland* s. In ather
words. if the terni IIthy father " in the ane, bc appied
ta the terni Ilthy brother" a n the oather, they shail
coancade and bc equal an ever>' respect; like two lines
which caincide at two points, thcy coincade altagether.

And shauid the Principal appiy the saine criticism
ta verse 8 by which ho interprets verse 16, thon 1 shauld
foot curiaus ta know how bie wouid prove that the
father ai the iniserable Carinthian ivho violatcd verse
8 ivas living nt the timet ai the oflence. For if lie
werc flot living at the aime ofithe offience, was flot Paul
a littlc toa rash in admînistering ta the offender such
a lieavy and scathing denuinciatian and in ordering
such scvcre discipline. (a Car. v. 1-5.)

2. 1 flnd seven prahibitory iaws in a group in Lev.
>aiii., prcfac.cd by soienin dcclarations concerning the
dil, anc authonty b>' wbicb Uic> are promuigated, and
foilowcd by terrible %varnings derivedl froni the fate af
the Canaanitish ni*ations that had paiuted and de-
graded theniselves b>' the sins which these iaws pro-
bit. Dr. McKnight wcl says that the subjoct Ilis

not specially attractive." The seven laws are i
(a) The law af inccst, verse 6-7 ; (45) the iaw ai

polygana>, verse 8 , the law of teremonial separa-
cson fur unc.icanness, voîse- t i9 td) the law af adultcry,
verse 2o, i c the law ai humais sacrifices, verse 2à ;

(f)the iatv af sodoniy, verse 22 ; (g) the iaw af bestia.
lity, verse 23.

Ail these iaws ame br.sed tapon thc common Idea
af the vileness and unsnturalness af the sins wiaich
they prahibit. Tmeso sans tire very vile and odlalus,
and1, thorciore, qulte repugnaait ta the hoiy nature cf
tîte divine Legislatar. Violations ai tîtese laws.are so
vite and uannastural and disgusting tint even tue light
af nature, apart froni nny specaiei revealedl iegislataon,
aught ta doter people frein caminiitting tiom. It as
an this principie, 1 think, that wc -,ait renlize rte
justice ai the doutitai of tc offcnding nations, whitse
fate wits made a beacan ta the chidrent ai lsracl.
And if the liglit ai nature niakes the breakers ai theso
laîvs inexcusable, how aggrnvatcd as tue sin af men
îvho, undor thc fulil blaze ai Gospel liglît, lamnper witia
thiacni

But, besides being grounded an the commun idea
af vileness and repugnance ta hlaoisiess, seaie ai tlaese
iaws are aise basedl an specific grounds ai iacir ownm.
For instance, the specifisc graund ai thae lav of incest is
natar kinship, or rolnîionsiiip witlîin spccifiad degrees
ai consanguinity and affinity; and the speciflo ground of
the iaw ai poiygamny is vexation ta tic first «and tue law-
fui wic whose rights are viaoiated by tue introduction
ai a second wife within the famiy aloffiain. Twvo
lucens cannot live an pence wvîtia the same bee-hive,

noîthor cati two ivoirnen lave in pence an a. bigainous
or polygnînous state, if thecir minds have been enligla-
tened by the truth ai God. Ignorance, lacatiacti en-
viranments and hardness ofi heart, may sa far darkcn
the intellect and crush the naturzil feelings af a
woman that she may endeavour ta content herseif ta
live in such a state. Ilut iishcis cnlîghtened sie will
be voxed ; yen, are, if sise is cnliglitencd site wvill
nat talerate, it.

The a6th verso is part and parcci ai the law ai incest.
The declaratian ai the groundaio this law in verso 6
appiies ta bath kinds ai reiationsbips ; nar is there
anything said in the body ai the iaw, in cannectian
îvith the spccifiod degres that came under the
prohibition, ta iimit or modify the praohibition. Non
piainly, the force ai the prohibition within the con-
sanguincaus degrees is such that the>' canstitute
a bar ta marriage forever. A man must neyer
marry bis sister or bis dauglater or bis daughteris
daughter. Nobody disputes thas. There are aise samo
degrees ai affinat>' about whicb, 1 suppose, thore as no
dispute. A mian niust nevor rnarry bis fatbor's %vafe
,v!rse 8) ; nor mn>' a mani ever inarry the wife ai his
fathcr's brother (verse 14); for may a man ever
inarry his daughter-in-law, whether bis son is living
or dead. There is no limitation cantcndedl for in
those cases. Now, I ask whcec is the warrant for
suggesting or contcnding for a limitation ai the fortc
ofithe prohibition regarding a brother*â wiie? 11ere
is nothing ini Lev. xviii. ta warrant an>' such iimtataon.
Dr. 'McKnight says that the expression, 'B it is thy
brather's nakediness," requires the limitation ai the
prohibition ta the liietime of thc brother. But the
sanie reason is assigned for tc prohibition in verse
14. The violation afiat is the uncoveringaiîthe Inatiers
brotlacr's nakedn.-qss and the saine reason is assigncd
in verse 8 aise, Ilit is thy ither's nakedness.'

3. As ta that part ai the Doctar's argument which
hoe foundis an the levirate law, 1 sec no force at ait
an it, and I tbink fcw, if an>', ivili be anfluenced by ai.

4. Should an>' anc say that the terni "lwife I in the
aôth verse indacates that tho prohibition must belimatcd
tu the lietaîne ai bier hu-sband, lae must again bc re-
fcrred ta verse z;, wherc t. phrascoiogy is the sanse,
and where no limitation miust bc allowcad. But thas
as not al]. It cati be shown that the cmpioymcnt ai
the terni Ilwiic' liteis quite in accordance with the
u.ruir ogucnd:oaithe Hebrcw. When a wman bas be-
came the wafc af a man, b>' Hebrcw usage, site con-
tinues ta be always spaken of as tlat mian's wife.
Rutha iv. 5---"Then, saisi Boaz, %vitat day tou buycst
tho field at the band af Naomi, thou must aise bu' it of
Ruth the Moabitess, Uic îvifc (cibelh, ai the dead, ta
raiso up thz naine ai the ':ad tapon bas inhcrstn--c.
Verse 10-B' Mareover, Ruth the Moabatcss, the wile
(esliels) ai Mahtion, have 1 purcbased ta be ni' if.
She is still calied the wvifc oi Mation, auad %vil], in He-
brew usage, bc the wific ai Mablon aftcr site bas aise
beconie thc.wife ai JBoaz z Sami. xxvii. 3-" And David
dweit with Achish, at Gathleand hismncn, cvcry man
witb bis hauschold, even David an'd bis two n;%c!,
Alaiavam thej ezr.celitcss, and Abigail thc Carmeiîc.,
Nabal's wafe." iýE hth Nabal.) Sec aise Gens. xxxviii.


