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tary dispositions is well ridiculed in an old
quzvltrain which I have carried in my meinory
for sowe years :
“In the name of God, amen :

My feather-bed to my wife, Jen :

Also my carpenter’s'saw and hammer ;

Until she marries ; then, God damn her

Only one degree less mean is the habit of

wreaking posthumous vengeance on a disobe.
dient child by “cutting him off with a shilling.”
One may possibly be excused for a hasty act
of this sort, but when the deliberate judgment
approves it and lets it stand, it argues a screw
loose in the testator’s moral machinery. While
he is writing or reading the good words at the
commencement of his will, why does he not
recall sundry expressions of scripture: “ Let
not the sun go down upon my wrath ;7 “He
that hath no rule over his own spirit, is like a
city that is broken down and without wallg 3
**Vengeance is mine, I will repay, saith the
Lord ¥ Undoubtedly cases occur where chil-
dren prove permanently unworthy of parental
benefaction. But I am speaking of the com-
mon cases, as, for example, where a daughter
marries a man whom her father dislikes. Such
& one came to me once to have his will drawn,
or rather a man who proposed to cut his son
off because he had married a woman whom
the father did not approve. The old man was
a plain farmer, who, when I asked his reason
for this course, replied: Well, I haint got
nothing again the gal partikler, only she’s g
schoolmarm.” “ Well, what of that?® « Why,
she don’t know nothing about housekeeping 1"
It was evident that it might have been bene-
ficial to the old man if e had fallen in with a
schoolmarm in his young days. What a world
this would be, now, if children were compelled
to marry as their parents should dictate!
How much it would add to conjugal fidelity
and happiness! Look at France, where such
marriages are substantially the rule, [t would
become necessary to erect a divorce court at
once, with a large number of judges, to relieve
each other. Another frequent excuse for dis-
herison, is moral misconduct of a child, espe.
cially of a daughter. Fathers ought to be
extremely deliberate in such a decision, If
Christ could pardon Magdalen, a father may
pardon his erring daughtcr. Especially when
he cannot say that her straying is not the re-
sult of inherited passions or of defective mora]
teaching. * Let him that is without sin among
you cast the first stone.” How humiliateq
ought such a father to feel, when perhaps he
is in the habit of sinning, under the prompt.
ings of s passions, every month of his life |
During the prevalence of negro slavery in thig
country, I noticed that the men who were the
most fearful of the consequences of “ amalga-
mation ” and loudest in their denunciations of
it, were usually those who held the closest
associations with females of African descent,
So, I believe, the men who are the most * sen-
sitive” about the honor of their wives and
daughters, and most apt to go temporarily
crazy, and shoot people, are those who prac-

tically have least regard for the honor of other
men's wives and daughters.

Even when a man has no claims of family
upon him, he can hardly be content with
waking good gifts in secret; he must proclaim
them. ~ An amusing instance of 3 man’s pride
and piety living after him may be found in
Downing v. Marshall, 23 New York, 336.
This was an action to obtain a construction of
a will.  The testator, an excellent and pious
man, was a manufacturer of cotton goods, on
whose adventures the Lord had smiled, and
whose wealth consequently loomed up in large
proportions. Being one of the earliest and
most extensive manufacturers in the country,
and justly proud of his material success, and
being also childless and without kin on this
side of the ocean, he resolved at once to per-
petuate his name and commermorate that libb-
rality toward charitable and religious objects
for which he had always been remarkable., So,
with the help of an attorney, he concocted and
left behind him, as a beneficial fund for half a
score of lawyers, one of the most singular wills
thatit ever enteredinto the heart of man to con.
ceive. His scheme was, in a word, to have his
executors carry on his manufacturing business
for the benefit of religious and charitable corpo-
rations! He left his manufacturing establish-
ment to his executors in trust to carry on.the
same and divide the ‘profits in certain propor-
tions between the American Tract Society, the
American Home Missionary Society, the Ames
rican Bible Society, and ‘the Marshall Infir-
mary, the latter being a hospital which he had
founded. But the architects of this remark-
able scheme had heard that it was against our
laws to tie up property for more than two
lives, and go they provided that the trasts
were to continue during the lives of two young
men named in the will, and on their death the
property was to be sold, and the proceeds
were to be divided in the like proportion
among the same beneficiaries. The court beld
the trust void, and that the estate descended
to the next of kin, subject to the dircction to
sell and divide on the falling of the two lives,
The court in effect decided that the business
of the religious societics was the printing of
tracts and Bibles, and not of cotton cloths ;
even religious pocket handkerchiefs, caleulated
for the meridian and intelligence of heathen-
dom, would not answer. The Home Mission-
ary Séciety, being unincorporated, did not
participate in the benefits of the will in any
degree. Tt took eight years and cost $50,000
to establish the legal meaning of the will,
which was a very different meaning from what
the testator intended, Perhaps the result was
designed by Providence as a rebuke, for the
scheme which the testator had contrived to
minister to his vanity, by carrying on his i
manufacturing establishment as long as legally
possible after his death, was frustrated, while
the purely benevolent objects alone were effect-
ed. His trust in Providence was approved; his
trust in man was held void under the statute.

(To be continued.)



