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Lord lHoughton said:

Tiat our Estaliihed (Churci should seloct
one point iof tit Canon Law, iad ettallisih an
arbitrary limit without giving any powor of
disponation was, li was sorry to say, a very
great tyranny, And one li flt conviunod tha
tise true principles <if the Church of England
did ts niction."

Mi. (kiorge AndertenI M. 'P. for Glas-
gow, in his speeh on tho Marriage Bill,
20th July, 1800, s6aid :

"l ldeniei tihat theru uxisted in cSotlandi
thating and gitertl averxion for those mar.
ringev whiii waisaillegel ti exiat."

. havi noiîiw given the i loius the Opinions
of N'viaoiiiiiiinent in en, ail inclining to
ite hlieif th l thi law of Englin<l hiu<l
im changl, to legalin< uarriago with th
ister if' a doccsed wife, tud whieh may
n <loiht iniliinuce public opinion in thii
Dominioni. Witi a vlew of eatitioning
hion. iiiiiberîcs of thim l'ouse', Ifiiiay be
pormitteidi to driw the'ir. attention to the
vious imvioýwm anitl arguminets ad uvanieýt
by tlioe wimii î1 lopiînion t ltv just rond
lin favourof10 thl i go of the lw, ati to
tiy iniitui tlin alrgittunrtt t nxpeclinniey
prepoithl'rttui. 1 iuy, in iuspport of thi
fsitn 'it, real th10 agtrit of Lordl

Cif lainîstliî i)'iinnî atu Mir sG(orge C.
Leiwis, i ard Chief Juiticn i )r'Iitna saysi

I ' th Act of 18435 hl iotorioliay failed
in its operition, if those matrriage, thigh
diis unced by tht Logislatitre, have
Ic01mie, more tin Itnîittiume , not oitly
among tii lom r ciiassen, ai lirgi 'proportion
off woimiî muisitt ever r'ema1in ign it 'of ti ex-
itn' of thii andsimilar inttirf'riinces by l w
with frudoni, but anig thi cnltivaîti,- tthe

.thlouightful, toonce tilo texemplary : if
the tigm.îîa not by the law ii noit stampul by tei
pblic opi on. ifi. t ihe einrs a' st t m tweil re.
leived asW4 befOre. AM nd rfrp afr acting
(it i jiut uviOW f criptural text, p 'orrte by
errottnieous itttorupretationis ; in such came it will
uiriely be more polititiito makte the aw con-

miatent with reson, thanut in afruitlosei deavour
to bnd r sonto arbitrary law, to vex and pr-
iecut owieriî we cannot prevent, to cursuwhoi
the Lordl iath not cursed, and defy' wiom
ie lathi not duulied."

Sir'George Corntewasll Lewis, M. P., said:

"U io tht whole, looking at the law. the

practie of foreign couitries, and the un-
wilintgn" whiici prevails in this country to
aubmuit to the present law, ho should give hie
cordialu tiast to the teuud muading of the
Bill."

Theeloqpent words of Mr. Beresford Hope,
the Atforney-General of England, and Mr.
O. Morgan, delivered in the Commons
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of England against tho passage of a Bill
introducod by Mr. KnatohbuIllçe"itin, in
1877, but not carried, to reLove the
diabilities; of inheritance in Englanrdcif
th etildreni f a man witlh the tsiter of
lis devonsed wif-, iand which I now

Iropose to read to thitts lous, i accept as
au trio index of the public opinion of old
Englatd, and a saif') guide for me in
rording y vote against tmzneatitre,'now
bofor tliut hlouse, initro>ducued Ly tie lion.
nember for Jacques (Jnrtier. Mr. Ilope

maid :

" As to the firat, it ia cnenode thait, wlsatever
may bo th atata of tho law for the purpouses of
tltroseColoniio, gntlemen who havi alliel thom.
solves with thoir wivsa' siatera in the Colonios,
will enjoy theI protoutin of asich lawsi as those
(Clonietis ansy have passet ; that, in point
of fact, clearing the questionti rf ail vceriingî and
amtbigsity, th ionly grievance, if grievance
theru is st all, is that the ofpring of those
alliances willt snt inherit property under in.
testacy or aettloment, nor succeud to titlos in
Englanl. That in the grievance on the cide of
th Colony. The grievance on our (Englan'd's)
sido is imucli broader, s amnre rual nce ;shall or
shall not i or any of the Colonuea havu the
riglht to fore tit iand otf the Mothe(r Country ?
8lil we or uisall we net put tho marringc lawa
with all thou great and delicato qienstinas
which ruin into moral, into social, and into
legal conideration; shall wue pulat all those
jiontions inuto the power of ai or any of tit
Colotiis whichl iappen to eniujoy a rponaiblo
Governument to regtulate for isa ? lathe law
to bi mde for England by Caiada or by
E;nghmtnd for EnIglanid, and by Canada for Cana-
dta? Lot me juxt tako th case of a cuplu that

ainv committud an alliance of this sort. The
ouiuu0ple havo taken a trip to Aitutrilia, and the

retur-n trip may stand for the ioneymoon.
Thuy go into ociety, andntiay tihey are a good
as anyoni ulse, and perhaps rather butter.
l'hny have been married according tu law in tho
'oy iti and iider the protection of nty lion.
friui's Bill. Well, they attempt to go into
society, and what in their position thore? No
doubt in somo quarters they would b recoived
with all the hoititours of martyrs. Elsowhere
thty would be regarded as pertons wio, for the
purpose of contracting a marriage which is not
legal n tihia country, had evaded the law of the
Motier Country by undertaking the expunse
of a voyage to une of the Colonies ; whilsit other
persons, asiritis of cintracting the identical
mtarriage, were unable to do sr fbccause their
business or their want of metins obliged thom
to romain in the United Kingdom. la that a
pleasit position for a high-mindel man or a
puru-minded woman to stand in ? But that in
what your measure would lead te. I wil
take another case, and suppose two brothers
who are successively in remainder to some
proporty or some title. Each of these bro-
thora has become a childles widower, and
each feels that the vacant chair at hie desolate
hearth might be boat filled by his sister-in law.


