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of literary poison. The common schools will = Synod not given forth its decision of unwaver-

roduce readers, theso readers must have binoks,

minortal eouls thus trained by our common
and bigh rchiool education, need just such reli
gious liberature as our Board supplies, to it
them for ueefulness and happiness here, and
for glory, hunour, and iminortality hereafter.
We wish to give them, as companions, such
men as Howe, Buayan, Chalmers, McCheyne,
Nelson, Baxter, and the Christian Pocts, and
Philosophers, Wo wonld fill the suck with
wheat, so that there may be little or noraon
for the chaff. We would tench the rising race
to detect the poison sv a8 to aveid it, or if per.
ehance they may ewallow it, we would put
them in pomession of the antidotes, And
this admits of no delay, since we have not
men or means to preach the gospel orally
to all who wish to hear us, and as we
cannot visit as ministers or missionaries,
all the erring, the outcasts, the despond.
ing, the anxious ,enquirers, the lu.:r(:m-ed
the sick, the dying—who would willingly
welcome us—we desire to send for the hundreds
of Daxters, and Bunyan and Howes, and
Nelsons, and John Angell Jameses, a.nd husts of
ether “good men and true,” wllo. will silently
eupply our lack of service, and itmay be per-
form thatservice better, than we could perform
itourselves.

But can the Church do this? 1s she able to
afford it? Let the feeble efforts of the past
two or three years predict what muy bedone
by more vigorous and united efforts in the
future. Past efforts have been wonderful, cir-
eumscribied, locally at Jeast. Hamilton assumed
slmost the entire burden, and has bad the
honour of bearing it—with most exemplary
patience. Before the Church generally assumed
any responsibility in this matter, we are infor-
med thatthe Hamilton Presbytery prosecuted
the work of Colportage during fourteen
months, andin that period sold some six or
seven  busdred  pounds worth of Looks,
and at the end of the period instead of
being a luser, was a gainer in a pecuniary
sense of a few pounds at least, Immedia.
toly before the present commercial crisis, Mr.
Armstropg the Colporteur was down here
threv weeks, and sold as he usually does in
good times at the rate of £10 worth of Books

per weck, being on an average 68 3d. for each.

family vieited, Thie hehas done elsewhere,
and when visiting the same localities in about
ayear afterwards has sold on the second visit
to the sameamount, With sales sueh as these,
the church can ben~ loserin a pecuniary
sense. In the present scarcity of money we
must Dot expect colportage to pay its own
expenses.  Lnt this state of nffuirs isthe excep-
exception to the general rule. But is the
church to take a cold ;ommercial view of this
great scheme of Chtistian plulamthopy? Surely
mot. Qur Colporteurs are not mere Look-
venders, See Armstrong with his Pocket
Bible and tracts, in happy medio between the
eirca sacraand in sacris. e sellsand is not re.
garded as worldly-minded ; he conversesreligi-
ouily, exhorts, and praye, where he visits,and
all this isnot regarded asinconsistent with the
secular part of his calling, Such a man is
valuable as a missionary. 1fsuch & man should
eost the church a hundred poundsa year, it
would be well spent money, Give us half-a.
dozen of Armstrong corporteurs, to visit all our
Presbyteries, and the Book Board will empty,
and £ill again, and pay iteelf, and bless the
ehurch and the whole comunmity.
McK,
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IS IT RIGHT TO MARRY A DECEASED
WIFE'S SISTER ?

Why open this nes!.-i-;n in the Record? 1Is
the question not clearly answered in the nega.
tive, by the staadards of the Church? Has

|

ing, determined adherenee to thote principtes
of the Confession of Faith, which apply to this
guestiont  And, dues not thut Synodical de-
cision, moreover, declare that these priuciples
are of divine authority 2 What more, then,
can be reasonably required in answer to the
question ? .

(Courtcous reader, bear with the writer for
a little, while he reminds you, that, some—
perhaps not a few—of the readers of the
Record never read, or even saw the Stand-
ards of the Church, and perhaps do not even
know what the Standards of the Church are;
never saw the decision of the Synod, or per-
haps never heard of such a declsion having bicen
comne to; do not know what those principles
referred to are; or if they know the princi-
ples, cannot sce reason for regarding them as
of divine authority. The writer speaks ad-
visedly when he speaks thua,  Let him also
assure you that lie has no special liking for
this question, and claims no extra alility to
discuss it.  He shall be very agreeably mis.
taken if he do not, by thus uttering his con-
victions, give offence, especinlly to certain
partics  whose fricndship he very highly
esteems, and who are decply and personally
interested in this guestion. = le has waited
Jong, but waited in vain, for some abler pen
to perform this disagreeable task: and it is
only beeause he knowaand feels thut something
inore than our Synodical decision is required
to give light on this question, and to carr;
the conviction to some minds that the princt-
ples by which the church is guided in it are
of divine authority.

It would be presumption, however, in the
writer to imagine that he could advance any
mew idea on & subject so old, and which has
been so fully and so frequently dlscussed, es-
Ecc‘xally in the Fatherlund and the United
States: and it would Lea want of candourand
of gratitude if he did not acknowledge, that
for any information he possesses on this ques-
tion, he is more indebted to a book entitled,
“The Marriage Aflinity Question,” written by
Prof, Gibson of Glasgow, thanto any other
source—a bouk which contains, perhaps, all
that ean e said pro and con., and from which
the materials of a dozen articles like the pres-
ent could with little trouble be extracted. {‘rof.
Gibson, however, writes for men who under-
stand Latin, Greek, and Hebrew: this article
is written for no such readers; but for the
people—or rather for that rortion of the peo-
ple, amoung the readers of the Record, who do
not possess and who could not appreciate the
learned Doctor’s rich mental and theological
sabulum,  The Professor, however, cannot be
reld responsible for this article, or for any-
thing in 1t, unless it be directly attributed to
him,

Is it right to marry a deceased wife's sister ?
Some say yea—others say nay—whilst a third
class of respondents, and by far the most nu-
merous, while apposed in sentiment to such a
marringe, confess that they cannot give
« chapter and verse” from the Bible for such
opposition,

The Synod of the Presbyterian Church of
Canada, durinz its Session at London, C. W.,
in June, 1856, 1 14 this question brought before
its notice; and  ichout discussion, a«]optcd the
following delivei ance, namely :=—*The Synod
havisg no doubtful opinion, as to the confor-
mity with the Sacred Scripture, of the princi-
ples luid down in our Church Standards, on
the Law of Marriage, and especially touching
the degrees of affinity, within which Marriage
is forbidden by the Divine Law, enjoin on
Presbyteries to earry out those recognised
principles, as s rule of guidance in dealing
with practical questions of Church-fellowalip,
in this particular.”

For this deliverance the writer is thankfuj,
and he endorses it with all bis heart,

Let us leok now nt “the principles laid
down in eur Church Standards,” so ns to com-
Yrchcnd wliat the Synod meuns, ‘The Chureh

1as severn] Standards to guide 5t in discipline,

but we presume the Synod refers particularly
to **The Confession of Faith,” the 24th chapter
and 4th Section, where the following words
oceur, namely .—* Marringe ougln. not 10 come
within the degrees of consanguinity or affinity
forbidden inthe word; nour can such incestuous
marriages ever be made lawful under any law
of man, or consent of parties, so as thote per-
sons may live together as man and wife. ‘Lhe
man may not marry any of his wife’s kindred
nearer o{l)lood than he may of his own, nor
the woman of her hushand’s kindred nearer of
blood than of her own.”

Let us illustrate this last sentence by saying,
that, thercfore as s man must not marry his
own sister eo he is forbidden here to marry
his sister-inJaw; and a8 a woman must not
marey her own brother, so sheis forbidden here
tomarry her brother-in-law, Itis to these two
kinds of relationship that the previous words
refer—consanguinity, relationship by blood;
and affinity, relationship by marrage,

But, are these prineiples of the Confession of
Faith sanetioned Ly divine authority ¢ It is
evidently a question of morality, and we must
therefore appeal to the Bible and the Bible
alone for a decision. If the principles referred
to are of divine authority, we expect to find
them in the Word of God.

We shall not wait to talk to that free think-
ing kind of man who would come to a decision
of this question by the light of nature, or of
the natural conseience. We do not despise the
light of nature even in this question, " But as
we do not eare for candle-light when there is
good sun-shine, 60 we cannot be detained at
present with the light of nature when we bave
the better light of the Bible, Weare afrnid
that such free-thinking men bring themselves
under that condemnation of which the Saviour
speaks :—** This is the condemnation that light
has come into the world and men loved dark-
ness rather thanlight, because their deeds were
evil.” In the first chapter of the Epistle to the
Romans we have a very sad picture of the hea-
then, who havingleft the light of revelation to
guide them in morals, are guided by the light
of nature. Truly the light that is in them is
darkness.  ““ Qur feclings aro very bad coun-
sellors in matters of morality.”

But whilst just about to open the Bible, there
comes to view another man with anethershade
of free thinking, and of a more subtle deserip-
tion, He will interropt us in bis own Liand,
kindly way: for he has in many respects the
bearing of a christian gentleman, It is mather
a suspicious circumstanee, however, that he is
not fond of settling this question by an avpeal
“tothe law and to the testimony.” He says
“ Christians arc enlightened. They have an .:uc-
tion from the Holy one, and know all things,
Their conscience 13 quickened, corrected, and
rendered sensitive and intelligent; so that it
discriminates keenlly hetween right and wrong,
and gives forth holy dictates for the guidance
of the life, This is the result of regeneration—
the imparting of a new life to the soul by the
Holy Spirit—and that Holy spirit dwells, ss
ina temple, in every sonl thus regenerated.
Now, if A man thus enlightened, should sce fit,
with the concurrence of his conscicnce, to
marry a deceased sister’s hushand, it eannot be
wrong—for, such a marriage is sanctioned by
divine graee in the soul. Such people do not
need *the law and the testimony.” For, ae
the Rev. B—— of London, says, in defence
of such marriages, “Yaw is not made for such
people,—it is not necessary; they are taught
of God after another fashion ; and by the unec-
tion of the holy one,and fhe instinets, s to




