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which declares in effeet the childron of
such mnrviages  ave bastards in England
on queations of inheritanen of read prop
orty riul the nnhappy conneqmensos con-
tingent upon mieh a stato of things to
childven yet wnborn, 1 may itin juat
{m:«ihln a diffment opinion might have
won arvived at, T will now yead Lord
Reoughnm (son Hansand,  Hnglish, 1877,
pp HITH and 1176) in nqum\'h of opin:
onx ontertained in England of the law of
the Bpive, ax it innt the prosent day,
when applied to  the in\hwimmm of
children of mavvinge by a widowor with
hix doconsed wifo's sistor in uny of the
Colopind pesseasiony of Great Britain: and
in Canada, notwithstanding, by the Novth
Amerien Ao, thin Dominion i authorised
throwgh hee Dominion Parlinment to doal
withthelaw of marriagemaddivoree, Taord
Rrougham said:
** One should aay that nothing ean oe wisre
- preguant with ineoavenionoe, nay, that nothing
can lead to conaequencen more strange in statas
ment thar a doctrine which sots out with
“anxuming logitimaey to be not a personal status,

. but a velation to the several countriea in which,

vights ave clyimed, and indeed to  the nature
of different vights, That n man may he bastand
in one countey and legitimate in another sooms
of itxell » atvong position to atlivm, but wmore
mtageering when it is followed up by thin other
= that in onoand the same counntry, he in to
be veganded as bastand when ke comes inte
Conrd to claiim an estate in land, and logitimate
whet he vegarts to another ta obtain personal
succosdon 1onay, that the sane Court of
Fauity (when the roal ostate happens to bo
tmpre s wath s ferst) st view him as hoth
bastand and logitimate in reapact toa stecomion
to the same estate”
tuow, Meo Speaker, propose  to read
opinins ot sovernl sminent authorition of
the  Protestant Chureh, on the measure
having for its object legalising the wmae
vinge of a man with the sister of his
deceased wife. D Benjamin Franklin
oAV

*Fhave never heard upon what prinsiple of
policy the law was made, prohibiting the mar.
viage of 2 man with his wife's sister, nor have 1
over been abile to conjesture any political in-
convenicnee  that might have been fouud in
sich marviages, or  to conceive of any moral
turpitude in them.”
To arvive intelligently at the opinion of
the Rev, Johu Wesley, T will read an
extract of the tract written on this sub-
Joet by John Fry, a gentleman of distin-
guished lesarning :

* Suppose a man had marvied a virtnous
woman, every way fit for him, with whom he

) r
lived happily until it pleased (lod to take her
off by death, lmwinf‘ him & widower with
young children, and hip cirowinetancen such as
made it fit for b to warry again, and his
deceared wife had & maldon sister much like
heraclf, and, therefure, on all asseunts fit for
him, who, an acoount of his kind and obligin
hehaviour to her siater, had coneetved wo good
an _opision of hiw, and aneh fondnens for hin
children s ongaged hoereonsent to supply her
niatey's Ylm‘o. ('An any roanonable person say
it would not be tit for him to marey ber,”
The Housewwill obacrve the Rev. John
Wealoy approves  of the views of M,
Fry, by the oxtract which 1 will now
vead {rom a lotter  addioused  to his
feiend by Mr. Wealey @

*CThis fa the boat teaet T have over tead en
thin anbjeet, T auppose it in the beat $hat ia
extant.”

The opinions of the Baptist ministers in
London are thus given ;-

“ I'n the judgmont of the Board, the marriage
of & widowoer with the aister of hin doecessed
wife inseripturally Inwful, and u\\ght not to bo
prohibited by huwman legiclation,” Resolution
of the Board of Baptist Ministers in London
and Woestminater,

Lord Macaulay writes to the Secrotary of
the Board of Baptist Ministors

[ aw tealy glad to tind that my opinion on
the rubjoet of tho Marvinge Bill agrees with
that of the twost vespectabla budy in whoeso
name you write,” .

Rov. Dr, Chalmers says

“ Ao verne 18 of Leviticus  xvili,  the pro-
hibition is only wgainst mareying tho wifo's
dater  during the lifetime of the tirat wife,
which of itself implies liberty to marry the
sistor aft-v hor death.” _

Dr. Adler, the Chief Rabli of the Jews
in the British Dominiony, gnve the follow.
il\j: evidence ;-

1 s not nnlf’ not considered an prohibited,

bt it ix distinetly understood to he permitted ;
that on thia point neither the Divine law, nor
the Rabbis, nor histovieal Judaam, leaves room
for the least doubt. 1 can only reitorato my
former assertions, that all sophistry muat split
on the clear and unequivacal words, Loviticus
xviit, 18, in her lifetime,™

The following ix  from the specch of
Lord Francis Egeeton, in the House of
Comnmons: -

*In 18335, a most important Statute had heen
passed by that House under somowhat peculiar
cireumstances, and he might also say of haate
and want of due deliboration, matorially affoct-
ing & portion of the marriago laws of this coun-
try (Eogland). In this caso the voice of
Heaven was silent, and that of man had boen
givon with hesitation and coofusion of uttorance
that deprived it of its due authority.”




