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ýous, even though the law renders it legral, so Gentiles," should keep us from very positive
long there must continue in many minds a assertions thereon. Let it also be noted ths.t
sense of iinecurity, and a state of d-iubt in the chain of argument has no. strength beyond
man-y homes. Must that Churcli give way ? that of its weakest link. Nevertheless, the
For xny part, Il can conceive of no grreater na- Christian Church has, in general, accepted
tional calamity than that of a body of Chris- this code as its own for reasons which it
tian men taking a stand upon Christian prin- deerna sufficient, and we cordially accept the
ciple, being defeated by an unthinking ma- same, as we do very much else ini these old
jority vote of the nation of which they formn a statutes, which modern society has neglected
part. The cry against II ecclesiastical tyranny » to its hurt, and is now discovering (?) by the
inay be made Vo, do duty for a rabble whose aid of scientifie research.
only wvi1i is " down with everything." More- Wrhat says this code of marriage relations
over, let honour be given Vo men who have regarding, the marriagre in question ? Lev.
.the courage of thei.r convictions, even in the xviii. 18 must, in a brief article like this, be
face of overwhclming odds. We have too littie dismissed with only suggestive treatment.
of such moral courage that we shoulId attempt Given our English version, and the relation-
to crush those who manif est it, though they do ship is implicitly allowed by the expression
,cross our way. The brave loratius, even Ilin her lifetime," the inference being fair that
from those whose eourse he stayed, received when the prohibited limit is passed, the pro-
-admiration. Rome hailed him as its deliverer. hibition ceases. There are, however, weigtty
Again, we are not yet a nation o? agnostîcs ; considerations for accepting the rather the
some of us have no desire Vo be; we own, in rcading given in the margi, coewfeV n
our laws, moral obligation, and rest that obli- other," in which case the verse is ruled out
gation upon Vue known will o? God; therefore. fromi the consideration in hand. The passage
no legalized relation which violates the moral is one of extreme difficulty, and can hardly
law can obtain, unless we destroy ail sense of %varrant dogmatie utteranceu. The exact
righit, in which case we are in a sorry state. Herwepeso1eeVasae ieV
Stili further, we are a Christian people, not her sister," is found several times in the
Mahomedan, nom Buddhist, nor Pagan, and 1Scriptures, and elsewhere, Vranslated Ilone to,
the Scriptures of the OId and New Testa- anotean hswprf oradihr.
ments, as a whole, are the acknowledged d1 ex- her,n ths e prdef e Vo rd there.lo
ponents of Christian faith and morals. Itis, ving lo th isonside e findthe follow-enth-m,~~ blo relationshi expresslyt fouserbiddedynVh3n, ~ Z anefcl eiiaecus o oyII Lev. xviii. mother, ver. 7; daughter, ver.
of Christian men, or an individual, Vo refuse I17; sister and haif sister,ver. 9; granddaughter,
a.ýent to legislation which is proved contrary ver. 10 ; aunt, vers. 12, 13. The graudmother
Vo the general scope of Christian faith and and niece are omitted, yet it does seem that we
morals. I purpose, therefore, Vo offer a few are justifled in assumin the greneral principle
comments on the scriptural aspect of t.his th'tefhs n i" seo d geso osn
question, as being an aspect we cannot welI gurnity are, Vo say the least, gravely question-
allow V&o be put out of sight. able, and "he that doubteth is condemned if

lias the Christian Churcli a code of pro- he eat, because he eateth not of faith."
hibited degrees ? The eighteenth chapter of If, again, we look at the degrees of affinity
Leviticus has in general been assumed as such, prohibited (we need scarcely stay Vo explain
but there is ground Vo challenge the assump- 4-hat affinity is the relationship of marriage, noV
tion. Why should the seventeenth and nine- of blood) in that samne chapter, we shaîl find the
teentb be passed conveniently by and the following :-Mother-in-law, ver. 17; daugliter-
eighteenth retained ? To this it is replied in-law, ver. 15 ; brother's wife, ver. 16 (except
that Paul recognizes a law o? incest-li Cor. v. in the speeial case, Deut. xxv. 5) ; steprnother,
1-and if this is noV, found in Leviticus, where ver. 8; stepdaughter ver. 17; and step-grand-

elseis i Vobe fund Th perineny o thedaighter, aunt by marriage, ver. 14e, wher
question is admitted, but the fact that it, is again we find prohibit.;iGi- in the ïune o? the
open to the rejoinder that the Levitical code, first and seco'-d deg-rees of affinity. The mar-
asl such, did flot obtaini at Corinth, and Vh&t ria.gEý ini question is manifested in the first
Paul appealed Vo that which was Ilaniong ~.ei diDgree of affinity; are we, therefore, jus-
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