. ' Mishne.” - The following is'a literal translat)o'},
> made. by myself from” the ‘work in"'the. Uni-
|, versity libraty ' If & man who:,c wife.is gone

atter thiat his' mfa comes Dack, she iy return. |
-to him,
! wifé He. mav, howevu msrry againthe sécond

" owife.”  Amd Again s+ If,"on being told of the-

.. Jleath of his wife; he had m'z.rned ber gisted; but

.. being afterwards _informed :that she‘had been
;. . married-the’ ‘sister), .

" ‘but is dead now,.then any. child burn'before the’
"death'ef the first. wife: is’ xllegxtl*nate, but not |

,ahve at the time (he-

(Jes Ba.bylomau
Tam. ¥., p ‘.)4

. those bornafter hér déath,”
. Talmud Treatise Zebamoth

" Amsterdam, Ed.) -

In this treatx,.e, whu.h chleﬂy trea.ts on ques-

wheve such riarriages are encuurgged as for ex-
. ample cap:, iv., sec. 13,.p H

"of ‘attention both heére and. in’

. -in yom wulely circulated }ourual
- - Tamy Sir,” -
: ] Yours trnlv,: )
CdoM, Hmsuu-anx
Toronto, Apnl 10, 1880 :

But what muqt ‘be a»tomshmo' to. those
_+Christians who advocated. that the Bill'in

. question is against the Old Testamcnt wnl,

“.be found in the fact- that the.J ews: beheve

‘ ciples.. This is- estibhshed iii’a. ‘most re-

~-Rabbi of the Jews of Montreai Rev: Mr :
de.Sola, ‘and also. Professor of Hebrew m
’\/Ic(ﬂll University.: He Awrites:

.- - “Moumu., March 19; 1880
" DnR Mz, Gutomnn, -

much _pleasure, in ‘stating. that your Bill, in-.

" tended to legalise marriage-with the sister ‘of a-l

. deceased mfe, or . the . widow of - a, deceased, |

o monably, has always been -in’ favour of such

: ccorda.uce with the will of God, and as . insti-
. )uted in the Jaw which he commanded Moses,
"/his servant, . The propriety of such marriages
. has,” thcrefore, never ‘besn: questioned by

.. Jewish teachers; ancient-or modern. - Themar-
‘riage with the widow of a:deceased brother who

" clared obhgatorv, -except when. exemption
acquired by the means indicated in the Levitica,
"Law, and more fully explained. in the Talmud,
Treatise ¢¢ Yeba.mof,h ».7 1 shall,. therefore, add
. nothing im~ respect to this kind of marriage.’
-, - As regards wmarriage with a.decéased the s,
* ' gister, this'has always been permitted by the |
7 Jewish Church and pra.c’bxsed by the Jewish
" people.” The passa.ne ‘in Le\'xtlcus xvm, 18

' two “of tne ma.ny provxslons ]a‘id down in the‘

o a conntry beyond the sea, iy mform« d that’
" his wife is"dead, aud he marries. her sister, and

After the deathof - the first,

*.tions of marriage, t there are found even passag fe8 .
-f'even. a- greater . antiguity is eclaimed:
As this subgect is. mow. a.ttractm; a greab deal_
. Eugland, yeu |

- will phlige me'by inser ting - the above. wu‘aa,kl.j

| Hebrew . people; but “also theirsystem of juris-.
E pmdence ani traditional. or historical,

i it -and ‘act in accordance w1th its. pr m< ;

. -markable letter’ addressed: by the learned |

-1 reply #o your. favonr of yesterdav T have-‘

brather, has ‘my-most: decided apy toval. As re-.
Grs.rds Jewish authoritative. opxnmn,thls, nnques- |

marriages, because the. bynagogue (the ecclesia
docens of Judaism) from the -time. of. Moses to |
" ‘our own day, has always regarded themasin’

wes childless,bas atwaysbeen. authoritatively de.

| allowed.

sometxmes npzvonkd 10 a8 prohllntm such mar- -
tion, and also-in sccorilance with ‘strict. gram-
matleal ‘analysis, should" rewl thus:
wife to her sister shalt thou not take to vex hier, .

ing: her!. life- tlme ‘Puting a.sxﬂe Jewxsh N
interpretation’ for thr moucde, and. bearmg in’
mind that polygamy, ‘althougl nut originating
in; ‘or recommended by, the law of Moses, was.

simply tolimit the. perwd duting ‘which such .
a maxna,ge might- not . take" p'ace, aud 2t the
same time, & indicate when it m; ight 5 to* wit,

‘after " the. wife's death.. In thxs sense’ has
thie pa<s:me been renr_ered -in the Chal-:
dai¢. Targumim (translations ‘or* axaphra.ses&
"of the -biblical text), .in that of ‘Unkelos, -

tian era,: and_in that of Jonathan, for which
The

Talmud a8 61d. a8 the Gospel and‘which con-’
tains. not .mercly the orally. received laws .’
and . precepts regarded as ebligatory:. by the =

.exposis .
"tion- ofithe. Hebrew Scnptures ‘while prohlbxtmg

: (Treatne Yebamoth iv.'13) the marriage with a
5 wife’s’ sister,’

‘even " “‘though. he niay- have
divorced bis w1fe, most eip]mxt]y states, ab
.the same txme, that there is' no pruh;bztion ‘of
ssuch a marriage, ho ob] Jcmon thereto, after the
death of his w1fe, but-that it may then be.cele-
brated. * Thrdughout all ‘the :writings' of the
later- Ca=msts, tne same’ doctritie is- t,m,;ht
and; as. a consequence, marriage with'.a
deceasc.d wife’s -sist'r- has: ever besn,
is vet, practu.ed by “the Jemsh people every-' )
where. :
“The Hebrew commentmtors all unite in gzvmg
glosses in accordance with the teachings of the.
 Synagogue. 'They point out to' us “that the

They . also' point out to ‘us (inter aliz Reshi) :
that the term ‘* Litsror ” (to, vex,her) is'a word,

to annoy, and, in a secondary sense, means to} .
create or produce trouble or vexation through
jealougy-—so.in .the. ‘kindred" dialects -also,—
and they . add. that the limitation. to - these o
marriages " was - instituted - because It s
netther na.tuml nor -~ proper  that sxsters,
‘'who “ought to ' lvve eacli - other; should"
be 'placet ‘in & position where'jealousy or
enmity would probably be -excited. ~ And; ih
this' connection, I may note that the sthn'n.
- (the text of the Talmud), apphesa word derived
from the’ very same root, to thé polygamist’s
additional wives, which it styles: ““tsaroth,” of
-troubles. ' As a résumé of the Hebrew exposi- -

prohibition is the ¢ ~eXation” which' the first ’
wife .would' suffer, but there canbe.no sich
vexation inthe case of her ‘death; -and,: there- :

a

»

‘riages, according to received Jewich 1nterpret1~‘ oo

CeAnda. "

bY uficovering her nﬂ\cduc«s beside. her, dur- - o

"yet tolerated by it, we' may’ 1m:t,nmtciy infev-.
that the words. ‘¢ dmmo her life time” arcoused: ;|

written before the commen: ement of the Chris- -~

and -

expression “durmg her life time” ‘limits the =
| prohibition” of 'such a marriage 4o the wife’s
life time only, but does not extend beyond it... . -

the, primary accepta.tzon ‘ot which is to trouble S

tion of this text, I will q‘uote from the eloquent. -
‘and pbllosephlcal Don Isaac Abarbanél. He -
aptly remarks : The reason asmgned for the -

fore, “is. the 'marriage with ‘the 'sister then ° . -
‘Tt is-not allowed,. however, . if he: . v
_ dworce }ns wx*'e, because, as she stxll hved. her‘ - T




