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:speeches, . also appeared to differ with narry the sister of his deceased vif., i
him in regard to niatters of detail. Con- vil read the.vieva of the Roman Catholie
sidéring ail the arguments of the case, Arhbishope andBishops resi
with a-sense of all -thj difficulties of the ugland, as addresed by, those Prelats
situation,' I do not feel disposed,asa tothe membersof
member of the Churchl of England, to appointed to enquiita the state of the
shae in the' prejudices of the hon. mem- Enish law, asvel as tii. replies of Car-
ber for South Leeds. I wiIi confess that dinarWiseman to certain questions hé
I have been convinced by the power asnd vas caIled upon to answer. In the letter
learning of the hon. m ember for Jacques addressed to the.RojysI Commission on
Cartier, and, consequently, tbatI will give the Iaw o! inrrO, by the Roman Cath-
his Bill my support.-cliA s u oa

Mz. GAULT : I sent a copy of theiithe foilowing passage
Bill of my hon. friend the member for tti
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard), imme- Of marrylu; a deceasd vifes sister, with us
diately after it was printed, to the Lord the impediment i. diriment of marris4.; but

ishop and clergymen of the Church of urgent cases'wiIl arme vien eccletiastical au-
Englan,, also ' to the Roman Catholic thority lads it rouable to remove the ilapedi.
Bishop and several of the clergy, also t mt by dispensation.Atd amongthe motives

Bi0hop for much dispensations are -ti. pr.venting of
clergymen of the Presbyterian, Metho-greaterv theprtectionor reparation of
dist, Congregationalist - and Baptistchsrater, ti.dculty of forming another
Churches in Montreal to ascertain their marrage, ticonsideration of chidren boru,
opinion of the measure, and havehacd only or tint may be bon, etc., and, althougheyof this kind are 40martively rare, we eoald
two replies-one from a clergyman of high wisli to sethe civil 0sles rcmoved whick
standing, Who quite approves of the Billstand ln the way of remedying what may prove
and says it is not contrary to the Word to b. grave matters of conscience.
of God, and the other from the Rev. Dr. <Si> e Y M

Cordner, of the Unitarian Church, who t Tn<>Js P BRowN,
says he believes the Bill will conduce to tWILLMBERY<ARD ULLATEOUNE,

the interests of good morals and sound t THoMAs (RANT,

public policy. With theseviews in posses- t WiLwAM TuRmi,
t JAxssBRowii,

sion and none' disapproving, it is my in- t . Goa,
tention to vote in favour of the t WnLLAM VÂUR,
Bill. A great many of my friepds t WILLIAM CIMMORD,

in Montreal, who bave married their de- t FRÂNCOsKEURIL'AMUE ,

ceased wives' sisters, are gentlemen of theRtRCORNiiii,
very highest respectability and standing,
and I do not see why they should be
held as law-breakers for that cause. Cardinal Wiseman

Ma. McCUAIG: I do not rise for the "Do you construe that passge ln Leviticua
purpose of adding any remarks to those XVIII, 18, as prohlbiting narrage with a de-
already expressed by hon. gentlemen, ceased wife's'aister, or merely as saying that a

mnshouid not take two wives together, at the.
members of the learned profession, and of!sme tue beingso rehted?
this House, both for and against this mea- &aReply-Certainly, that vrse appears to
sure, having reference to the effect the havet e latter mean-ng, that two sisters shah
passage of this measure may have on so-not b. liv!gtogether in the same houa., as
ciety in Canada. My desire is to call the ie o the smeaperson.
attention of theI House to the opinions Church as prohibited ln Scrlptuxe.
cntertained in England, for which Canad- 'aReply-Certally notIt la considered a
ians have great respect, by enminent men.
as reported in the English Hansard, 1877. Ths influentiai advice in-favour o! the
In doing so, it is my duty to place before Billwil no doubt have a powerful in-
this House the views of the representative fluence on tie minds of our Roman
men of the various bodies, as well as the Catholic fellow.countrymen in Canada.
equally distinguished publicmen of the Em- Though from, a 'Canadien or Colonial
pire, from both points of view. Infavour standpoiut in favour o! a aimilar Bill
-of the Bill, 1877, then before the, Britishpassiug tii Dominion Parliament, with
:Parlament, p=rmittug a-vwidower toi the.law hf seand in its preent shape,


