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person who uses jt—What do you mean by the Iaw of naturo!—do you' to bo tempered down until it meets the appetites of a degraded sensuality.
mean the law written by the finger of God on our common naturo ? because, The British law, based in this caso upon that law of the church, is to bo
if you “lo, if you are going to quote that, you must prove that 1t agreeswith lowered dowu professedly because people requiro it, and will marry illegally
IHis written lnw, for no two luws of the Alimghty Legislator can thwart one 1f you do not make it lawful so to marry, 1 say that this will sap the very
onolh.cr, and if 1 canshow you that the written law says there was an  foundation of national tnnrality. One thing more tho resolution says—that
abomination in oll men, then the law of nature written by God tn maan’s  any alteration of tho law of marringe which should permit marringe with o
heatrt must say the same,  But what 1s st that people commonly menn when  wale's sister or any other person within the degrees now prohibited would
they talk of tho law of nature? 1 have umformly found that 1t means their  be fraught with grave danger and injury to rehgion, morahty, and _fmmly
own predispositivns—that the conclusion to which they hase como 18 nght. hfe.  Does any man deny that statement?  Docs any man after Lhearing tho
1t incans nothing more.  Men are always this way arguing—always sclect- admirablo way in which the Vice-Chancellor pressed it upon you, doubt
fug parts of Go'a lnw wiuch go agminst their own particular inclinations and  that there are certain things (for tho most part tho deepest laws of our na-
temptations, and endeasouring to wear that law duwn until it suits their ture) which it is not safo to erect in tho fuce of fallen manin tho shapo of
own case, by intruducing hocuses and private dispeusations. This 13 tho & bare and simplo prolubition, bu: which you must fenco round with the
meaning of the **law of nature. It must be God's rule wrnitten m tho feclings which are generated in the mind by education, by religious im-
hcart of man if it is to mean any thing of truth.  And then [ say of thus law  pressions, and by the whole tone of decent society protesting against them
that, iu tho words of the resolution, *1t is dangerous to rehigion to alterthe 8s an abomnation, And not only this. [bescech you to consider this—aro
lnaw of marriage,” as abundontly confirmed by every argument that can bo  such prohibitions as this, part of an unkind denial by God of what, 1f gran-
used.  But there 1s nnother argument which 1 consder most important. ted, would be for man’s happiness; or are they a meraiful hedge, to include
Oue special ground which I have fur wholly detesting the naturo of the ar- a greater nmount of happiness than cor'd in any other way be secured, and
gument by which the advocates for o chango of the law scek to mamtmn  therefore given where strength is mos® required to maintain it and fence it
their opinion is this, that it 13 continunlly shpping back from the Chrisian round? That is the wholo point of tho question. 18 the saying that blood
standing-place into the old Jewish bondage. That 15 a grave chiargo to relations shail not intermarry—putting every thing elso nsue, is the forbid-
bring, but I cen establish it in n singlo word. Amongst the newest argu- ding of blood relations to marry a causo of personal happiness or unbappi-
ments adsanced by the most able, learned, and 1 belicve religious advocates ness in society t  Does not all the sanctity of fumily hfe depend upon this
of tho change, stauds thus, 10 monstrous prominence—** Y ¢s, thisas alt very prolubition?  Does not the fact of 1ts being 1mpossible for a brother and
well, but you are not tu Jdeal with tho two soxes as upon an cquabity ; you sister-in-law to marry, spread the blessed law of holness, hike somo -low
must deal with tho man in one way, and o woman 1a another.” I say that from IHeaven, around cvery tenderly shooting plant in every Enghsh house
that whole argument is a detestable piece of miserablo sophistry. (Clicers.), and home? If all this depends upon the proltition, is not the issuing of
What® stand up in o Christian commumty—namongst men whom Christ has. that profubiion o mark of love?  Whenitis extended to the uear of kin
made free—amongst thuse whe Luse been tsught the pertect ciquahity of i through the wife, 18 it 8 prolibition causing unhappincss or happiness?
man and wuman in the regenerate Church of Christ—and winsper to us that - Does not every man know that 1t 13 just the foundation of the blessedness of
w0 are o gv Lack to those nuserable, half heatben, half Jewash fables, all: family hfo in Englaud that these reserved cases are so strictly enforced, and
of which are Lased in truth of you search 1t out—to teli us that woman 1s that therefore the hiberty Within them may be so periect and 80 unsuspec-
created fur man's use and pleasure and not a8 a sharer with lnm of regene- ted? I not this the chmax of all? I3 1t not the tcacling of our blessed
ration and of cternal ¢ Wsation. (Cheers.) 1can hardly conceive any sct - Lord, that marriage, however debaged by the ignorance of mau’s heart, how-
of argumests more fatal i truth to alt read rehigion, 1n 1ts power and 1u ats - ever Iifted up agan to its truo level—even under the dispensation which
purity amongst us, than thuse winch have been introduced, not by accident, God imself gave to the Jews, because the sprit was not to them given,
but of necessity, s order to support tlus despicable question.  ‘Fhen I may  and because then Christ had not given to those who believo o him the.mar-
tako the ground that this 1s fraught with danger to our rehigion, and 1 agree  vellous gifts 1t has bestowed on them—Jyet, from the beginning, marriage 1o
with the Vice Chancellor in nnhang that 1t fraught with thegreatest danger  God s mstitution was the wmon of the one man with the ons woman, 80 that
tovur muralsalso  Andfor this pian reasun—that 1 know nothing more cer-  they twain mght become one flesh.  Is not that the principle of marnage
tain tv sup the morals of any country than to lower down the requirements . as pubushed by our blessed Lord 2 And if so, how ¢an any man daro to
uf.law to the invitatiuns of appetite. 1t 13 o umversal principle—onco ad-. sy that my wafe’s near blood 13 not my near ki, without gong altogether
it that sour law is to forbsd not what God has forbidden, but what mani1s astray from the first notion of what holy matrimony 18?  Now sce the puo-
able to vbserve, aml y vu sap the very foundation of «ll moral power. And rnility of the argument of those who advocate ting change of the law. We
in this case indulatably what has been smd already 18 perfectly true.  Even  have proved to you that God's Word prolubits these umons-~we bave shown
if you grant this wretched relazation, could you stop there? Does anyman  that the Church, from tho beginning, bas prolubited them. 1 will add one
beliove you could ! Do the advocates of the change themselves even tell you thing, and the only thing the Vice-Chancellor omitted saying on tlus pont.
80? This is thoe deccit commonly used in almost every question which -, How can any man possibly account for the Emperor Constantine, in the
vglvcs downhill progress.  You aro told, ** Concede this one tiung, aud alhy year 363, having prohbited these marnages by the Roman law, except
will be peace.”  But surely in vain the nct isspread.  1¢1s openly stated by« through the influence of the church? They wero allowed by the Roman
the men who want you to take thus step, that mstead of being the final- law, but within thirty years of the crpire becomng christian, the layv was
step, it is only the beginning of n series.  Why, only in the last debate in. altered 1a that respect. Tho Roman empire at that time was increasing in
the Housc of Cummons un the subject, a great statesman stoad up and openly it corruption  The people ware becoming so decayed n morals that jt
declared that if tho alteration of the lnw which he advocated took place, 1t necded the irruption of the northern hordes to restore them to that manhood
would be impussible tv stup short, and that the change must go on to astill . on which morality can alone be grafted ; yet in their decomposing stato of
greater extent.  OL! what o lamentablo utteranco for a Briush statesman! morahity they 1ssued this rescript changing the marriage law, declanng that
How deplerable an cxbibition of & man floating upon the placid edge of the . those marriages which had hitherto been allowed were henceforth unlawful;
mighty cataract which in & mument 1s going to whirl lum nto depths which+ and I challengs any man to a solution of that circumstance excopt on tho
ho canuot fathum: What an wstance of human weaknessis tho mau who: principle that the church had introduced those restrants and had published
gives up the moral privciple for an external cry, and then tells you he does + them through the wnpernal law.  Then, I say that Scripture condemns these
not know how far it may carry lim:  And bo'1s right.  This 13 no theory, » marriages; that the church has condemned them from the beginning; that
it is a certainty. It 1s the result of existingfact.  It1sa frightful fact, that they are contrary to religion, and dangerous to morality. 1ask you tolook
at this monent, in thus lughly fasoured land, there might be found advocates . at the cumulative force of these two arguments, as to their effect on famly
for legalising unions in the “very closest blood relationship, even moro i hfe. What doesit depend on for 1ts blessedness?  Does it not depend upon
numbcg-, if tho violation of the law 1s to bo recerved as an argument for its: the blesaing of God on that umon, which 13 an appointed snstrument of His
alteration. 1 was rejuiced 1o hear the argument of the Vice-Chapceltor. 1 gooduess to man, of His presence bemg with the wedded couple in the trials,
Wway Nj'vlgcd to hear hum say that when theadvocates tor the change contend 1n the sorrows, 1n the distresses, and in the mamifold crosses and troubles of
that Wis is o pour man's yuestiun, they sumply tell as great an untruth as- marred hfe?  And 1f you are now asked to introduce 1nto your marriage law
cguk} be stated.  He tells us that he has made an investigation n a certan « a principle which 1 contrary to rehigon and to morals, what aro you dong 1
district With which ho 13 acquainted in thiy metropohs. 1 felt 1t my duty to- Bidding God’s presence withdraw atself from tho then unhallowed fane.
wake an inquwiry inmy dweese through the parocinal clergy of three large What are you domg but, 50 far as you can, bamshung that which makes
counties, and 1 fuund that there was scarcely throughout the whole of those Christian matnimony biessed 2 Andaf, as I beheve, it is to the purity of
three countics g pour man’s case, butthat the people who desired the change  England’s family hife, above all God's other blessings, sccured to us in the
were the lazy, the wealthy, and the somowhat sensual mmddie class. The unfathomable reservoir of Ins goodness by that boly wnstitution, that we owo
result of the inquiry was that 10 no scnse was it a poor man's question. that moral and rehigious character upon which the position and prosperity
But I also found ono persun after another saying, **Wo lament that the : of tins nation depends, I do beseech you to set a front that no man can mis-
breaches of the moral law, which it 1s pretended would bo provented by this - take agamst the proposition to alter 1t. Yes, when we have doae wath ar-
alteration, are more in number 1n cases of near blood relationship, than they . guments wo may venture to address your feclings, 1tis theapathy of thoso
are in tho marnagoe of a sister toa deceased wife. Look at what you are to - who tehieve this to be contrary to God's law that makes the danger. If
come to. The law of the church, based upon the unchanged word of God, 18 thero was half the zeal amongst those who beliove the change to be contra-



