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Tb following is th'e petition of the Pro. Mr T. M. irschfelder, rofessor oftestant Minisbers of Montreal :-ebrew in the University f Toronto
Unto the.House.-of Commns qof the Dolminion qf writes é folwi étte to theCanada, mi Parliament assembled: \ Qob.

Thè,petitionof, the undersigned Protesta
Ministers of different, deominations, in th To the Editor of the Globe

city of Miontreal, huambly sheweth, ST,-rI perceived in yesterday's lobe a let
.lt. That a Bil bas been introduced into'ter from the' Rèv.Provost Whitaker on t4e'

your B.onourable House, whose object is-to le subject of "itXarriage with a Dec-eased Wi(e'sgalise marriage with a deceased wife's sister etc. Sister," in which the re. .gentleman moralises
nd. That rt is expedient that. the proposed On the consequences "that may rèsult from th's

lilt should become law, it beng upderstood abrogation of tat law, it being presumnably
that al minisers .of religion who have cô. basel on the Mosaic marriage-Iaw recorded inscientitns objections to such marriages, have Le'. xviii.,18,
fuil liberty to decline to perforn them; ulow, Mr. Editor, it appears to me that it

Tlerefore, your petitioners humbly pray would have been more in·accordance with sound
our fonourable House to pass the said Bill. crit ii tohave first proved that suchba law
And your petitioners will ever pray. actually has a place among the Mosaic marriage
HENRY WURES, D. D., LL.., Principaiaws. 0f course,. the Legislature of Eny coun.

Cong.College of B.N.A. try bas aperfect rigbt to establisI any law tbsat
Go. DotTAss, LL.D, Principal of W.. M. may be coanducive to. morality,- but it is quiteCollege. ariother mater to maintai'n that sucb a l is

r RnDNER LL.D., Pastor Em. Met'roþolitan foded.upo the Divine teacing of the erip-Chiurch ,tures.
A. DE Sots, LL.D., Minister of Synagogu iy treatise on this subject, I carefulyChehinevile street. traced this question from tbe very frst inst
J. 8. BLAcK, Erskine 0hurch Can. Presby- tuto of marriage, Gen. ii., 24, and afterwardsterian. fully examimed the passage iL v iii. ,GH JOFNsTO on whicrthe law-in question is.supposed to beA. H. MUNRo, Pastor of the First1aptist fonded, and have, . tbink, shown beyond aChurch, M ontreal. shadow of dou bt that it is utterly imposible to

. LUCAS. coistrue that passage as prohiEiting such aGORGs oRNIsu, LL.D, Cong. Minister s narriage. There :are many wbo feel yILLAo HALL, M.A. deeply on this .subjet. and I think that -tbe
E. BOrrEELL.. .ave a rnght to-look to those who proes to be
J. W. SPACLrNG, M.A., B.D. well informed on the subjet to prove distinctly
A. J. BRAY, Zio ong. Church. to them that they have. transgressed, evep if. F. B.LÎn.unknowingly, such an important law.

. F. STEHENsoN, LL. B., Emmanuel Cong. Would Mr. Provo.t Whitaker, thereforeChusrch. kindly answer the following questions
Joa NICHOLs. L. 1ow are the words, 4,to cause jealousy
J. L. ,FORSTER, Calvary Cong. Gb rch. (Or nmit) -* *, beside ber," (theaboye la
B. B. UseÉ D.D., Rctor of St. Bar a literaltras1lation to be understood What

tholomew Reformed Episcopal Church. . do these words mean if tlhe first aister is inl erGEoRGE H. WELLs, A.M., ~resbyterian grave
Church. - 2. What do, the worde "in ber lifetiie"

AMEs .RoY Wesley Chnrc, -Congrega meano and wbyeare they in tbe text at all iftional they do net mntend to implv that such a mar-WM.. J. Scâw, Professor Wesleyan Theo. nage was only prohibited during the lif. f
College the first wifet .

Wm. S..>BARNas, Church of the Me'siah. 3. Why should the eacred writer have
SA'MUEL MAsszY, Salem Church. couched a c.mmand which·was necessary to beEnwARn WILsON, D.D, St. Bartholomew understod by.the ignorant as well aï by theReforned Episcopal Church. •learned, ln snc ambiguous language if he ln-Gvs LANN, t. Andrew's Church, Church t:onded positively to forbid "the marriage with

of Scotland. a deceased wife's sister" ? iExperience ha>Lours N. B£AUDRY, Patori of First French proved that 99 ont of 100 critics interpretedMethodist Church. the passage that sneh a marriage le only for-R t. H. RosENVURG, Minister of 'St on- bidden duriag.the life of the firet wifestant street Synagogne. 4.. Why did the.sacred writer not1express it
R. H. UMNER, Lutheran Miniuter of the l the same simple manner as he expressgd thePerm. vanàelical Protes aut- Church in, Mox- law forbidding the· marriage witir a deceasedtreal. . brothers wife There - is no mistaking that

K. M. . w cr, Professor Cong. College. language. : ee Let-. Xiii., 16.
Montral .5. Hoir is it that not the leait trace of anyH. L. Mac N, B. A> Inspector a reet snch law can be diseovered- ameong the ancientChurch. Jews, but that, on the coraryi special pro-

JdAr ALL, Pas or herbrooke street visions are made iu respect to such lawa in the
Methodit Churcb.. Mishna, which contains the oral Iawa of theEowao A. -WAoRn, Past r of Poi Jews, and which are by most Jewsaregarded ofCharlks Methodist Cheur , Montreal. equal importance as the Mosaic laws? I wil
Montreak, Aprit lith, 88.] e subjoin, for the benefit of your raders


