o _‘ ‘ .full liberty to decline to perform thew, -

" -terian.-

- " -Methodist Church. .

- The following «is the petition of the Pro.
- testant Ministers of Montreal :— -
. Unto the.House. of Commons ‘ofthe Dominion of
.. -'Canada, in Parliument agsembled & -\
* . The petition of the undersigned. Protestant
.~ Ministers, of different  denominations, in ‘the
. city of Montreal, humbly sheweth,, - . ¥ .1
* 1st."That-a 'Bill has” been .introduced into
your ‘Honourable House, whose ‘object is"to, le-
galise marriage with a deceased wife's sister; ete.
.-+ 2nd. That 1t is expedient ‘that_ the proposed
. Bill'should ‘become™law, it beng- upderstood -
* that all minis‘ers of ‘ religion . who 'have con-
scientivus-objections to such marriages, have.

‘Therefore,” your. petitioners humbly pray
Your Honourable: House to pass the said Bill. *
And your petitioners will ever pray. ‘

. Hexev WiLkes, D.D., LL.D:, - Principal

. Cong.” College of B.N, A, - ) Co

. GEG: Dovrass, LL.D., Principal of W. M. |

. College: =~ I S
_-J. CorpNER, LL.D., Pastor- Em, Metropolitan

-.Charch. : SRR AR

" Chennevil'e street, . | - ) .

N S.-BLA'CK,"}'Jr'skiqe Charch, Can. Presby.

- A. DE Sora; LL.D., Minister of Synagogue, |

. -Hvem Jomxsrox,- - - - e
A."H, MusRo, Pastor ef -the Firat PBaptist
- Church, Montreal. R S
DV, Lveas.: - T 0 . .
" -Uroruk CorntsH, LL.D., ‘Cong, Minister. .
U WiLetam Happ, MA. - o
. E. BorrgRetn.. . .. ol
J. W, Sparimvg, MA., B.D. -~ -
A. J. Bray, Zion Cong Church.
H.F.Buksn, c
J. 'F. Srepugxsow, LL.B., Emmanuel Cong,

Church, . o )
Jouy NicHors.. @ . - - .- . S
'J. L. Forster, ‘Calvary Cong. Chirch.” - .

. “B. B..TUsuEr,” D.D.; Reéctor of St. Bir-

" tholomew Reformed Episcopal Church. .. N
. GEorce H. “WerLs, ' A.M., " Presbytertan

Church. " . - P R B
Javes Roy, . Wesley Chureh, Congrega-

“siopal; - o7 :

S W T

-7 "College

. Wx. S, BarNgs, ‘Church
" SAMUEL MAssky; Salem Church.- L
EpwaRrD - WiLson, D.D., St. Bartholomew
- Reformed Episcopal Church; - . e
.~ Gavin Laxg, y

of Scotland. - . . . o uo
- .- Lovis N. BrAUDRY, Pastor of First French

Sﬂ“',’ ‘ P;éfeééor .W;slejaﬁ ) Theo.

of the Messiah.

" - ~Rzv. H. RoseNvUre, Minister of “St. Con-
" stant stréet Synagogme. - . . T
.- _DR. H..SuMnER, Lutheran MiniSter of ‘the
. Perm. Evangelieal Protes aut-Church- in Mon-

M. FEXWICK, Profsssor: Cong. College.

Mentreal. U\ b - R ce

H. L. Macrad

~Church: -, X -
CJaes ALLex, P;z,st\or' 0
Methodist Chureh. .

' - EDWARD »A.i-.\V'A’RI)‘,’-\E’a‘sﬁi* of Point~St.
- Charles Methodist Chursh, Montreal, \'L\S\

Sherbrooke strest

" Montread;: April 10th, 1380,

. - ’

Mr T, M. Hirschfelder, ‘Profossor of .
| Hebrew - in the University ‘of Toronto,

writes  the following letter, to the -
(Globa™ T TN T
‘To the Bditor of the Globe:. . =\ .t

| actually has.a’place among the Mosaic marriage .
| laws. " OF -course, the

| fully examined the passagein
| on whickr the law.in,"

.| shadow. of doubt that it is utterly impossible to -
..,| deeply on this subject,
" | have a right tolook to

| well informed on the subject to prove distinctly-

e tothem that th
‘| unknowingly,

St. Andrew’s Church, ‘C'Hux"ch,. .

LA, InsApectox"" s"rget;_f

- 81R,~-1 perceived in yesterday’s Glob\c(a‘l‘et-: [
ter from the Rév.. Prevost Whitaker on'the - -
subject of *“Marriage with a’ Deceased Wife's. -
-Sister,” :in which the rev. gentleman’ ‘moralises’ . .
‘on the consequences that may result from ths
abrogation’ of . that law, it being ‘presumably ™
baged on the Mosaic marriage:law- recorded im "\
Lev. xviii,, 18, - " : ST e N

ow, Mr. Kditer, it, appears ‘to. me'that it '
.would. have been more in-dceordanes with sound
criticism to have first ‘proved that. such a law:
: Legislature of any coun- .
‘try.has & perfect right to establish any law that -
may be’conducive to.'morality, but it is quite.. -
. another matter to maintain that’sueh a lawis © "
founded upon the Divide teaching of the Serip- ..
_Ju'my treatise on this subject, I carefully @ .
traced this ‘question’ from’ the very first insti: =
‘tution of marriage, Gen, ii.; 24, and afterwards
Lav! xviii., 18; -
‘ vin guestion is supposed to be ..
founded, “and have, I think, shown beyond:a:. " .
‘construe that passage aa“proh“ﬁjﬁing such a; -’
marriage. “There “are ‘many - who - feel very . .
and’l think that they -
those who proless to te -

ey have. ‘transgressed, even 'if
'such animportantlaw, ; . ..

~ Would Mr. Provost Whitaker, ‘therefore, -
kindly answer the following questions :— - s
- L How are ‘the 'words;. ““ to.cause jealousy -
-(or enmity). * % beside her,” (the--above is = . v
| & literal tramslation) to be' understood ? What
do these words mean if the first sister is in her _
grave? .. .o P
-2 What -de the words. *‘in’ her lifetidie™ : . o
mean; “apd” whyare they in the text at all if C
‘they de not intend ‘to imply that such a map. N
riage was only ‘prohibited during the life of - "
the first wife? = S T

"3. Why ‘should the sacred’ writer have - -
couched a’ csmmand which was necessary to be
‘understood: by the. ignorant as’ well as by the
' learned,|in such ambiguous langnage if “he in--
2nded positively to forbid ¢‘the marriage with -
'a deceased wife’s sister” ? ‘Experience has ' -
proved that 99 out of 100 eritics interpreted.

| the passage that such a martiage is. only for-:

“bidden during the life 6f the first wife, N -
;4. Why did the:sacred writer not express it .
‘in the same simple mapner as he expressed the -
law forbidding- the- marriage with a deceased - -7
brother's'wife 2 There. is no mistaking that . -
Janguage. . See Lev. xviii,, 16. © - - 0 - oo

- 5. How-is it tliat not the least trace of any
such law can ‘be discovered: amosg the ancient ;" -
Jows, but that, on. the ‘eontraty; ' special ‘pro- T
visions are made in respect to such laws in the
“Mishna, which contains the ‘oral’ laws ‘of the..
[ Jews, -and ‘which are by most Jews regarded of
[ equal importance as the Mosaic laws ? Fowill

M‘»suquin,- for ‘the. benefit of yourreadets,




