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thoy had broken it, they might have Leen entitled to more attention : but i ngainst the passing of the bill. I can venture to assurc him thatif God
when thoy have committed an offence, thay have no right to ask for such " gives me lifo and_ strength, he will at least see my vote registered agninst
alteration in tholaw. Iu the collection of ovidenco that has been published "it.  (Cheers)  For mo it seems to bo a ruled question even befure 1 go into
in support of the chango, it is stated by one of tho barristers employed " the sacred presence of God's revealed Word, and i€ L thought lier wrang {n
that hio know n most respectable gentleman, who kopt his carringe—I sup-' that, T could not but conscientiously take one uf twwo courses—either seck to
post that was tho test of Lis respectibility—who, beeaunso the law was as it “alter her Inw, or clse leave her community. A¢ one sworn in the nost
was, lived in concubinago with his wifo's sister, aud yet was not locked solemn hour of life to take her interpretation of the Word of Gud and to act
down upon, beeause tho lnw proaibited him from marrying her  Is that the tupon it, I, for one, ns an honest man, could not stamd up in the senate of
morality wo aro to adopt? If any ladies have been deluded into such’ my country and say, ¢ Alter the law of the nation,* when the Inw of the
marriages under the intluonco of the ndvertisements that have been put " Church preclwdes such alteration. TPerhaps you will allow me tu <tamp
forward by tho advocates of this mensure, I sincerely pity them: but that " this conclusion again upon my own mind and upon tho minds of all preseut
is no reason for altering the law. Ono word more. It is our apathy slone " —for it is ull impartant—that we should have ready at cvery momcnt, a8
that hns allowed the question to advance to such w stage, that but for o' an answer to every nssailant, the complete Scripture argument to ther ob

majority of only ten in the House of Lords the bill would have hecomo the " jections  The ebjections appear to me to resolie themselves into the:e
1aw of theJand. On that occasion we had the support of ouly cight of our' separate heads. Tn the first place, when we quote to the objector the
Dishops. [ trust on tho next occasion we shall have the support of the' written word of Qud as contaiged in the 0Ll Testament, he says—** Yoy,
whole of the Episcopal Bonch—at least those who have not committed’ but you must draw ne inference from it, but take it ax it stands,”  What is
thomselves on tho question.  None ought to oppose ug, and thereby put the ™ the simple auswer to that®  That hie proves tuv much upon hiy vwa show=
Chureh and the State in opposition, for I believo that not one of them hae ing, for if we take it us it stands and deaw no inference from it, we charge
yet moved the repeal of tho 99th Canon ; but wo want your power in every the Most High <with allowing to lis own peuple the marnge of the futher
Way, coming forward as you have dono to-day, to say that tho thing shall' with his daughter; and as no one of these gentlemen has yet gouo sv fur
pot bo done. A friend of mine smiled when I said the other day [ wauld “ as that, we have a complete auswwer to the argawent whidy forbids our
rather hear of 300,000 Frenchimen having landed at Dover thau of the " drawing an inference by analogy. The sccond argument we have tu meet
passing of this law, but I said T know wo should goon gl rid of the' is this—« Yes, but suppusing you may argue Ly inference and anology,
Frenchimen, but this law once passed, it wns impossible to say that we and by inference and aualogy you condemn these marriages, yet there i3
should over get rid of its consequences.  Just at the declino of tho Roman another text which seems by one interpretatiun to cuntrudict that pusition.”
Empire oxactly the like caso happened. Tn the decline of Rome, when her' The answer lies in o nutshell It is this—that no law, humau or divioe,
ancient austerc morals bad boen sapped, and Claudius, the third Emperor, " could bind any or, if you may interpret the plain by tho obscure, instead
was on tho throne, he took n fancy to marry his wife’s nicco, a marringo ' of the obscuro by tho plain  We nced not lose our time i proving the
which was forbidden by the Roman Law. At first so strong was tho popu- " great obscurity of tho sccond verse  The Vice-Chancellur just glanced at
lar feeling against it that they scarcely dared to mention the subject, but a " tho high probability that what it intended to forbid was pulygamy. But
few parasites began to whisper it about gradually, to aceustom the people ' there is another view, a construction which has lately come over from
to it; aud at last it came before the Scnate on an address made to them, " America—namely, that that verse is really intended tu be a linntation of
swhich was almost word for word the samo as the arguments of those who' that particular Inw of tho Jewish ritual which, under certain circumstances,
now demand the groat chango in our own law. If you read the speech ' bade the brother marry the widow of his discensed Lrother—thnt it was the
which is put pithily by Tacitus (which I read in the IHouse of Commons,) " limitation of the Levitical Iaw—and that it menat to declare that the law
you will find that the effect of it is—this is an old story ; our ancestors who ' should not apply where such brother hiad already o wife living. It has
made this law wero not enlightened men liko us of the present day—they " been actually argued out in the document that has reached me from America,
once objected to cousins intermarrying—marriages ought to bo free. Every " that in the case of Boaz and Ruth, whero tho nearcr hinsman was challenged
one of these argumonts was urged upon tho Senate. The result was that' to perform the kinsman's duty and refused, he was not, as the law of Muses
the Emperor succeeded—the law was passed—and he married the lady, who' required, struck npon the cheek and branded as refusing to build up his
afterwards poisoned him. That was the declino of the Roman Empire, and ' brother's house, but his refusal was accepted, and the fl‘uty passed on to
1 call attention to it because I believe that tho present movement is a sign' Boaz.  And it is sail he was not allowed to marry ks brother 3 widow, be-
of tho decline of this country. If wo nllow our morals to be sapped in this I cause he was already marriel  This may be the tiue interpretation, or it

direction—if wo do not stand firm on our religious, moral, and social laws,
with regard to the intorcourse between men and women, wo shail be lost
Seo what has already been developed by our Divorce Court. I don’t speak
of the remedy, 1 speak of the evidence it affords of the festering disease—
the proof how our morals arc being sapped at this moment, We are told
that America does this, and that Germany does this. America sanctions
divorce becouge people do not like each other, and Germany the same. TIs
that to bo our own law of divorce? If you look to all these questions

soriously, you will find that as n the decline of tho Roman Empire, the’

Romans who had seen the Gauls in their city, and allowed it to be sacked,
but still upbeld the life of Rome by her Senate—who had seen Hannibal at
their gates, and had ventured to give the full prico of the ground on which

" may not, but if the casc is capable of any such excewding doubt ot every
: kmd,.doos it not come under tho categury in which the law mects those
" faltering consciences which scek, by some miserable subterfuge, to set dark
things against plain, doubtful things against certain, in vtdet ty wilow them
the liberty they seck of gratifying their sensual appetites, as the ruck of
adamant meets the surges of the sea  (Cheers.) The argument next as-
sumes this form—¢ Given, that it is forbidden in this chapter of Lenticus;
" I take my stand upon this position, that it is the law given to the Jews,
and I have nothing to do with it.”" I wish they would bold to that ypinion
throughout T shall have a word to say upon that prescutly, but let me
clear the way as we goon. I say, be ready at once with this answer to
"every such objector—I grant your position, and I do nut suy that it is for-

his army was encamped because they believed in their own moral strength— ' bidden to us because it was forbidden to the Jews, or because it was in the
you sco them in the reign of the Emperor Claudius, when, instead of having "law given to the Jews; but I say it is furbidden to us. The All-wise
their empiro circumseribed by their own walls, as in tho time of Haanibal, " Legislator bas reveajed that there was a prohibiton not grounded on any
they appeared to be ruhng the whole world, 23 we are now supposed to be " thing peculiar to tho Jews, but on the law of universal purity and of
ruling India and half the world, breaking their old moral code of marriage " universal right It was n prohibition not for the Jews only. It was a part
law. Then their morals began to decny, and the doom of Rome was'of that wonderful prescicnce which, as we scan God's Word, meets us in
sealed ; and if we do not firmly, resolutely, ecarnestly maintain the* fresh developmentd in every page It is written for us, the ’cbrist\au men
morals of this country, o greater and more appalling calamity will fall " of this day. who have to wrestle with the enemy upon .t]xis accursed ues-
upon us, for which our decendants will have reason to curse ug, than any. tion It was written for ua that these things God hated in the Caunamte
thing which has befullen tho country before or can befall it in tho direct "and Egyptian, as well as the man who was under the ceremunial law of
shapo of physical chamecter. (The right hon and learned gentleman Moses  This is the distinction—Tt is not forbidden tu the christian because
resumed his seat amidst loud and prolonged cheering.) " it was forbidden to the Jew; but it is forbidden tu the Christian as well as to
Tne Bistior or OxrORD—DMy lord duke, ladies, and gentlemea—I can the Jew, hecause it was an abomination in His sight as to any man.  1f we
only ssy that it 1sa perfeotly frightful thing for any man to have to sccond, ' go a little further with the religious argument, I come ty that code ot the
at such & meeting as this, & rcsolution which had been moved in such n* Gaspel which is binding on every man who ad,mits the truth of revelation
gpeech as that we bave just heard. It we could but hear, aswe do in " Is it in vain, think you—shen you consider in the way in which God’é
another place, where we, my lord duke, often happily agrec together—if Word teaches—that there should be recorded in one of the Epistles one
we could but find any person weak enough or foolish enough to get up and " strong and distinet censure, written, remember, under the dircet gundance
attempt to answer such a speech, I should have tue greatest possible ‘of the Ho'v Ghast, as to one of these ux:clc:m mixtures, n%xd that
pleasure in dealing with that answer: but when o resolution has been that one selected instance should bo an instance of uf'ﬁnilyﬂand not of
moved in o gpecch which has exhausted every argument and touched every ' cousanguinity—actting at rest for ever that otler mnserable argument
string of ‘fcclmg, what remains for the unhappy seconder to say ? The 'that after all, tho law of nature teaches us the cvils of those %onsan:
learned Vice-Chancellor says that he hopes, when tho question comes next guineous unions, but has nothing to do with unions of affimty ! The law
before Parliament, o larger number of the Episcopal votes will be registered ' of nature? Whenever that argument iz used 1 should likg to ask the



