" the: Methudist Charch of Cana
: humbly showeth : —That,
. whereas .a Bill- for . the purpose of- legalmng

L ‘Parliament ;

. House

" .- they are éminently expedlent »
. “doubt, promuote .the best mteresi'/s 'of all the
~parties concerned.

- Ca.nadmn Statute-bock against
- a.lthough we . are a.ware they are reualded as

mth 2 decep,sed wxfe ] mster, a.u thole mmed at

Mr.. (xxrouard’s Bill. . ..
I am, my dear Sir,.

Yours tmly,
J.nm Ror

Tha followm« Ty

Mechodmt Mmlstels of Lorornite. :-

/

- the Domuuon e f Canadd.?

“The petition of the undersmne c]ergymu of
, resident’in

the city of . Toronto; -

¢ marriage with a deceased wife's sistex; has been-
" presented for the considetation and legislative
sanction of both. Houses of the ominion |

the wxsdom and expediency of such a'measure,.

" and ‘the invalidity of ‘the objections: -which.are
. urged against ' it, ‘and therefore respectfully
© request your honoumble ‘House “to. enact the

prindiple of the Bill in a- Statute, soas to give

“the. formal authority ‘and protection ‘of th\e law
“to ‘the ‘marriage of a wudowel vnth the. rmter

m his. deceased wife.

" In-presenting this, requcst to your honou ble
.your - petitioners’ may be perm} ted
bneﬂy to state some of ‘the reasons by which

they have been compelled to. tike a pasi jion so

"+ different_from thaf which has beén taken by
- petxtleners belonalng to some other Mmstmu
.. ‘denominatious in respeot: to the said Bill.

There are no txes of blood or rel;,txonshm,
which w ould maKe such marriages -]
improper.
beyond

. Hitherto, there hasbeen no faw upon our
ch marriages ;

illegal 1n Britain. *. Under these clrcumatancns

_believing that they were acting in a legal and-
. proper manner, some of our worthiest ‘and most
: reqpected Canarhdn citizens have formed such
--marriages.

"It would: be a cruel and ill-advised
thirg for our highest legislative courts to take

"« amy course that would appear to place these ex-
" cellent. persons in 4 ‘position of mfemorlty and

outlawry.’ There is n0:good - reason. why such
marriages should not: have the formal sanction

of law: ' Nointerest of -social order, property,.| -
- or morahty would be injuriously affected by the

enactment-of such a:law ; while, in many cases,
thé legal denial. of this prlvﬂege would be a

e very great hardship te inpocent and worthy
_persons, whose interests should. not- be. disre-
. garded by those to whom the- -making-of . our

Taws is committed."
Apart. from ecclesiastical Iaw which creates

: ‘an artifical morality thaf has no general Chris-

tian obligation, the only feasible grouud of ob-

- jection to the proposed nieasure is obt-ined by

: & strained and unwarrantable mterpretatxon of }
‘\[ C. of - Canada.

4 passage in the’ 18th chapter of the Book of

S Teeviticus ; which says nothing abqut marrying,

or not marrying, a. deceased mfe s sister..

.. The passage mn dxspute seemns simply to forbid |-
tBe t‘kmg o 2 wucs slster, as an addxtxoual

e Petitxon /{)f the'

S0 Me
o To the ]I'onmzmble the Hazl ¢ of Com.mom o

your' petitigners ‘are sa ;sﬁed of

 lar.: therefore.

nmpml or
There are numerous fes-‘ where’
and

,vnfe dunng the llfetrme of the first " wife.:

| The fact that the Mosaic law inade it
the duty of a man, in cerfain; cases, to marry
his deceased brother's wife; is whoily inconsis- -
tent With ‘the interpretation- which some have s .-
‘put upon this: passage. - So is the fact . that
such marriages were customary amcng the .
Jews; which is unaccountable, if they under-
stood this passage to forbid whatthey practised.

‘Hebrew and Onental therature, in Umversxty .
-College, Toronto, .lias showa'in his ‘pamphlet,
oA Wlfe to her Sister, ‘that - both:-the
Septuagint .version and ' the “Chaldee para-" -

| phrise: render “thé 'passage iit- Leyiticus in -
-such a manner as to leave ‘no doubt" that such

marriages were allowed’s  also, that-there isno =~
evidence that, ‘while chrew was a living lan. -
guage, . this text was ‘understeod to 1:rnlnblf
such marriagés ; and.that the Mishna and the |

‘writings of -the learned:“Philo -show that no

such meanmg. as modern writers attach to thm ’
passage, was formerly glven to lt by Hebrew

i scholara.

- It seems to your petltxoncra somewhat | smgu-
‘to see- thie reprusentatives of
Christian' Churches, on the strength of sucha -
forced. interpretation of what is admitt=dly nos
a'plain prohibition, attempting- to prevent the .
¢nactment ‘of a' law. that commends itself to
rTeason;; “which ‘has” répeatedly received the
sanction of the House of Compions of England,
and which would now be the law of the M./ther
Country; only for the oppesition of .the House .

Jjof Lords, mainly caused by the powerful

ecclesiaspicalinfluence in that body.. .- The idea -
of ‘buildinig a prohibition - for wholé. eommuni-
tiés on so doubtful a foundation is'a remarkable .
illustration of the' tenacity with-which ‘people .-
cling to the side .of 'a question that hag the.
‘prestige of ‘ecclesiastical authority and preju-
dzce in‘its favour. .
-In view of the conslderatlona herem mmed P

and other weighty reasong, your pehtloners

-earnestly ‘Tequest . your honourable House “to’
accede! to the prayer of this memomal and
enact a'measure that shall duly legalise 3 mar-

‘riage .contricted betwecn & wndower a.nd hu

decea.s wife’s sister. - o
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