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does not say ‘‘ Thou shalt not eat too much, nor drink too much,” nature itself teaching
that lesson. There are many precepts against eating or dvinking too mueh, but no instituted
law ; many admonitions and threatenings of the due operation of laws already in existence
—natural and spiritual—which will inevitably punish without the intervention of any
Instituted law,

. If by eating or drinking too much, however, the domain of instituted law be invaded
In the sense of ““stealing ” from others what is their just due—as in the case of a man
Bl?ending upon his own sensual indulgences what ought to go to support his family or pay
his just debts—then of course the instituted law may step in as being also offended—not by
€xcess, which belongs to natural law, but by a breach of its commandment “ T'hou shalt
no steal,” ““Thou shalt not fraudulently spend against covenant.”

Spiritual law, which is higher than either, says “ Thou shalt not steal, kill, exceed,
ovet, lust,” but punishes transgressors in due course. But this law is given to individual
consciences, its lower jurigdiction being only left to man when the transgressor invades
the rights of others, never when the transgression affects himself and his conscience alone,
Aund the spiritual law which warns not to exceed, in the warning allows when there is
’_10 excess, *“If meats or drinks, or anything, make my brother to offend ”; the occasion
18 governad by the ““if”; if they do not canse him to otfend, what then? Surely the
eXpediency is not greater than the law itself which permits eating aud drinking ? If a man
U not eat meat, if he must nob eat vegetables, nor drink wine, nor water, in case he
ghould offend a vegetarian or a beet-eater, or a teetotaller, or n wine drinker, what is he to
d.o? If the man is an honest Dogberry he will try to please them all, T suppose, and it is
smcel‘ely to be hoped he will in time make way for men who camnot despise gifts simply

€cause they are pleasant and good, aud as such, more extraordinarily pleasant and good

an other gifts, and correspondingly tempting and testing.

b No attempt at forcing natural or instituted law can succeed when it is against the
lghfist law of man’s nature. The highest law ig the perfoct law of liborty, and which is so
Precious and go high that spiritual law punishes any breach of it but never secks to
E;e:}?:: by COIIlpulsi.(m those who turn it into license. . The law of Iihe{rty is n.ut degraded
e who abuse it—they degrado themselves ; but it would not be liberty if they had

108 the Power to do so. A conviet’s real punishment consists in loss of liberty, other-

Wis ; . .
e he is well off ; he breaks no law, he is moral, temperate, honest, pure as a whited
*epulchre, A B.C.

CONJUGAL AFFINITY.

To the Editor of the Week :

SR, —One would have to search long and far to find an equally strange jumble of sense

a:ge:;ljlsen_sfe ’tO Fhat presented by avlseceut; ‘cnnt;ribution in t‘;lue (]a/zzndf( Presbyterian to the
Dassage o‘fwse 8 sister contrm'ersx. The writer surrenders the often-c.lted a,n.d much-vexed
Wife'y sist c“pt.‘”e usually T‘j‘lled on by those who cund%mn nl:u‘t:mge W}tll a deceased
Stands t;her, zmd. 18 50 far sen.s.lble. e accepts the 111:L1~g1x1§11 r.e:ul%n',; o.f it, apd und.er-
“ong wif:tpmhlbltws a8 II&Vfll;:.l'efux*glige to polygmny. Iulhls view, it forbids taking
riage with Odanother in %wr’hfctlme. Nevertheless he s a dct,enln'med oppone.nt t(? mat
e toxt, 'uat ‘eceased wx(fe's vslster. On what does he bns.e hm'oppomtmn ;Lfte:r 1‘e1‘1uqmshmg
in el‘DretJats' referred to? Wl3y, (:n a most fzn‘r-fetched, 11‘1‘&1;1011&1,{7“1(1 phywolo‘t‘glca‘lly-false
one, it f()llomn‘ of the declaration ¢ They tﬁwum shall be one ﬂesl.l. He says, b.emg thus
Wife gq b W that t].1e blood relations ¢‘>1 the hl%s],mml stand in the sale relation to t.',he
to hey husba(,):m relations by 'l)loml; and her ?’elattves by blood stand in the same relation

- id as those of his own by blood.”
eav; ;Zf‘:rti’ﬂfnt t.o ask how this “fo?low? ”? An assertfion of thi:‘l kind thro.\vs a pretty
ment Condef)o @ndi on the party making it ; bl.l,t the writer of‘ this extmord'lnary state-
%0 argye tha,:imls no proof whatever, ;?11(1 forthwith pmccsds in the coolest possible manner
Tarry g, i, ecause. hushand zmd. wife are ‘‘one flesh,” a wx.dower h.:w 10 more r{gM !;0
Doint of ta 18 el" of his fleceased wife than he has to marry his own sister : 'she h.emg, in
St his own sister.  He then takes the statutes relating to marriage found in

oV, xviti ' .
ibite ul%, and proceeds to found on theso another series of unsupported assertions pro-
Ty o

8bove pefey

standg ; red to, a man ix forhidden to wmarry the sister of his inother, but a sister-in-law
in ¢ :

he same relation to his wife as his aunt to his mother.” A man’s wife is “ nearer

N im i . s
sist, than hig own mother, and hence his sister-in-law is nearer to him than his mother’s
Ster can be."

The con

hang toa quSion Of. ide‘zw. perceptible in this remarkable effusion is traceable on the one
Other hang a':‘lt of dISCl'lll.llfuLtion b'ct\vv'.zen love oneness and 'blou.d oncuess ; zm-(l on the
y eSta‘tem;n:“a"S“l)el‘stlf:mus feeling in regan.l to a long-m:untmm‘ad ecc}esmstlcal ban.
lon of the unit They t\w.lam shall be one flesh ’j is mc}rel;lr a strong hgu‘mtwe rel)resentai
Dhysical transmby res}llt.lllg from a trae marriage. [t is not expressive of any u.c’tua
ind of u ?tantx:mtmn, and to argue as if it were is to shock the Ctl{lll.llf)ll gense of man-
act is, that to give up the time-worn and hackneyed prohibition usually held
iter’ i:\'i::;)g:;;;s of that view of things as forbidding marriage 'with a deceased wife’s
o O humgy g y.to slurrender the case, flll(l 01.1ly those who are slavish enough to be bou}n‘d
Jhstiﬁc&tion of (:;;lty in m_utte?rs of religion \\'11'1 truubhj ‘themselves to hunt up any ‘oi rer
e trouble if it € ecclesiastical ban from Seripture.  They may as well spare themselves
With the instg, proves equally barren of all other l'Csl.lltﬂ th:m zlxbsmrd and ridicalous onufx,
i ce now under notice. Any interpretation ‘of Scripture that does not square
® Most obvious facts of physiology must be abandoned as untenable and unsound.

w. F. C.

MAY SONG.
WiLp flowers in the meadow,
Grass upon the lea,
Little streamlet flashing
Sunlight in its glee.

Babbling o'er its pebbles,
Murmuring in its bed,

Ay it steals so slyly
Where the shadows spread—

Shadows of the branches
Of the grand old ‘trees

With their thousand leaf-tongues
La.ughing in the breeze,

Here and there the fleece clouds
Floating up on high ;

the marriage to which he objects.  Thus, he says, ““in the law in Leviticus,

Here and there, through fleece clouds,
Flecks of azure sky.

Over all the sun-light,
In a golden flood,
Deluging with life-power
Field and flower and wood.

While the joy of nature
Fills the glorious day
With the voice of gladness
Singing—*“ It is May ! ”
G. Bruce.

SONGS FROM THE FRONT.

I.—TuE VOLUNTEER'S GRAVE.

Before they left the troops planted wild flowers on their comrades’ graves. - Press despatch.
Suxr the dusky pines are waving
Here above the brave,
Stately is the soldier’s slumber
In a soldier’s grave,
Ready in his country’s danger
All he had he gave.

Sleep, war now will never wake thee
By Saskatchewan,

On thy rest breaks no reveillé
At the chilly dawn,

Farewell, comrade, here we leave thee,
¢ Forward ”"—they are gone.

Soldier Boy, we’ll ne’er forges thee,
Deathless are the brave,
Violets’ breath be sweet above thee
In thy prairie grave,
O’er thy head in dreamy silence
May the long grass wave,
Narnanaey Nix,

THE SCRAP BOOK.

RUSSIA AND EUROPE,

SrraNce spectacle! Here’are ™a”State and a Government calling them-
selves national and patriotic, which systematically, from year to year, do
things that the most barbarous conqueror could do only in some sudden
access of wild rage and stupid fanaticism. For, without a shadow of
exaggeration, the exploits of our rulers of to-day can be compared with
those of the celebrated Kaliph of Egypt alone. Some optimist may be
disposed to say that the policy of the Russian triumvirate is but a tempor-
ary aberration, caused by the overweening influence over the Emporor of
Potedonorzeff, Katkoff and Tolstoi. Yes, the policy of the present Govern-
ment is surely an aberration ; but only for its lack of poliey, for its cynical
frankness. If Potendonorzeff and Katkoff lose their influence and Tolstoi
fall, his successor may prove less rash and more cautious. As to the main
character of the inferior policy, it cannot help but remain the same. The
most elementary consideration of self-defence will render it imperative to
preserve intact the main features of their domestic policy. At the end of
the nineteenth century the sole safeguard of the autocracy consists in its
utter ignorance of the people. It is not enough to confiscate 1_>ooks_ and
suppress liberal papers ; the only way to get rid of propagandism is to
suppress readers, If peasants read nothing but the Moscow Gazette, they
will find in the columns relating to *“ foreign affairs” reports of European
politics, of parliaments and free meetings, and many other things that will
equally “instigate” to disrespect of the existing Government. If they
limit their reading to Sowvorin’s Almanac, they will find in it accounts of
the incidence and distribution of taxation which, if rightly understood, may
prove ag inflammatory as a revolutionary appeal. At the same time, the
Government cannot help shutting out society from all part in the manage-
ment of public affairs. On whom can the autocracy now rely but on the
police and the bureaucracy !

Now being driven by-and-bye to a flagrant contradiction with the culture,
and to open war with the whole body of instructed classes, the autocracy
is driven to be in contradiction with the State itself. It is prompting
the very State to ruin by both hands. The gradual impoverishment of
the State, the growing embroiling of finances, the progressive misery of the
masses tilling the soil, arc but the natural and unavoidable consequences
of such a régime. And it is no more a secret to anybody that it is just
what we are witnessing in Russia.

This most anomalous position of as great a country as Russia cannot
last. In one way or another, the catastrophe must come—that is what
everybody says at present. Some very accurate observer finds many points
of likeness between modern Rudsia and France before the Revolutlop.
There is a good deal of analogy, indeed ; ‘the greatest stands, of course, in
the diffusion throughout all the classes of the nation of anti-governmental
tendencies, and of those generous and creative ideas which are c:.xlled
“subversions,” because they tend to subvert wrong and substitute it by
right. The material condition and moral dispositions of the masses are
not unlike either, The despotic France of the seventeenth century, how-



