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The question reinitteti for the consideratian of l'ics-
bYteries as ini substaînce whlîetier il is %wrong for a
wtdowem in marry a sister of lits <leceaseti ifé. More
fortnally, i as wbîiîelr te position laid (1atin in tue
Westminttster Confession, "tuat a man mnay tnt< mlarry
any of lits ittes kindred nearer in blood thian lie Inny
of lits own," us ta be mtauntauned lanid cnforced. Motre
iurccisciy still ;nu question us ratsed rcsluectisig a
wife's mnother or daugbitcr ; but flic reporttng cunînutler
thiîîîî sa far as collaierai kundretl are conceruued iblis
position is nos stffciently stusînliet b> te au:bnrity
of Scriplure. Antc y accordingiy recoilntett ltat
churcb discipline lc tnt exer-ciseti ai regard lu nuar-
niage with a wvife's sister, wife's aunt andi wtfe's niece.

The expression uiscd in tue Report, sisl the propusi-
lion is flot sufficiently sustaineti, ma) seciin rallier alm-
biguous. The evidence nuay bie insufficient ta proie
the trullb çf te proposition, or tu prove ti so cleariy
ais 10 justity its insertion in thue Confession, and its en-
forceraient as a rule of discipline; or la sustain tîte mule
in ail ils breati:-Tbe unproved pari being thai
Ivbicb relates ta the collaîcrai kîndred. l'ractically
ibeir uncaiii.ig is clear enoughi, viz. : ibai the mule is not
s0 stistaineti by t autority of Scripture as ta re-
quire or justify the exercise of discipline ia the cases
nuentiinet. Prcsbyterics are asked t0 report 10
next Assenibly wlictber tliey agree ta titis opinion or
flot.

The subject is flot a ncv one, and i s.not spccially
attractive, but it is iutportant for tc intcresîs of trutit
atîd purily tuai tc Returns of Preshyteries bc baseti
on an intlligent andi candîid exaituitation of the ques-
tion. As a contribidtion for this endi tc tollowving
point s wiii bc subînitîcti:

a. *rte principle ibat as regards inarriage tc kmn-
drcd of a deccaseti wifc ire as closely relaîcta ta man
-as bis own, is nowitere îaughî in Scripture. Therc is
no law or formtula, mn tic 01<1 Testament or Newt, in îte
least rcscmbiing it. As a formula, tîmerefore, it lias
nu autîîority. Il is a generalization, franied from die-
laits founti chiefiy in the eigbteenth ch-tpter of Leviti-
cus. It is flot the aniy generalizabion tuait lias been
frameti tram the saine inaterials. Andi on a generai
view of the subject thtere is scarceiy grotinti enougi to1
give il -vert plausibiiîy. Connections by blooti anti
miarriage, siîtgiy or conibined, arc of four kintis. A
muan migbi propose ta itari-y A. bais own kinswoman;
B. bais wltce's kinswoinan ; C. tis own kinsmana's widow;
or D. lais ivife's kinsituan's witioiv. i'roccsses of ana-
logicai reasoning froin anec'~ these classes of relation
0 mnollies- cani be dealt with atucrwards ; but in the

oubset we mtust recognize the existence of tbese four
classes of rciationslîips. Arc tbey ai placed on the
saine footing, as regards tîte prohtibition of mnarriage ?
Under A., besides lte direct line ofdescent, %% c iai e in
in the collaîcrai uine, first degrc, sister, and second de-
gre, aunt. Under C., besicles tc direct line, we have
in tc collaterai uine, first tiegrcc, brother, and second
degree, uncle. Under 1B., besides tue direct uine, ive
have in time collaienral ine unfly first dcgree, sîster, and
tabat flot of a tieccaseti but ai a living wife. Under D).
we have notliing. Wititout cnîering on .ln> tiebate-
abie question ofiEnterpretation as regards tue details,
il Es evident ai a glance that lte four classes cf me-
iationsitips arc flot trcatid alike. A. andi C. bar-
monize ; bot the range ut prohuibition uinder B3. is ver>
inucb contracter_. aink under D. ilîcre is no prohibi-
tion ai ail. Vret lucre %ve have the max~isr ibat A. anti
13. are alike !

a i. As Ia direct proof, there Es none. To %vife's
nant and nîcce there Es noialusion. Thteoni> passage
refcrrnng to witc*s sibter is Lev. xviii. 18, wbhcre Et is
forbititicata iuuarry a wite~s s;stcr in the wvife's life-
turne, as Jacob titi. This Iaw is for the must part
rendureti supcrfluous by the suppression ai poly-
gamy. The only case 10 which ai can now bc ap-
phîcci Es wltere a wife is divorceti, but stili living. The
reason assigneti for the prohtibition is tvofold-<x)
gecrally tlîe vexation oftbcung rivalîcti or raîher super-
seded, ta bier lt usband'saffecttions, by a younger sister.
There as nul 100a mucb gentiane love in the world. To
the' ordinary disconifort (for the %ifite of polygamry ut
was a ver serious aggravation that the bond af
natural affection sbould bc broken, and swçct ýjitçrIy
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love sursied inta bittcrutcss. (2) Spcciaily tue Slînck
ta lier setuse of <ieceitcy. Il was revolting ta tdans
mtodcsty in relation ta one anaîluer, iii %vhicli citiltreti
of the sanie fainily are reameeil, tdais ita sisters sitottîti
be brougbît togeihier scxtially thtraugît aliernate inter-
course %villa thte sanie lttsband. Thten, to guartl
-tg;ainsi evasiait of tItis ciifficuîty by tiivorcing te
eider- sister, Et Es atdeti, in her life, or as lonug as site
lives. Truu prohibition endis there-as (ioitie reasans
assigntd for ut. If it Es tnulaftil ta iutarry tite sister
of a drerd wifé, tîte Iaw ut Ie soigit ct sewlierc.

iis. The tîrauf inainly relieti on is indireif- an
argtumuent tram anialogy. A uman stands relateti tu lits
broither's %iit in te saine way as a wvoinan ta
lier sistcr's itisbanti. If bte relation is ton close'
ta auitt of mtarrnage tut tue anc case, it muust bc so lsta
tanuicecailler. Î lits argiumcnu wiul be fauti, on closc
exaîîtnation ta procet on tlurce assuitî lais, viz.
i. lit ait tue estimtin ai tue ancicnt h retsa
brotties %ifét anti a ivife's sisier arc ccîualiy near re-
hltons. 2. Tîtat tue Mosaic lait- prohtibiteil mamrnge
of a dîcceaseti broîiicr's witc. j. l'bat lte rcasmus for
enactung titis lait, %villa ils inferential extension, 10
tbe wifc's saster, arc su tam uanciangeti tluat il ouglît 10,
be enforceti in Churistian commnunaities anti by the
Chrstian chuurcb. Ail tîtese îbrce positions are opena
ta attack.

i. Arc a brotluer's wife aidt a wife's sister equalhy
neat relations, or ratlier, arc thuey so accounateci Iy tue
ancient Hcbrews? The answer tiepentis an nîtant we
inean by netar, in relatiomi ta a lawv of incest. l'ie re-
lations between twa brothiers arc thue sanie as lit be-
iwvecn îwoi sisters. Anti the otiter I, is thuat ut nuarriage
En bath cises. But the persan whto proposes ta etuter
int a sacred imuarriage is a iian in the anc case, anti a
wanuan in the allier. Wc're tîte ponecrs andi privileges
in regard ta marriage ai a Hebrcwv %vanan tite saune
-as iluose ai a inan ? The possessiun of a ifit diti à..
debar tîte busbanti trai taking another. The ifie
%vla look anaîber hissband wvould hiait' been put ta
tieatb as an aduiîcrcss. Anti the luusband coulti ter-
intale the conjugal relation by pptting away tis

wifé ; but the wite laid no panver ta put attay hier bus-
bandi. She %vas bais property rallier tItan bis equal.
She lad lier rcagnizeti rigîuus, but îlîcy were tams froîtu
being ienticai with luis. Il is conaceivable, then, lat
a ividow might he farbititen ta console hersehf for the
loss uftt husb, icl by taking bais broter in bais place,
.anti yeî a widower It free ta enter iris an analogous
relation if lue chuase. Had it been so, il ivaulti oniy
htave beca anothier instance ai the inecquality ai the
sexes untier an oriental fonn ai civilization.

But il wili be insisteti that the preseni question is
ane ofi potier or pnivilege, but as ta the' compara-
tive nearnes.s ai tîvo relations. Let us look, iluen,
mare clasely -at ibis point. The necarness whtich
ibrows up a barrier la the way ai tuarriage is of two
kinis . one physical or physiologEcal, tht' altiez- social
or moral. Thue physical element is cansanguinity.
The social ehement is the inîmmacy subsisting betîteca
persans brouglut up in tîte saine iuouseliold. On this
second groutnti ofprohuibition tieat- Dr. Charles Hotige,
IlWhcn persons arc so nearly relateti ta caria otbier as
to justity their livintg togethuer as anc tamily, tbey
shoulti be sacreti ane to tht' ather. Iftiis wecre not the
casc, cvii coulti hardly fait ta occur, imben young peo-
pIe grow up in the faîniliarity of domcstic lite. lThe
slightcst maspection ai the' details of the' iav as laid
dain lathue eiglutecnth citapter ai Leviticus, shiows
that tbis principle untieriies many afilis specifica-
lions." A curiaus illustration ot the' close connection
betwc~cn kinsluip anti co-residence in tbc sanie family
is aflordect by tht' use ai the' adjective near la Lev.
xxi. 2, 3. A priestiEs flot ta defile hiniscîf for the
ticat, except for bis km liat is near la him. TMucre
kindrti ai tlue firsi degree are specifird, andi the' list
endis îvith bis maitien sister, wilo is near to hlm, ihto
bas never been marrieti. Tht' nearness is that of kin
in the ane sense ; of uninterrupleti co-residencc la tue
other. If bais sister hand been marrieti she ivas fia
langer a membem of tht' saine luouscholti ; anti tht'
cffcct ai huer transter to anaîbem faniily ivas such thant
she was no langer it-nked wîith bis near of kmn. if
she dieti, hc couid fiai so much as camne into lte lent,
ta bave a f.urciell look at lier corpse. With tluis dis-
tinction betîveen acar anti remôte, in the case ot a
pricsi's sister betore our miads, wîe shahl be prepareti
10 give an intelligent anstv'er ta the' qîtestioart %vluther
in tht' appreiuension cf an ancient Hebreîv a brother's
.vife and a îvifc's sister ivere cqually.rnear. A muan
ana biz brotbcr~s mifct bcongred to. Ilc sai family.

A wvifcs sistcr, ais a mie, land to be sougbit in a diflerent
faînily. For it liebrews were stili nads wbentlic
iaw ias givc.., and coiereti ils patriarchi groups, as
nnmads îîsuaily do. WVlîcn a yoting man look a wifg
lie brouglit lier in tais îatlie-s camp ; site ani lier
childlrcn %verc an accession t0 tbc strengtb of the
group. And the seuleent in Canaan disturbcd ibis
carganairation of socicîy as littie ais possible. For ends
fiP//I»3//OUJhall ils ont entailed esinte, andi there
was iiîîie in% te way of trade tir nmanufactures ta inducc
'a mtan ta forsake bais birtliplace. Il is quise obvious
tiien, that in tbc sense in which a pricst's mlaidenl sis-
ter %vas necarcr luIii lîima na marrieti sistcr, a
mnan's brothcr's wife %vas nearcr i0 biim than tais wvife's
sister. And te question of co-residence ini the same
failiy louches so vitally the very raison detre of a
iaw of incest ilas, i woîîld bie uttohing wondcrfui if nîar-
riage wcre (urbitiden in the case of the nrrs relation
and permiitteti in the case of the more reite.

2. Did tbe Mosaic law probibit te mlarriage of a
cieccaseti brotlies wvife? Il is conînioniy supposcd
dhans, bis is tic meaniîtg tf Lev. xviii. 16. 1 bclieve
the supposition is incorrect. The' generai drift of
the chapter is ta prohihit sexuant intecourse %vitla
persans tu iv hotu one can casily have familiar acccss as
nieibers of tbe sanieami~ A livinig brother's wifé
camnes under titis category. It is objcctcd that a
speciai prohibition was unnccessary, as ail such of-
fenccs arc covcreti by the seventh conimandînent.
it is thc violation of tîte busband's conjugni riglits,
howecver, tbat is principally contcmplatcd in tbe pro-
hibition of adultcry. Siouid ;lie busband bc wîllfing
in sharc tbese rigbits, say witb a favourite brother,
anr orientai wouid ask, whait then ? Thcrc arc orien-
lal conintunaiies existing ai the prescrit day in which
the normal constitution of thc domcestic circIe is for
alil the brothers of a faînily to have one wife in com-.
nuon. And there arc reasoans for bciieving that poiy.
andry existeti aînong the Aranicana race in very eariy
limes. The levirale law bias the air of wbai cîhnol-
ogists %would cail a surndvaI fromr it. A more literai
survivai we finti stili subsisiing in tbe lime of the
laier propheits, whecn a man and bais father kcpt the
saine concubine. lPractices ofthis kindm may have bcea
conion among surrouncting tribes, botta in the ii!
derness and in Canaan. Tbeir explicit prohibition,
therecfore, was tinot ai ail superfluous. Furiher, a man
wbo coveteti bis brother's wvife might canirive ta have
her dîvorceti, and abus evade the seventh command-
ment.

There are definite reasons for holding that deceased
broîher's ivife is flot refcr-red 10, in the vecrse. (t) The
reasons assigncd for the prohibition implies that the
brother is alive. "Il Es iby brotber's nakedness.' The
indecency is likc at i f Hamr in exposing bais fathcr's
nakedness. The brother's ownership of bis wife's
person ended witi bais deaîbi-or ai ail events, in case
of posthumous offspring, raine months tlîreafher. If
it were not so, il would be unlawful for the widow to
ilarry any man. (2) In certain circunistances, de-
rined in Deut. xxv. 5, t %vas a positive'dty ta niarry
a broiber's widow. The levirate iaw is commonly
spoken of as anr exception 10 the gener-ai law ofiacesi;
but il is not presenteti in abat lighît in any passage of
Scripture. It is flot alludeti to in Lev. xviii. 16 ;
and the iaw of incest is flot alludedto oin Deut. xxv. 5.
The Boaok of Deuteronoîny wvas ivritten forty* years
after the prcceding books. la ils main scope it is
flot a correcting or defining appendix ta ibeni, but a
pupular outline of the legisiation îhcy cantain. It is
obviously meant to bc intelligible by readers wbo may
neyer have seen the citiez- books ; as on the other
hanti Levitiçus ivas meant 10, be intelligible tvithout
tce aid of a book %vritien forty years afier. In short thz

first and the second iaws stand related in each officr,
mainly, as code and abstract. Il the marriage of a
brotbcr's widow was ia some cases inccsîuous' anti in
others flot mere ly permissible but obligatory, the con-
ditions on îvhicb the diference between incest and duty
dcpcndcd should have been spccifled boîhi in the fuller
legisiation of Leviticus and in the' sumnuary of Deu-
îeronomny. But it neyer occurs to the wvriter ia Levi-
ticus ahat thcre is an important exception to th-s law,
nor ta the wriier la Déuteronomy ihat the' havirate
custoin infringeti on a general law of Encest. The
solution of ibis mystery is simpiy that the' two îbings
aie not rclated t0 cadi oiher as rule anti exception.
The one daes flot trench on the othcr ai ail. Tht'
-law i Leviticus bas nothing tc, do îvitb marryang a
widoîv, childless or otherwise The sanction ia Deu-
.îcrotuoty of ztn %%pclept ç%ist-im, 4cfince ibç q tilp


