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tien." Tht everture la as foilows :"lWherexs, there
Is reasan to fear that a tenowed atiempi nia> ho made
to secure the passage cf the Bill ta legaliue amarniage
wiba.decenscd wifc's sistcrorndeceased brotherswhfc,
ni a futurcissloa cf Parlianient, hti s hereby ovenîured
b>. tht 1'resbyîery cf Toronie, that, in vhcw cf tht posi.
tion whch tht l'resbyterian Church, in comimon %viih
tht Churches ia Christcndam, lias taken upoa ibis
subJcct, and cf tht greai Imîportance or the interests
Involveti, the General Assembhy te the whole sub.
ject line censideration and adopi suci mnsures as la
lis wisdom i nia> deeni besi te aven such hegisltton
ai ihmai recenîl>. praposad.u1

Ncw, wbat art aur legisiators ta think of such
div-tio opinions expressoti b>' thetiwo largcst I'roicst-
ant Churches ha tht Dominhon ? Weihl nia> tht>. de.
spahr cf recelving lght frein such sources. ht ha,
hewever, gratifylng te notice that the judgnments of
these venersblc eccltsiasiical £:-lies do net contradici
one anaiber. The Conférence says that, " there hs net
an>. reason founded an bel>. Scrlpiurc or natura ilaws
prohibiting such matrimonial alliances ;" wlîile tht
Assemib> merc>. taicca intasuire te aven such hegis.
latlen, Ilha view of tht greai importance of the inter.
esis Invoived. e Heace îbese judgmenîs arc not con-
tradito>.. Indeeti, the Mlethatiats mlght use the
Preabyterian argument. IlThe great.lmpartance cf
tht interesîs lnvalved» is a statemc i sogenera as te
ho lcgithmateiy used on cither side cf tht question.
htish te lie noticed misa tbat the Assemb. chocs not
sa>. ihat such marriages are apposeti ta any scriptural,
natura., or even oesthetic law, but simpl>. that tbe>.
sbcuid net bc lep. iized la viewofithe gremt importance
of tht interesti invehycti. Those opposed te iegaliziag
such niarriages did net dtiae Ia say ha their ovcrtura
that the>.arc canîrar>. te Scrlpture The>. evidanl>.
wisbed te secure tht support cf ail ihat are oppesed
ta such marriages an any greuad wbmtevcn. i is weih
known thaï. saie la opposi tion are influenccd by pre.
Judices for wbich no satisfactory reason tan bo given,
while others are influeaced b>. sentimental considera-
tiens, and that comparatively few are iafhuenced b>.
reasons fouaded en scripture or on natural law.
ha ihair endeavours ta unite ahi these parties, tht au-
thora of tht aventure were cempeileti ta adopt such a
generat statement as leaves eatirehy oui of v'iew tht
merlîs cf the case.

Anotber thing wbicb sheulti not escape notice ia
that tht resolution in the Methodisi Conférence was
carrieti unanimeusly ; whereas, la the l'resbytcnias
Assemb>. the aventure was mdopted b>. 35 againsi t4.
hI should not bc fergotica that the vote in the As.
sembhy was taken a few heurs bci'ene adjeurnment
when atar>. att tht membars hati lefi, s0 that cal>.
forîy-aine niembers, i is behieveti, were preseni.
Hence it la reasonable te suppose ibat tht action cf
tht Conference wiil bc more likely tban ihat cf the
A3sembly ta influence aur legislators. Tht niemariai
cf tht Conference wili centaia a unanimous and clear
statement ibat, for tht prohibition ef tht marriage te
bc tegaizet, tbare is ne reason faunded en Strîpture
or natural law ; whereas, tht memorial of tht Commit-
tee wiht merc>. state that such marriiges should net
bc tegalized because we and some other Churches
formerly decided againsi îhem, andi because tht in.
terests invoived are ver>. great. W~e nia> weIl suppose
ibat the action of our Commitice wilh bcecnfcbled by
tbe knowiedgc that our Churcb is ver>. mucb divideti
on ibis subject, and b>. the recellection that tbey
received iheir appeintmcnî and authort.fon a>
tbirty-flve menibers at tht close cf tht AasembIy.

Non', wiiboui discus5ing the merits cf the genenal
question ai ail, permit met te state a fewv rensons wvhy
we sbould not adopi an>. sînong "'measures te avert
such legisîmiin as that retent>. proposeti."

i. That the prohibition îvbicbi it is proposedt te 
move is practicaily cf ratent date evea ia Englanti.
it la weil kacwnm thai Archbishop Parker publishoti a
table cf degrees, dcclarng unîawfut marniàgc witb a
brotber's widow, or with a deceased wife's sisier, for
the expres purpose of supporting Quetn Elizabetb's
legitirnat> and tite. This table tests sohel>. on tht
authonlity cf tht Arcbbishop, as it was never sanc.
tioned b>. Parliameni. hti h said ibat for about ibrce
huadred years; the law cf niarriage la Englani %vas
regulatcd b>. the staiutc cf Henry. VIi 11 ib tat ne ne.
servation or prohibition, God's iaw except,saal trouble
or inipeach anymarriage witboui the Leviticat degrets"
.- and by the tables of degrees and tht Canons; but
ihat during this long peniod a man was practically
permitteti te manry vhoni bc would. flatte in= ne

siringeni prohibition tiUtI 835 when A% Bill was passed
validâtlng such niarriages as bnd beta contracted,
but declarhng ihat for the future they sbould net bc
vaidable as before, but absolutely nuit and vold. Trhii
severe nîcasure was due te ihe bishcps la the lieuse
cf Lords. I sems nicat unreason-ablo and inconsis.
lent thai îhey should consider marriage with a de-
ceased wifc's sister unawful nd incestueus and ai
the sanie time validâtc ail such marriiges as liad been
coniracteti, and yeî ticclaro that for tc future tiîcy
shoulti bc for ever nuIt and void h Thus thc pro-
hbition tvhicli il is propostil eo remnove is net onc cf
lîlgi nnd venerabie antiquity, but anc praciically
dating nu farther back than t83S.

2. Thai the prohibition canîplaincti cf bas created
inuch-and whcre ht now exists-increasing dissatis-
faction ail over tht Blritish Emplrt.. Indecd lt bas
recently been remeovet la nirny B3ritish Colonies.
WVithin the lasi forty years- or indeed ever since the
act cf 1835-Blls have been passed ia the British
lieouse cf Commens seven ies, for is remaval, and
resolutions lookiag la the sanie direction bave been
passed seventeen urnes, the Lords, under il mIlu-
ece cf the beachi of bishops, ahways stremuuiy and
successfuily opposing then. Thus tht British nation
bas nover acquiesced la the Acý f i835, and it neyer
wlill. hiesides, it is becoming increasing>. evident
thai the Lords, and especially tht bishops, de net
fairly reptesent the mind cf tht nation. i is nl mis-
take ta suppose thai the agitation connecicd witb this
question is a ncw thing. Deep dissatisfaction bas ai-
%ways been felt wlien any atiempi bas been made la
titimn te enforce the law as hi naw stands. Hence
tht violent speech made in tht Assembiy-and fahschy
hmputed te Dr. Proudfooi-accusing aur legistators cf
precipitancy and evea immorality la proccdlng ta
legislate on ibis niatter, %vas entirel>. unjustiflable.
There bas long been a wide.spread and deep agitation
in reference te thisniatier, wbich witl never subside
titI the prohibition is removcd.

3. That, ln view of tht diversit>. of opinion wbicli
exisîs la Christendom la refèrence ta tht iawlness
ci mariage wiîb a deccased wife's sister, it is unrca-
sonable ibat we, or any other section cf the Church,
shouitt seek, b>. legat enactments and penalties, ta de-
prive nian>. of %vhat îbey consider a natural and Scrip.
tural right, tht exercise cf whichi is feut ta be indispen-
sable te tht happiness cf tbemselves and their chit-
dren. hi is weti knewn that the alliance rcfcrred, tais
frequenthy centracteti b>. pic'us persons, and ihat tee,
ia saine cases, ai tht requcst of a dying wife; thai it
is net cansideced incestuous by any civilizcd cern-
munit>., and that, wcre it not out of regard te civil
dismdvaaiages and ecclesiastical discipline, such mar-
riages would bc much more frequent iban tht>. are.

la the ecclesiastlcai resolutions of tht Assemb>.
and tht Conference, ive have additional and cenvinc-
ing preof that tht Scriptural lawfuiness cf sucb mar-
riages niay weil be cansidcred an opta question, and
thus net binding on tkt consciente of an>. man wvho
believes that tht>. arc lavfuL

Have we an>. righi to ask tht Parliament te enact
a iaw to deprive man>. of our ewa brcthren and of our
'Meihodist breibren of wbai ibe>. consider a naturat
and religious right ? 0f course, ta insisi on perpetu-
ating tht existente cf such a law s îîracticalty as bad.
If we are convinccd that the alliance is contrar>. ta
tht word cf God, lci us convince aur people cf ibis,
ami subjeci tbem te discipline if tht>. forn it. This la
ail we tan reasonab>. do. If we demanti an Att cf
Parliameni ta enforce aur views on ibis dispuîcd peint,
why shoutd wve not bave an Act te enfant our views
in refereàîiw tobapiismn and te ternis of Christiani com-
munion? If ive are entiiicd te dcmand an Att cf
Parlimment te campet our Mcthodisi breibrea te ab-
stain irerià fenming tht alliance referred ta, uhy may
iie not have an Att cf Parliament te campai themi to
adopt our views cf doctrine and peuit>? WVhat wculd
beconit cf religicus liberty la such a case? How
niuch- would we dishonour boih ourselves and our
principles b>. invoking tht sirong atm cf the haw te
enforce principles whicb, wetihus b>. implication ad-
mit, citber cannot be successfuihy dtended by argu-
ment, or which we are incapable cf defcnding?

Hoping that aur Commitic witt net involve tht
Cburcb la a siruggie agminsi what la inevitable, and
that ibe>. wilh deoiting ta maintain intoherant and
persecuifing measures la niatters of conscience, h ami,
witb thanks, yours trul>., PRESBVTEROS.

Se>01exéer Îlit, .Jo

'A$TOR AND -eOPL]g

11AP-1AZARD GIJ'ING.

Thero can nevcr bc anything but a charing tincer.
tainty upan the benevolcat work of the Church tit
glvlng Is mcîhodlcal, as well as gencrous, ln the
churchcs nt large. And tbat It % far frani belng, r.s
yct. ht wcre Jusi as ensy fur cachi person ln the
Chiurch of Christ ta deicrine ait the beginning of a
ycar tbe minimum of %wcckly giving ta the boards cf
the Cliurch as ta go forward giving somethlng or
nothing as nay fitfuîly happen. ht wcrc jusi as ensy
for cach chu rc h, on the basEs of sucE, determin.nions,
ta say ta the Boards tbc proximate amotint that can
bcecxpccted from I, and ta do It nt the begînning cf
the clîurchi year, having firsi detcrmlned ta do sanie.
thing for each, as to leave theso servants cf the
Churcli ln doubt whcthcr nnythlng can bc expected
[rom more than half cf the cburches, and as te how
nmuch froni any of theni. Trhe freest, niosi icycus
givlng Is methodical givlng;- just as the -truest liberty
la liberty nioving in the grooves cf law. And not
only se ; the clemcnt of righteousness pervades the
splierc cf method, for II actually puis a purpose te do
cne's dut>. at the front, crects a place for cnr-ying It
out, nnd gots about II, day by day, laylng by, as the
first fruits cf ail increase for the Lord's servhcc, what
wilt be liel as sacred>. dcvoied ta Il m, and taken ta
Ilis courts on the firsi day cf the week as an att cf
worship.

The trouble lics primarily, it is belicvcd, whth the
ministers, so many or whom do not wisb to be both.
cred wibh these details cf parish work, and who can
always bc ceunted upon citer ta activcly oppose or
actively let ane an>. plans proposcd for increasing
the cmfciency cf ibis atm cf church work.

I is marc than doubtful whether any cemmittee cf
the Assembly can secure such co.operatlca in Pres.
bytcry and bynod as ta accomplish very much la ibis
direction. But ane îhing la certain: tilt each local
churcb.wilt adcpt somo methodical plan of giving and
wvorking, it sbould neither peep nor mutter ai the
debis and embarrassmenîs cf the Bloards nor flnd
fault wiih its îrusted servanis. B>. is unniethodical
ways it embarrasses, whte it is bound, cn evcry
principle cf equit>. and reasonableness, ta help, will.
ing>. and faithfülly. Is there ne way of arcusing the
conscience cf delinquent churches hn ibis rerpect?

But ai an>. raie, Ici us not rest tilt hap..hazard giv.
ing la wceded oui cf our churches. And let us be
generous enough not Io find fault with the Bloards till
we have given thcm some reasonablet fixed data of
expectation ; nor with the people, tilti we have given
themn the facilities for carrying oui sanie definlie plan
cf beneficence.

Wc have no doubi thai some form cf the weckly
oftering, gatbering up w~hat bas been laid aside an the
first day cf the week and bringing it, with prayer, te
tht Lord's bouse, is not only Diblical, but practicai,
and aIl the marc so for being Biblical. It will cer-
tail> rcach the grcaiesi number cf givers the greai-
est number cf limes. It will best accommadate the
smallcr givers, and encourage îhem to ihink that the
day cf widows' mites and the Lord's approbation cf
îhem is nai gene b>.. It will associate the att of giv.
ing with worship, and se bclp te make i a swcet and
winsonîe thing. hi will almott certainly make the
income front the benevolence cf the Cburch "more
ample as wett as mare scurel" htis said that the
plan of weekly giving, adopted by all the Congoega.
tionai churches of Providence, increased their gifts
frein ibrce te five fold, and ibis through a long period
cf commercial depression. Their experience Is not
excepiional. Tbis plan is as geod and as feasible in
a country. village as in a civ -la a Presbyterlan as in
a Congregational cbîîrrcl. Itpuis ihefinancial atfàirs
cf tht Churcb on a basis cf common sense and sound
business principles ; a considcratîcn cf itself, te con-
niend itat the larger givers and the strcager churches,
while besi meeting the conditions of the smallar and
weaker. Lei us, then, bc willing to work ta a plan--
to the plan that experience is endersing as the besi-
tilt it tan ne longer be said ihat less than one-sevenîh
cf tht eight and a quarter millions raised annually by
tht Presbyterian Cburch is devotcd te abjects outside
the support af the churche.s; and that cf the 5,269
churches onl>. Ili i give ta ail the eight objecta re.
commendcd by the General Assembiy.-H. C. 1fay.
den, D.V., in Y. Y. 1na'qhnden.
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