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apphies equa'ly to the Genitles, and we fiad| p-olibition with consanguinty. ‘I'ac foarth
particalarly. that us vialstion by the Gen-\ gneral principle is, that the prohibited de-
tules s deprecited, which clearly showa that! grees all sp.ug out of onc circumstauce.
1t 13 mmoral,  We may call it the statute law] they have ull one root.  What is that root or
o hewenan rezard to marriage, aud hence| cirrumstance ? Itis propingi-y or nearness
we uccount for the uslematy with which it] of kyn,  Whether they be cases of affi 1ty or
13 wtroduzed i the vpeniagr verse of the, coaasnpuinity, the prohibition always rests
chapter to waich I have referced.  ‘Thero is§ ga tins une circumstance of nearaess” of ki,
no uddle course, s 1t appeirs to me, be-; The foundation is laid for thus in maun and
tvixt that which.{ have stated, and the pro~; wife being * one flesh.” Noue of you shall
nigenons intercourse that constitates vae of, approach 1o any near of kin to bim, to un.
the foulest doginas of Socishsm, and I fe2l} cover their nakedness;¥ ¢ am the Lord,”
impressed with  the convictwon, that they Lov, 18; 6. This phrase refers distinetly
tendency of that which the bitl we hive met, 1, marnage, 1tis a amversal law, expresed
to oppose, goes to legalze, isto mtroluce; 1 language of umiversaity. Ooserve, tuo,
ito the upp:r classes, the same abomingd-, tnat the pnaciple on which this prohuibition
uon which was lately atte.aptd to be intro-

marry her sister’s husbazd. But therois o
double inference from the passage, and you
may tako it thus ; n wife's sis-eris to the
inna whut the husbaod’s broth=r js to the
woman, and if a woman may not marry her
husbund’s brother, so neither may a man
marey his wife’s sister. ‘Fhere was no in-
ference in tbe world that can bo moro legiti-
mate than this, True, it existed under the
form of dispensation, that there wasa law
authonzing a man to marry s brother’s
wife. We find in the book of Deuterouo-
my, 25 Cap. and 5th verse, * If brethien
dwell together, and one of them die, aud
have no cluld, the wife of the dead shall
not marry without unto o stranger; her
! busband?s brother shall go in unto her and

duced winongst the lower classes—the
loathsume abumination3 of Sociaism. “The
second-general principle to which [ would
beg attention, s, that the sexes are cone
vertible.  \We mean by the, that what a maa

rests, is oearnes3 of ki, or propinquity. L
Aad wmarh the solemaity of the anuounce-! take -her to him to wife, and perform tbo
ment—*J am the Lord.” ‘This is what  duty of a husband’s brother to her,”?  There
may be called the enmacting clausa uf the | May seem to be somethivg a little inconsist~
statate, whigh i3 ajterwards more fully uo- lent. o thig, Jbut observe, this  exception
folded.  Accord ng to the language of mo- strenglhcns. instead of weakening the gen-

mav dy 1 respact of marsiage, & woman, dern legislation it cuntains the great prin-
uy do ; and what a man- mav notde, 8y ¢ple of the bili—the great principle, ap-
woman may not do. A man and Womn, piable to what follyws on the subject of
are placed on the same fooung, and thej cest.  “This marks out the fourth general
sane prombition upplies to bota.  L'ae pup prnciple.  Now, taking these genaral prin-
hibited degrees of marnage lo 8 msn 10y ciples along with ug, lot usfuok 1n the
respect of woman, are the probibited d:- Sepptare and see whether we have any

grees to & wonan in respeut of i wan. . proyf that the marriage of a man with his
‘I'a1s, 1 aporehend, none will uw-ay. Itis,

indee), indispensable, 1f we adwmit that a
man and 2 Woman -are cqually moral beings. Tae fir:t thiog we remark by wa
that a woman has a soul as well asa mas,} of peoof is, that & mag is. cxpressly for-
and 15 cqnally responsible to God. If that| pigden to marcy his own sister .or bhalf-
1s aditted, the convertibility of the s2xes; gister. ¢The nakedness of thy s's'er, the
nust be admtted afso. he thind generaly guughter ofthy father, or daughter of thy
principle waich 1 amanxious to bung beforey motuer, whetber sne be born at bome, or
you, 13, that atfin ty and consauguimty, 86, born abroad, eren their nakedness thou shalt
grounds of prolibition and perin.esion, arej noy uncover.” Lev. 18; 9. Now, here,
cquwvalent, ta the husband his wifes refa-| clearly and disuncily,.is. marriage forbidden.
t:ons are thesamns a3 lus own, in the samef perween a wman and his own sister, the
degree, and to the wifo, her busbaod’s re-| gaughter of lus mother, or even the half-
lations are the same as her own, in the sqm.cr sister, although she be daughter only of
dsgree.  ‘Thatis o say, to a hasband, his; thy father, or mother, and. not the daughter
wile’s mother, sister, nicce, are the same| of both. Nothing can be cleararathao
as hisown; and to a wife, her husband’s| ¢pi5. Remember, then, the third gencral
father, brosher, nephew, are the same as, pryciple, that affiony and consanguinity
herown. The relutions of cach, in shor, ! o\ ry eqnivalent, acd from this it will appear
ars alike to both, in the same degrée.} oqually clear that o man is forbidden to
Now, the principle on which these Test . .cro'his wife’s sister; on the principle of
is_the principle which lics at the foundation; ¢ynsangurnity,. he is-forbidden to marry his
of the Jaw of marriage. Gad said, “let a} ouy gisier ;. and on: the prnciple of afnity
mana man leave his f3ther and mother, avd b4 4s forbidden to marry hig wiie’s sister, for
cleave unto his wils, ggd t,hcy,lwo shait btg aflinity end copsanguinity are the same. :If
one flesh ;" tuerc is an identity thus formed; ¢his pinciple is admtted,. 28 we have-en-
between the main and his wife. ‘Th's iden-} go3vyred 10 show that it is 1n barmony with
tity is at the very foundativa of marriage. reagon, Scripture, and cowntnan law,. then it
The importance, of thy, in regard to sociall 5 contrary 2o the Word of God, for a-man to
worality must be apparant at once. Thé marry his wife’s sister.

principlé 1 have state1 of alfibity and con- Agsin, a womao is. forbidden. to marry
sangu:nity being equivalent, 13 adwnitted inl yer “husband's brother.  Lev. 183 16;
the lass of oar country, as might be shown| fiore, clearly, a woman is forbidden to mar-
by veferring to Blackstone’s Commentary,| ry her husband’s brother, ‘forif a man1s
aud other legal authorities. Butit is-more; fyidlen to marry his- brothers wife, of
10 Iny prasent purpes? to remark, this prin-| coarse. the wife is forbicden to marry
ciple of affin’ty nod consanguinity being! 3. husband's: brother. Now, .obserse,
equivaleot, pervades the whole of the 18th} par i a2 msn may not-marry his bro<
chupter of Leviticns, There arc in this| ety wife, on the sccond  geaerl principle,
chapter sevent.¢n instances of prohbited (that tho sexes are convertible),. it follows
degrees.  And it is not uoworthy of notite,! that a-woman 13.n0t to marry ‘ber sister’s
that of these scventeed degrees, eleven are, 1 ehand, which is donc whon a husband
degrucs of affinity, and only sixof consangai=| oro o bie vifo's sister. Bav tho formar is
aity. Wo aro upttg think that consan-i giocilg forbidden, and -in the convertibility
guidity i3 a stronger groutd of prohibition| ofyhe yexes, the. latter must bu forbilden
than affiaity 5 but the majority~of " prohibs-  also. JIt1s clearaod distinct, therefore, that
tions bas reipect to cases of afliaity, sud this, o, yho principle of . the: convertibility. of the
gotitles us to draw the conclasion, that at! coreq-shig, passage forbids .2 man to marry

least affloity is a0 equally valid ground off. i brother's wife, . and: forbids a womaa to
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deceased wife’s sister, is contrary to the ¢ Beving ceastd to exist,

erai rule. It does 8o, inasmuch as notting
else thinthe original -authority which made
the fir-t law, could dispense with it by mak-
ing thisexceptivoone.  ‘f'hat exceptional law
was introduced fora special purpose, and
being 8o, it left the law in force iu every
ather case, and then sult further, the special
parposa for which this exeeptran was made,
tho fuw now stands
without auy exception whatever. And if
this will notsat:sfy our opronents, we beg their
aitention to this, that o exreptional laws,
while in force, constituted vot a perunssion,
but an obligation to marry a decessed bro-
ther’s wife, the widow wes allowed 10 pun-
tsh him, and t cast on him contempt, if he
refused to marry her ; and if men witl argue
from this circumnstance in connection with
the subject before us, they will find that this
argument wil} go fufther than they intended
It will oblige every man whose wife dies;
leaving a narriageable sister, to mdiry that
sister ; and this, we presume, will not al-
ways be found agreeable or' convenient to
partees. .

Now, the third point to which T would
refer, is cze to which 1 attrch great im-
poriance ; 1 do not see bow it is to be got
over. It istbis, that degrees of offinity tnore
remote thau thut-of o wife's- sister ora di-
recily prohibited. ‘Thers aré two -in parti-
calar to-which I would:refer. ‘The first is
contaioed in-the 141k verse of tho 18th chap-
ter of Lev. ¢ Here 3 man is prohbited
from marrying hs anot-jn-law.””  Tben,
verse 17th of thesame chapter. A danghter
bya former morriage—1his is a grand step-
daaghter. lercare two cases prohibited,
morriage with an aunt-in-law, aod marriage
with o grand step-danghte~. Now, what is
the principle onwhich -they are prohibited ?
[t is given in-the coaclusive of the 17th
verse.. “For they are-his near kioswomen.”
It is the pnnciple of propioguity. \ery
wel', if mardage with aoch is_prohibited on
the priaciple of vosrness of kip, surely- mar-
riages with- 80 individaal' nearer stil nust
be prohibited also. ‘i'bese indimiduals are
in the colluteral-relations of the sccond de-
gree; whereas 8 wifo's Sister 1 in the col'a-
tcal relation of ‘the ‘first degree. And if
the former arc not to be mtrried, does not
every onosee that neither con thelutier be tak.
en into the relation of marnage?  The coa-
clusion ia' this cace 1s not less legitnuale or
couclusive from the premiges, thau eitber of
ths formner. Now we havo thres argaments,




