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PREFACE.

Tur subject treated in the following pages is one of the
most repulsive character, and one which it is obvious no man
would undertake to investigate from any other motive than
a sense of duty. Neither reputation nor pecuniary interest
can be promoted by attenlion to it, and the subject is totally
destitute of that interest which would attract attention from
the pleasure derived from its consideration. He who engages
in it, therefore, makes a sacrifice of no inconsiderable import-
ance, and must besupposed to have undertaken it solely from
a solemn sense of his duty to do so.

That the subject is one of great importance, and of vilal
consequence to the purity of the Christian Church in general,
as well as to the good order and moral condition of society,
cannot be doubted for a moment; and that it has claims of
no ordinary character to the attentive consideration of all
those who are really desirous hoth ‘o Anow and fo do the
will of God in all things, cannot be denied.

"That this subject is one of a disgusting and repulsive cha-
racter, is no reason why we should not endeavour to ascertain
the will of God in relation to such matters; if it was proper
to be introduced into the word of God, it is proper that it
should be discussed; for it is by discussion that truth is elicit-
ed, and an attempt to suppress discussion, is generally an at-
tempt to suppresstruth. Criminalsinour courtsof justice, when
conscious of guilt, endeavour to prevent discussion; they
deny the jurisdiction of the court, or set up some technical
objection to the indictment, which may prevent an investiga-
tion of the merits of the case, that they may thereby either
gain timeor escape altogether. Not so, however, with those
who are conscious of their innocence. The innocent man de.
mands a trial; he holdly asserts his innocence, and hails wiih
pleasure the oppartunity of showing that he is not guilty of
the crimes laid to his charge. “The wicked flee when no
man pursueth, but the righteous are as hold as a lion.”

That in every age of the Christian Church the marriage of
a man with his sister-in-law has been considered an unlasw/(ul
and incestuous conuexion, cannot for a moment be doubied;
and a lm:c)‘ﬂedge gf this fact should Iead all Christian church.
es Lo instl'tute an inquiry into this subject, lest peradventure
through 2gnorance they may permit this practice to exist
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THE QUESTION,

WHETHER A MAN MAY LAWFULLY MARRY THE SISTER OF HIS
. DEJEASED WIFL, CONSIDERED,

TuaT the question, whether a man may lawfully marry !ﬁs
sister-in-law, is one of transcendt;nt importance t_o t}le purity
of the Christian Church, is admitted _hy all, fo_r if it _be the
crime of Incest, it is one of those crimes against which A)-
mighty God has denounced his heaviest judgments, and that
nation or that church which tolerates it, will, sooner or later,
feel the outpourings of his divine wrath, i aly

Were this question to be decided hy the OPIHIOI]]E ;J\r]uc A
have universally prevailed in every age, there rimf' e no
hesitation respecting it. Among the opinions whic a 1ave 1{)1 e-
vailed in every age of the Christian Church, an lm ey exs
country where the light of the gospel has spread, there per-
haps has not been another so prominent and universal as that

which has been expressed against the marriage of a man with -

his sister-in-law. In the very early, in the _n}idd]e, and in the
latter ages of the Christian Church, the decision has been the
same, that the marriage of a man with his smte;r-m-la_w, _“'he-
ther the wile of his deceased brother, or the EleE{‘ of his de-
ceased wife, is an incestuous and unlaw{ul connexion, equally
offensive to God and subversive of good order and domestig
purity. But in order to show that this opinion is fq}m{]_ed in
truth, that it rests on a basis as sghd as the' law of God itself,
and to enable us to enter on the nvestigation of this su‘b.]e?t
with a proper understanding of the principles on \:vh.lch it
rests, it becomes Decessary to make a few obsermtmus n re.
lation to the nature and extent of the natural and moral_laws,
which are broken by thoge who are guilty of the practice jp
uestion. I
Let it be considered then, in the first place, that,
In the beginning God created man upright, and endoweq
1
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him with such natural perceptions of good and evil, as were
sufficient for the regulation of his conduct while he continued
In a state of innocence. But the state of purity and inocence
in which he was created, did not long continue; by sin he
fell from that high estate, and his understanding being dark-
ened, his aflections estranged, and the moral 1mage of his
maker effaced, he soon departed from his service, and sought
out for himself many inventions. ) ! .

But, notwithstanding the depravity occasioned by sin, it
appears that mankind still possessed sufficient natural light,
and moral discrimination, to have enalb}ed them to avoid many
great and abominable erimes, into which they f_e]l in the first
ages of the world. Had Cain attended to the light that was
within him, and which lighteth_every man that comet} inte
the world, he would not have slain his brother ; anq Lamech
would not have taken two wivesat thesame tipe ; for, but a
short time previous, God had created one man, and one woman
only, to De his help meet. The Canaanitcs,dthcla Amorites,
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purpose, he delivered to them, by his servant Moses, the two
tables of the law, which serve as a basis on which all the
rules which regulate the moral obligations of man, hoth as it
respects his duty to God, and his duty to his fellow creatures,
are founded.

But it must by no means be inferred, that because God was
graciously pleased to reveal his will more clearly to the peo-
ple of Israel, and to indicate to them with greater precision,
the duties which they were required to perform, that the
Gentiles were, therefore, released from the duties which the
moral law enjoined. The moral law is as fixed, unchangeable,
and eternal, as the God who gave it; and he canno more cease
to require his creatures to fulfil it, than he can cease to be the
governor of the universe. Were the Gentiles released fromthe
duty of loving God supremely, and their neighbour as them-
selves, because he had commanded the Jewsin a special man-
ner to doso? Were the Gentiles authorized to commit murder
and adultery, because God had forbidden the Jews to do them?
By no means. It was a peculiar favour indeed, which God
was graciously pleased to impart to the Jews, that, at a

period when the world was sunk in great wickedness, and the ~

natural and moral perceptions of mankind had been greatly
obscured, he should have given to them the direct revelation
of his will: but by doing so, he gave po liberty whatever to
those who were not so favoured, to act otherwise. The moral
law was as binding on these who lived hefore the period when
the ten commandments were given by Moses to the Jews, as
they were on the Jews, after that event; and they are now,
and always have been, as binding on the Gentiles as on the
Jews.

The moral law given to the Jews, therefore, was not a neyp
law. It wasbut an exposition, in more clear terms, of the
law of nature, which, of itself, had not the minds of men been
darkened by sin, would have been sufficient for the direc tion of
mankind. Ifis not improbable, indeed, that the greater part,
perhaps all the precepis given in the Decalogue, were recog-
nised by the more virtuous part of mankind, and especially by
the Israclites, before the law was given by Moses; but sup.
posing them to have been so, it was necessary that they shoulq
be again enumerated by the divine Lawgiver, in order that
each of them should he explained and enforced; and we find
accordingly, that he did not consider it sufficient merely tq
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The seventh commandment is, ¢ thou shalt not commit
adultery.”  But what do we unders!'and I}}" the commission of
adultery? Against what crime or crimes did the sacred Law-
siver intend to guard in giving this law:! ‘What is the extent
of the precept! To answer these questions we must refer to
the Sacred Scriptures themselves, in which we shall find that
the command, “ Thou shalt not commit adultery,” is intended
to prohibit all unauthorized or unlawful cohabitation between ]
the sexes; as well as some other crimes.

There are several ways, consequently, in which Adultery
may he committed by overt acts, independent of the exten-
sion of the signification given to the precept by our Lord ;
who declares, that ¢ the man who looks upon a woman, to lust
after her, has commiited adultery already, in hig heart.” But
it is not our purpose, at present3 to consider this part of the
subject; it is foreign to the inquiry we are about to institute,
and to overt acts only, shall our remarks be confined.

By a reference fo those parts of the holy scriptures, in
which the precept, ¢ thou shall not commit adultery,” is ex-
plained and enforced, particularly to the cighteenth chapiier
of Leviticus, we shall find, that, independent of othqr species
of uncleanness, there are three principal modes in which
adultery may be committed.

First, by the cohabitation of persons who are nearly related
to each other, and who, on account of such natural connexion,
can never enter together into the marriage relation, usually
denominated incest.

Second, by improper intercourse between persons, one or
both of whom are already married to another, commonly
called adultery; and, '

Thirdly, by impreper intercourse between unmarried per-
sons, usually known by the name of fornication.

I'rom the circumstance of the cohabitation of Persons neayl
related to each other, being first mentioned and prohibited by
the divine Lawgiver, it is but reasonable to infer, that of all
the modes of committing adultery, thisis the most horrible
and detestable in the sight of God, as it is also most contrary
to the natural feelings of mankind.

Without intending to dwell to any considerable extent oy
this part of the subject, which is perhaps unnecessary, it
n'l.':l}r be “fell to l'efe]_‘ to an 1nstance or two in “’hi(‘.h it Y‘Vill
be apparent that the Sacred Scriptures afford sufficient evi-
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‘If‘ir;cg;{ Eﬁtl?ls' t‘!iféw o_ftthe subject s unquestionably correct.
B ‘13_{, it s said by our Lordf “whosoever shall put
e ¢, except it be for fornication, and shall marry
fornim{‘, committeth adultery.”  Now it is plain here, that
i ;n:lOI}. a&]d ‘aduH‘ery are used precisely in the same sense,
commit f“‘le. woman, by infidelity to her hushand, could not
Bilie wm m‘f?“l{m“ in the sense in which it is generally used.
Sithat Q‘?S o ty, thel‘e[}i’l‘e, of taking another man, it must
B e “ﬁu}ld be'gmltyj of precisely the same crime that
o ‘}'011__ he ;qmlty of, who should take another woman,
i Ilt? crume of adultery. Again, it is said by the apostle
< Bl ni epistle to the Corinthians, it is reported com-
Catio}:r 1at there is fornication among you, and such forni-
i Sh;lsll? nf)t so much as named amongst the Gentiles, that
il uld have his father’s wife.” It 1s plain in this case,
ik 1€ crime committed, was not that usually known as for-
WTication, but the crime committed wag that of incest, or the
C-(‘)hapltatmn of persons nearly related to each other—the col
bitation of aman with his father’s wife. Nowy aq itri: l1e C?]mi-;
the fornication which a woman commits by inﬁdel?teaf ;a
husbapd, is adultery, so the fornication committed yb y :fr
Cﬂhabltati_on of a man with his father’s wife, or anyyuth:%
lear relative, is cqulally adultery, and as much a dreach ofthcla
E{;ggpt C?‘ntglriecl 10 the seventh commandment. Dr. Brown
of un?cﬁ?stif linl ?Iy’ ‘lfﬂ"rge]y taken, comprehends all manner
cation, incesyt': or :Jenanlfhg Sl?eleijh’ " behaviour; whether forni-
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There remains no doubt, therefore, that whether a man
and woman who are too nearly related to each other ever (o
marry, cohabit together; whether a man and woman, one or
hoth already married, cohabit together; or whether persons
not too nearly related to marry each other, cohabit together
without marriage—that in all these cases, the crime com-
mitied, by whatever name for the sake of distinction, it may
be called, is 2 breach of the 'séventh commandment, and that
the parties are guilty of adultery; not by implication merely,
or in any mediate or subordinate sense, but in the great and
leading sense of that precept, which says, ¢ thou shalt not
commit adultery.” This view of the nature and extent of the
precept contained in the seventh commandment, which no
one disputes, being admilted, we shall be at no loss with re-
spect to the class of crimes, to which Incest must be referred,
or with respect to the punishment which should be suffered
by those who are guilty of that beastly and unnatural sin.

It is to be observed that the term Zncest is not used in the
Scriptures. It is derived from the Latin words in casium,
which literally signify unchaste, but, in its application, has
always been used to designate that species of unchastity,
whicl arises {rom the cohabitation of persons too nearly re-
lated ever to enter together into the marriage state. St
Paul, in the case of the man who had taken his father’s wife,
calls the same crime fornication; and John the Baptist de-
clares, that the marriage of Herod with his brother’s wife
was *“ unlawful.” That is, forbidden by the Levitical law.

Incest, therefore, may be defined tobe the « unnatural and
criminal cohabitation of persons within the degrees of kindred

rohibited to contract marriage.”

Incest is a crime which is forbidden by the law of God, and
has been held in abhorrence by the universal consent of the
whole world; itis a disgrace to marriage, and pollutes that
institution. With those who have understood and appreciated
the value of the institution of marriage among mankind, this
crime has always been considered of the foulest character,
The great importance of this part of the subject requires that
a few remarks should he made, for the purpose of showin
the manner in which the law of incest protects the institution
of marriage, and preserves human society from the foulest
and most detestable crimes.

Marriage, it is not denied, is a divine institution, and has fap
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its o?gljgct the legitimate increase of the human family, for
providing mutual help and assistance in the relations of social
life, and for the helplessness and support of the earlier periods
of the life of the Tising generation. It is an institution highly
benev?lent in its character, and must be ranked among the
best gifis of Giod to man. It insures a pure offspring, and
raises .f'arnilies; it alleviates cares, and protects from tempta-
tions ; it produces an affectionate communion, and affords con-
fentment and happiness without the collision of separate in-
terests”  Such being the case, and the institution of mar-
Hage being of such immense importance to the happiness of
mankind, it is of the greatest consequence that it should be
Preserved from al) impurity, and maintained in that state
which wil] be productive of the greatest degree of lmppin?sS
to the human family, for whom it was designed. It is an in-

stitution which has been practised by all nations; and in every
com munity, however barbarous, laws, written or conventional,
aving in view its preservation from impurity, have existed;
and amongst the most prominent of these laws, are those
which have forbidden the cohabitation of persous nearly relaf-
ed, whether by blood or by marriage. It may be asked, in what
manner the prohibition of marriage between persons nearl
related tends to preserve the purity of that institution? We
answer that this is the only method by which the rising up
of impure desires in the mind befweer persons nearly related
could be prevented, By prohibiting the very possibility of
marriage between Dersons nearly related, ali thoughts of co-
halblfé.ltlﬂll] are prevented, and that pure brothm‘]y and sisterly
aﬂe_chop 18 1nduced, which forms such a beautifq] part of our
Social circle, But let it once he admitted, that persons near-
vfelr‘ﬁlzétg;l may contract marriage, and we should soon have a
4 te}; tﬁf,rmm .sta[e ?f thu'_:gs; let it once be understood that
P@Pmitt(égei‘ﬁ:};l?]ney 0“ fl:‘l'cll"l'li‘lge, Collabll'i‘ltlﬂn should b.e not 0{113'
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. iving, well describe the state of things which
Cfle?liaieédliﬁ::‘i;“i; egsue. ¢“To form a correct ic}eu on this
“Q::t( all we have to do, is to imaging a society just as our
szi‘lllilies are. I mean a society  containing many persons of
different sexes and ages, hawqg 'free and unresiram];e]d access
to each other, at all times—sitting at the samg taﬂ e—par-
taking of the same amusements—sleeping un 03 l:le_ sa:t:ne
roof, perhapsin the same apartment; in one \?]c_n -zt u.rnlw.gt 0=
gether in a state of the most unreserved familiarity; t?‘ us
imagine, I say, such a socicty, differing in no respec rom
ours but in this single circumstance, that these PEI]JS(.)-DS are

ermitted to intermarry, without the least oppro rium or
{:Jriminality being attached to such a connexion:: tI}attlﬁ to
say, they are taught from earliest 1{1fancy, to ]vmw eitlri: 1 other,
in reference to the sensual appetite, exacty} E{(Sl fytwe‘ﬁ
strangers of a different sex, whom they are forbic ¢ en to 01:1(:
indeed now,—before certain foa'ms_and coremonies are pass-
ed through, called the marriage rite,” but_ after .tlha?, g}&tllé
fication is perfectly innocent and even praxs‘ewgi't ?rn,] \71?1111: :
not every family hecome a school of z-lb.omul]z_t tE . .fwogé'
where - the youthful mind would be initiated in e discr;-
mysteries of vice, and long before it attained yciltls i g
tion turn out a giant in profligacy ? Wh'at na‘ ulz W
could resist the constant, the ever pressing t(,rr]pta. it
such a situation® ¢TIt is true that promiscuous in e:c_?m‘s},
would be prohibited in this society, for I am supposing that it
enjoys the institution of marriage—so that the persons spokcn
of in using the opportunities afforded them, onId I{;:’l()\v t]hat
they were acting wrong. But i-}fhftf: kind of _\Incjng. : W_lat
kind of wrong would the consciences of broi_. 1e1 alm' slster;
or father and daughter, charge upon them 1n such a case ?
Only the common offence _r.af {ornication; th_at offencre which
is committed every day Wlthou_t much puIJ_llc 1‘(:1)1‘0131(:}3, and
of which too great a proportion of mnnkmd_ ca‘n1 ¢ guilty
without the least remorse. They would feel that t]1t“:y were
doing wrong indeed, but still they would feel ﬂTat‘ they were
f]oing no greater wrong than if Fhe same act was CO‘mI_D'lU(gd
with a stranger; and would this feeling, so 111_0;131011\-(; in
cases of infinitely less temptation, deter under ;zucup}stancea
where every facility wag lavishly aﬂ'm'ded"f W h?n ‘1t cannot
keep a man from going, at the risk of public eXpOSUre, shamg,
and disease, to a brothel, will i: prevent him from making »
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j Jamily? - No, g We should soon hear
strange things of this Soclety.” We should hear the historian
of it record that EVery man wag o Profligate ang CVETy woman
& Wanton ; that virtue apg chastity, with all {heiy amiable ac-
cOMpaniments, were not ip, their Vocahu]ary-qtlnt marriage
itself wag a term of Teproach; for who would ;n'u‘l‘ with
he dar{mmg- susplcion, that his brige had heep 3:31-‘;{1] an

apprenticeship to fathers——z}nd uncles—gpq b 5
f the picture here Presente

brothel in his gwn fam

& afutht rothers 77

: ; - e afaithfy] likeness, and we
believe fow DETSOns of reflant on wi 2 35,
coloured, if indeed it do o0 will Consig,

! er it too highly
P i dinds | ves not fa]) below the vigy which would
o quria e betwen 75 human or diving, eXisted in relation
jowmcthat %0 the feen Itar mlatmﬂs; it wi] Consequently fol-
s ;l‘iage indégtcztlwfgﬁ t“zesliarérslgre ttl.mn to any Ogllel‘ la%rw, is
e B Iy 7
mankmq : an'd that Without g e la\:rl ;?rl- of its pun.ty among
o marrzage}tselfwoum be brouaty O ncest, the mstitution
has been umversally gdmigyoq ingalllr:l De;]m"epllte *and as it
a proper regard for this institutiop 34 of ﬂan tatries that
ance to the moralg of any co ty, it is th-m:u)St dort,
IEgﬁlﬂf{JrS, as conservatoys of ; : cnprl(:&dz-"@’ 0?
i¢ hipninec . : oterg
g;li 1<i hqp.p{?ff‘asafo pl‘t_)‘rlde against sych Cnormitieg by wholz.
me aws_, 1t 18 the duty O ministerg of the gospel, ag watc}
}“en set to guard the “spiritya] interests of the Communj :
‘om the approacl of iquity ang sin tant in cn
to A out of seggn, ;11 : ! .y 1{ tlln Sea-
- : amst the ip.
1al account the more g e o their P
if ] < : g c dan €rous,) e
ic :c;}" SJt]fould el sufficiently ofte, to h?d deﬁ;&1cgt{§I}1§{;:
munitynjlt 1];(131 e conls ?qucnces which w ould arjge to the Eom-
: o 88 would excee caleylaty :
O?gree GF; crime to another, )] o ?tlon, g{ng on from e
POllytmn and im purity, 1ould become a sink
s tﬁ_t:t be BF@_Ohserv@'d, that the 4
akion 1o gyey Cestygyg CONfunctiong

cency only, : . » 0ut of regard to de-
a Cogner;{i}:m tooa?fra? mof]}y ?f erviage Can gyer e;gnitle stich
hopbloved in this digorls o "o h0Urable; and it will b
. . 5 22101 not et .
1]9 J "stitution, Presentay f-o man foreslgﬂate that pure and
a ¢ MEL O
Mo aq L ne ]LSSLIlln

. le iIlCre ase 0[.‘ 4 ]'lEl 3=
S f(}‘ [ g or hlS SO]TO\\.‘S © - hIS T
t:li"mn o Tm of ex PIessg
n -PE]‘EOI]S [‘U[i

R s DUL Only 45 a more
n(-lloni' o Cpreseng the uniae‘;f ul cohabi-
arly relateq ever to enter together
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i e aving its origin in impurity and
T T Bl Soehar s o o entes nto
e Wl.-t 101. s‘tate to contract marriage, no marriage cere-
e maruz]tgcof the least avail, and when Eerformecl, is n}lll
i z’;einz'z‘z'o— rom the very beginning. Such an jn-
Gl fﬁ} abitation between a man and woman, too ‘_"earl
cest_uous_ o h other, is no more entitled to the name of ?_:fz_m-.-
l-qlated - caf: 1nterfe,it notes and counterfel‘t coin are Qn_tltletl
.o wfl'l money. Our own Confession _of l*_zuth is dle-
@ e Rams u" sson thissubject. It says, :‘jlflm'r;qgf?. oug 1_t
e e C'X'?'l ehthe degrees of consanguinity or aﬁml,iy.im -
EpHIbE Wl-gl-mvord- nor can any such incestuous marriage
bidden i t, Ee" ]aw,fu[ by any law of man or consent of
v o nrEllat those persons can live together as man and
E%Ttl?’s’ S’f‘lﬁs is the doctrine maintained by every rl‘ehgl?‘l‘_ls
;‘srfr}zulmity, and is manifestly founc}l}ed in h.'l;ﬂ;ce:]ltlgj; :1;;:} |
isin itself at first criminal, cannot become i g
i?:;ﬁ;ctlsiipetition of the offence. On thet Cglét‘r;ﬂélgnﬁ Lo
ing to marriage, persons too nearly 1'§1aﬂ{-, oo oot
the marriage state, gregltly_ aggravate k161use el
they prostitute that institution, and ma evcr s
is holy and commendable in itself, as a ¢co
: ) 13 a
Puﬁ: E-sff-?cnrj", the commentator, v;:l‘y Justly :bfs(;arnt’le}i, Pa’ffl;:;:
ik ; ‘dinance of marriage,
fue mafl {z{;%cgz‘szaozfs[L]:Ei;la‘(aj;;les, isso far from ?usti fying them, or
m}t}ﬁl?latin their guilt, that it adds the guilt of profam.ng an
Ef{l;nance o%' God, and pl_'osﬁtutin_g thatdio”the vilest purposes,
which was instituted for the hollei;ltl:n aroed o 108 DL
Divines and lmvgwersi zrzsglilge a,lf;'ays ol
o= t}'iggefr?;(el iﬁghpg?gésrgunis]cmd by both ecclesiastical and
- ’-:lties This is perfectly reasonable. We do not 58,
i Pen-an who commits the sin of Drunkennesg, drink on i)
HEL mame innocent; we do not say to the thief, you have
you b?&%d a great crime, but go on with stealing, %nlc]l yo:;
il bl el bcame g o
member of society; we do no say he ¢ Rt 5
icked practices, and you will cease, a i
g]?ﬁ;d“(lfodean}:] injure your njfraighbpu];-; n?ith(::n;?l? gv;ni;_tﬁotro
incestuous per r crime is heast Vs sand hor.
uﬁéncgﬁ?&}éngﬁ g?n;’(g;?fabuminations has not only offendeq
ripie=—
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your fellow men, but has risen up to heaven and filled the
nostrils of your God ang Creator; hyt great as your guilt is,
ffended Gog and man, go on with the

you will ﬁnally, by continuing
become pyre and hol

rch on earth, ang ¢ > fit to rémain a member

: v o b and fo stang ot last at the judement
seat of Christ, without spot op e judg
crimes are to’ Geasn s P blemigh, op any such ‘thing. If

! € Crimes, hecayg o] ition is
continued, we qe come to 5 1o Use their repetition

this must not ang Will not he, '](intable pass indeed. But

those who are living in the comﬁnisiiéinffui%f an (;od'xs g'ff'
Your tra.nsgressmns, and turp unto me, for Wil mes-,l] eaw_} 2
What was the lan_guage of the apostle P'ul]ty will ye ¢ {el
at Corintl}, inrelation to man who haq ml; y Oltlh‘e {C‘Iﬂln(':
wife? Did he say, the crime yoy have Comlm itlt?(d _us} a. ;3} 8
1t 18 such fornication as 10t 50 myel, S €d1s horrible,
Gentiles; but as it has now hegy

amed amongst the
: 1.80me iy, g
three years, since you toolk hep

since that period i full com Y the Chuped
therefore, the Church must allow you to keep hep il ¢
Was very wrong, indeed; but we can hardly o el
to be entirely pure whije it remains here on carth, o th

apostle Paul says no sycp thing. He commands the Cy, h
to cast them out withoyy delay: Koy
:J?zxit:iieiwenﬁﬂ; the ¢ Purge out, therefore, the
e 1:11' u ITOW,I have written unio you not to kee

& cé);;g;[i any Man that is ealled a brother pe a fornicatm‘,
extortjouei:: ‘?i't}'m idolater, or o railer, or 4 drunkard, or an

1such an one, no, not {4 eat.” If
it We arenol
to keep Company, and not eyey, toe

: | at oyr Common meals, with
living in Such inces OUs commerce, how I’nuch
Lord, and eat the
d Jesus Christ,
ahominable crime.
Irect; there is but
or members of the
-8 Marrjage, such mem-
st be excluded from the Chu{ici], until they
ft_) cohabit as man and
Ction ang repentance,

z - Ve lived tovethar
MUNIon i} ogether

rch
ye not that a lit)e

ess, t

> And profess such

tudeagf qppeal‘ to the Church fo cor

! Fespny % A agmi-
a8 way a;e plence Committed againe ey ]((11 ;‘;:c‘ihtltl}el?(}lﬁu%ch,
in human society.

against gooq order anq

7

is vi : 8 here can remain no doubt, that
Fr his view of the case, t 2 X : :
PG ons have committed this erime, the duty gf the
i tout the guilty partics; and therefore, this part
is to cas e 1
Chl_lrch lsbt-zct bfor the present, shall be (1.15m1:§ﬁ(3,1x§r1111_e we
ohudhe Sutdl sho,w, that the man who cohabits {;wt 1 nsfsmler[i
-c 3 . - [ et E) M . =
ﬁf‘fﬁi whether a ceremony of marriage has been performe
i its this v rime. s
» not, commits this very cri ; ; -
or II:1O hlz sixth verse of the elghte%nih chapte119£ hL:ﬁlifﬁeusP\:i
i rinciple laid down, on whi

7e the general princip _ el DS
}EJ\i(tTiOHS which follow are foundefl, and hy xniigghsioll;.ar'lasfiﬂs
ness or unlawfulness of any mzu;l:}g{_-:oiocn?:;e& : PR el

ler i 18 ? .
ince us character is concerned, 2 1
'"icc:tt"l:t?ds as a basis on which the whole s_ui?gl::tr"iulcvtcl)l:: (1)?
. e:ct;,d and is contained in the fPHOXVII‘lg f“io'ln fo s ne o
- ’ll roach unto any that is near of ki m.
on s ann the incestuous character of any marrlagei all
at lo prove the 28 p T r of kin®
ﬁ:fit is n(l-:cessary 13, to prove that the PT tLles zéul:hlilne:ghe i
; bids > i : asCerts
in the sense forbidden hj,: the Lmi 5 and ‘Olcl'l“’ i
and extent of the operation of this genera IV E AL ore
recourse to the pariicular enaciments con "é A e. Bl
; i : 7, however, W i Sy
terpreting the whole of the. ]ax_i, ho ; iéh b S
ly advert to the general principle on wh s
ed, for it is not o be supposed for a mcgmfanl.,] e éeneral
W]slich is said afterwards is intended t{) _ll]vaﬁa Bst R
inei ol b nded to explain. It mu £, Like s
lmnuple,‘WImi:ll;dltt;fnl{mfIthough the words contained in the
> borne in mind, that, ¢ « ;
i ral prohibition, # None of you shall approach unto any
g]enf!d I} Flein i,-c;him » are sufficiently qeneraltomc]udedall,
thatis nearof k n,” are F ZERREALL leall
%Jz}’;h male and female, yet it seems nmi to lévé ft?;ﬁ?sgﬁfglpr ;-
ed necessary by the divine Lawgiver ?'l‘ pff g okl
hibition for females, which had been given pr] tlnE wi i g
'?t be inferred (and the inference is irresistible) the ]q- mF is
: l?twful for a man to do is unlawful for a womrz-?il% LS. l.o’r
}ﬂi{mce, when it is said a man may not mari }:s :vif:}(:n i 5
nliﬂfé the law is equally plain that dth.e nephfs':]}r L sm;]j(;
il > {hey stand in precis ;

. marry the uncle, for v I PReciEs ¥, WIS sany
lm1L tl'ml tg each other, Had the proluluhona_“ith lltaaPCEt to
iéleca r:g:'riage of a man to any woman “near of kin” to 1:12, eeri’

s orbidd; - T g zar

lll repeated by forblddmg a woman to marry 1&22;11 P ?‘e}e Of
ﬁ'nﬂ’ to her, it could only have adclefl an unnecti?t_n le ]gt | 0
ity © the la ithout making any addition whateyey
yrolixity to the law, withou I 3 L oot |
1 its clearness. The principle having bem} w : ¢ -r'lﬁ'me
bc;r forbidding @ man to marry all females standing within
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= , | tionship to the man—or, in other words, a woman being for-
certain degreg 2lationship: to by . Tiocame bidden to marry two brothers, by the same rule the inference
: law,fOl‘hidg[{‘:r?t?)E;litmnShlp tohim 5 @ woman is by the sam(;” . ijsldé c(:ually c]egr, | e e L
relationship to lyer Itytznj,.r. ron standing in thesame (degreco Blackstone, the celebrated commentator, says: < By marriage,
begins wigh o gen;eral elle‘fo'r? “Ppears that the Levitical law the husband and wife are one person in law. Upon  this
Wwho are «neay of kinEr? ibition, iorblddi“g persons to marry L. principle, a union of person in husband and wife, depend a]-
o specify such relatio l? EiaCh Other, and afterwards ik most all the legal rights, duties and disabilities, that either ¢
32 persons, male apg fem‘fl}zlPa ais oove as a basis from which all i them acquire by marriage. The same degrees by aflinity are
Ro:l other, may he readily apg . Who are forbidden 1o marry each

; = d certaj Ivi ’

fore which has 1an it Y inferped,
the Levitical Ta&ft i 8 vy adopted fy e exposition ol
viz. that where any de Y plain one, ang obviously correct,
Fibions stin ding in thegree of relatmnship is-prohihits(;d all re-
S ) thibitedsame degree OF Nearep 0 hi

_ 8 : 3 and glgs Hisp o ohin relqtlons up,
den to marry 5 Woman withiy o M when a man s forhid-

Woman is af the same i forbidy egree of rela.tionsl.lipg a
Same or nearer degree o e

prohibited. Aflinity always arises by the marriage of one of -
the parties so related. As a hushand is ?elated by afhm;y to
all the consanguines of his wife, and vice versa, the wife to

. all the husband’s consanguined; for the husband and wife
being considered one flesh, those who are ‘re_lated to.-the one
by blood, are related to the other by zlﬂnutyg therefore, a
man, after his wife’s death, cannot marry her sister, aunt, or
niece.”

The rule there-

. . {relationghyy, o WAFLY & man in the The following remarks are from a very celebrated 'di-
observes in relation to i law, o3 2 distinguisheq author | vine: ‘Marriage creates the same kindred between the
degrecs of relation, the sources | :va- o Shumeration of husband and all the relations by consanguinity or affinity of
alre md;sc_rimmateljf blg:nded; the relati;:::g‘}lfllty and aflinit his wife, and between the wifz and all the relations by con-
fac relations {.)f the wife, in consequenceO Eh.e usbang and sanguinily or affinity of her husband ; in consequence of this,
it 5 he diaes on - dually near to bot}? o ron pro. the%arenta of the hushand are brought into the relation of

-. made in {he direct or lateral line between ] oo distinetion, 54 parents to the wife,and her parents are so-to him. His brothers

3 lated by blood or by Marriage Consisteutnw]f}se-‘ 'ho are ve. " and sisters are become the brothers and sisters of his wife,

& on which the law i founded, it is evident, ‘-Jl l_ihe Prineiple and her brothers and sisters are his; and thus all the branches

I £ o degree of kindred js named ang prohihit. é “in Whereyep a -’ mutually in the direct and collateral 11.ne,” Ilence_ it is, t'hat

['wi‘[ vl either in consanguinity op affinity, W]Jichc s ﬂ_” the relationg all who are forbidden by consanguinity in the direct line,

l“j'l o gree, and cspecially thoga which are ne; al? In the same de- ; downwards or upwards, and all in the collateral line, as bro-

.|'iI i are mentioned, grg necessarily inclyg arer thz}n those whicly thers or sisters, uncles or aunts, nephews or nieces, are equally

il f ilvl“? r den.” 5 T tded ang hkeWise forbid- forbidden by aflinity upon hoth sidcs.”' ) _

il | Ii | That thig i the true mode ; h But there is another point of view in which this law ma

|19 relation 4, marriages js {o | et Ao LBViticaI law in be considered, which will, perhaps, place the subject in a si]]

Wil !:4.{1 | from the fact, that a man j : eXpounded, dppears eyident ' clearer light. By examining the {hf}crept prohibitions ¢op.

-..I\;l { aw to marry his owp d&@:ciz? O‘i-ﬁn‘hldd?n by the Iette:?ff f?he tained in the law, it will be constantly [ound_ that .two men

i';;g , us Sranddaughter, the h?fx <t b‘}’«' hﬁll_]g f‘-"l‘bi('fden to marry nearly related to each other are always forbidden to marry

| mote relation being forbid Iu EHCe 18 Plain, that the moré re- or cohabit with the same woman, and also, that a man is for-

1 ¢ lawfyl, In like 1. ecen, the neay, ) of course, cannot =~ bidden to marry two women nearly related to cach othef-.

) viler of the law to clm'}er, TG 1y Dot forhidldeﬁ ]Jc the For example, (verse eighth,) a man is forhidden to marry his

i N to marry his m”ﬂ.{flry his 7EECe, hut 5, e Lt 5 fo{‘bid- father’s wife; and, (verse fourteenth,) a man is forbidden to

I B Stand i , relation gy, and, as in both instanpceq the parties marry his uncle’s wife ; and (verse ﬁ{’tee_nth,) a man is forb_ul(]en

Equ‘"‘“Y fOrbid&en I quallx 1CAT, no g doubt ti' te_l_la. re to marry his son’s wife ; and, (verse sixteenth,) & man is for.

i ;:1151 & man ]Jejng f?or;;dpléllll infer ence, to C{;lit?'nclta miqi'er}iraze' bidden 1o marry his brother’s wife. We see here the same

I Erg . ; T are s < € z B et 1 s idints hat tw :
b Wifé’s f;gs plain, that ]1; 1115[?11{13;11;3 his hrother's wife, the principle established beyond contradiction, that two men near-

forbidden to marry his

" because )
1e
y € same degree of rela-

stand in ],
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2 . We see here, there can be no question that {wo men
ly related to cach othep ay never, at any time, or under aby f nearly related to each o‘the]r m,?ylfog malzfy fjuh_e a}an% e womani
circumstances, marry the same '\\"omc'my A él wssopohibir | and as a woman camlo‘; awtully do wha 1s] or 1d§3n for 5
tions are all addressed to thg man standing § St] ]e"tuljltiml of a/many it idsiclear-that two & Irh}ezéqu rle atEdf_to cach
a near relative to the hushang of 1L:h‘- o lle -Slf I-biddell ’ other may not marry the same ‘rln‘m.l tad ttle a\iv, ﬂﬂte_[ goin
to marry, and as we cannot, fop  w . oman he is forbr it is L through with the two men nearly related to each other, whe
permitted for o Woman tq (]’o tﬁa& moment, Suppose that 13 P might not marry the same woman, began again to name the
forbidden to perform mnocently which a »72a

two women who might not marry the same man, it could only
have added an unnecessary length to the law, \Vlthout' having
added to the clearness of its provisions. Several 1-[3]at10ns not
deceased w;f, named at all, are acknowledged by all to be‘ forbldd'en; and
in { Case:'s Wile ; a8 it will plainly ap- common sense must at ence determine, that xi.rhe’? a man is
den to marry the s roma 204 bis brother are forhid- , forbidden to marry a woman “near of kin to him,” a woman
rbidden tq ¢ same ryle 2 woman ' is forbidden to marry a man standing in the same or nearer
hyerse, alsotn?gg the same man, relation to her, whether mentioned by name or not.

A i and unequivocall Same principle is clearl Kindred are of two kinds, those Telated ]JSf bllood Or consan-
| i - marry aEfoman ar{rd %};Er(f:‘:‘(lf{, When a map i lij‘orbidden tﬁ ; guinity, and those related by marriage or aflinity. - The rela-
| f{ : child, either by her daught]éﬁ ::f?;:: @ Woman and her grand- . tion formed by marriage, not less than the rizlaglonlby-]bloodi_
11 5 her near kinswomen » 200, becauge « the are is a real relation, and as such, is recognise y the law o
doubt that a man m;ly nofi:;:ﬁ;eg“}tljlﬂefore, admits Lgf 1]20 God; and upon th,is principle a.i‘ifinit}{r or %elation by marriage,
kinswomen to each other, Now, ag tWi:?n;i(;Egrwhn,are near enters as fully into the list of thlbgf}?.ns’ s r‘f}af“,fggﬁfé’,ﬂ'
thﬂany very near kinswomep to each othep hi‘frlle unques- sangunity, and without any line of difference be ;
one moment, he doubted that 1 L avocanit, for

» by reversiy th d 2 .
o e relat hegin-
ning with the woman, e shall fing the ;éz?stlllllllifgl ;Llnd g'F}uﬂ‘

equivocal testimap rese :
with the sister of hjirsp easay Sanst t{llle marrjage of a man
an

=]
o)
&
=1
=5
i
=
‘.!“'F'
—
=
—_
=
T
o)
=
o

hey are forbig len 4 A celebrated divine observes on this subject, “To this 1)1‘]111(:1-
the same man, and that by doing gp tth_ ﬂlt] seen to marg ple [aflinity] suflicient attention appears not to Ha{ve} been
ble erime of Incest s Commiitcds =Y tIe Iilthy ang ahoming- paid. - It is true, she, the xlvxfe"s sister, }s n‘ot related to him 1,l1
The foregoing rohibiti il ) blood, and so the ste_p-mnthel,' c{l_sglghter-zmlaw, apd unc_les
stand as folfpwe. p tons exhibited in 5 tabular form, wi) wife, are not related in blood, yet Icy are 1‘e1.:;1%ed in IF.I,lfﬁl‘ll‘ty,
; they are near of kin, they are prohi pited relatives. It is true
x (The father | may neyer TRy ) Cﬂﬂsequcntly | may never marry she is the sister of the deceased \_’clfe, but it is :Elso true she
5 and The same . - o is the sister of the hushand; as W'lfh other 1'{-;];_3.111*@5, S0 here
2| theson Ty mother : there arc sisters by blood, and sisters by aflinity ; both are
§ The uncle ; ? da;‘“]dt % he same man. . really sisters, and they are bot‘h by the divine law establis);-
=| and gThe Same ywoman, | 2 guter \ ed and declared to be such.  The hushand is therefore near]
2| Sephew © | § [ The aunt related to that woman; she is not only the sister of- the de.
£) | The £ 1?12[1 %The Aape A | “ceased wile, but she is also in truth his sister. 'The law of
5| brother L = The S God has constituted her Ais sister. The question then ought
5 hrga?e,‘ Tha's 2 mf&"’lc” to be stated, whether it he lawful for a man to marry Ais
. or |( i L 5 sister, The same man. sister, by whatever principle or bond she may have become
B two g o  aickar o
‘ Abl‘ﬂthers J ES: top SiStff\'S.J }115“5%[1110 marriage of a wife's sister, is, in the eyes of %?;d, the
"d the same pring s rhing & ery same With 2 marrjage with one’s own sister.  Whey, 5
:;?\‘g?med in the IE“}:?F‘:(, Js T.hrough all the prohibitions very 2

ot er 7 .
}y’ twg - »May not m
the ¢ omen neayly

S2ma map, J

That two 14 - man marries a wWoman, ¢ they are 1o more twam,’ says God,
arry the s woren nearly related to ' 3

) he Sanmie “fG]]‘]a])’ a.nd} Consequen‘[r |

Felated to each other, may not marry ?
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wife, and consequently, cohabifation with either the one or
the other, can never he otherwise than an incestuous con-
nexion.

It may perhaps be objected, that the marriage of a man
with his deceased wife’s sister is not expressly prohibiteq by

for their persong are as
their blood relations;
; but yet by this mar- ;

and wife J)o iyt " ¢ flesh of the hUSbf}nd A the letier of the law, and it is no where said, thus saith-the
to each ot}fé:% Ei:lfzrglzﬁgied, they stand in the same relation ' Lord, thou shalt not marry the sister of thy dead wife. It is
the lawfulness of connub; f‘?therg, as to their own, i. e. asto : granted no such sentence is to be found in the scriptures; but
8 agreeable to the divinlal mt(}r‘:{ml‘se, Bo that it is quite we are perfectly willing to let this objection haveall the force
sister as tg marry a Sistes Ef“;; ‘or a man to marry his own to which it is entitled, and it will, appear, on very slight in-
~As the relation creat, c?b 18 Wwife,” spection, that it would soon carry those who might be dispos-
established by Gog himself 3 Marriage arises from the union ed to make it, much further than they would be willing to go.
801t i permanent an 5 ’dzf'“d 1s therefora real and legal, : ‘Where do we find it said, “Thus saith the Lord, thou shalt
which affinity hag forngl ssoluble. Ty, nearness of kin not marry thy daughter;” there is no such direct prohibition
either oi: the partieg ca: Wl never Cease. The death of to be found in the letter of the law, but it is said that o man
change in the e ree 0“':'1 annul the kindred, or cause any may not marry his granddaughter, and every person of com.
rom the very principle Of"‘f‘{?_{ﬂl?n. This duration proceeds | mon sense must at once decide, that by forbidding a man to
PI'{'!SrS tfleclaratwn of the divi‘ne ?ﬁ’ as well as from the. 62 ! marry his granddaughter, the more remote relation, the
umné;}fé:al consent and language _;?“j}lﬁ Consonant with the daughter, the nearer relation, could not lawfully be married
o asllcn;?lllf’_: a ‘mother afte, the‘de;ﬂ-? 1008, The step- toa man. In like manner, it is no where said, in so many
is stil] (1]” is lifetime, T, wife of a gop ) (}f the father, as words, that a man may not marry his niece, the daughter of
S'E @ daughter. The sister of a wi, »alter hig decease, his brother, or the daughter of "his sister ; but a nephew is
ister after the death of the wife, cx te continues ‘to e e forhidden to marry his aunt, either the sister of his father,
€ wife of anuncle is still an 11; i kY as she wag before the sister of his mother, or the wife of his uncle; and as the A
she lives, AJl these are sacreci *h ang will be 5o ag lons as': nephew hears the very same relation to the aunt, which 1
¢ degrees of kindred o and forbidden jp marriage the uncle bears to the niece, who doubts for one moment, :
their wlpla extent, fhe S'lr e ynaltemble. They remain i that the man who should marry his niece, would be as much
S01S may neyer ho appr ame they were before. Such per guilty of incest, in the sight of both God and man, as though
admits of cont Proached for cohabitatioy The m'lf)}:ia;; the words, «thus saith the Lord, thou shalt not marry thy

. z Tover,
t?.?ne 1t Sy'

¥6 1L would | : i - e :
Main forpiddns lave ?Jt?en ncest to cohabit wjﬂl?nf’ at any When we apply this same principle to the marriage of n
| Very marrig e w.g Circumstance cap oblitémt tIOI el ey man with the sister of his deceased wife, the unlawful charac.
(A If; thereforg e i 'such is alﬂ-‘ays inces.» 4L€ the relation. ter of sucha connexion, will be found to be not less clear than
HHgY: 7| e ﬂughter—ir;-] ® I8 manifest ¢, ever : ' the casgslwl‘u(‘h we have Juststated. From the cases just men.
L b tioned, it will appear evident, (as has been before observed,)

Y person with vy niece,” had been inserted in the law.

Y one, the mother-in-law,

; untin-law, apq .
Harriage wyit » 4T respectively for-

ldd
4 : - 5 'ggn Of “[ 11 -ne I aw .\u" A& ot to stat lite-
'h a[]y-member 0{, hiar hus- thrlt the dCS] B du:'l gIVEr was n i e lite

A Could }, S death, s gt rally every relation which might not lawfully contract may.
i : e lav . ’ 1o . il cvery - =] i L
Hl- - s}ster_in_]aﬁ“;"fﬂli?]l 2 Mman te COlli'ra.;tt lc?conce{vab}e that it riag{i, but to forbid such degrees of relation from entering
i Sister of Jis ;]e 1er t!)e wife of g de 2 Mmarriage with his into the marriage state together, as would lead EVEery one
o Dﬁnciple 2 ceasecl_ Wife 5 for ne on Ceased brother or the under the direction of the general law. < Nore of you shajj

b o) appp: - Which applieg € can deny that the same Y .

Phlies vy to any othey :

"E\"" _- ki, ‘::th, equal foree 4, yhotheﬂcl:“c@stuous cohabitation,
e Wik ) Wh“her 31;1: E Sli:i?rq“‘law can nevep gse’ to wit, nearness o
] 1] Eaad e the wif 2 €ase ¢ 5 in
i e of his brothey . o 0¢ sister e

approach unto any that is near of kin to him;” to infer that
other relations also, as near, or nearer, of kin, might not Jgyy.
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fully approach each ofher g man and wife; and from the
examples addyced

it appears evident, that the rule mllSt:’E’
that whep 4 man is forbidden to marry any woman nea
kin to him, he is at the g

ame time forhidden to marry a]I::L)I
arer,or in the sgme degree of re =
one prohibited, as much as tho'ugto
EYery woman with whom Le might noet Iawfully ent&'l‘rm
1€ marriage state had heep expressly named in the law. The
}nfr]e;e(:lr&ce, therefore, ig perfectly clear, that when a man IS
orhi

en to marry his brothers wife, every woman who
ears the same relation to him is algg f

orhi ; en it 15
8aid, thou shalt not uncovey the nakednzs(idi? t o
Wife, 1t is equally cleay that he may not uncover 1
ness of his x}rife’s sister, fop the brother’s Wif:e
sister stand ip Precisely the same relation tg the man, that is,
they are both his smters-in.law; and hie heip fo -b"ld n to
marry one sister-in-law,' the brotheps Wil 8 lorbidde
law, the wife’s sister,

: T
18 as mych forbigdey, 1¢ other sister-in
they had hot) been

i 0 X
: Spemﬁc;ﬂ]y named, fop t;?::, & hovzh
equally near of kin, and to

{ Y are bhoth
approach eit

itation, s o vile and abomirﬁfb]e crimle?er mit iy
'hen we obserye that a man is ot forbidden 1,

of the law, to marry hig daughter or his nicce, we
at once to the ¢co; ion, that there are q
ship forbidden by the 5pirit of the lavy to contract marriage
With each other Which ape ot forhidden by its letter ; 1o one,
perhaps, cong] l‘)e fi ardy enough to dssert that it would
b_(;llat‘alfl, admissible to enter into the marriage r'e]ation with
s 2 g the slightest orce, 1 classes of sisters-

¥ the letiey
are driyep
€grees of relation.

1'1dcrstood, one class
. AMme unnecessary to
: : T class, for the ¥ery plain reason,
oth classes > Same I‘C]E‘Ltion to the man, aI]dd
ol though hot specifically name
ALC Navapil. Tt Ay - OV specifically ns ’
‘[ll"nc\ eﬂl_thc]e.ss hoth €xplicitly fUi‘lJldden. k
i Esgzlﬂg any doubt fy gyiei With respect 1o either of the
L 1T o 3 g F S .
» there xx}oi111d](:eltd1111y ]be less decided evidence
"IN his niece than q4.: rying his
- 5 O o againgt marpr /1ing
1. Bigt 1 n X g e ¥ } 2
f‘“hldde o Forg .Man, by the letter the law, is not
her oiass of |

s . the
IS nieces, whether th

and the wife’s -

aw.  The principle
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is brother, or the daughters of his sister; but
danghters of hlsf E;;{E:-:-li;-cilmtﬁ ll:lje is gointed!y pl‘f)hlbl_h_ed frqm
with one class orihwe from which the rule is ev1de;?t tlli‘:l.t 51]§-
contl_'uctmg_mazn;?ai are not to be considered as 1]1-01];}01 S}}f;};
ters-in-law fllnorgn to enter into the marriage relatl_ollzl ; I;Jt “tll
je(‘ts’wnh ki as, as neither class of them'zs forbid e‘nf. y l1(3
peeport u')l m?iw’ we are obliged to be guided by ﬂéeigle;bi?
igtiﬁgoé;r;gracl })’l‘inciple, and ﬁ‘l(;n; rlst ihinsi rf]LeI::l;l{:ﬁOeD t% him
Pioder fo marlr ydlgzsa:;n;, 1':;2:1?3, \?«'e come unhesitatingly {'(: tl{lzg
b ui']lfai it would not be less crlmlpal for;: a BTS:L }t =
cr?;ﬂ;s]lgg’niece, than foi: a man 1tci)orr'1:ar111;?ri§lr Ii]t?sxi?ol:ﬁd- xplons
1 : gl d to cavil, e m
el T e g it 1
easicr to hie i ieces were forbidde i
g [;?It}:etlocrlnazfisn?gi?a that a man might l?“{ﬁéufz.ﬂzflﬁg
t}l;?e E;;?c’r olfal-ais deceased wife, where fnescl.l%sls}srfimsise SGI e
fhi forbidden, the inference canno pO 8 >
][_)Iféngther class is intended to be.111c'1111310ﬂl;'1‘1‘;°b6i1_]g a positive
Should it still be contended, ﬂmt- lea that no inferences
institution should be strictly interprete : tcwherc& relation
institution llowed in interpreting it, and tha g T
areftahe - c{]“ e'md specifically forbidden, that ]Jt marry his
15 not pointedly fla e lawful, that a man Ao ter, with
bl Heughteralibinteoe; orvhigsuilclesister; the
gl.audmc_;thcr,] nmu;et‘ﬁhcy are not thl}}lted f'JS’ nai_‘ne ’111
out a Cf‘me’f Jet tmte] not without examples, in which it cdang
law,we are for u1.;nt genieda that we use the same 1}10—11191 1';1)-
AL bclfOI‘ > r:lwn‘ ive at conclusions not the less cc_:;ﬁatlllllea}'l((}rd”
l-easomng,__%};; atlhlfm if there had been a “thus sal inds 1 "
et t-l'f;:m For example, by what authorltI!wT ‘i S
o e L day of the weok1 Is gt
ol A -l‘m hol sE:i‘iphu‘CS that we shall remember ]e.ﬂv?‘S1
i :geek t{) keep it holy? No! thereis no s-klchﬁloén(ljxial-]st.
?a){ gffg:ﬁlé‘l ]S;r o aut].lm:i?rilt'he'n’ dl? ':'we\'l;f:e(%nsidcr]’:‘ﬁe
Tl r the first day of the week? e n-
Uty Sahbt{]lt(il’igstitution, an(}lr though we are Tmoii} ;ﬁ‘lie\?eitil
Spioit p {-f moral law to remember the 50’-9‘7”‘1' "’1 inh violat
e s .}e'tholy we make no scruple, Wha?m?l-, eve },71‘
da}rst{ff; i&fgsrlof Sk in altogether neggcctm;gc \fcé-u'enqua
g tanl ¢ d [ the weelk, because we are ay,.
angd '](C%Pﬁ;gdgf;)'ﬁ?ihﬂa%ﬁgttof the institution alone. Apq
thorize A el Dy S]
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31;(;;::322 (Ef ubti that he is fulfilling the will of God by this
andiioss rlgugtl th;i Inference in this case is further stretched
when we ; fm ote, than that which we have occasion to make

wfer that when a map i forbidden to marry one

Class of sisters-in-law, he : i
€cause they hoth stalnzleirlls t%?:dden to marry the other also,

D e same degree of relation to him,
why any ?narrgage ﬁii\ﬁié{;ni’ ‘1\\'_1_11;311 is the only reason given
very plﬁnciple o le at;;srfis 1sdt1glawfui, and is the
€ haveanother ¢ : 2ded;
the word of God wes - o Presented in the ety in whi
in 2 manner P(;‘gcga]s interpreted ﬂl: SCEP}LUJ&G% IE 5 l'll(iil
tend in the preg tey analogoys to 'thatI; o
e p] Sent instance, - I, the odn which we con-
riagesy:.;rittlle toi]::ldren of Tsrael gpe fa;(}if‘élé- chapter of Deute-
to - destroy and E?r\?(? at oS Which ‘l'}ae; W |
themselves might out of the land of Hiesconsganded
the Amorites, t} %OSSOSS it Do the Rjyyyby s that they
the Jebusites, t}ie roaanites, the Poyi,, 1% the Girgashites,
o d's, h? children of Israg] Were.c ivites, and
daughters t:)wtghei?rssm m? e sthelp Saag";';‘“‘:eﬁ their
I : " sons - for il z : [ T L%
which might be establish e intyik unication

i ed bet“?een i & (';Gmmunicatim
olaters, and the natjon of Tsrael, ml?gili E?Jttm;ls’ :{vho Were
ead ¢

true God. A Hebroy yyag e o 10

W1ves of Ashdod in of the J
ceeded apaine ¢ hdod, of Ammonp, 1€ Jews
with ‘iie;gamst them with the utmost rj 33:,] £}

: and cursed them, and smote cert'ain 1e contended

Tuel . :
Plucked off thejp hair, and made them SWear ‘them, and

a aughters uno ths, Y God, saying,
}i‘gi}eerf Oll }Loclll'r ool YOursg]gégu 5008, nor take Eheigl'
forbigq prophet did not find 3,4 :

his case hqy
he\-' a‘-th J: e wer

oah { vomen of Am ¢ Jews were
Why {] o Jomany words, but he Ionkén o0 and the women of

le Jews were not ; d at ¢ :
ot : at the
Dfdt € seven nations, tq permitted tq reason given,

: marry w;
¢ e wit, that thew ..o With the women
ole —ommit idolagry ; o 7 f at the Might not be thereby
PRy with equal > and finding ¢, -
qual fore € reason of the law to
2 ManTit... Marriage of a Hebrew
;nlfrﬁzgl Lﬁss’ thatit dig against thosé
— Iel' 'oceeds to execute the
» I like manner, in the cas¢

len to marry

i inathbeen specifica]}
“most rigoroyg

b to confract mar-

&

before us, we find one class of sisters-in-law forbidden, and
find all the reasons for that prohibition in full operation against
the other; which being the case, we are fully authorized to
infer that the other class is forbidden also. Laws, human and
divine, abound with such inferences; we are not to part with
common sense and common judgment in interpreting the di-
vine laws; on the contrary, they are as necessary to a correct
interpretation of the word of Godas they are to the common
affairs of life, and if we were not constantly permitted to
draw conclusions precisely similar to these in our ordinary
affairs, the business of the world could hardly be carried on.
But there remains still another view of this subject to he
presented, which to some persons, perhaps, may place the
criminality of the marriage of a man with his deceased wife’s ~
sister, in a still stronger light. In examining the prohibi-
tions contained in the law, it will appear that no marriage
connexion is authorized or permitted, from which, by the pro-
duction of children from it, a confusion of kindred would
arise, and to prevent confusion of kindred was without doubt
one of the reasons why it was judged necessary, in divine
wisdom, to prohibit marriage between any relation, however
near. Let us try the marriage of a man with his wife’s
sister by this rule, and see ‘to what conclusion we shall
arrive; we will suppose a man marries one' sister, and has
children by her; she dies,and he takes another sister; and has
children by her. Here we see that in the first place the
aunt becomes the mother of the first sister’s children ; the man,
who is the father of the children and the husband of their mo-
ther’s sister, stands in the relation of hoth father and uncle
to his own children; and when he has children by the sister
of his dead wife, he is at the same time, uncle and father to

his own children, and the sister of his dead wife becomes hoth

aunt and mother to her own children, and the children from
both sisters become bhoth brothers or sisters, and cousins, ut
the same time, d'l‘_‘stroying thereby, not only the degrees but
appellation of kindred. s

Let us now examine what would be the confusion of kin-
dred produced, if a man should marry his own sister by blood,
or his sister-in-law, his brother’s wife, and we shall at once
discover that the same anomalous relations, the same confy.
sion of degrees, and of appellation of kindred, are produced, ag
when a man marries the sister of his deceased wife. If, theye.
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ness of thy brother’s wife, it is thy brother’s nakedness To

; i . i tion « ile revaricafj i
fore, 1t Was infended in remove every temptation and silence all prev. ation, this

: rohibiting certain deprees of rela-
tionship froy g it : i

. @ T : = 3
ip from contracting marriage to guard against confusion | article is rt_epe:}t_e.d :cn chap[. XX, L?In Illfe T],']T]E:nllslll](‘:lcli’e{ilk{a 1:35
of 1(1qd1-ed, it 1s evident that the marriage of “a man with his ' brother’s wife, it is 1;1;1 Lﬁlc mltl ;lbg;:) thcr; %0 forbidlc‘]ae(n ;5
OWn sister gnq with either classes of his sisters by aflinity, are | brother’s na.kcclnes's. r er(i] v.fr_ 3o tlwct) o oah CE
alel}e{r? Il)mfder tlteto%eration of the reason of the‘lag, and, as has [ ﬁg‘rg ﬂig ::gs l::ﬁznan‘i ’i‘l;}é soistgg of a’deceased wife ts%ral:gs
i Clore stated, it is quite - ; s soine law ' P : - 5
b that he should rri'u*’rlj}'llfisquvti s{il:t;g%ieﬁalfdtoaéllﬁq]ggél;i;;t]d in ﬂée E;eryl- iimte}lziﬁ’?:;l ?Sqtt:‘})]qtjxl'(?s;j lzic;lt(lll %flﬁfﬁlgf 3?3383(1'31;;2
| 5 A i S 3 € C ; Lae law, y . - L)
L e bt o G e iyt mery i et e i
i e ¥ 15 no othey marriage not forhidder :r. v 28 there cert deccasedwifc’s sister, is, by t SRS 4
il I' | i man would hecome uncle as welj e{r} En th.e la,_w, by Wl.llCh - . RGeSt age, Sy ot Tced ith the sister of his deceased
| M Ii-E 3 and the: woman e o s fa he{- to his own children, That the marriage of a man '\;vﬂ.l? the sister [ ni deceasec
o .;.:3 mother to hep own childrey ,ﬁe ’S?lme time aunt as well as wife, was considei_‘egl by the ancient J _c_aws, i'-ln 1nc35 l_lqus ;:on.
ll I deceased sister, o e mar;i:tu we 35 to the children of her nexion, and prohibited by the Levitical law, a1 mits o no
e dren would at the sagus tirne( Sgt(; n({l)f: fOﬂndden, in which chil- reasonable doubt; as there is not a mpgle example on _retlcoi(_l, ;
i and any other near rely orst ﬂ? 110 the relation of children after the giving of the law by Moses, in which a man tcm{v his
| whatever can be given why the dg;rb%)arentsf and as no reason l, wife’s sister for a wife, although in numerous instances very
B of kindred, should be allyeq 3 o 21e Telation, s confusion
i3

S minute records of genealogies are presented. 'This being the
his wife’s sister, and not allowed ; € Where 5 case, il the marriage of a man with his wife’s sister, had been
viction s forced upon us; ing mingd i prac,tised by the Jews, and by them considered l.&tl\’l&'fltll, llt is

: ; A g mind ¢ Aot : : i i ; had hap-
clusion, that it 15 as contrary to thhe law of &?f&? allogether improbable that some case, in which i P
work confusion with the

sister of 4 dead wif, Or'a man {q pened, would not have been mentioned in scripture history,
" o < all W kT
other female “negp of kin™ ¢ 118 85 with ap

! AP 1
; e . - during the period between the Promulgahpn of the Levitical .
i iy 0 i G ey oy i S g o ST S ey o
Pled with such a nopdesepipr ) e ol ”} should be peg. years. Did the limits to which we are necessarily con ned
€ fon op L C1a55 of animals? havi i this discussion, permit, it would likewise be an easy matter
Stees of appellation f kindred? st naving doyble in this discussion, y TG e ith B ey Al
thers and the; of kindred? hayin, their uncleg £y i to show that the marriage of a man with his sister-in-law, has
ovm {1y LG aunts fo. Mothers? Jf ¢ ;De et e ' been generally condemned by the heathen in every age, who
;GKJ/E .ihat stch wag the design of our Creflt]'o(iill”]ee;?y Wtho hez had n% other law on the subject, than that afforded by the
I possession of most a Gy ‘must sure- it of nabi
a Fund.as_has seldom beep the Ili)tgli}(}agtthi}lfd- of faz_t!:, J—such | hg}i‘lhe Mahometans, who indulge in polygamy, and are pro- |
2 distinguisheq divine, ip relation ¢ . I altain. h mised by their false prophet a future state of bliss, consistip
. onsistent with ¢l principie Lon ‘l‘],lt-o}ihls subject, OTJSCI'VG,T’ chiefly of sensual enjoyments, are nevertheless shocked at the
a 1(;3 evident that Whereyer 5 des ] I,C th(? law is {'oundefé | abominable crime of fncesz; and not less so with El‘:lajtﬁs%mcies
“ e Prohibited, a]) the relatio “5ree of kindred js pame _ " of it which is committed by the marriage of two sisters (o the
ﬂﬁl_mty, and SSpecially (10q 015:, Sither i Consanguinity Of : same man. Withrespect to theMahometan law,it is most point-
Which i mentioned, 554 negzcc,_“:.lild} are nearer than tha.t , ed and explicit on this subject, as will plainly appear by a re.
ldden, Tpe Same prohit [.5“{“ ¥ md}lded and equally for- f ference to the 4th chaptey of Sale’s Koran, which treats prin.
bulding on 2 womay, tbi l?n which bisds o man i equally cipally of marriages. The words are—¢ Ve are fUl'blﬁd'en ta
/ li:l?t}tradiction, a s[-a[-u’_e"a'gai;l:t %ll;‘z ﬁtw before us is, bc}rg::d marry your mothers, and your d?ug}aterg, andr ynrur a1&;ter§,
LIl Voo me precept respeos. o oo We must expect to Iso and your aunts, both on your father’s and on your motheys
i a0 0ear of L, Tnth, 5 & EIS[Cr'ln‘lakv, since she 15 22~ 4
Al muledin 3 ;' Mthis wa ope ot disapnointed. It is €OM
[ Verse sixteent} appointed.

I g i
b “Thou shall jof uncover the naked
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§ i . P | ters;
side, and your hrothery daughters, and your sisters’ dflu(%h ol
and your foster mothers, and your foster sisters, an ﬁdel‘
WIVes’ mothers, and your daughters-in-law, which are und

% : bid-
tuition, and the wives of your sons: and ye are also jor b
tn 2o fake {o wife

i
two sisters, except what is already P.zéit’,

for God 15 gracious and merciful” |t is added by Al-Shar o
“The vilest deeds which the olg Arabs did in the times ©J
eir ignorance, was this, that a mag married two Slﬁte}wo
I‘:rom this, it is plain, that the marriage of a man with tW
SIsters, is too strong g moral potion for {he followers of Fhe
false prophet, Whose oy tolerates so mycp grossness and 1m£
Morality, 1o digest ; and it ig devoutly to be hoped, tha
Christian Churcheg Will not he found, Préepared to swallow 2
Eﬁ}n 12?1;1;2;?&18{1 asbte sicken the stomacly of 5 Turk. Can
moral layy, whic?;? tl?efoﬁn-f’ will "2 to tolerate o hreach of the

;! l0mety aw re"ects i ]101'1'01. t
ecency alone woylg forbid it, thoye A th |
any share in decidipe. » though ng igher principle ha
Tt has already been obser

VEda that t 1
that such incestuous . here §

STeason {o helieve
connexiong ¢ Ao
amongst the heathen, especially a;:)ig];g t?m(c):semem-l's i
Possessed a considerahe degree ;
vation: from which i may be inferred, that the
Ple, by nature, mplanted in the hearts of mankind, which,
mt}myt any other law, would lead those whe were nof wholly
sunk in vice anﬁp 8 i [}'h detestable crimes.
; L tres themselves, affyyq decided testimony
on this sybjeet, apter xviii, of Leviticys, gf”icr for-
sr e} to commit Incest and other abo-
cfile not yourselyeg In any of thes¢
1ations are defiled, which T cast out
¢ land 1s defiled; therefore | do visit th®

. 1es€ things haye the men of the lan
Which were before you, ang the Jand js gefiled.” It aP-
P?‘“"bs therefore, cleay] » that the law of nature onlys (as no
other Iaw had at that ¢ ©

. 3 (5

Prevented manking . Ime been 8LVeN,) wag gufficient to have

T not attendin

;rzﬂsgressing the pl

an di Coomed TJ'y th
Crminatiop,

N committip

Jmes
g these detestable crime’
g to the dict

ates of that law, and thel'ﬁzy
Uhest rules of order and decencys ttion
€ Wrath of Almighty (104 1o destf‘:c in

15 therefore, Giog had not implant®
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- . e, a revulsion to such abominable
the hearts ?f TEE’ kgvgitgéggnci]e it to his justice, to hgve
Pmdlce.a’ v éql{qanites worthy of destruction for_dr?mg t‘hat
Judged thff cve(r been {orbidden. Further_more,.lt' 1s unrea-
which ha e ose that mankind had been left for so lnp_g a
sonable tqh&lé[i\l?hich occurred before the Mosaic QISPED‘S_QUOD:
period as t a't}mut law, in a matter of such high 1m1]011'tameci
altogether YaE 3t Cam,“jt be doubted thaj; the law de IYfatx:e
on the conh,a;yﬁothing more than a repetition and ?{{plou ion
bY Moses, ‘??vhich was given to man by nature,_ whic ;méae};
o tlmt‘l‘a‘:{ indeed, to a certain extent, by the .(_‘,1[‘(‘.1111'{)5 dnred
!]e mo‘dihcI mis Ia’ced, and which may be partl‘alllyho (Szilrl: o
in which dl? ]H]}) of sin in his heart, but of whic g ?c'l g
by téliéllcc:;eplet%]y deprived, than he can be deprive '
mor .
lsm‘]c'e' consideration will serve to e}‘plmn.thc ﬁzt’slf::; ozz'
< lps jority of mankind, all who hav(? B to.leTE}J ination of
great glajs ensg and any thing like a nice d}?(;uTév;ﬂSiOD 2
::1?:;3; sentimeﬁt, are seized with arll 1;195{11?‘315151\ : iﬁh e v vl
natural feeling, at the idea of co 1_a )_1 lean boms donbl et
are nearly related to them; and i}xjf:;c]nve e
2 . = S0MS, ¢ 3 iy A
T e e o bl e
such a con}lllehl at the idea of marrying a wife, an o Etbed)
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safeguards of female virtue would not be taken away. Let
it be admitted that a man may lawfully marry his wife’s sis-

ter, after her death, and much of that holy feeling which ex-

ists amongst all not entirely lost to decency, with respect to

cohabitation with near relations, would at once be taken

away; and it cannot be doubted but that the libertine, who

looked upon his wife’s sister as a proper subject of marriage

after his wife’s death, would make use of the familiarity with

which he is treated by her as a brother, gradually to lay aside

the character of a brother, for one which would enable him

to anticipate that event by the commission of both adultery

and incest. And unhappily the instances are not few in which

this result has actually taken place, as will be shown hereaf-

ter. But what result will such a state of things produce on

family relations? Parents will be backward to permit the

anmarried sisters to visit the house of their son-in-law; the

wife can no longer welcome her sisters when she has reason

to helieve, or believes without reason, that her husband is

already looking forward to calculate the chances of her own

life, with a view to the marriage of a younger and more

beautiful sister after her death; and surely no prudent woman

under such circumstances, would afford an asylum and con-

stant residence to her sister in her house. Sisters dar_e not

often even visit the housc of their brother-in-law; the 1nt13}--
course between the married and unmarried sisters must be in

a great measure cut off, especially if the declining health of
the married sister gave evidence that she could not long sur-

vive, as it would then be said, by busy bodies, that the un-

married sister was preparing to take her place.  Disgusting

idea! So that very soon jealousy and some of the othey

worst passions of human nature, would take the plqca of that
pure brotherly and sisterly affection which now exists,

Dr. M<Clellan, of the Preshyterian Church, in a pamphlet
he wrote on this subject three or four years ago, has the fol-
lowing remarks, which possess so much truth gt'nd force, and
are so applicable to the case under consideration, that they
are well worthy of the serjous attention of all those w_ho are
desirous to form correct opinions on this subject. “ Tsit not g
fact, that the moment a person enters into the marriage cove.
nant, he is born as it weré into 2 new family? Does he not
hecome identified with his wife, in the affections of those whe
are connected to her by the ties of nature? Is he not taken
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liar, no mysterious criminality. It amounts to simple forni-
cation or adultery. If it involved more, they would reason
very logically that the law should have prohibited it as ip the
case of natural brothers and sisters, Zofally and for ever. De.
pend upon it, the whole magic lies in this fofally. Tt is this
which keeps down the devil that is lurking in every human
heart. Destroy it, and we shall soon see what a poor, beg-
garly thing is your doctrine of Incest pro. tem. Incest during
the married sister’s life I

# But it may be asked, Do brothers-in-law and sisters-in-law
feel themsclves under this law? Inreply, I affirm that they
do, with comparatively few exceptions. Individuals may
deny the Incestuous character of such conjunctions, and
Church Courts may doubt. ' But there is a law against them
actually existing in the minds and hearts of the community,
Fifty out of every hundred abhor them. Ninety-nine out of
every hundred excecdingly dislike them. Even these who
venture to brave public opinion, by a marriage of this kind,
venture on it with fear and trembling, as if they were doing
“g deed without « name.” :

“ What is it can persuade the wife to receive her sister into
the family ? What enables the husband, no matter how young
and fair the object that is continually flitting before him,
employed in offices of kindness—to regard her with love in-
deed, but with the love of Plato’s disembodied spirits—as

ure, as fervent, and as seraphic ?—The true Guardian Genius
is the Zaw of Incest; which, unknown to the parties themselves,
is watching and casting its ample shield about them, in their
sleeping and waking, in their eating and drinking, in their pub-
lic walks, and in the darkest retreats of the family mansion,
Abolish this law, expel this household god; let it be pub-
licly and fully understood, that the body of a sister-in-law is
no more than any other female body, and to do this you need
only let the parties understand, that after the death of the pre-
sent wife, they may marry! What will follow? Why I will
tell you what will follow, We shall hear by and by, tales
that will make our ears to tingle. We shall hear from this

art of the country, and from that part, and a third part, of
the dreadful misfortune that has happened in such a family.
We shall hear of a lovely and accomplished girl rushing, ag
she thought, to an asylum opened to her by heaven itself__
and finding, but too late, that she had fallen into the clutcheg

5
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actions may, and often do, require to be long and sysiemati-
cally Pursued, b(-:l:mje the_ benefits which arise from them are
apparent. The injunction, * Cast thy bread upon the wa-
ters—it shall appear again after many days,” is often neces.
sary, as an encouragement to persevere in doing good, till the
effects of virtuous actions shall become. apparent. Tt often
happens otherwise, however, with wicked actions, the effects
of which generally soon become manifest. The tree of
virtue requires to be planted and cultivated for years
before it produces fruit, and then perhaps a scanty crop; but
the tree of [fncest, has scarcely been planted, before it is
beginning to produce, like other noxious trees, a rank and
luxuriant crop. A few instances in which these loathsome
crops of vice have been.produced, will perhaps place the im-
moral tendency of such connexions in a stronger light, than
any reasoning that could be used. The warning produced
by a bad example, to those who have sense to profit by it, is
often more efficacious, than the best of precepts, to direct in
the right way. o ;
At least three cases are known to the writer, in which
pious and respectable families have been. thrown into the
deepest affliction, by the seduction of a younger sister by her
brother-in-law. Dr. M<Clellan observes, « Four cases of the
seduction of a wife’s sister are known to the writer; three of
which in their details are too harrowing even for tragedy.
The evil, though not so great as it will be when marriages of
this kind shall be universally approved, is probably greater
than most people imagine. Let it be remembered, 1st, That
it is not often discovered; and 2ndly, from the peculiar nature
of the crime, they who are in a situation favourable to its
detection, and who detect it actually, are most anxious for
its concealment.  But, let us not be lulled into a false securi-
ty. The reason of their infrequency is not the general vir.
tue of the community.” One other has occurred, under
circumstances which has made it known to this whole nation.
A man, in 1880, was nominated by the President of the United
States, as consul to a foreign power, who had seduced the
sister of his wife, and had a child by her. But thanks to the
atriotism, the honour, and correct fee}ing of the Senate of
ihe United Stdtes, he was rejecl‘ed unanimously, r}@i‘ a voice
was heard in his favour. Had he merely been guilty of the
seduction of any other woman than his sister-in-law—had he
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her {o the father, who by that means became acquainted
with the beastly transaction which had been perpetrated be-
tween his wife and son. Here was incest, uncleanness, and con- .
fusion, with a vengeance, and which tend conclusively to show,
as plain as any evidence can show, that when the landmarks
of morality are once removed, there is no knowing where the
example may lead. The father approaches the bed of his
sister-in-law, the son improves on the example by approaching
the bed of his father’s wife and his own aunt at the same
time. ;

Two or three years since, a man in the state of New York
married his son’s wife, which he effected by imposing on a
minister at a distance, to whom the parties to this beastly
connexion were unknown.

A man at Bolton in England, ahout the year 1825, was
compelled to stand in the aisle of the church, wrapped in a
white sheet, for three successive Sundays, during the whole
service, for having married the sister -of his deceased wife.
He was condemned to this by the Ecclesiastical Court, in ad-
dition to the other penalties exacted by the civil law.

Extract from a Maryland paper; Oct. 27, 1826. “State
of Maryland versus Mitchell. An indictment in the Balti-
more City Court was found against the traverser, for a viola-
tion of the law of 1777, prescribing a penalty and interdicting
persons from marrying within the degrees of aflinity therein
expressed, the traverser having married his wife's daughier.
The case was well argued, and every circumstance that could
possibly tend to benefit the traverser, was ably enforced; but
the charge was too strongly sustained to be shaken by any
eloquence, however irresistible. The court overruled all oh-
jections, and pronounced against the offender the penalty an-
‘nexed 1o his transgressions.”

But it is not only in other states and other places we are
to look for the consequences which have resulted from this
detestable practice. Our own city, nay, our own churches,
have furnished some. A few months past, a most glaring and
horrible attempt was made by 2 member of a Baptist Church,
to commit a rape on the body of his wife’s daughter.

It appears that his wife was confined to her bed by linger_
ing and protracted indisposition, and in such a state as to ren-
der it very probable that she could not long survive—the
wife having a daughter by a former marriage about 16 years
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ginia, married any other woman than the sister of his dead
wife, his son would never have dared to approach his father’s
bed: or, had his father married any other woman, would he
ever have thought of approaching the bed of his aunt? hut,
when his father, who professed to be guided by the Precepts
of morality and religion, had blended the relations of wife
and sister, making the euné at the same time the mozher
of his children, it is not to be wondered at, that after the fa-
ther had broken down that holy delicacy of feeling, which is
felt by every one with respect to the-approach of near rela-
tions to each other, the son and the woman, who was at the
same time his father’s wife, his mother by marriage, and his
aunt by blood, should be lost to all sense of shame, and pro-
ceed to the commission of one of the most disgusting and hor-
rible of érimes. ? -

This may suffice for an example. Any person possessed of
a very moderate share of discrimination, will readily perceive,
that if the feeling of revulsion which now exists, and is na-
turally felt by every one with respect to the idea of cohabi-
tation with near relations, is once broken down, we should
very soon find that the most sacred recesses of domestic life
would be invaded. ¢If these things are done in the green
tree, what shall be done in the dry " If such abominations,
from the example presented by the marriage of a man with
the sicter of his dead wife, are practised while that detestable
crime is in its incipient stage, while it is still under the ban of
public feeling, may it not justly be concluded that if this
incestuous propensity be not checked, but permitted to go on
till custom shall have enabled it from its familiarity, to bid
defiance to public scorn, that still more horrible and abomina-
ble practices will hereafter be produced from such a fertile
soil.

Truly in some of these examples, the gentlemen have
shot their dolts a few degrees beyond the sister of a
deceased wife; but the crimes they have committed all
belong to the same family. Most of them, however, have not
yet reached the ne plus ulire, though some have come very
near it. One of them, at least, has approached within sigh#
of the pillars of Hercules, Let this practice continue a little
longer, and we shall soon be able with truth to say, “there
is nothing beyond.” .

But, if we would preyent such beastly practices from qc-
curring in society, this incestuous propensity must he cut off
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except those who have practised it, can be found, who would
not say at once, on the bare mention of the subject, without
any further examination, that they would never form sych
a connexion. So that whenever the question hag been
agitated, no one has been found to approve the Practice;
and those who think they do not possess light enough to op-
pose, do not approve, but only tolerate it; and though the
are too undecided to say it is positively wicked, they are stiil
very far from deciding it to be right. It is hoped, however,
that this subject can be placed in so clear a light, and all the
objections which have been raised to palliate the practice,
removed in so satisfactory a manner, that hut one opinion wil}
be found to exist on the subject.
The first objection which shall he noticed, relates to the
Levitical law itself. Tt has been by some said that this
in relation to marriages, was only binding on the Jews during .
the legal dispensation, and that Christians, therefore, are at
liberty to ]Jx‘eakitwithimpunity; being left, in this respect, to
the law of nature, or otherwise Lo their own natural sense of
propriety, in regard to such connexions. By those who ma
be disposed to favour this objection, let it be considered, that
the same objection would equally apply to the seventh com.
mandment, “Thou shalt not commit adultery,” or to any other
precept of the Decalogue. That the whole moral law, as de-
livered by Moses to the Jews, is but ap exposition of the law
of nature, given to them for their clearey direction; that the -
prohibitions contained in the Levitical law, with respect to
the marriage of near relations, is but an exposition of one of
the ways in which adultery may be committed. That if we

consider all the laws regulating marriage made undey the
Old Testament dispensation, to he abrogated by the comipg in
of the gospel dispensation, we necessarily abrogate the SGV(;!“}

commandmentitself; for without laws in relation to marrigee
there could be no commission of adultery, for where thelfeg;;
no law there can be no transgression.  If we had no law de“
ﬁl‘ling what is meant by adu]tcr}r, we SIhDuld be as much ln
the dark as ever, we should not know what jt meant, (.
thisis the case with all the commﬂl’idments;) and we the
find that the sacred Lawgivep has explained each of
separately at length, and amongst {]
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ment. . When viewed in this light, which is the only light
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ing all questions which relate to incestuoys cohabitation,

“There must be a law somewhere in the Mosaic code, to
ascertain who may and who may not he united in marl‘iage.
Without such a law the great object of the seventh commang
will remain fearfully exposed, and left at dreadful uncertaip.
ty—Blessed be God! theye ig 4 Jaw in his word whic, draws
the line of prohibited tercourse, A law strictly morg) 'm:':

A . » * Q . 2 . 1. o [3 vt l_
apperfaining expr essly to the seventy command, hut wlq),
like all the rest which relate to the Mmoral precepts of ),
Dccallog'ue, ” blendcd and incorporated with the ecclesiy
and civil statutes of Isracl»

It has been ol?Je_(:tcd by some that the I
xxx{. 10. “l;h(ire it 11.:3 €nacted that « if brethren dwell togcihey,
aln'(llm:?f? t?e‘m die, .and have no child, the wife of the dead
shal o : HATY Without ynto a Stranger ; her husband,S
brother s lfll_ll 80 1n unto hep 4nd take her to him to wife g
gives the ‘ 11)(31 L} an' 4 man to marry ;g brother’s Wit
that- consequently a may may lawful}y MArry not op|

sion,

stical

win Dcutemnon'i

s ﬂnd
¥ hig




et R aerct

— = - .\. T = i
T T T -

48
brother's wife,
acknowledged that Christiapg are
cal Jaw iy relation to Marriages,
aw forhige the Marriage of
Whethe, the wife of his dece

but hiswife’s sister; in other words, though:i"t;f
to be guided by the L‘ctical
dcnying that the L@vllaw,
a4 man with his sister'lu-f his
ased brother or the sister o that
ceeased wife: hyg o very little consideration wil] show
thig inference altogether ex

- ith
travagant and unfounded. Wi
all thoge Who havye studied and gy

e 0
Iy considered the natur ?mt
le Jewish stitutiong and Municipg) regulations, there i; eut.
e opinion g this subject. « e case expressed in
AXV. 10. {s Vidently 5
But what ig 1e

ule
ar exception, to q general tl;lllje
ceptions? How o0 they that
well known, ang ought to he rcmembered;‘, or
no Comprise the general Principles of a la c’on‘
€Y would not }, SXceptions, byt repeals. They always con-
¢ €Xceptiong refer, and must be’_’[‘hej’
Or they woylg estroy the rule jfself.— eci-
in the Particular case sp
d to any othe

o to ﬂ]@
; . I Case, much less

law ¢, which they relate,”

“The i

law in Dey

: e in
unequwocally don

v % . ..ssly
; EXception is GXPIF his
) " 18 directeq to marry g idow ot *
dec o marry the . re-
cision. brother, but the case limits itsalf ypiel, great PIC
Hagq e e:?e&;sed | c}t rother Who dieq without male i
e 3 W

Would b ender S0n, the genera] Ia,
Olg

5
W against In‘;fu.
} ¢ Marriage with hig Widow as ince
il 1th any othey Woman “neqp of kin,” s 2o tO
hi tion was wholly rest"lcge)re—
'€ eXpress purpose (}eséiah
nviolate, until the M i
F the
hen mig : jon of th
R ght be the S€ope or the operation & but
this 1 1on, it must HGCessarily €Xpire wit, the 'l!iwoc"acy :
¢ isheq BSWered tho i
43S establisheq 20

ich
- for whi

: ; e purposes ¢

.2 80d g o dissolyeg »»

e €Xceplion

: her
e Question, therefyy, and all the ot x
Cone Aritieg attacheq 4 e economy ¢ t,he Old Tegtam?b -
fol‘ce- :A. -Si 1 ar cgse is impos?-;re,
Sont: ent, ChI‘IStlal Scan never, the_re]q“r’
o 111genc‘ * be p(llmltt@d lo marg‘y a sister-in-14

1€ritanceg i
I3

e

49

> wife of a deceased brother, ang sij))
\yho 1_1';15 ibfxc n“trgg i\:llz,’l}ag j.sz'sa’c?' of a def:eased wife,
iiséeg{;;;;;?qaiion in Deut. never did, qnd in the nature
n:aver could apply.”
Let it be furtlicr cﬂjsI
: 75 it was not mere :
;?il}gnc:%’hlits deceased brother, to raise up S?tedf
was eompelled to do so. NO\R"‘.lg.OI':‘E.‘. part o
to the law in I,.exrltlcus, forbld_lmé Y tpensy -
brother’s wife, is in force under the gospe JZPZ g ,
© is also. And g man mus ellec among yg,
- IS- . amongst the Jews, to take the wife of hi§ clea_d
s 1‘jm'ind raise up seed to heay the name anq inherit
hr?th(;:;)etrty of the deceased, Those, therefore_, who thinjk
?ﬁ;yparle authorized to marry a brother’s wifa by this ex-
ception, (if there he any such,) are by the same _ex_cfe]?tm_n
prevented from Marcying any ofher Woman; and if thejy
brother shall gie childless, and leaye a widow, they are boung
by their own Principles to marry her, and raise up SC(.:dl Eo
theip brother; anq if they belieyg this exception to hg still in
orce, are violatip the divine command if they 1'efu_se to do so.
“ Tl ' ere is nothing in {4

~Lhe conclusiop is unavoidable 5 t}, 5l
lavwy of Deut, i 1 the mora]l nature ang

less a
to whom
of things,
erved, that by the law

in Deute.
¥ optional with the m

an to take the
to him, byt he
the CXception
2 man to marry hLjg

t be compy

XXV. which invahdat(_:s
Perpetual obligatj

particulay ; 1.
: e binding upon
sation of {},, New Testament,
etler of that Precept, which hag
. Question before

degree cap
n the Spirit or |

; ference to the
the sistep of a g

: ' us, " ° apply it ¢
cceased wife, ig 4 Species of Feasoning of which
men of cu]twgted minds ought to he ashame,

he objection whic

which it is contende 0> Permission {or the ;1;1111;1
riage of\ a man e sister of hig Ueceasaq wife, g 11
founded' op the 18th veps aplep XViiL of T, .
ike the other 0bjecti0ns which haye been pqicn
sideratiop will shoy, that it ig equa
t101smwe alreaﬂy been considere’
crit on the gpj nal favy e 12 T ; -
€xposition and ex 1?1 1-1' text, we Sba.“ - hemtz}te_ tP Use the
£ ) < Aation of one of {4 ablest of Bible o.n).
Yy whom this Sub_ject as been made i i
understoog by all, w l

0 most strenuously urged

L
[‘

=

P e o

i




could

50

or 1of, It m
et i ay he well ¢
isin sirict aecop ell to observe also, that his criticis
majority 0; fﬁg;gaé];i with the OP;niODZIDO%JIj;}C}':.I I;{IS Cllf.lt,lfél:
with the best acquainted with far the greater
il vhole drift and bearing O; Ittlfllet%%}(})lrgg‘irn?l text,da'r;]d
£ Aﬂothe . v laws and 11~
I ob i.- = ] ]
shalt thoy fa1.s o 0018 raised fro ;
g . m Levit sas .
ler naked hkae a wife to her sister tcwt; xviii, 18, ¢ neither
: ness, beside the 0 vex her, to uncover

his ] .
precept it i j other, in her lifetime” Fr
he wife i ?nten(]lf] inferred, <that the g ;fbflmc._ FIOIT}
forh; ed; that the marriage “i{f ?cmi'{' sister ©

ith such a sister 18

'Cden only degps :
ception, i ey ring the life of the wife:
tend fa;tller ;;f%tzm, evinces the Pl“:fli ]?I:d the very ex-
Suryiving 111,1°b'md me'nifflie after the death ;Eoﬁ - 'I}OL ﬁxe
should apv et 1ght law(uyll ) - the wile, the
. C any stress | ¥ marry the sister:
“f;?}e e w?hy Ehoileldp ut;: upon the Cil‘cuz;stan::?affl I fOIi “iﬁy
41d not mean to limit thje QW specify in her # J._IEI' bel g
ing which it would 1 e prohibition to hey 74 ifetime, if 1t
come legiti ,¢ b unlawful, but afte, tfetime only, dur-
the i gltimate? Upon t afterwards, it micht be-
€ 1neestuous connéxion ] 1o} €

his objecti

18 objection the |

rests, ; I questi baseless fahric of
Two observations will Slilﬂilats, 100 perhaps principally

dat;
- The whole ] : )
o R aW concerning Incest closes with fh 17
HDY e 17th

togeth Precept contained in ¢
er anolher cpq awned in the 18th veres
the othe Ler crime, and is asdist; 18th verse respects al-
I cases whicl £ 8 asdistinct from Incest
- nd ]0 low in the chapter. JItj B ,Ias any of
;. relat ~ s als
et e o a;ges Wholly and only to PULYC’ri.;v 'UPOI]E
me, and the reqson’s wife beside the other, gy, M.
lycamy ; ason is not derived fr. » during her
Netive of all The intee-C. 2 domestic. g Incest, but be-
© inferest; i . ’
the nazural i o8, €od Zalion, and de-

b s of -
Sister of Ol marriage
0 . of the w :
arp t, even then, he Cons‘ghe wife were here intended. it
alveagy, SUch sister afier o oo 2 an implicit N
of {, y ahsolutely ff)l‘b‘?]l.thc death of the l?_ .1‘C11 PEI‘IT_HSSJOI]
Wity - Prohibition iy ldden, verse 16, 4 1“”9, for this was
Vexag but why shOng erse 18. refers {-Q‘H;l the Wh_ole cause
the mlous partner? her sister be s ¢ vexation of the
Othey ax[;rylng a (]e(:eaqede pretended argi{)niclﬁied as the most
0 A . ent. ¢ ®
n'l(}%t men she Woulg } nt, fo recommend

naf.. desj
Uurgy wrable associate eXcept ;
ACeptionable and the

g “tf?l‘—mEut, that the
t, because the law

g1

an might marry @ny ofhier womar;
provided, she was not her sister;
which would be implicitly to license polygamy, instead of
forbidding it.—An inference which no modest commentator
would dare o countenance.—* The whole of this objection is
founded upoh a mistake. However our translatllon Sou_nds,
there is not a syllable in the passage about marrying a wife's
sister more than about marrying any other woman. The text
] the marriage of a wife’s sister. Itis

tion of polygamy.’

has nothing to do wit
and appears to have been

would then imply,thata m
in the lifetime of his wife,

a clear, simple, and absolute prohibi

i rod is of ancient date,

pl-a_c]ltj'i?egc'?rli?{he early periods of the ?hurch, e}ren by E%[i}e:
of the best of mem, without an acclllelnlg.”_ciﬂsfta]lencéfm he
only apology {hat can be s_uggested to pallia 10 1e f_ltl e,_1‘s,
that possib] y the pure_prinmples c_)f rehgmn[(tm( mo[{qa i 'E :1‘;:0111 E
not so well understoo at that time, as a gr\::ir q;d Ruges
apology must be uttcmptcd. It EilWElj{S :\\’E‘lS 83111% r{. . Ithat
ever fhe source of domestic evils. Itis I)(—J}-PE]E fc ﬁﬁa m‘,i e
polygamy 15 contrary to the letter and spul (i?he e “Eiﬁch
insfifution, and was positivcly forbidden. Oef-ﬁﬂ e
prohibits polygamys the Prophet Ma}ac%n apper e
14, 15, 16. o this our Lord refers, Matt. XlX—l s
this the Apostle confirms. 1 (_301‘. Vil 27 But Wlt ]
bidden? Where is the law which directly th}bl'SP dibd ‘16{
In the seventh command of the Decalogue it is 11% e 1 ]-
plie&, but it is no where expressl_v glenqunch in the w 10;3
revelation of the divine l.aw, excepting 53 tlui_)very pr(?g:ei)?,
Tevit: xviil. 18 To which may br; ?g'czd ::;12 vt A7
vhere kings are commanded not to 7% i y wives-* il
; « 2, The undeniable proof that this plecepl, verse ! 8. re-
fers wholly to polygamy, and can suggest no m‘gume‘n- in er
o [ marrying the natural sister fter the death of the
‘mf%er (i)s deéluced Jrom the idiom peculiar to the Hebrew lan-
;&aée, which 18 adopted 1n this text.f Whatever construc-
intal o ag allowed to the Jews, in conse-
m:;:ilgt?;lirtlli-:lfa?pogﬁi?gp:{ }Sngce‘;ne-s, Egh-.ch seemed to sup-
to exist. Drusius and others 'msisteq, that it was pro-
ing at the offence,

gz such coses . ] A insistec

]1?bited in the letter of their law; yet peumtted, by meqbuve e

for the hardness of their hearts. But L-h_e nrgummﬁs,: ey .

& fhee to prove that it was positively fopb;{}den, _aud alway -

y 1-'I‘he term sister is used with great lutltu_rle in 5r:|-1ptm'c-:-rl t jdi arily
or by affinity, cither one who isdescend.
1 or from one of theDs and is & sister by

e rotius M
quence of expr

signifies, a sister by consanguinity
ed from the same parents, from ot

YaaaRa=tT
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tion an English pe inattentive to the subject, may
Put upon the phrase, it i impossible for any who have the
east Cquaintance with the original, or are capable of com-
Pal“il?g_s::mpture
tel:‘rmmng the true meaning, 1
o e word gepg, which is used in the plural. gekot, anc
With the Possessive prongup her, achotah, in its literal meat-
8 NAural sister. So Gen, xil. 13.—2 Sam. 1k
—=and so Levyif., Xviil. 9, 11, 12, 13, Acholah is however
"Cquently yseq, by Synecdoche, as referring to any near an
€n Caring relative, go Gen. xxiv. 49, GO.iJEI‘CIH. xxii. 18-
But whep the word isha, a woman o wife, is joined to acho-
tah » it becomes a phrase, and is employed meta‘_
I .0 0 €Xpress, either any thing which is Zke anothers
tlleref_f{ -7.~—-Ezek._5gvi. 45. or most freqtsently any f{?lﬂg
18t is gdded to op Jowned wit], another of the same kind-
1ere are many instances of this singulay phraseology, which
€xpressly illustrate the passage before ug, gaq Exod. xxvi. 3-
e curtains shall be coupled together, ong To ,;NOT}IER;
Isha e] achotah, a wife to hep stster, and other five cor-
tains shail pe coupled one to anotper i Lsha el a'ciwm]g., @
wife fo her sister, sp also verse 5 and 6 of that cha.pter.
The same words are found, Ezek. i, 9. Their wings were
Joined one to ang

ther ; Ivha o] achotlah, a wife 1o her sis-
Zer, so verse 23, thelr wino :

8 siraight, the one towards the

Eg‘é? _{3’11"-“ el f‘«:ﬂfﬁ-oz‘m&l, @ wife o her sister. Ang again,
P (}“' 3. The wings of the living creatures that
LG one anot ey s Isha el achotah, q wife to hep sister.

_f 18 Femarka}ﬂe that this i v the coristruction where
il?sl}hrase has Isha, in the feminine, but, by the same idiom,
ound of Is? in the mascy]

ader, who is

18, a man or husband, when
bloog
2O, one who ig a Sister in 74 ,
g‘;;‘;ltage‘ Ruth ;. 5By @, who has become

the 7 - 2¥ near relatives,

the C‘IO,;' Tesus Christ, Jay
1 e 3. | :

va Em‘?cgzn og(}li;{?ﬁ?:‘ls of the virgin Mary—Ttis 2a0 & +eem expressive

o uch e Savioyur ar 50 ¢

tive 83 8uch he esteems a]] p; our calls the ¢,

e iii, 8+
Ly urch his gister, Cant. viil.

y s faithful followepg 4y :

aia!cra. 1Eveyg W_I?O viewed M

a sister by the Juw of
% 1s frequently eMployed mope exiensively, 10
SOI,“ﬂ]ey Were called the brothers and sisfers o

¢ L 55, Mark iy, 3, Who were only his cousing,

Matt, xii, 30. “So the primi-

eqcl v otk 5 28 ] ry

f"lm Inrp. xvi James li.l {3211612'13;31}1?!1_1_2:1, L:_alled C]n'rs[{an \\;or;eso
'ﬂ:n\hm .‘r’mll'oduceﬂﬁgumgiﬂeh ) “T hay AL—"The name sister ls,t =0
Prgy i imy sister.” Jor, oy {4 el Ve said tg the worm, thou art My

unto “".IS(]Q]

n, thou art my sisrer

¢, to hesitate one moment in de-

—— e,

53

y xvi. 31 They sware ;
sso to aek a brother, 5.0(113:11-;;?’1 that is, one fo an-
in opposition to husband to his brother, Tl oot
Lsh le achichs o Theirfuces shall looks Ishle acliev,

ifi . Tixod xxv. 20- a that is, one to another : ¢ :
alner. I €

o his Drother, .+ e ish achiev, the
s 10 his brol _ t another ; ve

the husbant Il one thrus :

. Tosthicr shet

i, 8. Ve

. her. s i
 hpust his brot fore us are exactly
Il not thrust ! “the verse before
husband sha d phrase in th
« The W—o[‘ds and |

. 1fe or wonan
a3 cited—isha el adwngi:ﬁ;i{ sister, and_
the same with thf{‘)s'et then be asked h_o‘i’:l this 18th verse, mus.]t
to her sister. . wife to her 8.3.358?.’11; cannot bein a literal,
the whole phrase,‘a hSWEr i Ob‘kuls" ’ Wrative sense. One 1o
be un('ICrstOOi’l;p;Oabe talken in 2 Dg
but is evident

: tanus,
ife. Arius Montan
e wife to anot%er ;fltfife passages, in “’h:;};
.t is one- ¥ slated & el SOTOr
anom{i’tﬂiaifdlrsion, has trallzlrd(ﬁ'dr word, mﬂhg;f he adds in
in his Latir S eallv. W i
= i rase 0cCurs, literallys - wife to he1_SIS’EC Loms. Lhe one o
the phrase o hhe swoman O . altera altert a faith-
ejus—that s, ZE‘ 1:3 @ ad (&Eﬁc?‘um(sl 55 at our accurate ((rlmd t(; the
- fid *, X s «l e e
the margin @é¢€ to be regrette <ages attended aid
5 K 0 1 ‘her Pas“‘a’g rrecﬂ}'s
the other. It 18 10D I the ot _ rase CO >
ful translators, who 10 ald rendered the Pltl li‘o have Cxpresﬁ‘[jl
it 1 I-Ieb[‘ﬁ\v', al y ThBY ough + The wile
idiom of the .y this verse. ife to anothel L
Liaitne sam(} 1zkou take One whc word wife ml% e mean-
it, neither shalt hject, and t to elucidate th sl
was evidently ?h?:u?;bjerless instan(:ff;}z thow take maed:thc
o as1n e?:[.ke?. 5, 4 o ma -
been added, 2 1 read, RELA L would hay ; _
i;? . when it :?:;u:l;a vex er?‘:l § c'l 1-¢3~1pI(13111c1ed exactly “f“lzlc :l;,c-
o another X0 ain, and e RO e e conscic
io' (f;?(f;t perfectly Plf}m’t;staﬂt tl.ansld{ciloa mz;f the orlg“m]!fls'
b ipal. But, ¢ the.tor?he very Phraseonqgg and as no church
le%ering das glffiﬂl};ht destr?yi”gr:??nzc a wife’s SiSti’r; 3{;;2-
2 betaone e ness of ma > halators NEV
ccilrlli(iltted the lawfﬁfl(illfaOf doubt, the triln.vv}:ét'ollavc been per-
af)sec"l it tobe @ [?lage in question W?lu(l; " t, v. 18
that the passag an errot.” -ecept, v. 18
o 1,-113 t,::f IEBPSHPPO“ Of{fﬁh i?ltchaed it thr{\] P‘f}ia}u-l of his
rerted 10 re was the o After the Lo h o he
e NOthmgré%?bition of polyg 11 T;Et during her -i'bsz,{;?iie;kcr
L ) vy agalns b 7 pa wilGy TGS 4
th‘?: 'ﬁfm}l mig%‘t I?E;rég Lileg;cri;)tlons ]110 O]t ’JILI;.Q All the 1]11-
Vi€, rile ol & "l e alread Bt Bt ne
chall take 1o pition fo the wile th 1fa\rouyr of marrying the
with OF 1 & Eguments- therefores 1
: g5 O ar ’
ferences i

.o Maraziig.
* Cpeistian s M
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ster, can permit himself to draw
_ founded. Tt is astonishing that
are to invalidate an authoritative law of Go
phraseology of a single precept
Sie g >Spect to Incest at all; that any should pre-
S ‘d}'na <e the dlv{ne law, which is plain and decisives
bl = (ience to it, which may not be disputed or withheld;
whi }?en aPon a quibbling construction of single word
o nothing but want of information could suggest.”

; t]'&t Polygamy wag forbidden in the Law, though it was
Practised by the Jews, and tolerated on account of the hard-
hess of their h
relerence to the'ii. chapter < o7
fhet Malachi, above re?efrédl%a,ls i on ol i b
0 put away his wife and marry 5 it is said t
h_e who does so, séns against ]n‘.g o:zr:l??.t.l:;cz:’z.anlc\lrolé, I15. iald zgﬁf
sider for one moment on what authority the ¢ Mo
made this declaration. It was not the offic
make new laws, but to confirm and explaif those which had
been given by Moses to the Jewish nation. Now if Moses
had not forbidden Polygamy, the prophet coul

thority to do it, ang if Polyga LT
it I certain it 15 forbidgey e oy oo, 0 forbidd

d have no au-
I - enin this text,
. rolddy where, and Jews and Chyistians
g'osuoldn})arislslfi‘ifﬁ?se it with impunity, Surely the man who
on the stpe It)hugusly approach the hed of hig wife’s sistels
e itan “Ngth of any permission he may concejve to be
e eev b‘y this text, to say the very least, must e possesse
the ... C'Y Opposite of that spirit which would lead « to avoie
i . f,"lland n&rhen too late, would fin
" arfyg B0l
mg ; Ully undeceijved,
May possibly l;e Objected by some, that gome men of gﬂﬂd
ed the sister %a.[ piety in the Christian Church, hav®
€ fact, (though ii(') their dead wife, Should such have bee”
i gp e aonet g ya has given B han
atg o Nis piety, it 10 other evidence th
e crime % ?- ‘;lrell be doubeg,) g7 cannot extent’
thqse » 810 myst stil jshtest t_iegree, Y whomsoever co™;
‘"it\?év 0 commit iy, °° Considered SXceedingly sinful, 27
Yoo it is not toq ‘;];e;y;ng on their piety gny qccepf’ﬂ‘]‘:
i the bong oft 10 585, are gy 3, 1OF gall of bit”
and these who helie?®

Mary

Iniquity;»

earts, would appear to be demonstrated, by @ .

in which a man is forhidden -
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: . amitted by a pious man, how-
that becausc a stl’,!]l h‘ai'}l);c]l:eu:::ﬂy be th:{t they are author-
ever exalted a : 3”55;3 crime, arc in the same condition.
ized to commit the 59. -imes, whether professing to be pious

: mmit crimes, whe P :

"Those who co der their piety liable to be called in ques-
orsiot; cert{}lmlyiret? e(::' crimes should be of a grade much
tion, even though their . A
below that under Cons}girzzﬁghd all doubt,—the high chm-

David was a pious m him. that he was a man after

: a5 hesfowed on him, ; : : of de-
men,daflon ]:int .c]iut who ever thought on }thtz}l]t a;‘;f?;‘gf': %ﬂ‘;h
E D((l].s o‘ﬁils sin i[,l committing adu-]terly_ wdlgqth e Fvon though
t?ﬂ ﬁl‘gttite 01.’of murder, in causing ltlsof Cthe' e bed

1e 1 ’ oI, COun 5
- bitterly on ac . leased to
he reEelnted m(‘ljsihollgh ﬁ,e Lord was grac&z‘ﬁé}; el:l (’gl e
comnu.t]te_d,r gnenmnce’ he at the same ~tlm(;1 i through life—
accept his r spof his crime should pursue o. and that his
that the sword should not depart e "The tins of which
hat-the . i 11t :
own children should rise up aga};ns te the Decalogue, or re-
h ilty, could in noway abrosd ' imitation of
Ny y’h enormous transgressions t_oi could in no de-
C?;mmendpsi-fr was a pious man, but hlsdpﬁzster, or present
o the denial of his Lord an ffclsehood and pro-
gree excuse ¢ in favour of the praCtICE of ia :dered innocent
any argumen -cason why they should De consi Lo only rule
fanity, or an{]«:ble» The law of God should he tlfi‘ boimest
and mmmfn ot the conduct of men, 1o, not even 0 Rl
offcone. s ts. Sin, wherever it exists, al;d' ;JYG:L hates
advanced Stamteé is that abominable thing W:;]‘i:tl e
oy P‘Tlrlé{érﬁinh’r punish; and those Whl? cogi?sons to remain
and ¥ hurch which permits such guilly p d will certainly.
and the chv nion, are equally obnoxious to, and Wi g of divin(-;
in her L‘Ommur q]]{,)thers experience the O}Itpourm%ut Mottt
in one wt}{ I?lu;t needs be, that offences t;wll c_oi{le,cn it
wrath, whon; the offence COme_h“ ; h?dth:ir necks, and
those I?F millstone had been tied abou The inhabi-
them, i I(]E;Jeen cast into the midst 'Gf"tt]f];lf s(‘.a.md Sl som
:h:?}{; hc?f Sodom shall rise up tagg}nbsodﬁln hild no written
ant: The inhabitants ey f such abo-
hem. 4 £ 0 !
It roiin, thom fom the comnisin o 1L 1

G Had they possesse

minatiols.

ivilege t aeq, they W
is our privilege to possess, the]

ould have repented of |
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their sing
ahe ﬁ'gmh, and God would not h
m heaven. But if w

: ‘ 57
10t have destroyed their city by - wife, was considered céntrary to the Levitical law by the
ith all the lights afforded by both |' ancient Jews, as there 18 not a single instance on record, not-

ihe number of minute genealogies which are

thelaw 5
nd the po
w : spel : . ?
vho are guilty ng tli]e,q’the Church of Christ shall permit those withstanding > I : {
estruction of the C same class of crimes which caused the given in the Sacred Scriptures, in which a man married the
what else cap J anaanites and the inhabitant cf Sodom sister of his deceased wife, after the giving of the law by
ead 40l D€ reasonabl : ) e : [ - the long period of 1500 years, which ela sed
of the Church w; y expected, but that the reat Moses, during e g pel ) : psed,
against her. and rch will speedily manifest his 1 ‘t displ gsure - 41l the destruction of Jerusalem, and dispersion of the Jewish
its place? . will shortly remove her 5? P Eaf 0 nation. The fact that no such marriages were practised
When f;nvd i Sondlilicieny amongst the Jews, taken in connexion svlth ;the generz}:1 pro-
the Holy S loctrine has been full 11 | hibition on which the Jaw stself is founded, 1s ST flicient evidence
Ca nnof? ]g'e%ﬁ;lgtures themselves, iyt %lé(;‘;itjl;nitrlhl.l ustlt'a’{)eld ﬁ:;,o"In t]];a; ;he marriage of a man with t]l? sllsteg of hlstdeceasec}: w;i;e,
fed; but it § indisputable, a4 . sy lawlul and incestuous act. AN
confidence overfed; but it nevertheless was hy them considered an ULI&E - i 2 o
are in str?éta nd increases our satisfactiot}L:; ?dgs greatly to Ou; able d)irViDB, on this subject; very justly obs_ealvf:s,l‘ In %hls CEE.'_
vl i accordance with the OPinio;]s 1111 tl_]fxt our views struction, all are ananimous; all agree %mt t]1e Plecepdls
period of ._VEPSE_LI practice of the Christi S widhhe gene™s plain and posiﬁ\rezusit respects the Jews. None mvei ever de-
its existence, f . istian Church, in every | e 1 forbidden an Tsraclite to marry his sister-
day. Inthe course of r.?gg theh*f&POStolic age to the present - nicd thatluﬂd ha{h;])m the wife of his deceased prother; or the
commencement of the ChistCk Have elapsed since the ) in-law, whetber h¢ b5t Iy point on which any
very frequently invol el.hrlstlﬂ.n cra, the chp o nck sister of his deceased wife. The only pomnt 7
) isput 2 . W ure @ tent of the pre
often, to humaj;l vedin disputes on var; urd‘h haw bed uestion can arise relates to the nature and ex :
appearanc ous subjects, which q 4 2 iher thi ot ceremonial, an
- ; LG cept. 118 asked, whether this law be ‘?nor i P

total subversion; b seemed almost to {

. T+ 3 1mMos threate ; : .
have e ut whatever the point threaten her copt. 1t 35 asked, WREHES e s only? it
been which divided different Sl%(!tsrj s of difference ma ﬁoﬁﬁiﬁi plplica,ble e Jogo i e

: ation, as it was

ed to faith or pracfi whetl ; '
practice, or had referenc 1er they relat- the New Testament dispens that the Levi-

New T
estament i e to the O]

hatred Ispensation . : d or the vations alread ade, clearly prove thay

Dera?dat}zley may haye Cnterh" ﬂgd‘ whatever violence and ;I‘E,ﬁ ?:i? l;,f marriages, trom its mature, is as binding on i;'he

spect tonﬂ universal agreeme ctmle towards each other, a ge- ée(ntilcs as it is on the Jews, and as much so .under the New

1€ unlawfy] ot has always existed with re- - as it was under the oid TCSt?nfmIi)t' éilsiliensahor}.” e -
i r 1 law, which 10rb1€s 206 marriage of a M7

The Mahometan 12w, : e e alto for-

ri £ i ous char ar
dg Ofﬂ. man ‘)H.'th I]i; ) iﬁi,ltilcil].s{ilal W, ¥ h‘ s Of the mf ‘5
L & By = ?, \'thhCI‘ th 1 0] i
¢ Wlfe hI

eceased b
rother ; :
or the sister of his dead wifa: and it is wor
3 IL IS ¥ =

0y of remarl
extendod it < also, that whe : ; .
ded its benign and 1 rever the Christian religion has . toh

1ave i ¥
Univers * A1a 1
Contrayy terna‘ily thlbité) p}; nfluence, there the civil Jaw®
Y to good morals, apgq uch incestuous connexions, 8
5, 3,

i » noticed
i o sisters, has been before noticed. «Yee
with t90 B o wile twosisters,” DY which it plainly appears

i to take to ¥ ; L3
bidden idered a practice too gross for the arch im-
or himself, to tolerate amongst his followers

ost ewl  two cases of inces-
. A reference has likewise been made to two € : 8 'ngc's
which took place at a yery early péeriod i

e

e Etat e ad
. v : i : - g se, -
S a dn order to illyst P e hent et 8 tum{b-fil;f rﬁp&g Christian Church: That of Herod, who had
. show thed; ﬁ'?te this part of . i }lad gris brother's wife, and of the member of the Church
oe 0 which the rna.ie subject ‘more fullfs n},aélgfinth who had taken his father’s wife, in both of which
at 2 %

“ine authority, @ decided and strong_teproof
divine authoritys & * and the force of the Levi-

hlﬂ
Sister-in-1:
munitigsl‘;v, has heay viewed } Itiage of a man with ,
» We shal] A by b Cases, under

..| % o ghy Hage o L 7

' % s subject, whioy, Lresent oth ¢ivil and religiou® ; R Jod

it % LSy Ject, which nt a few of ¢ 5 8 given 10 the offending 132111105: iy

i ' tory 38 before hee 18 all that our g the laws and decision” B;alglaw, which forbids s‘{ichlincestuo;;s pi}‘iiPi%‘;51:11E?Sé ?;e;‘ehy
« Jt is not lawid 2¢ to have

distinetly acknowledged.

thy brother's wife,” said John the Baptist to Herod. The

it X At 1 Proved, i Pace permit
Iy | the marriage ed,in a Mann, pcqmis. 1
i I \ of & man with, 1 Suiieiently satisfac:

ikl % the o ]
K he sister of his decease’

e ———— :
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A apostle, in his an; 7 v - e i d s
e IS epistle to the Copinihe: ; | . ; what I have chiefly to state in'regar /
{1 2 C?m;_llloiﬂy, that there is filfni(foltl_nﬂllans, says, It is 1‘ele‘t‘3d In the ﬁrnl‘: Pl;l&cfésthign(;ur practice, which has the force of a £o03
i Meation ag jg oy g, much as ey 2mong you; and such for- { b e ustoms have been handed down to us by

named among the Gentiles; that law, because our is, that if a man at any time, over-

The custom

1 | | ; c hiS f(ﬁf} K] . s E : = :
W Concerning pip, ) ter’s wife. I have jud ead holy men. - 1. should form ‘a connexion with
il : )¢ : : judged already . gsion, sho orm C
il | our Lord” Jesus Cl;l:i Slz?lih $0 done this deed, in tghe S eob . come by an E?Eﬁgﬁlapaimt be considered marriage, and that
it | the destruction, of the f 0 deliver such a one to Satan, for ; guogy SISLENE;) -eceived into the full enjoyment of church '
i e e flesh, that th e s ihey should not be rec : another. So that
i | 2y of the Lor, Jesus. Kn € Spirit ‘may be saved in ey before they sepa?‘amﬁ?m it biect, the cus- |
¢ Caveneth the whole lunr;p? I?W Yo hot that a little leaven : Pg‘lt‘{llegesv:rere nothing else to be said Oi}h‘tb-ls Ei’;ufcgle:h’e preser *
€aven, t} . urge out, t} e if there ¥ ; t to be sufficient tor s |
hat thziﬁ; ii’;}gyl be a new Iumgp.” rerefore, the old tom of the church 1%33; ;’i‘;%]; ‘the person w:vho wrote the le_tter i3
ﬁ}llfy recopnised elttaa 1;13 was rionsidered binding, and its force ’{ation of dccgiw;i-t empt endeay oured to mgoiuii zﬁngurl?]anoaé
Tistians, thepa o 1.9 Carly period among t e has by an evil @ ce, it is necessary thatv : &
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and the violation of them is charged

upon the Canaanites, * by which the land was polluted, and
for which it dic he inhabitants’ From whence it
must be conclu ere not mere positive and ce
remonial precepts, which were binding only upon the ']'e“,s-
but were parts of the law of mankind and of nature; other:
wise those nations could contract no guilt by their violating

them. Among the forbidden degrees, one respects the sister-
in-law, Levit. xviil. . These are clear and

16. and x%. 2
express laws of God; must necessarily bind

which, therefore,

all persons, of whatsoever rank or description, without excep-
tion, to ohserve them.” !

Hesychius 0B Lovit. xviil. and XX proves that these prohi-

bitions were universally obligatory, because both the Lgyp-

ing within their

tinns and Canaanites are taxed for marry
degrees; from when at they are of moral and

ce he infers th
eternal obligation.

In several Feclesiastical Councils, it was decreed, « That
all marriages within the prohibited degrees, Were incestuous
and void, and that the contracting parties should be cast out
of the communion of the Church.” The marriage of a sister-
in-law was expressly mentioned and included within the pro-
hibited degrees. In this decision the Church was supported
by the civil law of the Roman Empire, after it became hris-
tian, which expressly inierdicted such marriages) and point-
edly forbade 3 man to marry the wife of a deceased brother;
or the sister of a i The words of the law are.

deceased Wl
« We absolutely withhold the liberty of marrying the wife o
a brother; °F joining in wedlock with tWo sisters.”

During the long and gloomy night which for many centu-
ries overspréd Id previous to the reforma-

d the Christian wor
tion, notwithstanding the low state of Christian morals which
1d the impious &

existed, al ices which uni-
versally, i almost every other respect, prevaﬂed, it is re-
markable; {hat an abhorrence for such incestuous practices,
as if too dee ly implanted by pature, to be eradicQted by the
causes which cverturned almost €VErY other principle of mo-
rality and virtue, ¥ paired. The Roman Catholic
ChuI'Ch was always POSitiVe and decided in condemning INCeEs-
that species of them committed
hether a wife’s sister, or a bro-

tuous practices,'and especially
by marrying & gister-in-law, W :
notorious, and space does not

they’s wife. Butas the fact 1850
8

said to defile the land,

] yomit out t
ded, that these W

nd immoral pract
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o enlyy :

?lza:']e(ies-nmf of 1%2 ?‘rrl]o:}tnls- part of the subject, one or two in-
ation fo thi crime ‘i?]]jﬂ;‘kable decisions of that Chureh

250 A P
P!’:nsaﬁ()ns{]es, for polition] on presented.

or i I'poses, have . Bt *
Crime 1 +° dulgences for poses, have often granted

the C?_Immission of almost every
g anecdote related by Johannes
sister ffl ‘g of Frani{,as.hap pened while he Wﬂg Cardinal:
O his deceaend o 2PPlied for permission to marry the
a“id Wile, but was refuged,” :
S Sister-in. [y, IESPBCUPS the separation of Henry VIIL
ned fye i-; Oatharme of Arragon, agitated Europ®
It w.uf‘-];gax,e their solep, Jiany universities, particularly if
Progy, = Te%lleeteq gy Sb-hon in clear and decided terms:
o th’ Ca aring of ;11{ at his brother Arthur had married by
Bavin ﬂbmarriage had bmg?ns-aud that hesoon after died, be-
Londcﬁl €€n neqpe,. to CCB consummated—ihe parties never
T e cach other than the cities of Paris and
B bt‘o[i ath ¢ rt%e was, of course, a political one; an
hagd 5 er’s Widowy ur, his brqther, :Henry VIII. married
if the ver Cohabjeq 0@ case like this, where the parties
i Erpmge o ]rn&nd had never even seen each other,
S jectia all, unq 5 an with his sister-in-law could be tole-
inonable Case v any circumstances, this was the least
aCultyzféerence hilch could possibly have been presented.
il the Uhiy e o786, the Roman Catholic Theological
eetlngs in E}TS‘{Y of Paris, declared, “ That after fre-
eXamp, arhop, h"le.Church of 8t. Mathurin, and at the
Dositors o the Sacred o8 most diligently and conscientiously
§ _ tci] 1ptures, with the most approved ex-
S Chl;[i'}genel-‘al and synodical decrees ©
terming, .28 the };] established, approved, and re-
'}-_e g, thata M 3{_ 0 ”_’*’?am??_u)’ew@ answer, asserfs
the 14, —rFiage with a sister-in-law, is equally
f God, and that the
' Ch_marriagei” 1
m it : € Judge, declare, an
ﬁeqz;a le, detes!c?b%tm % al?f?ustll‘;}:]iohesm}tig]’ that suc-h Y
ha.tu;e“s Wwholly aboer;]flnd to a Chrj inlexions, are horrible;

¥
€re 13 i
r lere is g oy
CMaty, which p 2 Curious

X 130an. - :
and 2 30d sanetion., table, Tt »and even to every
Uy, Cilone 3 is prohiho s .
Penge Wlth; nor Candtby the Seve"aloglebl.{(id- by the 13‘.‘2;}6
S c011fracti§np P& upo nalties, both diviF

' any consideration, dis*
such Marrigge » eration,
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. hich might
From these few e?iamgﬁes,]é‘;?'? :})a;ga:n 2}r13tw'tﬁ§1:gh %he
easily be pl‘ﬁsented, it V\élr l.ui wi'tl}; almost every other error,
Church of Rome Was O¥Ct * &= onstancy and perseverance
She Still set lle[' ff].ce \\PIL}} ﬁ}e,?ga?gst ti‘lat degl.ee Of it Com]nit-
- s . 3 acla o 2 . 2
against Iﬂ?{?sﬁl ra Eiigffl--in-m, whether the gufﬁlzl; éﬁ—cfﬁﬁi
fac _by, i:nm'lf.'){hag?si.ster of a deceased wife: airi 5‘1‘1; t eniitladife
b}mthcl; Oﬁwc committed in Othgy ;esplef:vi;lg  esorved this
sne may vt - oo world, for D > Y, s 5
;;Jhc thanli?stl{Jf gﬁgli:\ihﬁgm poll’ution, and visiting violations
ranch ot the e too i
O cxempies PSS, &g G crery
Having shown that tb ~ o 3 the marriage of a e, " ..
- versally condemnee Bn 5L oo or brother’s wile,
age, has universa iher his wife’s SIStEr: il
his sister-in-Jaw, Whethel tom (lich such connexiors
;i v the li ht 1n . ormation, by
vie prac};—:edthtg 21':?;; reforn%ers, and since the Ref
viewed by the eal*J -

out of that event. « there was 1 L
Among the celebrated RBfOl"TneolE; i mning thelggfgr
- s i were ‘u]}{l'lll. . Jius in a
sgntlngfx ou:nen anﬂ:fl{h his 'gister-m-lar“.r ZOTSE’ 2 "1 asserts—
E)aéiiﬁeliﬁ’ enlarges 'pr.incipa. ltj; ;tiés ’;’;lloufl’ d tolerat
«1. That although civil magis o can render voi

H ‘ar on eart
Tafcs Yet.ffi‘;"af[?ﬁe Apostles made no new law

: Y
Godi o2 ft this article as they found 1 o
jages t this ar e
marrlqge}, ]?Hfir}eneal‘ degrees Was Zbl’llc‘)ﬁ;?;ds:ﬁ}l rﬁarriages
mmry}tll]ée;v::ivilized heathen; all(]],t tlé) g i
being age it the law of Gt HES f Jomy CaLvIF, the cele-
beiIngﬂE:cgfcl:)Hection of the E{mth]ast?ersotol be fornd; relating
T - wo le e
-, there are S bt
brate'd Refor? (;:1’ one of which he uses thest?. wo;istiara‘in-law,
to Lis Sub:]egd,that the prohibltmn resPecel‘lrag e tes o
o mamt‘ﬁllzﬁe which time nor.Plate Cj;m 2 and is founded on
is ane of n the very fountain of nature, D etual o
pr@ceeds fI‘OI'l "[]Ci le 0{- ﬂ.]l 13“’5 ‘1'11]!;}1 are P % fhe Eanction
the genel‘ﬂl‘ﬁf 1lllen ’[E]IC Emperor Claudl;s-obta:)r;ehis o
ot ¢ \ ‘e the opprobrium S teibie
; ate to remove ! od toimite
of tl?igqgsee Iz;litt?l Agrippina, theré was none fou
g;?::ni;le, excepting only one ]
to show how

I mention this,
inviolable the l2
fane nations.

e'even among pros
the heathen, i
Let the e};amP]BS the . f
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* Whatsoeye -th are onest, whatsoever things
r thlngs are of Pure, whatsoever things are
¢ other ]t prgisgood Ieport; if there bge any
ter Calyin ¢, think on these things.’”
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ere he any
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XViil, 18, g, €Y seize a5 4 0 take the sister ?_“1""34 Whethe&'
vy, l . H 0 7
de very, WO;:Izgé 4 etigdext’ upon the wordz;slilec?ta'sis
Mneqd 1 S of that tex? 1J)3ut their error is ’lef'cfldmby
: exts -efute
Xt a S35 ot fop Trar o 2uSe, what | . 5
< e Ctually reﬂpegf Incest, but for crue_}ltIS tth{.ne Cf}ﬂ
Pposed to '-“.u“ilu Appear ﬂS PO]}rgamy‘” From };] o the wilé-
SUce 2 P : . 4 AT
€ Wof p : riage o .th"":" great man w ]egc I_ett((}alr !
Percejyeq thatu!‘e and g, S, believing them to btas ecided’y
,e at he hag | e law of God. It wille fom‘l‘fﬂ"y to
Paing ¢4 1o Interpret eferred to the cavils of ikewise be
ute thejy o ation of Levit. xviii. 18 some in rela-
Iror; though itis to b -and is at the
0t time, who are li 0 be feared that some
£ hi A eo are living in such i -

0, anq 3 text ” to q[uet thei 5 uch icestuous
posed the cayj. But ag that eir consciences by a refer-
» We SWhick o 3t text has been already ref

I gt s oM have attempted ¢ ady referred
Milap i o 0e this part of the Sub?eggs_fi:u?.?] it, EXE
. her, a
R efotniors E: made, did space "t
N who were E;ni i Bu”inger, Ursinus,
Al thc to the py Who were chj fleanor profound learning
e olestant Chul‘clll]ﬁﬂy instrumental in giving
wurehes have uns
¢ X1y -2 Map 1w $-have unif; 2
Sremge 200 in fog B with bis Serontormly maintainedthat
Qﬁa holy Ord?’ an ecto narriage at ali AW 1s an incestuous
«-iMa lnanc@ iS s 1t aggravates “]é ;11’?‘3“ Sg f:ﬂr as thle
snce, inasmuch

JQQ{* 3 L he g ¥ sed
apy’ TE fopas ent me 48 a covy
H‘(!ln celebg;({:gz]ly fclndnzscgf the Lufh(?;‘aj]?r the commission of
the gy, divines, W““ﬂte]y eXpres Church on this sub-
) Whether itho TGFHed to S.ed ?}‘}r those learne
was lawf e inquiry made b
W i a?;y hl};

‘blished ; agreea
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sister-in-law? 1In their famous letter they prove the law of
Leviticus xviil. to be of universal obligation, and adopt the
strongest language ir} repro_batmg such marriages. They
close by saying, «It js manifest, and cannot be denied, that
the law of Leviticus xviii. prohibits a marriage with a sister-
in-law; thisisto be_considered o divine, a naturel, and a mo-
ral law, against which no other Jaw may be enacted or esta-
bly to this, the whole Church has always re-
tained this law, and judged such marriages to be incestuous.
Agreeably io this, also, the decrees of Synods, the c'el_ebrated
opinions of the most holy fathers, and even the civil laws,
prohibit such marriagess and pronpounce them to be incestu-
ous. Wherefore, we also judge tl_1at this law is to be pre-
served in all the Churches; as & divine, 2 nflt';“'al: and a moral
law: nor will we dispense with, or permlt in our 'Chlfrches,
that such marriages sha d; and this doctrine we

11 he contractel P
can, and as God <hall enable us, W will resolutely thlelnb- 2
In an exposition of the Augshwrg alth by ¢

h confession of .
learned Danish divine, he expresses the gpm_mu of lgs Chm]uc}s1
in the following manner : « Whoever is 10C ined an rlfiaso Pre ‘
to enter into the matrimonial state, oughf_: to beglnli1 t 1eI fatll
of God,and to look out for a person who is not neary e a. ed
to him either in blood, or by mart £, xviil.-an

jage.  See Levt :
xx. .And here let it be observed: That where a man 1S for-
¢ near of kin,

5 g . 1 4 = . \ 7 ler_
bidden to marsy a0y - Dot g there the female 18 U4
stlood to be equally Pl’Ohlblted in the same degree of relation,
although the woman be not mentioned. So Levit. xviil. 14-
el thy J wther's brother’s wife, [aunt

1,00 shalt not ap row ¢ ;
- ] includifa]so the mother’s brother’s wife. S0, con-
her sister’s husband; for the

by Affinilys

cequeut]y, ho woman may take ]

2 f a brother’s wife, and a sister’s husband, are ex-
! to multiply

It would be easy
of the Lutheran

t of a celeb rated

relation 0
actly in the same degrecs.’ 1d I
eviciences, showing the opinioll and practice
Church; bhut we shall s:dd but one mMore, tl}a  gelobrags
Lutheran civilian. * Wherevera marriages contract ?;’l }:1m11n
a degree prohibltet_l by the divine Javy, for 'ms-tan‘w:ud; I iy
should marry ihe sister of his deceased mjg"ﬂmlelérréfin ar-
riage is sncestuous, and 0ught 11(_)1: to be dc(.emed‘ﬂ ft : wite
ungon, but stigmatized as a0 impure mATUTe cannot
pe palliated by any dispensatioPs but ought to be rescinded;
and the contracting partiess potwithstanding the%f maﬁipiead
jgnorancé, should be punished by the magistrate.  Human
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hurch Y all wi €S persons gyilt sister of his dead
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authority—the same authority which enacted the law itself,and therelore
competent to make exceptions to it—has been pleased to dispense with the
fulfilment of any one of them.

. Who can for one moment suppose that it would not be an immeral act
tor a man to marry his mother, or sister, or his father’s wife, or wife’s mo-
ther? and if these prohibited degrees are immoral, all the other numerpus
prohibitions named in the law are immoral, for they are all forbidden for
the same reason, viz. because they are ** near of kin,” S

B. !

“It has been said by some that as the law is prefaced, by the words

None of you shall approach unte any that is near of kin to. him;” inin-
terpreting the Taw, had any relation, however remote, been prolibited
from contracting matriage, and no others named, they should have had no
difliculty in inferring that all who were more nearly related than-those
named was intended to be prohibited; but as the law goes on to name some
particularly, they appear to doubt whether all are not named speciﬁcau)"
who are intended to be forbidden by the preface to the law. 4

Those who make this observation, perhaps forget that on this prineiple,
a-man might marry his daughter, or his grandmother, as well us some other
near relations.  But waiving these rifles, Iét us ask them how they would
interpret the 4th commandment: *¢ Remember the sabbath day, to keep it
holy. In it #fiows shalt not do any work: Thou, nor thy son, nor thy daugh-
ter, thy man servant,” &c.

We see here that the command is addressed to the head of the family, and
liis son and daughter only, besides the servants, are forbidden to do any
work, but his wife and ofher relations are not named. On the principles
they advocate, therefore, a man’s wife and other relations, ought to be al-
lowed to work a3 much as though the command had not been given. Can
those who malke this abservation be willing to follow where these conclu-
sions would inevitably lead them? We think not.

' C.

_ The observation has been made, that the marriage of a man with his
sister-in-law ought not'to be condemned; because, say the wiseacres who
make it,a man and his sister-in-law must be supposed fo know all about cack
olher—must be acquainted with each other’s temper, habits, &c. and there-
fore they would be thie most suitable companions for each other. :

1f the woman, who knows roct about o man, is the most suitable to be bis
wife, the man ought o marry his sister by blood, for she would doubtless
I{nm.v‘?rmre about him'than his sister-in-law; or better still, his own mother;

for of all women, she must be supposed to knotw most about him. ¢ b

_ Let the practice continue a Little longer, of a man knowing ol about his
sister-in-law after his wife’s death, and depend on it, you will’soon find that
it will'be 2 COMMON practice for him fo know all about his sister-lnjla\v_ be-
Sfore his wife’s death.,” Nt 4 few' cases could be pointed out in this citys
where the wife had dieq with ‘a lingering illness, in which it afterwards ap-
peared that the husband Jizq ot all about his sister-in-law, before 3¢”
sister’s death; possibly sugl, Jnowledge may hayve hastened the death of the
wife; if su, the parties to the erime of fneest, added a kindred crime; that of
murder also.

We always suspect the, virtyous principles of those who make suc.l) an
observation. The only man we ever heard posizively approve the Matrage

O,F a sister-in-law, made it, apg though at the time he wasa member of a
Christian Church, and his mopal character stood very high—he has since
sadly fallen, A few weeks since he was found knowing all about another
man's wife. % Stmifis simili gaudel.” ’




