
identity oflove,hope, interest, and life (cheers). The great contem-plative poet ofour agehas put it thus:"
Wedded love with"loyal Christians,Lady, is amystry rare;
Body,heart,andmind together.
Makeonebeingofa pair !"And from this old conception of the marital relations hasalways been deduced- the inference that the kinship of thewife should be held the ktnsbip of the husband; and thatthe wife s sister should never be the husbands wife. Thisgreat principle has, unquestionably, been maintained since the

earJy daysof Christianity. Itwas proclaimed in the Apostolic Con-stitution* before the Nicenc Council. Itbecame apart of that greatITyßtem of jurisprudence which was generated when the Christian\ civilization rose on the ruins of the effete andcorruptImperialism ofRome;based the hopeof the world on the strictnessand continencyot the lumily relations, andraisedup woman from her low estate tosoften and purify the rude society around her (hear, hear.) TheTheodosian Code condemned the practice which we are as^ed toapprove, anddeclare the marriage with"a deceased wife's sister to beunlawful. And thenceforth for many a century, down even to our
own time, the doctrine of that Code was maintained intact by thegreat dootors and the solemn Councils of the Church. It was thedoctrine of Basil and Ambrose and Augustine. It was the doctrine,equally,of theEast and West. Itwas affirmed by all ecclesiasticalassemblies in the variou*countries of Christendom,as they were com-prehended within the Church, anditcommanded theiruniversal assent.The dispensing power claimed by the Latin Church was, at first,
resisted and denied by some of the theologians of the time, on theground that theprohibition was übsoluti- and mandatory by the lawofGod. And when that, power was established itcontinued emphati-cally to witness the impropriety of a practice which was permitted
only in the most special circumstances and for the gravest causes,and
to prevent worse results (hear,hear.) So it remained at this hour;for although in the RomanCatholicChurch, dispensationsareobtained,
they are got withdifficulty, after anxiousconsiderationand because ofplainly coercive exigency (hear, hear.) This bill has nothing to dowithmarriages so allowed. It gives universal licences. The GreekChurch, whatevermay have beenits decadence and short-coming, is avenerable witness to the discipline of Christian antiquity, and in itmarriages ofthis sort are deemed to be incestuous and incapable of
being validated at all (hear, hear.) If we pass from the' ancient
Churches and come down to theProtestant confessions of later days,we find that theunlawfulness of such amarriage was asserted equallyby Lutherans andCalvinists in Scotland, in Geneva, and in France.Then the fact relied on by the advocates of this measure, that on theContinent of Europe such marriages are allowed iv many countries,comes rather in aid of the argument against (hem; for, iv mostof those ciisps, they canonly be legalised by special dispensation. The
commissioners who reportedon the questionin 1818 put tho matterthus:

— "Protestant states on the Continent of Europe, with theexceptionof some Cantons in Switzerland,permit thesemarriages tobe solemnised by dispensation or licence, under ecclesiastical or civilauthority" (Rep. p vi.) Exceptoprovat regulam. The need of dis-pensation shows that the ajt is dis »pproved. Itmay be otherwise,in
BOine parts of Germany an 1 America, to which my noble friend' so
confidently referred; but the result of the abrogation of the oldChristian strictness there is surely puch a state as shoulddeter insteadof attractingus,and furnish a solemn warning instead of an induce-
ment to imitate. We cannot approve of indiscriminateconnections,lightly formed and dissolved as lightly,on the first gust of temper,orthe fir6t assault of unsoverned passion, which it is amockery todignify
by the sacred name of msirria.-e (cheers.) Therpfore, my lords, on the
issue of authority raised by my noble friend, we have the testimony of
the Christian vorld, from the earliest times, against this innovation "
and formy ownpart,Ishould require the most potential reasons tooverbear that testimony—

Securus judicatorbis terrarum.
We arc tie

"
heirs of all the nges." and we should not lightly setaside the teaching which they give (cheers.) If you would maintain

a Christian civilization in the world,lift high the iJeal of the Christianmarriage. Do not abase its dignity— do not dim its brightne fs. Thetime is not apt for meddling rudely with that great ideal,or, as you
are asked lo do tonight, withany of the primipl-s which are its bul-warks,and from which it derives its beauty and its strength. Oldlandmarks are vanishing away. Doctrines of international law aidpoliticul justice, which long governed thepublic concienco of mankind,-pc losing their power. Iheelements of socialistic anarchy are work-through thenations ;and we should beware of precipitating the
time when laxness as to themarriage bondmay help to bring us to thecondition of Home,as described by Gibbon, « lien "marriages worewithout nftVction, and love without delicicy or respect;" and whencorrupliou,iv that regard, was one of the worst instruments in theoverthrow of themightiest of empires (cheers.) But, my lords, if allIhave said were to be disregarded;if there wereno tradition,and noauthority, and uo religious prohibition to warrant tho rejection of thebill, Ishould still oppose it in tho interests of society,and for themaintenance of the dignity and purity of tho family life (hear, hoar.)Ishould oppo-e it because it is calculated to alter the relations of the
Bexos m a waymost sei-ious and most mischievous. The connectionof brother auabister is delicate and tender, and so ought to be that ofthe brotlicr-in-hiw and the sister-in-law—

a cot.necion of love and
trust and mutualhelpfulness, without the taint of passion or irregulardesire (cheers) Aud so it will continue if you refuse to make le^ilmaninge p wblebetween them. Temptation is bred of opportunity
and dies when it dcpwls (hear, hear) Give the prospect of themarital union which tins measure validates ina househol 1 now peace-ful and harmonious, and will thehusband remain free from the evilthoughts and wrongful aspiraiions which ho never before indu'.pedbecause necessarily incapable of action, fruitlessof results? Slay not.the wife findher hours of suffering made mure miserable when s-liefeels herself tortured by jealous thoughts of the probable relatiois ofhey huband anil her sister b«sgun in her lifetime and ,hi her pre ere
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and tobe consummated as soonas the gravehas shut her from theirsight (cheers)? And for the maiden sister, would she not be pre-cluded, just in proportion to her modest delicacy or womanly fear ofmisconstruction, from entering a household where she would be a1ministering angel?" And if she did, notwithstanding, enter itresolved toexhibitthe unselfish devotion andheroic self-sacrifice thatso enoble the nature and the life of woman, would there be no causefor fear that she might sometimes be distracted by the bewilderingandcorrupting thought that she may be allowed,by the licenseof thelaw tomount, asher nuptial couch, the bed on which that sister lies
in her agony awaitingdissolution(cheers) ? Irepeat if there wasnoquestion of religious policy or authoritative teaching in the matter,
for social reasonsonly we shouldbe earnest in our resistance to thisbill. And why should we ignore the wisdom of the past,and imperilthe hopes of the future by such ameasure? Three reasons seem tome to havebeensuggested in the course of thi* debate for the adop-tionof it. Itissaid that wehave no right to limit the freedomofaction as toamatter like this,ifnot absolutelyimmoraland forbidden.Butare those who argue so prepared to press this contention lo itsconsequences? Will they do awaywithallprohibitionson the scoreofaffinity, and refuse toallow tli9 state to impose any in any circum-stances? Will they tell those who urge that polygamj is lawful, and
cite the authority of Milton to sustain their opinion," that the statemust not interfere, andpassion shall have its way? They cannot andthey willnot. The Legislature must havepower toregulate, moreorless, the conduct of the people for theirmoral good. Th«n itis saidthat,because so many suffer from the present restriction upon mar-riage,itought tobe abrogated. A bold argument,involving an evilconsequence, if deliberate lawbreakers are to trample down therestraints to which.they werebound tohave submitted, succeeding allthemoreby reasonof the very flagramcy,and extentof their offences.And, finally itis said that this is apoor man's question. Idoubtitmuch. lam assured by those who knowEngland wellthat thepersis-
tent agitation ofit for somany yearshas been maintainednot by thepoor butby the rich, whohave apersonal interest in it,as leading tothe condonation oftheir own illegality. AndIdo not know that thepoorman does not need tobe guarded asmuchfromdoingwhatisevil,dangerous to himself and injurious to his family as the rich (hear).Nor do T know *hat there is any necessity uponhim to act against thelaw as it exists. Inmy owncountry, where such marriages are prac-tically almost unknown, thepoor feelnoneed of them,and nodesire
to have them (hear,hear). And this observation brings meback toIreland, which,Irepeat, inmy opinion, does not want this measure,
an ishouldnot be forced to haveit. We are. so far,andIthank God
for it,saved from the inflictionof aDivorceCourt such as,you haveinEngland. Idonot believe that any class or denomination-ofIrishmen
desire such a law, with its train of temptations, evil examples, andinevitable corruptions;and yetIfear that of it thisbill, ifsuccessful,wouldsurely be theherald. In these matters we, Irishmen,desire tobe let alone. We lave had much to endure

—
we havehad penury

and persecution— we have been cursed by intestine dissension, and
disgraced by social outrage; but through all chance andchange we
have preserved very rich possessions in the sacredness of the Lashhearts and the purity ofIrish womanhood, and from these we shallnot williugly be parted. Better times have come— material progress
carries us onward— civil strife passes away

—
and equallaws establish;

the reign of justice. But we will not lose in the happier day theso-
precious things which we have inherited from tho struggles of the
past. Ifear that measures such as this would bring themintoperil,and, thorefore, Ioppose it. Igrieve that my conclusion Uriot in.
accordance with the views ofmost of those with whomitis my goodfortune to act politically in this house; butIcannot falsify my ownconvictions, andIam coerced to vote against thebill (cheers).

THE CRIME OF DRUNKENNESS.
A rbcbnt publication by the Sisters of St.Clare,Kenttwre,says:"
Ifpeoplewould onlj try as earnestlynotto commit siu, as they trytomake money,or todo their daily work, they wouldcertainlysucceed rfor God gives His holy graoe to those who ask it;but we must keep

out ofthe way of temptaliou. Ifa man who is tempted to drink goea
into apublic-honse,he puts himself in the wayof temptation, and he
has no one toblame buthimself ifhe commits sin.

Listen to whatour holy biehop3 say tous in their pastoralletter :— "How the Church mourns for thousands who in Ireland render
fruitless all her constant care for their salvationby their persistencein
the awful crime of drunkenness, whichit the fertile sourceof somuch
sin." Do vre not v\l know how fenrfully true this is? Where is tho
bishop— whereis the priest— who has not to mourn overmany mem-bers of his flock who are lost through this dreadfully dangerous vice ?
Do waneed to tell you of the misery whichit causes,of tho evils towhich itgives rise? Even if drunkenness were not in itself a deadlysin, howmany sins it causes. Itmight be said

—
it is said frequently—

that crime would be almost unknown itIreland, if it wore not for
sins of drunkenness. It is the shame of the Irish people that,this
should continue. Why should we bo reproachedwith such a fault?but what matter what men think of it,let us think of how fearful a
crime it isin the sight of Q-od andHis holy angels.

God hasgivenman thenoble gift of reason, and manofhis free-
will depriveshim*<?lf of it. He becomis like a beaat; he becomesworse than abeast:for a beastha* at least instinct, andnever loses
that by its own fault. How can aman feel thathe is aman, whenhe
degradeshimself so deeply?

' .
Surely we have need to make reparation to God for this crime.

Let us imploreGod's pardon for the past;let those who have been
guilty of this crime make tho best reparationby tiking the pledge;
let those whohave been tho means of enticing others to sin remember
that they must answer to God at tliej|Last Great Day for tho evHs
they have caused.

Aboveall, let us tako euro of the young;let us give them no bad
example:andlot those who are not tempted to this deadly sin doall
in their power, by worJaudexample, to help those who areindanger.
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