Satorday, July 8, 1873.]

NEW ZEALAND TABLET

11

identity of love, hope, interest, and lifa (cheers).
plative poet of our nge has put it thus :~—
! ** Wedded love with loyal Chuistinns,
Lady, Is n mystry rare;
) heart, And mind together,
Make one being of a pair *

And from this old conception of the marital relotions has
nlways been deduced. the in‘erence that the kinship of the
wife' should be held tho kinship of the husband; and that
the wife's sister should never be the husbands wife. This
great principle has, unguestionably, been waintained since the
early days of Christianity.” Tt was proclaimed in the Apostolic Con-
stitutions before the Nicene Council. It became part of that great
\ stem of jwisprudence which was generated when the Christiun
civilization rose on the ruins of the effote and corrupt Tmperialism of
Rome ; baged the liope of the world on the strictness and continency
of the fumily relations, and raised up woman from her low estate o
soften snd purify the rude society around her (hear, hear.) The
Theodosinn Code condemned the proctiee which we are asved to
approve, and declare the marriage with'a deceased wife's sister to be
unlawful, And thenceforth for many a century, down even to our
own tine, the doctrine of that Code was muintained intact by the
grent deotors and the solemn Councils of the Church. It was the
doetrine of Busil and Ambrose and Avgustias. It waa the doctrine,
equally, of the East and West, It was affiruied by all ecclesinstical
assembliges in the yarious countries of Christendom, ne they were com-
prehended within the Chureh, and it sommanded their universal assont.
The dispensing power claimed by the Latin Church was, at firat,
resisted und denied by some of the theologisns of the time, on the
ground that the prohibition was nbsolute and mandatory by the law
of God. And when that power was estabhshed it continued emphati-
cally to witness the impropricty of a practice which was permitted
only in the most specinl ecircumstances and for the gravest causes, and
to prevent worse results (hear, hear.) So it remained at this hour;
for pithongh in the Roman Catholic Church, dispensations are obtained,
they are got with difficuity, after anxious consideration and becnuse of
plainly coercive exigzency (hear, hear) This bill has nothing to do
with marriages so allowed. It gives universal licences. 'The Groek
Church, whatever may huve been its decadence and short-coming, is n
venerable witness to the discipline of Christian antiguity, and in it
marriages of this sort are deemed to be incestuous and incepable of
being volilated at all (hear. hear) If we pass from the anciest
Ohurches and come down to the Protestant confessions of Inter days,
we find that the unlawfulovss of such a marrinze was asserted equally
by Lutherans and Calvinists in *cotland, in Geneve, and in Franee.
Then the fact relied on by the advocates of this measure, that on the
Continent of Europe such marrisges ave allowed in many countries,
comes rather in ad of the argument against them; for, in most
of thoee cases, they can only be legalised by special dispensation. The
connmissioners whe reported on the question in 1818 put the matter
thus :— Protestant stutes on the Continent of Europe, with tho
exception of some Cantons in Bwitzerland, permit these marriages to
be solemnised by dispensetion or licence, under ecclesiastical or civil
authority” (Rep. p vi.) Excepto provat regulum. The need of dis-
pensation showa that the act is disipproved. Tt may be otherwise, in
gomwe purts of Glermany ani America, bo which my nobls friend so
confidently referred ; but the resuls of the abrogation of the old
Chiristian strictness there is surely ruch a state ns shoula deter inatead
of attracting us, and furnish a eolemn warning ipstead of an induce-
ment to imitete. We eannot approve of indiserimiunate connectious,
lightly formed und dissolved as lightly, on the first gust of temper, or
tho first assault of unzoverned puss:on, which it is a mockery to digaify
by the sucred name of marrine (¢cheera) Therefore, my lords. on the
issue of muthortty ruised by my noble friend, we have the testimony of
the Christian world, from the earlisst times, sgninet this innovation ;
and for my own part, I should require the most potentinl reasons to
overbesr that testimony—
Becurua judicat orbis tercararm,
We are the “ heirs of all the ages”” and ws should uot lightly set
aside the teaching which they give (cheers) If you would maintain
a Christinn civilization in the world, lift high the idesl of the Christian
marringe. Dv not abase its dignity—do not dim its brightners, The
time is not upt for meddling rudely with that grest ideal, or, as you
are Bsked lo do to night, with any of the principles which are its bul-
warke, and frem which it derives its bewuty and its strength, ©ld
landmarks are vanishing sway. Doclrines of international law and
politienl justice, which long governcd the public concience of mankind,
';re losing their power. Tlheelements of socislistic anarcly are work-
ing throngh the nations ; and we shonld beware of precipitating the
time wheo laxness as to the marriage bond mny help to bring us to the
condition of Rowme, as described by Gihbon, when * marringes wore
without affeetion, and love without delicicy or respect ;”’ and when
corruption, in that regard, was one of the worst instruments in the
wvortbrow of the mightiest of ompires (cheers.) But, my lovds, ift ali
I bave smd were to be disregarded ; if there were no tradition, and no
authornity, and wo religious prolibition to warrant tho rejeckion of the
bill, I shenld still oppese it in the intevests of socisty, and for the
maintenance of the dignity and purity of the family lifs (hear, hear.)
I should oppose it because it is ealenlated to alter the relutions of the
gox0s in a way most serious and most mischievous, The conmeciion
of brother and sister is dolicate and tender, aud o ought to be that of
the brother-in-law end the sister-in-law—n connecion of love and
trust and mutusl helpfulness, without tl:e {aint of passion or irregulur
desire (cheers)  And se it will continue if you refuse to make legal
martisge presible between them.  Temptation is bred of opportunity,
and dies when it departs (wear, hear} Give the prospect of the
inarital union whicl this measure validates in a househol | now peace-
ful and harmenicug, and will the hushavd vemain {ree {from the evil
thoughts and wrongful aspirations which he never befors induged,
because neevssarily inenpable of action, fruiiless of resulis P May not
the wife find her hours of suftering made muse miscrable, when slie
feels hersell tortured by jealous thoughis of the probable relatioas of
hev bn band and her sister begun in her lifetime and sirt her pre ere .

The great contem-

=nd to b consummatoed as soon ne the grave has shut her from their
tight {cheers) ? And for the maiden sister, would she nob be pre-
cluded, just in propertion to her modest delicnoy or womanly fear of
misponstruction, from entering n household where she would be 1
“ministering angel ®” And if she did, notwithetanding, enter it,
resolved to exhibit the unselfish devotion and heroio self-sacrifice thab
80 enoble the nature and the life of woman, would thera be no cause
for fenr that she might sometimes be distracted by the bewildering
and corrupting thought that she may be allowed, by the license of the
luw to mount, as her nuptial couch, the bed on which that sistar liea
in her agony awaiting dissolution (cheers) 7 I repeat if there was no
qu.ation of religious policy or authoritative teaching in the matter,
for socinl reasons only we should be eernest in our resistance to this
bill,  And why should we ignore the wisdom of the past, and imperil
the hopes of the futare by such & measure # Three reasons seom to
e to have been suggested in the conrse of this debate for the adop-
ton of it. It isesid that we have no right to limit the fraedom of
Action a8 to a matter like this, if not absolutely immoral and forbidden.
But are those who argue so prepared to press this contention (o its
consequencea? ‘Wil they do nway with all prohibitiona on the score of
affinity, nnd refuse to allow tha state to impose any in any circum-
stances P Will they tell those who wrge that polygamy is lawful, and
cite the authority of Milton to sustain their opinion, that the atate
must ot interfere, and passion shall have its way? They cannot and
they will not. The Legislature muat have power to regulats, more or
less, the conduet of the people for their moral good. Then it is said
that, because a0 many suffer from the preseat restriction upon mar-
ringe, it ought to be abrogated. A bold argument, involving an evil
consequence, if deliberafe lawbrenkers are to trample down the
restraints to which they were bound to have submitted, succeeding all
the more by reason of the very flagranoy, and extent of their offerces.
And, finally it is anid that this is o puor maen's question. I doubt it
much. Iam assured Ly those who know England well that the persis-
tent agitation of it for .o many years has been maintained not by the
poor but by the rich, who have o personal interest in it, as leading to
the condonation of their own iillegality. And I do not know that the
poor man does not need to be gunrded as much from doing what is evil,
dangerous to himself and ivjurious to his fumily as the rich (hear).
Nor do I know that there is any necessity upon him to act againat the
law ns it existe. In my own couatry, where such marriages are prac-
tically almost unkr.own, the poor feel no need of them, and no desire
to have them (hear, henr). And this observation brings me back to
Irelond, which, I vepeat, in my opinion, does nof want thie weasure,
an ! should not be forned to have it.  We are. so far, and I thank God
for 3t, enved from the infliction of a Divorce Dourt such as. you have in
England, I do not believe that any class oy denomination of Frishmen
desive sch a law, with its train of temptavions, evil examples, and
inevitable corruptions ; and yet I fear that of it this bill; if successful,
would surgly be the herald. In these mattera we, Irjshmen, desire to
be let alone, We l-ave had much to endure—we have had penury
and persecution—we have been cursed by intestine dissension, nnd
disgraced by scciul outrage; but through all chance aud chapge we
liave preserved vory rich possessions in the sacredness of the Iuish
hearts and the purity of Irish womanheod, and from these we shall
not willingly be parted. Beiter times have come—muaterial progress
carries us onward—civil strife passes away—and equal laws establish
the reign of justice. But we wiil not loss in the happier day theso
precious things which we have inherited from the struggles of the
past. I fear that messures such as this would bring them into peeil,
und, therefore, Toppose it. I grieve that my conclusion is riot in:
aceordance with the views of most of those with whom it is my good
forture to act politically in this house; but I eannet fulsify my own
convictions, and I am eoerced to vote against tha bill (chwers).

THE CRIME OF DRUNKENNESS.

A _RECENT publication by the Sisters of 8. Clare, Kenmare, says :—
“ If people would ouly try as earnestly not to commit sin, as they try
te make money, or to do their daily work, they would certainly succeed,
for God gives His holy grace to those who ask it; but we must keep
out of the way of temptation. If » man who is temptéd to drink gocs
into o publie-honse, he puts himself in the way of temptation, and he
has no one to blune but himself if he commits sin,

Listen to what our holy bishops say to us in their pastoral letter :
—* How the Church mourns for thousands who in Ireland render
fruitless nll her constant care for their salvstion by their persistence in
the awful crime of drunkenness, which is the fertile source of so much
ein.” Do we not oll know how fearfully true thisis? Whero is the
bishop —where is the priest—who has net to mourn over many mem-
bers of his flock who are lost through this dreadfully dangercus vice ?
Do wa need to tell you of the misery which it caunses, of the evils to
which it gives rise? Even if drunkenness were uot in itself a deadly
sin, how many sing it causes. It might be said—it is said frequently
—=that ¢rine would be almost unknown it Ireland, if it wers not for
sins of drunkenness. It is the shame of the Irish people that, this
should continee. Why should we bo reproached with such a fauls ?
but what matter what men think of it, let us think of how fearful a
crime it is in the sight of God and His holy angels. .

Grod has given mun the noble gift of reason, and maa of his free-
will deprives himaelf of it.  He beconcs like a beast; he becomes
worse than a beast ¢ for a beast hias at least instinct, and never loses
that by its own fault. Ilow can u man feel thwt he is a man, when'he
degrades himsell so deeply ? R

Surely we have need to mnke reparation to God for this erime,
TLet ue implore God’s purdon for the past ; let those who have been
guilty of this crime make tho best reperation by taking the pledge;
fet those whe have been the means of enticing others to sin remember
that they must answer to God at theLast Great Day for the evils
they have cansed. .

Abova all, leb us take caro of the youny ; let us give them no bad
example : and lep thoss who are not tempted to this deadly sin do all
in theiv power, by word and example, to lelp thoss who are in danger.




