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of nine, for which the.Israelites were threatened with ex-
termination. v

8. That the Levitical Law punished the Israelite
who committed it with death.

9. That either the whole of the Law of Incest is in
force, or no part of it is in force; and, of course, that, if
it is lawful to contract any ene of the prohibited mar-
riages, it is equally lawful to- marry an aunt, or a
niece, a sister, a daughter; or a mother.

10. That the Law of Incest was not a part of the
Ceremonial, Law, nor one of the Local statutes of the
Levitical Code ; that the fact of its being one of the Ge-
neral statutes of that Code furnishes no evidence, that
it is not still in force—they being just as much Moral
statutes, as those of the Duologue or those of the Deca-
logue—and that, if the Law of incest is itself binding
its Penalty is not therefore binding.

11. That the Law of Incest is ahsolutely binding on
the Gentiles ; since the Levitical Code, as to its General
statutes, is binding on them; and the reason of the
Law is just as applicable, and the Law itself just as ne-
cessary, to them as to Israel ; and is in its nature strictly
a Moral law; and was in force before the Levitical Law
was published ; and is directly recognized in the most
explicit and solemn manner, as in full force in the New
Testament, and under the Christian Dispensation ; and
because, if the Law of Incest be not binding on them,
neither is any part of the Old Testament.

12. That the binding force of the law of incest is not
impugned by the fact, that it is in one sense a Positive
statute ; nor by any arguments derived from the Practice
of incest among the Patriarchs, and Israelites ; nor by
any disagreement, among Papists or Protestants, as to
he Extent of the prohibitions ; nor by any Fitness of
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a wife's sister or niece for the office of Step-mother to the
bereaved children.

'T'HESE points heing established, we call then distinctly
on the Great Ecclesiastical Bodies of our country, by
their solemn decisions, to condemn these incestuous
marriages; on the Ministers of religion to bear their
public and decided testimony against them, and to refuse
in all cases to celebrate them ; on the Churches of all
denominations to put away this iniquity from among
them ; and on the Legislatures of the several States to
restore our American Statute-books to their pristine
purity.

Shall I be told that this will fasten a stigma on the
parties, who have contracted these marriages and on
their children %—This argument, if it ‘were sound,
would have prevented God from giving a Law of incest,
and every country on earth from enacting one. It would
have had equal weight also in preventing the introduc-
tion of laws divine and human, against polygamy, for-
nication and adultery. Even a Turk,—were ¢ His
Highness” in his zeal for reform, to enact Leviticus
xviii. 22,—might as well complain that a stigma was
cast upon himself and his young associate, in the prose-
cution of a favourite indulgence. Indeed, it would
always have been, and would now be, an equally valid
argument against the enactment of every new criminal
law. Let it be remembered that it is the Law of Glod,
which is in the possession ef all the people, that is
chiefly to blame in this business ; that the Law of God
has branded so deep a stigma on Incest, that no human
laws can make it deeper, and that, had it not been for
the Law of God, and the testimony of conscience that
that Law was right, all the efforts of Man to fix such a

S~
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stigma would havé been vain and powerless. But why
this Ecclesiastical and Legislative civility to this trans-
gression? If Incest be what God declares it to be, “a
sin,” “an iniquity,” “ a wickedness,” * an abomination,”
“a land-defiling sin,” shall we not merely wink at it, but
solemnly pronounce it innocent. Was God thus civil to
the gentlemen and ladies of Canaan and of Israel, who
had contracted incestuous marriages ? And shall we, in
our religious and civil parliaments, from an over-civility to
Incest, publicly tell our Maker that- he was mistaken ?
“Who are we? When were we born? And what do
we know 7"

Shall I be told, further, that if the Laws were to for-
bid the marriages now licensed, it would be impossi-
ble to execute them? 1In obeying God, we are not left
to the rule of Expediency. This argument, too, if
sound, would have prevented God from giving a Law of
incest and all- other laws restraining impurity. How
rank was the hold, which Incest and its kindred crimes
bad taken of Canaan, and which in the days of Ezekiel
they took of Israel. But it is not true. The first
inroads on our laws of incest were made at the instiga-
tion, and by the secret' management, of some of our
¢ prime nobles,” who had either seduced, or married, or
pledzed themselves to marry a wife’s sister ; and who
wished by this finesse, to escape, at once, public odium
and personal responsibility ; just as the Arch-Chancellor
of Napoleon, following in their steps, when appointed
by his master to draw up the “ Code Pénal,” struck out
the sin of Sodom from the list of crimes ; being himself
a notorious and infamous Sodomite. Aﬁ.er this first
inroad, some other of these disinterested men, wishing to
marry his wife’s niece, or brother’s wife, moved the
wires afresh, and the puppets legalized the already

16
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formad or prepesed somnection. At length & few of the
severend clergy, being ‘ waen of Kive passions with other
‘men,” took the double ki of indlimation and exumgle ;
“civil fathers,” fisst by kindly writing in defence of the
muvinge, whiek they had dowbly sanctionsd, and imme-
distely afierwards by contracting it themselves. Many
wthers in humbler life; corapured with soue, and yet but
dJew on the whole, have forrved simnilar connmectioms.
But the great majory of the people of any er of all of
‘the States do net wish to contract the marriages in ques-
tion, and feel no interest in continuing their legislative
sanction. The common voice s not in their favour.
-Nothing has prevented the prosecution of cases still pro-
‘hibited, but the censideration, that they bad occurred
"through the miserable interferemoe of the Legislature,
and the ricketty state of the marniage-acts. Were owr
Iaws restored to their fair form and comely propertion,
the practice would be right of coume. No offence is so
easily detected, as an incestuous marriage ; mone com-
-‘imed within limits so absolutely defmite. And it is &
groes slander upom the substantial yeowanry of our
“country, to represent them as so litde conscious of moral
- obligation, that, when under the solemnity of an oath,
they will not, upon satisfactory evidence, convict trans-
on.

Shall I be told, again, that Legislatures are mot
bound to enforce the Law of God, any further tham
‘the Good of the State requires ?—If this purely Infidel
‘objection be admitted in the very terms of it, it is easy
to show that Obedience to the Laws of God, which for-
bid sexual impurity, promotes the best and highest Good
of the State. Disobedience to those laws has been,
throughout all time, the great, the prominent sin of Masm,
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that, whwhmomthananyodmr sin; bas carrupted and.

putrefied the human character. *Lewdness,” said a
Monarch,* who was never thought sfrats- , either in v
principle or practice, ¢ is the ruia of Eevape ;” and no one
of the restraints, with which divine and Juman sane-
tioss have environed it, has ever powed supereroga-
tary. On the contrary, all united have not been suffi-
cient to prevent it from becoming, in any one Christian
country, rank and monstrous. The Law of incest,
when re-enacted in ait its fulness, has not proved an
adequate safe-guard te the purity of families; but
% the beginning ” of licentiousness, made in the partial
repeals of that Law, has been “like the letting out- of
water.” Were a prophet of God to diselose the facts,
he would show us, by a recital of instances tremendous
at once for their number and their guilt, that Incestuous:
lewdness, between a husband and ‘the female relatives.
of his wife, has been the fearful consequence of this
daring inroad on the institutions ef God ; and that not
a fow of the marriages between men and their un'fc’&v
sisters have been the result of necessity rather thaw
election.

But I trust, I am not arguing with infidels. If the
men who urge this objection believe the Bible, then they.
believe that Incest, in every degree of it, is “ an iniqui-.
ty,” “a wickedness,” ¢ an abomination,” ¢ a land-defil-
ing-sin,” a sin which excites “ the abhorrence,” and pro-
vokes “theanger of God,” and which, as existing in one
of its forms, an apostle styles a sin, “ not so much as
named among the Gentiles.” Itis in vain to say, that
the guilt of an incestuous marriage is a poist to be set- r
tled between the parties and their God. 8o is the guilt

# Louis XIV,
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of adultery and of all the other crimes against good
morals; but does that justify the repeal of all laws for-
bidding them. Iam well aware that no Legislative
sanctions will shield the partiesin the day of trial. But
on the Legislators, who legalize Incest, will rest the
guilt of “the Son of Nebat who sinned and made Israel
to sin.” 'The Nation, also, which upholds rulers, who
thus “ make evil, good, and good, evil,” will be sure of a
day of coming vengeance. On this point, God has
not left us without a witness. "The Canaanites, in the
midst of palpable darkness, with only a taper to read
their unwritten law, were punished, for the practice of
Incest and other kindred crimes, with complete and
judicial extermination. Of how much sorer punishment
then shall we be thought worthy, who, under the blaze of
noon-day, publicly trample under foot the Law of God
written out in full on the pages of our Bibles, and do
despite to his authority as the holy and righteous Go-
vernor of the Universe! Itis in vain to say that we
’ﬂill forbid the most heinous cases, and permit only thove
which are the least aggravated. Every one of those
which we permit, as well as of those which we forbid,
was forbidden to the Iraelites and to the Canaanites;
and, as we have seen, is absolutely forbidden to us;
and for all of them, without ‘distinction, the wrath of
God without mixture was threatened to the one, and
poured out to the uttermost upon the other.—And why
as legislators, and as a people, do we thus venture 2—
For no earthly reason, but to yield to the wishes of here
and there a man of influence, who has contracted, or is
bent on contracting, an incestuous marriage. . .

- Shall I be told, also, that it is in vain. for any one
State to reform its Law of incest, unless the other
States will reform theirs? This is the hackneyed
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plew, by which the seller of obsvente books and pictures,
the retailer of strong drink, and the keeper of the
brothel, justify their conduct.  Obscene books and
pictures will be sold, strong drink will be retailed,
and brothels will be swupported, let me continue my
business or not ; and why should not I says each
one of thess miserable beings, “make a little money,
as well as my neighbours?”—1s a crime any the lesw
a crime because others commit it? Was it an excuse
to the Israelites for the practice of Incest, that the neigh-
bouring mations practised it? God himself answers
this question: “ For all these abominations have the
men of the land done, which were before you ; and the
land is defiled. That the land spue not you out also, as
it spued out the nations that were before you. There-
fore shall ye keep mine ordinance, that ye commit not
any one of these abominable customs, which were com-
mitted before you, and that ye defile not yourselves
therein: I am the Lorp your God.”—But the plea i8
not trae. Let the due efforts be made in each State, by
the men, who fear to sin ageinst God; and the work
will be done. As the pevple at large did not bring about
these encroachments on the Law of incest, so they are
not anxious to continue these imcestuous marriages.
They know that there is no such scarcity of females
in this country, as to compel its inhabitants to the prac-
tiee of Incest. They know that the Levitical Law of
incest, in its full extent, was quietly submitted to by the
nation of Israel, and by the nations of Europe, in-
cluding their own fathers, for more than three thou-
sand years; and they cannot divine why it has
lately proved a yoke, which we Americans are un-<
able to bear. If, however, some of the States should

refuse to reform their statute books, and to forbid inces-
16*
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tuous marriage ; the plain language of God to the sur-
rounding states is, “ Come out from among them, and
be ye separate, and touch pot the unclean thing ; and X
will be a Father to you; and ye shall be my sons and
daughters, saith the Lorp Almighty.”

Shall I be told, finally, that there are so many,
who have contracted incestuous marriages, in our
churches, and in our pulpits, that it is not safe to
begin the work of reformation?—What, in similar
circumstances, said Moses to Israel; and what, long
after, said Ezekiel to Judah ?—TIs it then come to this,
that they, who are set as watchmen, to hear the word of
God from his mouth, and to warn the people from him,
shall be afraid to tell them, that God, their King and
their Judge, declares Incest to be “an iniquity” “a
wickedness,” “ an abomination,” “a land-defiling sin ;”
Jest it should disturb the quiet in sin of here and there
& member of their churches, and of here and there an
associate in the ministry, and thus produce a momen-
tary agitation! Did Paul do thus to the Church at
Corjnth 7—Did Ezra do thus, in a case of far less enor-
mity to the Jews, his countrymen, on their return from
Babylon ?—If the higher Ecclesiastical Courts would
pubhcly and formally condemn these incestuous mar,
riages, and those who celebrate them, in the very lan-
guage of that God, whose commission they bear ; if the
Inferior Courts would resolve, that they would lay
hands on none, and associate with none as ministers,
who should kenceforward, contract them ; if ministers
would resolve that henceforward they would celebrate
no such marriages; and if the Churches would also
resolve, that they would exclude those who hkencefor-
ward contract them, from their communion, and dis-
own them either as ministers of religion, or as members
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of the Church ;—even if our laws-of incest were not as
once revised, still the great object in view would be

effectually secured. The Church of Ged would cleanse

its own hands of all participation in the guilt of Incest;
the people would see the sin in itself, by the strong un-
intercepted light of God’s word, in its true deformity ;
and the time is not distant, when the foul stain would be
washed from the pages of every statute-book."

As to those who have contracted incestuous marriages,
under the sanction of anti-scriptural laws, their case is
unhappy. When God had commanded Joshua not
to spare the Canaanites, the men of Gibeon, terrified. by
the fate of Jericho and Ai, came to the Israelitish. Gene-
ral, and, by a gross deception, inveigled him into a so-
lemn covenant to spare them and their city. Joshua,
three days after, found out the deception, and was
wholly at a loss as to his own duty. Here was the ex-
press command of God directing him to destroy, and
there was the oath of God binding him to save. But
God directed him to regard the oath, and fulfil the cove:
nant. - Plainly, therefore, the personsin question are safe
in the practice of Incest, from the Law of the land ; and, as
the Ecclesiastical courts and the Churches have winked
long and hard, at the contraction of these marriages, we
B

* The hlgher Ecclesiastical Courts are bound by another considera-
tion to declare to their respective denominations what the Law of God
is on this subject, and to condemn most publicly those marriages which
are incestuous. Many conscientious persons of both sexes, who are
unable to examine the subject for themselves, are wholly at a loss, as
to a most important point of duty, and uncertain whether they may
lawfully contract certain legalized marriages or not. Some of the.
Clergy contract them ; and the Courts, if they have not long slept over
the subject, have long shut their eyes upon it. To relieve the uncer
tainty of such persons, is one design of these Essagrs. But the great
duty rests upon the Ecclesiastical Courts.
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do mot soe but that, in good fhith, they are safe from
their dincipline also.—What an exemption! What a
privilege |~ As (0 their personal duty, “ Non nostrum
et tamtas ooxnpowere lites.”—We do not venture to say
that they can diacover it, in the following nwrative; for
the evil guarded against by the Law of incest is, in
their case, already done :

“It was the ninth month, and the mnueth day of
the month, and all the people sat in the Street-of-the
house-of-God, trembling becauss of this matter. And
Eazra the priest said unto them, ¢ Ye have transgreseed,
and have taken strange wives, to increase the trespass
of Isrnel. Now, therefore, make confession unto the
Lerp God of your fathers, and do his pleasure, and
separate yourselves from the strange wives’—Then
all the Congregation answered and said, with a lowd
voice, ¢ As thow hast said, so must we do. Let mow
our rulers of all the Congregation stand; and let all
them, that have taken strange wives in our cities; comne
at the appointed time; and with them the elders of
every city, with the judges thereof ; until the fierce wsath
- of our God, for this matter, be tarned from us. '~
And the Children of the Captivity did so. And Ezre,
the priest, with certain of the chief of the fathers, smt
down, in the first day of the tenth month, to examine
the matter. And they made an end of all the men,
that had taken strange wives, by the first day of the
_ first month. And among the sons of the priests,

there were found, that had taken strange wives,
seventeen : and they gave their Aands that they
would put away their wives ; and, being guilty, they
offered a ram of the flock for their trespass: and of
the Levites, six: of the Singers also, one: of the Por-
ters, three: moreover of Israel, eighty-five: all these
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(one hundred and twelve) had taken strange wives ; and
some of them had wives, by whom they had children.”

Leaving these individuals, then, to seek for- better
oounsel than we can give, we take our leave of the sub-
ject. 'We have stated and explained the Law of incest,
and proved its binding force. 'We have given the testi-
mony of God concerning it ; and, in doing so, have not
shunned to declare the whole counsel of God. We ap-
peal then to those who make our Laws, to those who
constitute our Ecclesiastical Courts, to those who minis-
ter at the altar, and to the Churches of Christ. We
call on them to purify the Church and the Country
from this sin. It is the work to which God calls them,
and to which in his providence they are appointed. If
they will not do it; God will charge on them—on each
according to his measure—the guilt, and the consequent
pollutions, of the sin of Incest.

Our work is done.





