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CONSIDERATIONS ON DIVORCE.

HaviNg vecently had my attention called to the
subject of Divorce, I was anxious to aseertain, whe-
ther a divorce, dissolving the marriage tie, and allow-
ing the parties to marry again, or, as it is commonly
ealled, a “divorce o vincule matrimonit,” by reason

EEEATA.
Page 15, line 1, for former read latter,
» 18 . 2, Ister , former

» 08 1, 4fter laws ndd of.
w88, T fromt Bottom, for a tall read at all.

legislature 38 called upon to interfere, and to render
such divorees generally legal and attainable. With
the arguments which may be urged, either for or
against such a measure, on grounds of public policy
or expediency, I have nothing to do; it is not my
intention to consider them. My business is simply
with the rule of Seripture; which, ifit condemns such
divorces, not only, is the strongest, but ought to be
at once a conclusive argument against them, if the
B
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profession of Christianity is any thing more than a

name.

Now the passages of the New Testament which
bear most directly wpon this subject, and suffice to
settle it, are those which occur in the three gospels
of 8t. Matthew, 3t. Mark, and 8t. Luke: thatis to
say, in the 5th and the 19th chapters of St. Matthew’s
goapel ; in the 10th chapter of 3t. Mark’s; and in
the 16th chapter of 8t. Luke’s: and in order that
the reference to them may be more easy, and the
construction of them more intelligible, T here place
them—both the original Greek and the authorised
version—side by side, in a tabular form. These
passages which may be found in the writings of Bt.
Paul I reserve for subsequent consideration, as ex-
planatory and corroborative of those in the gospels.

Mgt 7. 91, 82, Luke zvi. 18,
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Mark x. 2.12,

that is ddivoreed com- | pa, wst wpoewoasmifoerm

mitteth adultary,

Mait. xix. 3.12.
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And the FPharisese
opree o hirm, and suked
him; T it Inwhyl for o
man fo pnt away his
wife ? tempting bim.

And he soswered and
sald unto them, Whet
did Moees  commond
youf

And they aaid, Morsa
suffered o wrile & W0
of divorsemment, ohd 1o
pot har eway.

And Jeaua anawered
and suid nnta them, Yor
| the hardnees of yoor
heart ha wrote you this

PTEBnmnml the hegin-
ning of the erestion God
mpds them male and
femala,

Far thia cause shall a
man leave his father and
mother; and cleave to
hig wife

And thay twain shall
‘be one flagh: so then
ther are 1o more twain,
but one fesh,

hath joined together,
et not man pos asunder,
And in the howss his
disciplea asked bim a-
gain of the sams mafter.
And he saith unto

votiyor, ofrires elvolyioray | them, Whotoever shall
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What therefore God |

Lake xvi. 18,




Matt, xix. 3-12.

Lawroirs Bud v Bamielar
Tiiv obpaviy, 'O hredpe
Fog XupEl, yupelre.

The Fharisees alac
pitrie ko him, templ-
ing him,and saying unto
him, Iz it lawiul for &
maxn to pik away hia wifa
for eviry consa?

And he anzwered sod
aaid nnto them, Have e
not resd, thet he which
moade them At the he
ginping madethemmale
and Tomale,

And geid, For this
sansa rhall nman leave
father and mother, and
ehall dlesve to bis wifs:
and they tvmin shall be
e t

Whoerelors  they ars
no wone twain, but one
flesh, What therefors
(nd hath joined toge-
ther, let not man pni
apundar.

They say undo bim,
Why did Mosea then
coorapnd to give & writ-
ing of divorcernent, snd
to pot her wwey?

He suith omio themn,
Moges, hecause of the
Thardnesa of your hearts,
snifored you topot away
woarwives: bt fromthe
beginninyg 16 was not so0,

And I sy unta you,
Whosoever shall put a-
way his wife, sxcept it
he for fornlestion, and
chall matry saoother,
enmrmittath  adultery :
and whoao marrieth her
which in put away doth
commit adultery.

His disaiplen say unte
lirn, If the casa of the
man be s with hik wifs,
it is mot pood to marry.

But he said anto
thetn, All men cannot
receive this saying, save
they to whom it is given,
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Mork x. 3-12. !

put awny his wife, and

marry another, commit- |
loth  adoltery agadnal

her.

And if o woman shall
pus awny her husbaod,
and ha marded o om0
ther, shie commilteth a:
dultery.

Luke xvi. 18,




B

Mait, xix, 3-12. Mark x. 312, [ Luks xvi, 18,

For there are soma
.gunuche, which wers so
born from their mother's
‘wommb: and thers are
some ounochs, which
wera mude sunnchs of
men: and theve he ew-;
tinchs, which have made
thetnselves emonchs for
the kingdont ofheaven's
saka. He that i able
to receive it, let him re-|
ceive it

Now the thing which seems most important, in
comparing these passages, is the difference in the
language of our Lord, as it is recorded by St. Mat-
thew, and as it is found in the other two Evange-
lists : the former containing what is alleged to be &
qualification of the rule Iald down, or an exception
to 1t; the latter containing no exception, but laying
down the rule without any qualification. But it is
impossible not to feel, that if this is more than
& mere difference of expression, if it reslly in-
volves such a difference ag the one suggested, it is
a difference of no trifling degeription. A rule, which
does not admit an exception, is very different from
one which does, A law which binda all persons, un-
der all circumstances, is not the same as one which
binds only particular ¢lasses, or which exempts, un-
der certain circumstances, from its operation. The
difference in such cases is one, not of form, but of
substanee ; it makes the rule or the law applicable,
or inapplicable, according to particular circum-
stances, and variable in its effects; and upen this
applicability or inapplicability depends the responsi-
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bility or immunity, moral as well a8 legal, of those
who are within the sphere of its autherity ; the dif-
ference being of course more marked, as well as
more important, if the consequences of any violation
of the rule or law are made severely penal.

Now, whatever may be the construction put upon
the pnssages cited from B5t. Matthew's gospel, no
person can deny, that, as the rule stands recorded
by St. Mark end St. Luke, a divorce a vinculo ma-
trimonii 18 absolutely prohibited in all cases; and
therefore even in those in which adultery has been
committed by one of the parties. Were a statute
pasged in terma similar to those employed by St
Mark and 8t. Luke, o eourt epuld venture to con-
strue it otherwise, than a8 an abaolute and universal
prohibition ; and were B5t. Matthew’s gospel not in
existence, no man would ever have dreamed, that a
divoree by reason of adultery was an excepted case.
If, then, Bt. Matthew introduces such an exception,
he makes the rule essentially different from the rule
which the others give,—he allows what they pro-
hibit : and the question, whether ke does so or not, is
one of awful moment ;—for whatever the rule really
is, he who violates it ie declared, by all the three
Evangelists, to be gnilty of nothing less than adul-
tery ; he commits e deadly sin, a crime of the great-
est magnitude, one which perils his eternal salva-
tion. The result, therefore, ofthis difference, if such
a difference there be, is, that what, according to two
Evangelists, is forbidden, and a sin of the highest




