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L LD

into the earth, is capable of vegetating and producing, in due
time, under favourable circumstances, by its own inherent
powers, another oak, similar in size and grandeur to that from
which the acorn fell; so the embryo, by its own innate, vital
properties, received at the moment of conception, is gradually
developed in utero, from its incipient state of existence (punc-
tum saliens,) to that of the perfect feetus, at the full period of
utero-gestation. Physiologically, therefore, the infant after
birth, while deriving all its nourishment and means of support
from the breasts of its mother, cannot be regarded as more
independent than the feetus in utero. The child, unborn, ab-
sorbs nourishment from its parent through the medium of the
uterus: after birth it imbibes the materials for nutrition by
means of the mamma, or breasts, There is essentially no dif-
ference in its physiological properties, or as to the independent
character of its existence, whether it remains in the uterus or
is supported by the mother out of the uterus.

The observations now made are applicable to all animated
beings, to plants and animals, to the lower and higher orders
of vital existences; but we must bear in mind the trite adage—
that “like produces like"—that the offspring resembles the pa-
rent in all essential points. Hence, the human embryo is to be
regarded, not merely as representing the animal existence of
its parents, but as possessing an intellectual and moral nature.
‘Wonderful as is the formation of the body of the feetus, with all
its susceptibilities; with its organic and animal life; still more
mysterious is the transmission of a moral or spiritual nature
from parent to child. The child imbibes, in some way alto-
gether inexplicable, a spiritual existence from its parents. Its
intellectual and moral character are modified by influences
derived from both parents. How or when these are exerted,
are most interesting questions.

Here the imagination of man has been very busy. Vain
speculations have existed as to the moral nature; yea, even as
to the great question of the moral accountability of unborn
children. The medical philosopher, or rather metaphysician,
(for the boundaries of true philosophy have been transgressed,)
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mate embryos capable of being developed, is, at the present
day, an absurdity. From the moment of conception it must
be alive, for immediately it begins to be developed; it is sepa-
rated, as you will hereafter learn, from the ovary, where it was
generated, and travels some three or four inches, through a
narrow tube or canal, to the uterus, as much disconnected from
the mother as the chick in ovo is separated from the parent
hen. Its subsequent attachments to the mother, by means of the
placenta and uterus, are so indirect (as will be hereafter de-
monsirated,) that we are justified in asserting that the mother
has little more influence upon the child in utero, than the parent
bird has upon its offspring in the egg.

If the question, therefore, be returned upon us, when does that
mystical union between our corporeal and spiritual nature, be-
tween matter and spirit, body and soul, occur? we answer, at
the time of conception. It is then only the father can, in any
way, exert an influence over his offspring; it is then only the
female germ is in direct union with the mother; the connexion
afterwards is indirect and imperfect. To suppose that the body
only is generated at conception, and that the spirit is subse-
quently added, is, in the absence of all direct revelation on the
subject, philosophically untrue, being at variance with the facts
and with reason, as has already been illustrated and enforced.

I have been led into this discussion, gentlemen, rather further
than I anticipated, but not further than its importance demands.
It is in all aspects interesting and important. The opinions of
medical men on these subjects regulate public sentiment, gov-
ern the tribunals of justice, and influence even the minds of
the mental philosopher, and the scrutinizing theologian. As
respects this subject of the vitality of the feetus in utere, unfor-
tunately, the inconsiderate speculations of physiologists have
become the foundation on which legislators have constructed
laws, and the moralist promulgated rules, regulating human
sentiments and conduet, on the interesting and important sub-
jects of abortion or premature labour. If the embryo and feetus
be, as the stoics supposed, merely “portio matris viscerum;” if
it be not possessed of a sentient principle, a living soul, until the
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imprisonment, exposure on the pillory, publicly or privately
whipped, or transportation beyond the sea for any term not
exceeding fourteen years. The same Act also declares that to
procure abortion after quickening, is murder, to be punishable
with death. This I believe remains the law of England, and,
however severe it may appear, the good of society and the in-
terests of morality demand that the erime should be designated
by its true title—* murder”—and that a severe punishment be
therewith connected.

In our own country there has been but little legislation on this
subject. We are governed by the common law of England (of
course not by the specific acts of its legislature,) in this respect,
and hence criminal abortion is regarded as a misdemeanour,
only punishable by fine and imprisonment. It ought, however,
to be added, that if the mother perish in consequence of an
attempt to destroy the product of conception, the perpetrator
of this barbarity is regarded as a murderer, although he had no
intention to injure the parent. Judge King, of this city, in a
charge delivered to a jury on a trial for murder of the mother,
caused by procuring abortion, declares that, “at common law
the crime is murder. Every act of procuring abortion,” he
says, “is murder, whether the person perpetrating such act in-
tended to kill the woman, or merely feloniously to destroy the
fruit of her womb.” The procuring abortion is “a base and
unmanly act:” it is a crime against the natural feelings of man;
against the welfare and safety of females; against the peace
and prosperity of society; against the divine commandment—
“ thou shalt not kill.” It is murder.

It is invain to evade this conclusion. As far as human in-
vestigation has gone, or probably ever will go, in penetrating
the mysterious function of generation—as far as the light of
reason or the torch of revelation has elucidated the subject—
there can be no reasonable doubt, that human existence, cor-
poreally and spiritually, commences, not with the birth of the
feetus and the first inspiration, but at conception; when the
germs furnished by both parents are quickened into life. Nutri-
tion, growth, the development of organs, the successive display
























