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remarry. This in no wise compels any one to remarry during
the lifetime of the divorced spouse, but it frees him or her from
any temnoral penalty or inconvenience or disability for so doing.
Those who can only be restrained by temporal law, msy avail
themselves of the license to violate the Church’s law, and the
Chureh can only visit sueh offenders with spiritual censures
and penalties. It, of course, has no power to annul marriages
which the State has determined may be contracted without vio-
lation of temporal law; but from the ecclesiastical standpoint,
so far as such offenders submit themselves to ccolesiastical juris-
diction, they may be refused the priviiege accorded to members
in good standing. And in aid of the due observance of the
Chureh’s law, for which a temporal sanection is lacking, there may
at all eveuts be a social sanction, which may prove more or less
effective.

If it makes no difference to a person’s social standing whether
he or she 18 living in violation of the Church’s law, such offences
will multiply, but if it is made manifest to all that such offences
constitute a recognized social blot, no mattér how much the
State may tolerate them, there ig less likelihood that people who
have any regard for their reputation will perpetrate them. In
short, one of the best safeguards for the due observance of the
Chureh’s law is the existence of a sound and healthy public opin-
ion which will not tolerate its violation. For it is to be remem-
bered, that although sll its precepts are not enforceable by
temporal law, yet Christianity is part of the law of England,
as Blackstone long ago laid down, and it is also part of the law
of Ontario, as Harrison, C.J., afirmed in Pringle v. Napance, 43
U.C.Q.B. 285; and the like mey be said as regards all the other
Provinces of the Dominion.
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