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favour of imimorality increasiîîg, of, for example, an unfaithful
wife living in adultcry and bearing illegfitimate children, and the
husband living with another womnan of his choice; reconeiliation
is generally ouf of the question. In fact the argument that if
Divorce Courts wcrc creatcd tlhe number of divorces would in-
'ercaise is really onc of the strongest argumants for these Courts.
As flic H-on. W. S. Fielding said iii thc Iluse of Commrons: "If
fhousan<ls of hoinest nien and womcen iii this country are enfit1lcd
Lo divorce, îîot on new grolunds but on the well-establishled
ground(is rcognised by tle Courts and by this Parlianient, the
faet that thiese nicîî and woinen nrc entitled to divorce and are
unable f0 gef if boecause of the bresent miaehinery is the strongcst
argumient whY thatt niachinery' should be discarded
Whe lic h JRoiani Catholies opp)ose the extension of grounds for
divoroe or evn the r-ecogniitioii of iny g'ouinds. thcy arc, if
miîsfakein in thecir judgrncnit and iii their appreciation of in actual
situation as distinct frorn an auitiquated religlous tcaching, at
]ewist sicere Io ithrir faith. Whcni their wvishes arc oecr-riddîen
by a *m1ajority and divorre on certaini grouiuds is zctinlly rccog-
ii.d and they exert thcmnselvcs to make application of th e
adopted prineiffles ;i difflcuit as possible, thcy are playing flic
part of an undigîîîficd and unjust opposition. If they %vould
confine ilheir, artivities to endeavors f0 convinee Caniada that
grouinids for divorce ,;Iiouldl be abolishied and f0 tcach adhcî'ents
of their, owin church fliat lio inlatter what ftic facilities for divorce
niay lic fhey should îîot tah-e advanfagc of thein, they would more
nearly lic eoniforimiiîg fo tlic principles for which they profesi fo
stand and would probably sooner sec the error of flicir views and
amierd flic saie t0 nieet current condifions. To argue that lie-
cause ini any countr'y there arc few divorces the tmorality of that
counfry is lîigh is a fallacy. Let if lie shown that in spife of
amle faeilities for divorce tiiere are few, and then it may be
aried that high morals exist.

At this point fthe quesftion naturally arises of where the.
aut.liority lies to make the necesgary change in jurisdiction.
Suli-seetion 26 of sec. 91 of fthe B.N.A. Act Cives the Dominion
,authority to Icgislate on niatters of "blarriage and Divorce",
whilc sub-sec. 14 of sec. 92 gives to the Provinces "The adminsW
tration of justire in the Province, including the. constitution,
maintenance, and organization of Provincial Courts, both of civil
and criminai juriodiction, and including the proeedure in civil
matters in t hese Courts". Froni the above, if is obvious that~ it
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