
12 CANADA LAW JOURNAL.

-e cruelty as without adultery would have entitled ber to a divorce
a meima et thoro, or adxiltery coupled with desertion, witholnt
reasonable. excuse, for two years or upwards. There are four
additional crimes named in the Act, c ach being of a grosser type
of the niare clsam, any one of which entities the wife to an aboo.
lute divorce. But although the Englieh Farliament his pro-
vided a certain degree of relief, it has been found that only

A people of zacans can avail themselves of the remedy, and the
poor are etil! in the ame hopelesa condition as they were before
the Act of 1857 was passed. As a resuit of publie agitation, a
Royal Commission was appointed in November, 1909, composed
of very eminent mnen, who have madle a thorough enquiry into the
whole matter, and who have just lately presented their report,
a ý,opy of iwhich 1 have'read with the greatest care. The reme-
dies at'd provisions suggested are of a very drastie and perb-aps
far-reeiching character. 1 do flot think ail of them. would be
favourably reeîved ini this country, no I shall not deal with
Vhem. in detail. Apart from various grounds on which a separa-
tion is reeornmended, the Commissioners fizid that iii their
opinion the law should be amended so as to permit of divorces
being obtained on the following groundz: (1) Adultery; (2)
Desertion for three years and upwards; (3) Cruelty; (4) In-
cure hie insanity after five y, ýrs' confinement; (&ý Hlabituai
drunkenness found incurable atter three year8 from firet order
of separation; (6) Iniprisonment under commuted death sen-
tence. A numnber of grounds of a leai serions character are
naxned as being sufficient to support a judicial separation. A
minority report was madle, which I understand han received
approval from a very high quarter in England. The minority
report is that of the Archbishop of York, Sir William P. Anson,
and Sir Lewis T. Dihdin, which differing ou several grounda
from the majority, agrees with somne of the radical changes re-
commnxded by a large body o! the Commissioners.

ILooking ait the character of thesr various grounds suggested
for divorce, I amn unable to sec that any one is mucb less serious
than the others. Adultery on the part o! a married woman has
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