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DKEItZES IN D1VINKTM
Rcv. D. J. Macdionnell said the degrees %vcae flot grantcd,

tîtere srnply tu those who look the course of staidy therc, or
ui to membet tani the Church.

1 rinclpal Cavcn - Ntither would the degrecs granted
an K ox or Mlontreal Colleges Thcy laad students there
who beonged ta the Met odist. flaptist, and other de.
nominations, and amy student wvho lfilIcd the conditions
under whîch ilie degrce was granteri wouid bc entitied tu It.
WVas there any reason ta beliei'e that the authorities ai Knox
or Mlontreal or the Halifax Callcgec e Iess anxiaus ta kcep
up) the dignlty ai a degree. or less anxious ta sustain theolo.
lagIcal edaication in ail its sweep or researcha thaTi their
respected brethren ai Queen's Callege? liedate flot and
could flot use that argument if he belanged tu the only col.
lege that posscssd the dcgree-conterring power. If the ex-
istence ai lotir or five colleges In the Church did flot degrade
thc ardlnary theolorical wark af the Church what reabon
was there for the Church ta suppose that they would degrade
théïdeg conierring pwcr ? To lay ihis mattcr on the
tabler a ytar wauld be tuoexbaust their patience. Ir has
been befare the Church for many years, and it coutl fot bc
saîd wath truth tabe sprung upon them now. They dldnfot
want dte pawer ta multiply D. D.'s. Sa far ns lie was con-
cerneil lic attached ver>' littie importance ta thean. lie
shauld flot bc gricvcd il the title were drape b>' cier,
brother who ware I. lie feit pained by the remark ai
Principal Grant that their groand was that no college sbould
havre anything that another liadt fot. lie (Principal Cavcn)
liadt neyer used that argument. TIc>' wantcd the power aslc
for, because the passession ai hl wauld help themt ta develop
theological education. Their students werc cvery Mra
prsIng thein ta do something in that direction. ThecLI ci'

saaithe Presbyteries last year wa!à upon another question,
and did flot interiere with ttis ane.

Principal Grant said hie huid flot implied that Knox Col.
lege wu flot as worthy ta bc trustcd with the power af con.
fiering degrees ns Qaieen's.

Mr. Mscdonnell's amendinent wras then put, and lost.
Principal McKnight, af Halifax, hadt an amendment

which lie thaugbt the>' miit adopt unaninious>'. [t was
ihat the Assembly, bavanr considercd the averture, authorize
the Bloards and Scnates ai the Colleges at Toronto and Mon-
treal ta take such ste ps in the inatter as they niay decma
advisable. Thas would Icave the matter witb the Colleges
without committing the Assenibi>.

Reir. Mr. Camapbell scconded tti motion, wbicb was
acccpted an aUt bands, and carriedl unanimousl>'.

FRIDAY, JUNE iS8ru.
.'4ORNING SiEDERUNT.

Thc Assembly met at nine a'clock amn., and, aller adopt.
ing loyal addresses ta the Qajeen and Governor-General,
proceeded ta the consideration ai the llndiog arrivcdl at by
thejudica Conantce in refercoce ta the divorce case of
Mirs. Phillips

Principa Cfaven, Canvener ai the Comniittee, statcdl thc
facts ai tc case. Maaria J anc Bushnell xnarried anc Henr-y
C. Lewis, in the village ai Arthuir, in the year 1870. Aller
the' baad livcd together about two )cars Lewis wcnt ta New
Yorkc, waiere the evidence taken beltre the resbytery
shewed tara ta have been guulty af adulter>. )VIen hie came
back, thc facis having cante ta the knowlcdgc o ais wife,
they separatcdl. TItre was no eiidence ta shew whetbcr lic
dcserted lier or whcthcr she forsooc hum. She went and
livcd with ber fatlier in the village ai .Arthiur, taking hier
aly cbil1d, a son, vritlaber, ad sustaining herself b>' teach.
ing mnusic. After saine time sIc wrote ta ber busband, in.
forming hian that sice intendedi ta appl>' for a divorce. He
rcplicd that aIe might do as sIe liked in the matter. In 1876,
aix years aller bier mnriage, she became a communicant in
thc churci at Arthur. In 1877 &be wett ta the United
States in order ta be domiciled there for tle purpmofa
securing a divorce. P. 'tcr living there the reqired unme she
sued for ad abtained a divorce on two grunds first drunk.
enness, and second desertion, on thc part ai bect husband.
Thc Comniittc had been told b>' the represenitatives ai thc
Presbyter that sbc had been advise ta follow this course,
-aithoug she might bave prosccutcd on the stronger ground
ai adutter>'. SIc abtaineda divorcein April, 1879. and xc-
turncd tu hier fathcr's bouse at Arthur. In thc following
nionîl. the month ai May, Uic was mnried ta one Thumas
J Phiilips. Afler that an Ilinformai agitation" about the
case began ki thc cangregation, and "I t mtter wias on thc
minds ai the ofllce-bearers and memrbers ai the congregation,
and was pressed upon the scsson." The session took thc
matter an and referred twa points ta the Prcsbytcry, vit.:
(a) ivîcîher the minuster who celcbrated thc second mar-

ngMr. D). Stewart. was justiflcd in doiog s ; and <z)
;>hcîhcr Mm. Phillips had a right la remain an thc commu-
nion ai the Cburch. The Presbytcry's flrst action was tuaSp.
point assessors ta the session ta investigate thc case marc
fully. An investigation was beld, and two witnesses, anc af
thein Mrs. Phillipse mother, tcstified that Leis biadt admit-
ted his guult ta tIc.. The session rcported thc case ta thc
Prcsbytcry witbout taking any action. Thc Presloyter>' tc-
ferredl it ta the Synod ai Toronto and Kingstan for adirice,
andl Uic Synod rcferrcd it thUi Gezieral Assembli Wben
thc vote wss taken in thc Commitîce cight votcd Ibat thc
flndinç bc supported, white seven vated for Uic opinion af
the amnoxit>'. Te flnding ai the Commulîc was as follows:

"Inasiie as marniage as a civil conîet as well as a
religions ardinaiice, duc regard ta ici law oi the ]and and ta
thc inîecs ôf public maralit>' reqiaires that Uic Church
abouid not tend bier &a=cion ta divoi ce or xe.m=x4gc wbicb
nain law. in this mater canafaraable ta Srxipture, docs flot

i~is n Uic case before lis Ibert is ev'tdc=c that a
divorce xnigbt bave been sued for on Uic ground rcgie
b>' Scaiptureand the law of Cana"a as adeqiaate, yctUi
pan>' whose rclation ta the Chu"rc i4 in question obitained,

In a forci~ country, a divorce w!iicla the law of this country
dues flot hold to be valld. The divorce, thercrore, and dtlî
anarriage *wlaicla iollowcd, sliould flot by an y action ai the
Geateral Assembly be regardcd as liaving fialy .atisied thc
requircancnts wlaldh Charistian duty enjoins us ta respect.

"In tdicse circumstances the jidgment ai the Geaiexal
Assembly Is that tue part>' should leic nstructed and en.
coasragcd ta seck divorce (cuir. linry Lewis an (lie way pro.
vided by the Iaw ai Canada. Anal wîtliout quesioning the
gond failli ai thc paxty in the stepas which site ha.% taicen, ci-
pressing aisa sympathy with lier in the paintul and tryirag
position in which sIc lias been placard, the A-isembly deas
st ncessary, to avoid ail offence, tlaat site shoulal fot bc te-
garded as an full comai.un*on withi the Churdi tintai the ne-
qutements ai thc civil law have been duly comnplaed wiîh.

IlIn regard ta thc condtict ai the 11ev. D. Stewart in
mnrrying ta Thomas Phillips the persan rabove referxed to,

îeencrai Asuentl>' flnd that thcy lîayi nu cvidencc bel ore
tIent upon which to pronounce any judgment."

If marrfrgc was a civil cunrat-which nu member ai
tbis Churcli wauld deny-tiey slîould flot do anything
which would ignore that fact. Marringe could flot i coin.-
plete and valit unlcss the conditions ai the civil .-untract
wcre observcd--condiîions which wec allowed tu bc Sicrip-
tairai, andl which wcre iinposcd by the law. This divorce
ivas flot secured ain thc grauina recogni d by scripîturc, or
by Uic law ai this country', vit.: adulier>'. «Thcyiall sympa.
ibizeal with thle woman, whrx, without dotibt, wias cntitleirta
a divorce. lBat if thc .4ssembly said that there wras nothing
wrang in this case the>' woîald ho saying substantially that
any persan miglit cross tlie lions and seck a divorce under a
law whichl wc do not recognite ns a law in titis coatry.
They would ho saying. in fact, tîtat il the gruunal or a divorce
cxisted the partie mig bt divorce thcmselves wiîhotit even
goinrgIothe States. lie shoulal depiare the Church piacîog
itsclaîn any such position as that. lie believeal the finding
af t Committec was kinl> in spi-it.towaidslits. llaiUips,
nnd hce thatight the> sbouid stand b>' that woanan anal assist
lier ta abtain a legal divorce. lie wauld subscnabe his
last cent for that purpose, and if she wcrc willing tu take
steps ta secure a divorce that would satisfy the law oi alias
country anal tIc law ai the Assembly lic belicved they wouid
stand by ber. Uniorturiatciy, the state ai our law in this
matter was mot irm> satisiactoiy. Thc obiamring of a divorce
was certainiy fat ton difillct. Buat îhey had been advi5ed
thal parties coulal suc for divorce ini forma pauprLfi -and

tber wa uoîingdegnading in that. But bc thouglit the>
shlsad not a1 .hi womnan ta sue infom a paaupmj.Tt

Commtic aidflo ,y tînt sice should bc excummurucaîed,
but that ber connecton with the Churcli should bc intr.-
rupted util the requirements ai the law weccconapiied waîli.
lie anavcd that the finding ai tbc Commîttec bc the decision
ai Uie Assembiy.

Pxdi. McLaren askeal if it wns possible for Mrs Lewis ta
ta obtain a divorce naw, sbc baving mairied a second liit,
andl bcing recogniteal in thc presenht state of ouia kw as liviung
in a state ai bigainy.

Principal Caven referreal tItis question ta tIc lion. Alex.
Morris.

Huit. A. M orris sabal it %eas impossible for the Lommitic
ta a> wlat thL course ai Paihamnt would bc in the matter.

b1r. WV. B3. Mcir-nich, uf To.rontu, an sconding Principal
Caven, argucal tlat thie divoite ubtained by tIc woman wns
flot onc iliat the laws of tii country' recogisea as valid.
Thais Assembiy slould fiot sa recognizc ai. Tbuse parties ta.
day stood beore tbera as mni and wic, althougl ibis
woman if prosecuteil wouid cerîainly bceconriccal ofbigani>.
Anal if iis Assembl>' ccndoacd ber action île>' miglit have.
ns memtrs of theix Church cbildren who, according ta tle
law ai Uic landl, were illegitintt

Reir. D. J. Macalonacil, in antendincrit, moveal the fol.
lowing delivenance ai Uic minonit>' as Uie judgmcnt ut dt

"TIc it>' ai tIc Judicia Commitîc, whice concux-
ring ini the litoricai statement preparcd b>' tIc Committec
an the case ai MNi. Phillips, andl in thc delivcrance proposeal
d6wn ta the word 'Vliaced,' desite ta bave the following
substituteil for the remaining portion ai Uic findirig;

11'1Cnsidcring the acknowlcdgcridifliculay ai obtaining a
divorce in Canada, considcr;ng iurther tai there were suih.
dent &rounds in tbis case fat obtaining a divorce accurding
ta the law af Canada, tIc Generai eAssembly dots 4aot deeni
il necessar>' in thc presenit position of thc inatter ta dasiurb
Uic Cliarch standing ai Uic parties, inasmal as ilere las
been fia moral offénce comtîud'
Il was statcd before tIc Synod and thc Cammuice iliat wben

thie woman went before the Cuaint of llinuis site was advised
b>' Uic judge tInt il would ho houter for tIc sakie o! lier cbild
to fait front tIc pIes ai adultery, anda ta test lier case an the
pliu ai drunkenneis andl desertion.

Han. A. Morris said tInt was not part ofthe evidence, and
sîauld not ho afLudeal ta.

.Mi. Macalonnell said it lad flot hoco dcnied by an' ac.
Thc mioity ail agreed in the strceagest statements that
coula ho made about the sacredaîcas ai mnarriage. Tlcy were
agreed the thUey sbould fl tend tlcir sanction ii - iarriage
lIai was mot necognizeal by the law of the landl. TIc>' wcre
agrecal that there was suafllcicnt cause fui ubtaining a divorce
an tIc graund aur law did recogiie Tlîcy werc agrcd
also that if tle divorce bail bea obtaincal io llinois ar thUi
g=anal aux law and tle Scripturcs recagnized it womid have
b= cequally worthless in Canada wiih thc divorce sie hld
abtaineal. But ibough il was wartblcss le thout thiere
coulal bc no doubi that %bis woman thouglit il valial In liais
country; andi thc minisit wha marrical ber tu Mx. Phltips,
as well as Uic intuet ai île marriage license, kncw all about
the cms andl thougit il valial. Tnc question, tIecfare, wes,
Ilad there been in thc action (il tis woman an>' sudh gricir.
ous moral ofIence as would re.idcx raccessat' lier cacoanrouni-
catian? He submiîîed thnt ttc lad flot been evidence ai
any rz> slrotag dissatisfaction in the Arthur congregation.
No ant laed charged ber vrilla being ant immoral woînan.

Principal Cayen ncad a finding oi thc session exprcasing
daubt as ta tle 'îw.iidiiy ai Uic divorce.

Reir. D. J. Mitodonnei sall ltat was no condenînation.
Au expressionl ai doubt as ta Uic validit>' ai Uic divorce was
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a very dafférent thlng frram declaring that liais womain was
an imnmaral wornn. Tiiere was fia sudl ferling as wauld
create scanal or agitation an the congregation or conlmuity>
if the wonian remaîncal. In lias judgnment, if the Assembl>'
wcrc ta exclude titis wuislan front ttc f-aurcla the>' would
certain>' guve ofience iraatcad ut avoaid a' ai, bcaase &oane
lic knetv wouîld disait ilas the Asscîîibly ltad done an uatjust
thitg That a persan iaad donc a wt.îng or wus net pet.
fect>' imitiactilate tuas ria reason why %ae or st alioalal fot
neniain an dt u idl. ThIe minori>'y also agreed thaI the
party slîould bc "instruceal and ecoolrageal" ta teck
divorce an accordance witli the Inw oi Canada. Tlacy agrecal
ilat lier piositaon dil flot sais' tlie law of Canada, and the>
wantcd tu sec bier 1 ,laced qaaite naialt an r.elatign ta i. Bt
tle j.uint on wiiicl ate manat>' differed iram the majoriîy-
the uni>' paint-7was, that tue>' diii nat thînk thaI white the

pocss was going on ahe ou ghlt lu lbc cut off front lIhe Ulturcli,
iach i masan thai site baal dont nu moral wrong. A pub.
lic anal orderl>' course ofiprocedaire was foliowcd in hIs case,
anal althougli il dad flot corne up ta tht requarements of the
law ai Canada at came up ta the requarements ai tIc law of
dit Cliaach. lie denical tuai b>' adoptang thc delavenance of
the minorai y île Assemb>. wuld ho encouragang People ta
go ta tie Unîtcd Stales fon divorcesi or la divorce thm
setlves. Il dependeal an a clapier ai accidents wliether a
divorce caulal ho obtinncî in Canada. It dependel cni Uic
Protestant memnbers ai the Senate beang prescrit tn full
force, or a number of French Canadians clioasing to absent
tlemchires. WViien our law was in ilat condition it was a
ver>' difficuit malter îa ubrain a diorce an Canada. He did
ot Uiink wc sloila expet this waman ta sue in rmwja

pauperù, and ilat wns 2ly the manorit>' inseteal the words
" considcning île acknowiedged diffcil ai obtaaning a
divorce in Canada."~ Thas niarig would mot laveiUken
place but for inrceaîl lw onthc part ai thc oflicers
appoioteal ta exeý'rcuit-the issuer ai tIc iceaise anal île
roinisttr-andlit was aniy uxader similr am cixe umme
tîat a similar marriage coutil possibl>' take place in the
future. ln short, ibis womnn lad vaolated thc iaw ai Uic
landl in a tecbnical sense. SIc liadt not donc su in intentian,
anal iberefore le- mavcd tit tle manait>' report ho the
judglent ai tIc hlouse.

Mn.r Proudioai, in secondang île antenalment, expresseal
lis Iclici that thc woman lad acteal candidiy and conscien.
tiusly, feeling that i was. impossible ta ubtain a davorce in
this country'. SIc lad made no secret ai lier actions. She
notifical lier lushanalofaier intention, anal wîcn sIc came
back front île States aime gaI lier license ni Arthuir and was
marnieui b>' 1er own manisier tîec. Tîcrefore lie thoughi
ilie> shoull fiai suspend licr front membershp. If they
rund that shc did nuot talue thear aduîce ai would ho pie
enotigit ta do that. Thc recummendation tInt Uic Clurcit
sîould hclp ber ta do that was an indication ai the severit>'
ofithe Commuttee's jaidgmenî.

Rev. Mx. IlaLk, ai Montreal, askcl if tis woanan wcre
guity> ai bigara> how camsa tat. no cWil. action bil Ic=
taluen b>' île Contrate?

Principal Caven-The Contrintce ladl no intiation on
that subj cti

l{cv. Mxr.*BIc Mutreal, askcd if Uic suggestion laud
camte before tlie Commttc ilant spiritual anal coanfortabie
advice shoulal bc gaven ta îhis wonman ; tlai fier dul>' mean-
white was ta ieavc bcr present buasband and lat. ta bier
tanst lushanal unît] tle isuec m-as; seultal accordang tu lte xc-
quirements ai the kaw.

Hon. Aiea Marras warcdi the Assembl>' af the cvil t-
suit ai is steming ta gave ais sanction ta an action wmud
maude a mian anal maman lusbanal anal wie ani ane counry',
white île>' were sampty strangers, in anoitie. He was pre.
parcal tu say tInt tibis wornan was flot île wîic ai Phatlaps,
but was still the watt o! Lewis. Great scandai had alicady
been causeal b y people an thc Docminion taking adirantage
ai the laxit>' ai tIc marriage iams ai tle Unitedl States, anal
hce Ioped thas Assemnbly woaild not sacion suds conduct.

Professi trcLarc-Halw couaes . uhat nethc te motion
nor Uic amenalmeni takes an>' natade ai tht Itusbanal, Mn.
Pialips, mIoais a member ai the Cluneit?

Principal Caven-lecause fia reterence iras made ta us
in regard ta the lushanal.

lit. àlaîthews, of yticbec, contendcd that Mms Pllps
lad becn gut> ot nolhang miure thait a mcxc cechnieal irre-
gulant>. bihe lad simpl>' applacal ta île wrong tribnal for
a divorce. lBat tIat did flot niake i invalad. A greal man>'

nmrrngs tam icoîland wcrc iriegular, but the> mere flot an-
vall nl hde qucstaoncd. bow ian ltme Chancit ai Christ 16as
ai liberty' ta appl>' lien discipline for a tecboacal iregularit>'
an connectaun wîîh thc kaw ai île landl. The law ai tIc
landl night notice ai, but île Churcit shoulal aoi. TIc
Chuxch was flot bound ta respect ail the!aws ai tIc country'.
Il was subjeci ta a lagler lam, île law of Christ, and mIen
ihe kaw oi tle landl coaneea witI tle kaw ai Christ île>'
shoulal compl i>' milh, pnmaril>- bccause il was the law ai
Chirist, and secondi>' because i mas abce kw ai the landl.

Prnncipal t.avca-tn this case tle tam of the land and, the
mmw of Christ coancade.

Dr. M.%aîthewsa-That as the î*cxy point 1 question. On>'
for ibis teclnical irregulan>' fot a particle of scaindai lad
arisen, anal i masa =atter watt whamd thc Assemhl> was
flot requircal Ia matddlc.

Mt. AncI. Mlatheson alclarcal ilat no ane couid sa>' that
thîs wmai liadt donc night, anal no mînasier waulal stand tap
in lib uptaalia es ta da as sIe lad donc.

Reir A. M. ýindain supponîcal Uic report af thc Coin-
milice.

Dr. Blennrett, ai Si. Jahn, mainsaincal tInt irlat mas xe-
gardcd as moral an anc couantry aa:qit ta b h Ila as menali n
anoilex. Ail tIc 1'nesb>lcrian Qluiches tu %he Unitedl
States would al abtat tIc davorce andi thc subsequent max-
niage mere perfec]> legal. Suppose these persa lad Sp.
Dlied for admission tu tlie Piesliyîcraan Clunc i n the
Caited States Uic>' waulal lave benncc î =veal, andal a! ic>

obîsincal a cextificate anal prescnlel i fox admission to île
Preabytenait Chuncl ta Canada frould île>' not recetTe i?
Ile tliatght tlac> omgit ta. lie hcld thât aux divorce law
li Canada was a.ot Scxiptarai l hi as a tan for the mch
andl Dot for the jaor. HecthaUght the praper course for tiais


