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The eritieisms offered of Divorce Courts are neither nurnerous
nor sounid. Senator Govran in 1888 argued that Courts were
bound strict]y by precedent iwhilc Parliarnent ivas not, Parlia.
mnent as a niatter of fact recognises in a general way precedent,
but tie very faint bnat it is not bound to do so strictly is not au
adv'antage but an absolute dlisadv,,antage--what the Committee

Shas donc one ses.ïion is n)o positive assurance that if your ciase
conforms it will be treated the same way the next session. Surely
divorec is of equal imiportance withi other inatters of litigation.
O- dço the opponents of Divorce Courts w'ish to abolish £romn al]

Courts the recognition of thie binding cifeet of precedents, and
-eae us to the wxhim of individuals?
Thie clhief crliticisîn of Courts has alwaym lain hiddcn in the

quitc ene feeling that divorce should be inade or kept as dif-
fleuit as possible-n' -ýinee flie question now ur'der discussion

t dot s not involve t lie gromnds for divorce but rather the acces-
siiiyof the jiiiisdietîiu once the grounds exist, it nlighit be

tff mlore aveurate to say instead of as diffliult as possible, accessible
lo kas few as possible. It ig said that it would militate against

moalitv if tlic fiieilities for try înw divorces Nvere extended-that
an ilease ini the nuiiilwr of divorces, even thougli thie grounds

aire recognized as cxisting, wouldmea iiie ieasc in inimorality.
Tue findiîîgs after very careful consideratiolu of thle Brjtislh L'orn-
mission iii 1912 (pp. 38 & 42) were quite to the contrary. Mr.
13isliop ini his authoritative work, Mfarriage, Divorce and Separa-
tion, says at pp. 21, 22, ivith reference to the period before 1857
in Englanut ... Indeed it is well known that in England,

* whre 'voces - - - have until itely beeni obtainahie
onlly on applicaton to Parliament, in rare instances and at an
enormous expense, rcndering themn a Juxu.,y quite beyond the
reaeh of the mass of thie people, second marriages without
divorce, and adulteries, and the birth of illegitimate children,
arce of every-day occurrence; while polygarny is in these circum-
sqtances winked at, though a felony on the statute book,....
That wrongs whence corne divorces are evils no one denies. If
the refusal of divorce would prevent them anl would pray for it.
But the experience of every state and country withiiolding this
redress is practically, however mnan may theorize, that no form
of matrimonial delinquency is les8 prevalent there than euse-
where. And to the extent to whieh separations actually ocur,
the community is remitted back to the condition it would be in if
inarriage itself was abolihed.. ... The exaznple of the


