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the Senatecan possibly be, and, indeed, inuch more campetent. It iswell knowri
that, in a body constituted as the Senate is, a certain amaunt of inertia must
be expected; and as the sacredness of the marriage tic so decply affects the,
moral, religious and social weIl-being af famifles and the peace of the home, as iveli
as the best interests of thc cammunity, wc trust that lîccnsed polygamy may never
obtain a foothold on our fair soil, as it lias in somc of the States of the neigh-
bauring Republic.

We trust also, that if thc Government will flot ziîw take up the problem,
and déal with it in a statesmanlikec manner, sanie private and independent
member wiIl bring in a measurc ta improve the present law. If there be a
law at all, it should bc administerced in a judicial spirit. As we have insisted,
the law, such as it is, as now administcred, is fouzid ta be deficient, and any case
%vhich rnay bc prescnted for the purpose of pracuring a divorce, is neither hopefut
nor hopeless. A committee is appointed on motion of a member who, desires ta
promote the B3ill. In this, as in tnost other cases, a strang mani can have things
ta suit his own niind, and a rough and ready mode af dcaling wvith the matter is.
pursucd. This disturbs the sensibilities af those %vho duly appreciate the import-
ance of the decision ta bc rcached, ,vhilst men who have no sensibilities arc
inert and apathetic.

In mast af the States af the Ancrican lJnic'n a sort ai licenscd polygamy
exists under the forms a.îd sanction af law, and this cvil aur legislators in Canada
may possibly take pattern from, in course af tume, unless safeguards are estab-
iished. These safeguards may bc somnehat difficult ta devise; but surcly they
are attaînable by wise and moderato legislation, in the sanie wvay as otiier moral,.
social, and lega! rciorms. We may ilot secure al] that we wish, but we obtain
nothing by inaction, or by stupid conservation af haphazard, impcrfect and
unsatîsfactary procedure. We hpve no hesitatian in saying that, in sanie form,
a Divorce Court slîould be establishced, or existing courts shauld have this juris-
diction conferred on them. This must nat be for the purpose af facilitating.
divorce, or eniarging or extending thc causes for which divorces should be
granted. We hold ta the scriptural rule, whatever cthers may hold. We trust
that otiiers will discuss tlîis suggestion as we have endeavoured ta do, upon the.
grounds af expodiency and menit. The pri-sent mode af hearîng and dispasing
af divorce measures is inexact and unsatisfactory, and we desire ta direct atten-
tion ta the absolute need whiclî exists for rules af procedure, sa that everything
may bc duly planned and settled in sucli a way as ta avoid hasty, improvident,
or prejudiced action.

In conclusion we may, we trust, bc allowed ta, observe tlîat, in the Divorce
Bis ai the past, no prcvision was made for permitting thie delinquents ta, marry
again. It lias been strongly argued that, in the intercsts of marality, they should
be allawed ta do so0 upon the dissolution ai the marriage tic.

The few discussions wvhich have taken place on the subject of divorce ini the
différent Church courts have flot been followcd by very de6inite action. No other
Church has exepressed so, definite an opinion as has the Reformed Episcopal
Church, which, at the meeting af its Genet-al Council, held at Philadeiphia last
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