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lit publie purposes te the exclusion of hic subjects, but a paynient
for the beneflV of the Ceteral body of the taxpayers at the ex.
pense of those who were creditors of the insolvenit eompany. Tht
argument, therefore, proceeded in an artificial atmosp1prA. bear-
ing little if any relation to the actual ciroumestanees.' The pr.
rogatives of the Crown have, ini the words of Prof essor Dicey,
become 'the pr'ivileges of the people.' They have been trans-
ferred h.' practice from the Sovereigu to the Cabinet by whose
adviee the Sovereign exereises them in aecordanee with the wants
and wishes of the people"

LAW OP DIVORCBJ IN CANADA.
By C. S. MoKm, of the Toronto Bar.

(Contin%%ec lrom' àMa4/lat$
A fewv ppople are opposed, so far as their own use is con-

cerned, to the principle of divorce on any groundg. The unrea-
za:nableness of their opposition to the availability of divorce to
those sharing other views was well pointed out before thp Brit-
ish Commission iii 1912, by 11ev. W. P. Paterson, Professor of
Divinity at 'Edinburgh University, who said that while the ideal
of divorce only for adultery, which Christ set up is binding'
upon inembers of Ilis Kingdoin, it ought îîot to be iimposed by
force upon ci mixed soeiety, ineluding mniay Nvho are non-Chris-
tian, or oniy noirinally ('hristianfs, and that the duty of the
State in relation to dissolution of marriage le not to make the
Christian ideal coimpulsory, but te rtiake provision for the relief
of x'Lose who suifer injustice in marriage, and se f ar as -this
shall bc compatible with the general interests of society. Othier
in Canada arc willing te recognise divorce on the grounds ai.
ready adopted; but, wvhenever new grounds are advoeat cd, a
storm o! proiest is raised, generally on the theory that to admit
other grounds is going te inake divorte too easy tu obtain, and
thereby ruin tbe morality o! the country. The utter absurdity
of such a doctrine should be apparent to any one Nv'ho will but
refct that therc are several grounds' i additior to those al.
readv. adopted wvhieh iii fact put an end to married lifeý-niot

r mereiy te happy nîarried life, but te any married life at al-
Nvhile iu laNi, as distinct froma fact, the marricd life is regarded

aentiiniing. There are eases in whieh the state, having re
gard ta the requirements and praQtical circumstanees of life and


