
us part," and that the tinion so MchkoiI with tho prayer of the
{)ricst and the di'rlnrntion thnt "^^n<)lll (iod hath joiufd foj^dhfr,
et not man put assundor," it U a hond indwHoliihlo. I pou
every marriiiKo «iTtiiicalc m ptiiitil in proniim-nt li-ttiTH tliat

phraHf. Hut
^

't an UUn of tin- xuc nd iliuni.tcr of tht- con-
tract thm Kayi 'lat olh»r "for In-lttT or fcir woris*-," ocfoMi.'
empty nothiiiifN inictinicN when this rchilion is if^ranlcd
M merely a civil one, danger may lay ahead wliencvcr didjiul-
ties arise to he iinjiatiiMit of the hond and the ^jntw roiise«|Ui n-'es
incidental thereto. Th >nly reawon in the worM for eontiniiiiiK
tho association r.f the clcrjfy with the performance of the cere-
mony is hecanse <if its huviiij,' always partaken ol" the -lacred
character of a relijjioiis ceremony. The <-ivil law of marriage li h
grown out of the canon law upon tiiis isuli.jcct. .Marria^'e in its

origin is a contract of natural law. It is tlie parent and not the
child of society. The coiiiiu'.n law ^f Knglaiid and ,\merien con-
siders nuirriftge in no other light than as a civil contract or a
status resulting from a contract. In lionian Catholic countries
and in some of the Protestant countries of t'ontinetital Kurope, it

is treated as a sacrami it. It is i contract su' !.'cncris and dilVcrs
in some respects from all other contraits. so tl.at the rules of
law which arc applicahle in expounding and enfoicing other con-
trtocts may not ap|)ly to it. It ditVers from other eotitnicts in
this, that it cannot he di.s.solved hy mutual consent and the rights,
duties and ohligations which arise out of it are Matters of su
much importance to tho well-licing of the state, that they are
regulated, not hy the private contract of the ],artic.s, Init hy the
public laws of the state. And as a general rii'c the vniidilv' of a
i^arriage is to ho decided iiy the law of the place \Jiere the
marriage is celebrated, and if it is not valid tlnre, it is not valid
anywhere. Tho tendency has been growing fi^wanls a laxity in
regard to marriage and divorce and modern ideas prevade clerical
opinions, and we are gradually letting go. one by one. those
strongholds which have always made for the t;ii>iiity of the h(.r'ie
and fireside and kept the family as the training .school for the
young idea which ii'oitiiined a resjiect for yii'-wd Institutions.
As a church, it is noi consistent position to take that marriage
is a merely civil contract. If it were so. ihcn must follow the
right to dissolve it ar surely as the riglit exists to enter into it.

Many reeonciliatio.ns have taken place that owed the 'uippinoss
of the family to tht fad there v as no easy v\a to set each other
aside.

In the year 1563, the fanioi.s Council of Trent passed iliis
decree for the reformation of marriage, declaiing that matri-
mony should not be valid unless duly c-'Iebrated in facie ecdesiae
antl in the presence of the Parish Piiesl ai;d two witnesses; this
•decree \v«s known as tho decree TanutM. All decrees of the
Church being in Latin, they are chara.'teri/ed by so-me proi inent
word in the Encyclical, forming perliap.s the key to the su. je'-t;
the word Tametsi was the first word of that <le'?ree and so it
obtained its name from it. This decree was the Jaw of the Church
on the subject of marriage wherever the decree was pnmiulgated.
At that time the facilities for communication and traverwere
not so perfect as at the present day, and therefore in many
remote districts the decree never was promulgated and was not
thpi-efore binding upon parties in those parishes. Tho decree
N€ Temere was promulgated at Easter, 1908, and i,s now the


