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a,,ted beiore Confederation gives grounds for annutuent, ,but
it dme flot confer Juriadiction on aaiy Ce L4.--aduxitted an au-
om.alous stateofe affairs, and a rather doubtiul one in view, of
the opinion ci the Judges iii Boarî v. Board~, 48 D.L.R10. 13,
[1919] A.C. 956, as te the Imposslbillty of a tftute existlug
%vithout a Court te enforce it; when this particular part of the
Code was adoptèd, the Eceklsataical Courts could enforce its
proviRlens; their Jurisdiction -?as abolished-ipso fac~to the Civil
Court, oue would t"-u, wtained jurisdiction. NVithout, as it
would appear, any legai. sanction whatever, the Judges of Que-
bec have chosen te give a lef4al sanction te the doces of Roman
Citholie Bishops, the latter making declarations of nullity
whîch arc enforecd by the Civil Court. True, sueli a prartice
would bc perfectly correct ini regard te purely spiritual affairs
dlà;tinotly within the reali of the church, as it would for ex-
ample in regard to the rules of a trade union qua union, but is
distinctly incorrect in matters whlere civil rights are in question.
The atterupts of the Reman, Catholic Church to have annulled
niarriages hetween Catholies ctélebrated hy a Protestant mninis-
isteir are elearly beyond their authority untîl wuch an enaetment
is put on tho Provincial Statute Book. This was reeognised in
the Hcbert case in so fur as lack of jurisdietion on the part of
tho 'R. C. l3ishop was coneerned, but it wvas apparently not
even questioned as to the jurisdietîon of the Civil Court, itsel'?.
The matter appeurs to have been eleare& up at last by tiie
l'rcwiibl«y Moarrioqje case, decîded by the Privy Concil lu 1921,
58 D.L.R. 29, [1921] 1 A.C. 702, 27 11ey. Leg. 209.

5. GkOLYNDS oRu Divoucu.
In conidering the grounda1 on ,ihich, in Canada, an applica-

tion may be mat-le for a divorce, it should bc kcpt i nmind that
the -Romnan Catholie Chnrch holds strictly te the- theory of the
iadismolubi1ity of a properly celebrated andi consuînmated
narriage, and does nlot recognise divorce on any greuna.

Divorce, as pointed out by Senator Gowan iu 188P during the
discussion whieh arose on the proposai to establili a Divorce
Court, is not only a que8tior of the effeot ou the parties them-
selves, but of the effeet in relation to moral& and good order-
in~ Aort upon the weIl-being of the cemmunity. '"Divorce lias
been substantially reeogniseti as a inattor involving the lm.ppi.
uesa nt morality of socîety, and consequently te, be treated in
the spirit of taie moralist as -fell as of the itirist." (Bouriziot 's
Parliament' ry Procedure, 4th ed1, p. 627.>) The position of the 4
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