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forim of marriage %vere at the timo Roman Catholics. H4e there-
fore, as a preliminary step to applying for a decree of a secular
tribunal to declare the alleged marriage nul] and voKd instituted
proceedings before a Roman Catholic Arclibishop to eniquire ite
the validity of the alleged mnarriage, and by sentence pronounccd
by the Archbishop's Vicar General the marriage wvas declareci nul]
and voici according te the laws of their church. Mrs. Delpit was
citeci before this ecclesiastical tribunal ac:d appeared, ancl objcctedi
that it had no jurisdiction, and defended herself subject te that
objection, Having thus fortified himself wvîth an ecclesiastical
sentence in faveur of the invalidity, of the mnarniage, Mir. Delpit
ccmmericed pro.-eedings in the Superior Court of Quebcc to have
it declared that the inarriage wvas null and voici.

No reference, therefore, it wvill be seen, lias been madle bx' any
provincial court to an ecclesiastical tribunal, as to the validity of
the marriage, and as we have on a former occasion sal, I(>
such reference could be made iii our opinion by a Provincial
judge consistentlv with his dut>' Neii Jocs it by any mecans
follow~ that any P;rovincial Court wvill conceive itself bund te) adopt
the view of the ecclesiastical tribunal as to the invalidity of the
marriage. It may %vell be that even if the ecclesiastical trib)unal
has correctly interpreted the Icws of their Chuircli, (as to wvhich we
refrain from offering any opinion) the ma;rriage though void
according to the ecclesiastical law~ is perfectly valid and binding
upon the parties according to the law of the )andI. And while the
parties, if Rornan Catholics, rna>' have subjected theinsclves to the
spiritual censure of' the Church, yet so far as the legal obligations
and status both of thiemsclves and children arc concerne d thec
inarriage max' be absolutely valid and binding on aIl conccrnced.
Vor înany obvions reasons one rnîght w~ell hope that this miay
prv te be the case. Here, however, wve are content te leave thie
inatter for the present, net doubting for a moment that the
judiciary of Quebcc wvill deal %vith it according te laiv, beîîng
swayed neither b>' ecclesiastical prejudice or popular clamour.

UNLZCrNSED CONVY YNCERS.

We have received from MNr. Peter MeDonalcl, Barriste- \Vod-
stock, a communication dealing at senie length %vith the subjtct of
unlicensed conveyancers. He calîs attention, as we have doe
,imes without number, to the fact that îpractitioners are erid
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