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and divorce, nor has jurisdiction in divorce been speciflcally é
conferred on any court. The provinces, however, have ail iegislitted
upon that branch of the. subject exélusively assigned to theni.
At the last session of Parliament a bill was introduced looking toi3
the eotablishment of the righit to judicial divorce, and the provision
of courts, iaw and equipment necessary for the purpose. This Act
passed its second readixg with a substantial majority, but for sonie
reason was dropped befoz e reaching the final stage.

Until recentil', it haci cn -supposed that four onlv of our
provinces had jurisdiction in sueh causes, nainely, 'Nova Scotia,
New~ Brunswick, Prince Edward Jsland ani British (oluinbia, and
these by reason, either of this righit being speciflcallv ]eselVed. to
thern in thý British North Anierica Act of 1867, or bv rezason of the
ternis am' conditions under whichi they were adinittcd to Con-
federation, whereby certain then existing Iaws applicable to these
provinces were continued. The case of iVls v. WaUls, decided in
1908 liv the Privy Couneil on appeal froni the courts of British
Columbia, w'as the first instance in ivhich the right of thc courts of
that nrovince to grant a dccree of divorce was challenged, and in L
whieh the 'ýalidity of such decrec ivas conclusivclv uphcld.

The Province of Prince Edward Island, since its admission to
the Union, has b)een in the env-iable and unique position of having
power to grant a judicial decee for dissolution of miarriage without
having, in fact, granted any, as no decree absolute lias yet been
pronounced in its courts. This niay be taken as evidencé as wel
of the high tone of moraiity prevailing among its people and the
felicity of their dornestic relationis, as also in refutation of the
argument that 'the verv exiistence of such tribupals tends to
promote laxity in morals and multiplicity of suits for freedom froin
the bond of matrimony. Apart from these four provinces, noM
others were generally supposed to have the riglit to adjudicate ing
their courts on the question of divorce and ior lesser matrimonial

Two decisions of the Privy Council last year, naniely, Walker v.
WValker and Board v. Board, being appeals froin the Superior Coui ts

of Manitoba and Alberta, respectively, finally confirmed theI
authority of these two proý.incei and, incidentally, of Saskatchewan,


