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'I"'»«»«M !• to MTriad by a
yV// FroUiUnt minuter was probably In-'^ ti>rpr.t«| « an .vld«M» of hi. fr.^

• >)/. °°''> '">'' 'slldoua praJudlOM.
Tha pair had no difficulty In flndln*

a minuter to perform tha earamcny.

they lived tocethar, yet on the oppoalta
aide of tha river, not three milea awaywas hii own home, where hia wifa and
children reirtded, and he lived a double
life for flvp or ilx woeka before hawaa found out. Now the life of that
innocent woman hai been bla.ted. and
ahe haa no redrea*. To aee him con-
vict-d of btaamy waa alender aat<a.
faction for the iclrl he batrayad.A hundred rach caaei are happenlnn
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Catholic Church la aeverely condemned
becauM It surrounda the mnrrlaire
ceremony with cerUIn aafpsuarda that
»*"'' Jo <"'eclc bigamy and other hasty
and lll-con«ldered marrlaitei, while
fta ceneom offer no auneatlfin for tha
abatement of the great aoclal evil.
Had the Catholic rule been followed

In the Instance cited, which would
have meant the Tiubllcatlon of hani

2^.!?i- i"*
"'«•»«• o' «»>• flrit wifewould have been diaeovered, and theblsamoua marrtaw could not have Uk-

en place.

THK HRHRRT r.\.««E.
It U now three yaara aince the de-

Canada, and yet during that time I

t?.h ./"T'l""' " «=" •»• chargedwith any of thoae grave catamltlM

2Sm.T?r,
""•a'ed a.t tha varloua

S^n^^J^2' ^""""lls that met at To-ronto and elsewhere during the ni.rumme- The Hebert cafe In thiprovince of Quebec was decWed unde?« law ,of that province that haa beenIn forcV for over one hundred ye^^The much abused edict was no, a fac*

?K Civil 'r^nrT'""" "y." «*«lon ofine civil Code (see sections 127. IJg
129, under the heading "Matrlininv"

'*J.a' any time it thinka fit.
This phase of the queatlon will befound admirably dealt with by Mr

J. S. Ewart, K. C, of Ottawa In
""""ber 5 of hi. "Kingdom Pape'ra,"
copies Of which he aends gratia to allwho apply for them. During thesesame three years that the decree haabeen In force hundreda of homes havebeen wrecked by the dlrsr'utlonof themarriage tie, through divorce, bigamy
or desertion; the evil In many caaaa
being due to free and easy marriages
by Protestint clergymen with no
questions asked, or to hasty and 111-
<-onsldered unions, all or most of
which might have been prevented by
methods akin to those prescribed by
the JJe Temere.

JfKEI) OF SAFEOVARD.
Can there be more convincing evi-

dence of the wisdom of the Catholic
Church In surrounding the marriage
ceremony with certain safeguards
than that afforded by the latest crim-
inal statistics relating to bigamy,
which, as I have said, show forty In-
dictments In Ontario against six In
Quebec; three of the Ir.tter being in
the dty of Montreal, and one In the
city of QueLecT
When the decree waa prooliimad In

the different countries It wia made
clear by the highest eccl alaitlcal

•ulhorltles that It could not affect tha
right of the atata to regulate the mar-
JJM» ooatnuit But. aotwithatandlna
thaaa autamaata and tha obvlou, (acta
It waa asaarted at tha aavar Bcu-
manleal Couacila that tha hoiic
(.hurch Waa ovar-rlding tha c '-vw
relating to marrlag*.
Cardinal U>gue, In an adiln-s «iUaynuuth, la reported to have said

T-hey admitted willingly that It wan
the province and right of the civil
liiw to regulate the civil affects of
marriage, but they held at the same
lime that the civil power had no right
to Interfere In miirriage aa far as Itwaa a religious function. That wax
one of the Instances In which It was
necessary for them to b« on their
guard Hgalnst beglnnlnga. These
tninga were Introduced by degrees
and If not stopped In the beginning noone knew how far they would go.They knew hy experience what ruin
this seculurUailon of marriage Imd
brought to other countries In Europe,
they know It had led to the ruin of
that gr.at inatltutlnn matrimony, up-
on which was founded not only tha
welfare of the family, but the welfare
of the state." (n illuatration. the
cardinal quoted our Lord's answer to
the Pharisees, "Render to Caesar the
things that are Caesar'a, and to Ood
the things that are Ood's."

EXPLAINS DECREE.

the Catholic primate of England, whohas recently baan made a cardinal

nStlon ' '"• '""owln* expla-

"The decrje speaka only of can-
OBlcaJ nullity or validity of maS-

r.".?!.*/ '?"" '?; <" '•"• nullity or
validity in the Judgment %l the
S»"">"« Church and In the sight ofOod. The Catholic Church, though
she does not acknowledca that tb*state haa any right to determine
7^?i ?»"'»»• 'hall ba null or
valid, has no power to change the
« . ..r* °' marriage. Therefore,
notwithstanding the recent decrea
If two persons of any religlooa
whatever, against whose marrying
there Is no legal Impediment (that
la, no civil Impediment according to
the law ot England) marry each
other In England according to the
requlremenu of Engllah law, their
marriage Is (and such marriage will
continue to ba) In English law. valid
and binding, whether a prieat or
other minister of religion ba pre-
sent or not."
Therefore, If a Catholic man marry

a non-Catholic before any minister or
official authorlzad by law to perform
the marriage ceremony, the hustMwd
cannot escape all the conaequencas.
He la legally bound to aupport hIa
wife and children. If he deaert his
wife and marry again he can be con-
victed ot bigamy, and the children by
the flrat wife are legitimate.

SACRED CEREMONY.
That la the law in all the provlncea
of Canada, including Quebec, since
the law under which the Hebert and
other similar cases were decided la a
Quabac autntc-. "ee aa to this Mr.Ewart's >aper already referred to.
What more hava those persona who
regard marriage aa a civil contract,
the right to demand from the Cath-
olic Church? Since the marriage at
Canna in aallUee and the Injunction
of our Lord. "Thoae whom Gtod haa
Joined together let no man put aaaa-
der," matrimony haa been In tha ayea
ot the Catholic Church a aaonunant
The civil power doea not raoognlse uie

sacred. Indissoluble union ot marriage.
Then why should It Insist on the Cath-

olle Churoh recognising the civil cootraat
ar tha equivalent of the sacramentalCEMMONT WHICH BINM FORUFB AND WHICH CAN BE DI».
•OLVCD ONLT BY DEATH 7 Clr-
cumsUBoea may arise that Justify a legal
'•paratloo, but death akiae dissolves the
nacramanui tie, while divorce may dis-
solve the civil contract.

It Is a Christian maxim not to bear
false witness avalnit one's nslghbor. Yet
the lour rellgloua bodies which met at
Toronto a few months aao persisted In
plaelna a construction on the decree Ne
Temere which it will not and Is not
claimed by Catholic authorltiea to bear.
And this notwithstanding that a dele-

gate, Mr. Walter Mllla, K.C., at one of
the earlier gatherings read aa exhaustive
paper, proving from u lawyer's point of
view that there was no Justification for
the Interpretation souKht to be placed
on the decree by the Hynod, nor for the
attacks lieInK made on the Cathollo
Church In that connection. Although
the decree was proclaimed throughout the
world. It was only In Toronto that It
arouied any very strong prejudice.
In Ensland. .Mr. BIrrells explanation

waa accepted as satlafactory. in reply
to a question In the House of Commons,
Mr. Rirrell. a membei of the British Oov-
emment. said : "The law knows nothing
of papal marrlase legislation. We be-
lieve that our Catholic fellow-men are
not as free as we to marry and to
divorce and marry again. Our courts
will continue to admlnstor our own law
and aU who apply for lu beneflts shall
hare them. It haa lost none of Its elll-
oaey sinea August I, 1*07."

ONLY TO CATH0LI08.
The Ne Temere decree applies unly to

Catholics. Paragraph III. of Seouen U.
reada aa foliowa : Noa-Catholloa, wbetker
baptised or unbaptised, who conttatt
among ttaemaei.es are nowhere bound to
obaarve tha Catholic form of batr,<c<ial
or marriage.
In proof that I have not exaggcrateU In

making the charge of bearing false wlt-
naaa against one'a neighbors, let me sub-
Join a few quotations (rom the report
on ttae subject of the "Ne Temere ' De-
cree adopted by the Ontario 8ynod of
the Church of England :

"What free exercUe of religion doea
not Covsr.—The claim of the Church of
Borne Is, that because religious toleration
is granted to Roman Catholics, It haa
thereby been given the iwwer to compel,
in order to the supposed validity of cer-
tain marriages, the observance, not of
what the law of the land lays down In
respect thereof, but of the special regu-
lationa, antagonlatic to these, which the
Church of Kome chooses to enforce."
"What doea Rome claim ? "Rome can

destroy matrimony." "Citizens must
not be deprived ot the freedom given by
the law of the land." "The civil and re-
llgloua liberty auppoaed to be awarded
to every oltlaen of the Uomlnlon as an
inalienable and priceless hehltage—our
birth-right must not be taken a>vay or
impaired."
"What power la to settle our marriage

lawB 7 Are the people of Canada to be
humiUatad by dictation from any outside
power, lay or ecclesiastic, upon the q'aes-
tlon of their marriage laws 7"

OBJECT OP DECREE.
Although It waa clearly pointed out.

In the address by Mr. Mills, K.C., al-
ready referr-d to, that these atatemenln
were entirely erroneous, and that the
effect of the Ne Temere was being gross-
ly exaggerated, yet his legal opinion waa
brushed aside, and the report was adopt-


