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DOLINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS
GENERAL STATISTICS BRANCH
OTTAVA

T omi n o Al SFNa T Thant el TEle) h .0 .Co atis, JBule, Pl iSe( Hon. )y FaR oS. Ce
Chief. General Statistics Branch, S.A.Cudmore, M.A. F.S5.5.

DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1925,

(7Jith supplementary notes dn Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada and
09 7%He Divorcevhc #9 fEGP D)

Statistics of divorces, secured from. the authorities of six
provinces where divorces are granted by the courts and from the
Dominion statutes for Ontario and Quebec, and compiled by the Genseral
8tatistiecs Branch of the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, show an
inerease of B in the number of divorces granted in Canada during 1925
over the previous year. A total of 551 divorces were granted during
the calendar year 1925, as compared with 543 during the calendar
year 1924 - an inerease of 1.5 p.c. The 1925 total is 3 greater
than the largest number previously recorded in any one year (1921}).

The inscrease in divorces granted from 1916 to 1921 has been
aseribed to the unsettling psychological effects 0f the war period
and the long ceparations of men from their wives, combined with
the new facilitles for obtaining divorce, provided by a decision
of the Judicial Sommittee of the Privy Council, which enabled the
courts of Albverta and Saskatchewan to grant divorces. Decreases
in the totals in 1922 and 1923 appeare? to indicate & decline in.
divorces which might be ascribed to the war-time conditions, but
the comparatively large inerease in 1824 and 1925,.six yoars after
the Armistice, must evidently be attributed to the greater ease
with which decrees may now be obtained and, possibly, to a more
lenient view of such proceedings on the part of the community, It
may be remacked, however, that any attempt to attribute increases
or decroases throughout the Dominion to any particular cause must
be vory approximate, since Table 1, following, shows tho fluctuations

in the various provinees to be quite irregular.

The number of divorces granted during 19285, by provinces,
(TPable 1) was 150 in British Columbia; 121 in Ontario, 101 in
Alborta, 79 in lanitoba, 42 in Saskatchewan, 30 in.Nova Scotla,
15 in Now Brunswick, 13 in Quedbce and none¢ in Prince Edward Island,
where, indeed, only ohc divorce has been grantoed sinece‘Confeder-
ation. '

The largest incroases in divorces granted during the year
were in British Columbia and Saskatchewan, in both of which the
1925 figures showed increases of 14 over 1924.- Ontario and
Manitoba showed respective increases of 7 and 2. 1In Quebec and
New Brunswick the numbers of divorces granted in 1925 were the
same as in the previous year, while Alberta &nd Nova Scotia
recorded decreases of 17 and 12 respectively: 1In-addition to
the total increases or decreases by provinoes, attention may also
be drawn to the larger number of decrees granted to husbands in
Ontario and British Columbia, t0o wives in Saskatchewan, and to
the smaller number grantod to husbands in Nova Scotia and to
wives in Alberta. {See Table 2 ).




The Sox of Avvolicants for Tivgorees.- It will bo scon
fihekes o, the sedwed Artister of diverce Statisties dntie. GhOEBe
granted te uwetnhaue ygd fe Wivesd, tha 1932 Tifuets IoFLEEEE &
clsanigie £rom tlic greccedige yoar dud a gocurirencd @ff the cemdy tien
which has markod statistics of divoreco in Canada as different from
those of other countries - a preponderance of givorces granted to
hustands rather than to wives. In 1922 and 1923, divorces grarted
to hustands in Canada formed respectively 58 and 535 psce 0f
the total number granted. In 1924, this percentage dropped to
4848 pace While in 19285 it formed H0E6E Becs of Hhe HoEal Hlmber
granted. The chango 1n relative proportions in 1924 may be
acgountod for by the rocont domand for aqual rights for either
sex in divorce proceedingSe A comparison of Canadian divorce
statistics with those of New Zealand and of the United States in
this respect shows that the decrces granted in Now Zoaland aro
distributod fairly evenly bdetwcen tho sexes {(although in 1924
the Aunbed gralited to wives was 426 out of a tetal of 768 or
5643 pece)y while in the United States, since 1889, the proportion
between decrees granted to husbands and to wives has been approx-
imately 1 to 2 respectively.

-

(A possible indication of the grounds of potitions and
decrcos may be had from statistics 60f divoreo in Now Zoaland,
whoero a proportionatoly larger number of divorcos wore grantcd
in 1924 to husbands on grounds of adultery, while a propondorance
of decrees tased on Separation were granted to wives, The
numbers of divorces granted on grounds of desertion form about
30 pecs Of the total numbers granted to eéach sex:. 1In the United
Statesy however, 4i pacsd of the divorces granted to wives are on
grounds of crueltyy while 44 pice. 0f those to husbands are on
grounds of desertions In the latter country, as in Now Zealand,
a correspondingly larger proportton of docrocos aroc grantcd to
husbands on grounds of adultcry than to wivos, )

Divorces Graptod in Unitced States to Persons Marriced in
Canada.—- A fact which throws ccnsideravlec new light on the
divorce situation in Canada is found in tho Liarripge and Divorce
Bulletin of the United States Bureau of the Census. The
Btatistiecs of this publication indicate the surprisingly large
oxtent to which divorces aro grantod in that countiry to porsons
marricd in Canada. Thus, in 1922, ne fower than 1,368 divorco
decrees worc grantod to couplés marricd in Canada, a numbor
more than 2% times as largo as thoe total number granted in Canada
in the same yoar. This numbor also formod 36.2 DPece 0of tho
pumber of divorecos grantcd in Unitod Statos during the ycar to
couples marriod in forcign countrics, whilec, at the samo time, tho
pereccntago of tho Cancdian-born population to the total foroign-
born amountocd to only 8.1 pece Tho Bullctin gocs on to say,

"It is posisible that many Canadlans agguire a3 rodidowes 4w tho
Unitcd States for the sole purposo of obvtaining divoreo bocauso
in goncral, divorco laws arc moro liberal in the United States
than in Canada", O0f the 1,368 divorecos granted to couples who
had beon married in Canada, ne fowor than 462 woro grantcd bty tho
ceurts of the Stato of Kiochigany whileo 136 vore grantoeod i tho
State of Washington and 128 1n €Galifornia,

May 12,192R./KHH.
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I. DIVOECES GEANTRL IN CANADA, 1913 - 19285,

(Final Decrees).

New

British Total
Year st SOhlokas A BGass  EGia sic.e Mo Nova Bruns- Colum- O™

Scotia wick bia Canada

L ARG 20 4 4 14 6 - %4 .20 60
1914 18 B 4 P 2 10 12 156 70
ARGNINE 10 3 3 il 1 '3 &6 16 53
1916 18 1 il 2 2 14 Tl 18 67
Rl 10 4 2 1 - 8 6. 23 54
1918 10 2 2 il - 24 i Gy 65 114
1919 49 4 36 3 88 36 T 147 376
1920 91 Q 65 26 42 45 15’ 138 429
1921 101 9 84 50 122 41 13 128 548
1922 90 W8 129 &/ 97 35 12 138 544
1923 1DE 11 (&1 11 81 22 i 139 505
1924 114 s 118 28 i 42 LR 136 £43
1925 oL 2l 13 101 42 79 3¢ 15 ) 551

Note:r In Prinece Edward Island, only

1868 and 192b;

this was granted in

Il. DIXOKCES GREANTED IX
d PROVINCES AND

B 3%

SEX OF . LAINTIFF,

(Final Decrees).

CANADA 1923 = 1926, BY

one divorce was granted between

Provinces 70 Husbands To Vives Total

; 1923 w1 924 W25 NS25IG6 24 101926 119259784 1925
Prince ®dward Island - - - - - - - - -
Nova Scotia 14 20 13 B84+ 22 17 22 842 30
New Brunswick 1@ 7 e ) 9. 8 6 3L1¢] 158 18
Quebec 4 15 4 7 8 5 11 13 1%
Intario 45 49 61 60 65 60 105 114 142,80
llanitoba 49 315 ot [ 3128 42 43 81 77 75
Saskatchewan 25 22 ok 16 6 15 41 28 42
Alberta 58 65 58 29 53 43 (177 L Tl 101
British Columbia 65 62 7l 74 74 %) LESE) T L& 150

CEIRaIE) e 's o« o s b0 o BTE 265 279 25 12TE) 2RE 55 &43 561
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COLPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES.

In Table 3 are added comparative figures of divoreces
and marriages in England and Wales, Australia, Tew Zealand and

Canada for the years 1916 to 1923 or 1924. The percentage

of divorces to marriages, taxing place in the same year, as

here given, is sesen in the case of England and Vales to have
ipereased during thesé gears fram C.35 Dece o OuVY Pumleg 1n

Australia from 1.53 pece to 3.25 pocey in Now Zealand from

Se4l pPaCo to H.17 pece 2nd in Canada from C.l psCese to Ce8 pec.
Similar figuros for the United Statos, where, of course, the

total numbor of divorces is unusually large owing to the

comparative case with whioch they may to obtainod, show incroascs
from 25919 ia 1BR7 40 48,987 in 18963 T2y062 in W06, Wl2,036
in 19184-1468,818 9n 19228 7d4nd 168,226 9n 1928 The poreéiago

of divorcos to marriages incrcasod from 10.8 to 13.5 during

tho yoars 1916 to 1923, divorcos alonc during this poriod

ineroasing by 47 p.c. (In 1923 as in 1922, divorces grantod

to women in United States constituted €8 pesc. of the total
granted,). ' -

I1f. NUMBER OF EARRIAGES.AND DIVCRCES IN EHGLLND

AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALSHD AND CANADA
IN RELECENT YEARS.

FEngland and : hew
nles Jlustralia ! Zealand Canada
Year To, of N0« DT Mie oF L8608 Hoe0f NO<Of TNne0T Id 0T
larr- Livor- Larr-- Div- liarr- Div- Rare- Piv=-
iages - ces iages .. orcos iages orces 1ilages orces
1916 .- S 006 I8 40,289 e Biprails 188 €5,000 I 67
~ 1987 2E6.4885 702 33,666 ()R e Dl 221 &0,008 I 54
1916 72 Q) T AL T T 33,141 697 B) ST 408 BB,006 Y 114
1918 | S69,411 1,664 40,540 B91 ORI 59 V04068, Y6
1920 ‘1 3794658 ' @gn96 -~ H1,082 1,069 2 o 1715 47l | 1805930 429
Wzl "igaomEb: Sah2e 46,869 1,405 10,6356 518 @978 548
WOZ2 .7 PoSEEL . 25088 T 44,¥31 1ga%0 9,566 23 64,420 44
2923, 12928808 G667 44,541 1,448 10,070 E24 66,463 BI5TT0)E:
1924 296,416 2,286 45,869 - 110, 5 3N 536 Gf,006 ¥ B0
a6, .l - - - - - - - BE 1

1/ Estimated.
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English Legislation-

It was not until 1857, when the Divorce and latrimonial
Causes ..ct was passed in England, that a right to divorce in that
country was crcated. Divorce as we now understand it had formerly
Hhet SsHiSRS £5iE ainiec’s o' judi e i@l selp@mEiion. = By' thissaActitof, h&57
the Court of Divorce and Hatrimonial Causes was created and all
jurisdiction in matrimonlal matters, formerly exercised by the
Eecllia sifasti'c al SCioupt s T wa st rayisifienine'd 'tior 1t By theoidet .

The divorce and Llatrimonial Causes Act of 1857 had no
force in the colonigs of British RNorth imerica before Confederation
exocept in those colonies whoere such logislation had been enacted.

Qanaga.-

By Sec.91 of the British North America Act (26), the
Dominion Parliament was granted Jjurisdiction over the matter of
marriage and divorce, while ty Se0.92 (12) Provincial Legislatures
were empowered to legislate upon the solemnization of marriage in
their respective provinces.

The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1867 until 1924, had
passed no Act granting the right to obtain divoree nor had any court
with Jjurisdiction in divorce matters been created in the Dominion or
in any province ty Dominion Legislatioi. (See accompanying synopsis
of the Divorce Act, 1925). Natrimonial relief may, however, be
obtained, and granted under authority of the B.N.i. Act, by petition
to the Dominior Parliament through the Divorce Committee of the Benate.

Nova Scotia and NNew Brunswicks-

By “Sec..L29waE shetB.Nuhakcot, 21l Yaws.ln.foree: imubanada,
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick and all courts, etoc. were to continue
to exist in the provinces of Ortario, Quebsc, Nova Scotla and New
Brunswick after Confederation. The provinces of Nova Scotia and
Hew Brunswick, thoerefore, having enacted legislation respeocting
divorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over such
matters before Confederation and having continued to exerscise Jjuris-
dlction through ocourts of Divorce and Matrimonlal Causes, are now in
the same position as they were then. 4 oourt was estadlished in Nova
Sootia under C.126 of the Kevised Statutes (third series) of Nova
Scotia, 1864, as the Court of larriage and Divorce, the name of which
was changed by C.13 of the statutes of 1866 to the Court for Divorco
and Matrimonial Causes. The Court of Divorce and latrimonial Causes
in New Brunswick was likewise set up ty an Act passed in 1860 ( an
Act to amend the Law relating to Divorce and liatrimonial Causes).
\ D0 Bt e i 1y  POBI 0N 100 )

Prinee Edward Island.-

In Prince Edward Island a court having Jjurisdiction in
divorce was constituted by an iet of 1835 (5 Wm.IV,C.10). This law
has not been repealed sinoe that time, but the power vested in tho
Governor and Fxecutive Council has never been exercised. Persons
living in Prince Edward Island, who are desirous of seeking
dissolution of marriage, until the estatlishmont of a court sueh
as that provided for by the legislation of 1835, must do so ty
petition to the Dominion Parliament.

British Columbia,.-

The colony of British Columbia acquired Jjurisdiction in
matrimonial causos following a proclamation of the Governor glving
force in the province to tho civil and oriminal law of England as
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it ExIStea an HewalS, 1858. The provincohAEE Sontilued to
exXercise jurisdiection over divorce tnrough the courts estatlished
beforaGonfedu i ien. (See Fev.Statutes ol GO0, 78] 4

Manitoba.-

The diivorce. law«0f Bhglands; as 1% existed on July 186,
1870, was introduced into llanitoba by an ..ct of the Dominion
Paridiament ; 51 Victe,Ced33s hhecourt-of King'ss Beneh of ilanitota
has the samo Jjurisdiction in divorce as the courts have in England
under the Divorce and llatrimonial Causocs .ict, 1857,

Alberta and Saskatchawan.-=

The Dominion Parliament, ty 49 Vict.C.25) enacted that the
laws 0f Englaynd as exisWing on July: 16, 1870 should be in force
in the Northwest Territoriss. In 1918 the '.ippellate Division of
the Supreme Court of J.lberta held that the effoct of the abtove .lct
and of legislation passed crecating the province was to make the
Divorco and’ EaLrimoniial. Cawses aet, of 1857 and amendmontis up to
daly. 15, 16870 apply to tha mFevineeiof flborta. Phiscdeeiwion
was confirmed on appcal to the Imperial Privy Council. Subsoqucnt
jJudgments by the Saskatchewan Court of ppcal held that the English
Llaw' ask i exiistiod” om July o870 Jied forcé in tho. provineE and
that ther right st-cohfarred“under it ilghty be “onforecd by the *Court
of ‘King¥s Beneches * The provinees 'of Alberta and Sasikatchowdng
Therofions , Lanel g sthe @amnal peEitionsn the “mabtter 0Ff Jurisdictieon
over divorce.

Ontario and Quekec.-

I n @ntardo~anad Quebee it Fsiachsidered ‘that' the lgowrdts
have no jurisdiction to entertain an application for divorce and
no attempt has becn made in Ontario to astatlish such powers -In
Quaebed® the cournts have agdumed power, not to disseolve Bty in
some casesy to annul marriage or to cntortain pctitions for
scparations . @hg powedsto ahnul a ‘marriage 18 exereised by the
courts of Ontario in certain cases only (sge 7T WdwaVIT, 10.2%
R.S500914 06180 9 Gao.Vy Co36). “Persgns socking divoreco in
Qntardio’ ahd Quitbse, thoweforey {( W8 wdll 28 1ln Prédec Hdword
Island) must do sv by petition to thc Tominion Parliamcnt.

GHE _DIVORER AT, 1925,

The. Dominion Parlliamont By Ce4l of the statutes of 1925,
cddecd 2 now and important proevision to the Canadias law rcspocting
i o reeld' Thigr oy “ gt £ordasntidstihoripasisase of the Divoree e,
in so far as it concerned causes for divorce proceedings, has
provided that, while a hustand may obtain a divorce on grounds
of adultery, it 1s necessary for. a3 wife to prove Beth adultery
and desertion. This anomaly has teen removed, sed.2 of the
Divorce Act stating "In any court having jurisdietion to grant
divorce 8 vinculo matrimonii any wife may commecnce an action
praying that hor marriago may tc dissolved on the ground that
hor hustand has since the eclebration thercof deen gullty of
adulsEryis y Phe granptiing of e dllvoireg 10 sugh. casés, of course,
i1s dependent on sufficient evidcnco that the wifo has not
bean an accessory to or connived at such adultery or that the
action-@s not proscecuted in collusion with tho-hushband, er tho
woman with whom he is allegcd to have committod adultory« In
addition "the court shall not be tound to pronounce such dcerce
i £ = f4nds Sha't  Gheewite duriag fhe magriede hasr Feen /gui liby
ofgdultery L oTs i o6 i 0f, Wnred sonablio el ay ©r«0fieruedin” bewards

the hustand or of having deserted or wilfully separated
herself from the hustand tefore the adultery complained of and
without reasonable excusa, or of such wilful negloct or mis-
conduet as has eonduced to the adultery".
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