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at times been attacbed to it in this House. that we oughit to have as littie of it as pos-
In ai] civilized countries, 1 belleve, the law sible. One of the strong objections to any
of divorce is recognized. In respect to this change in our divorce laws is the fear enter-
divorce law Canada is unique among the tained by the ordlnary domestie People of
civiiized countries of the world. There la the country that any change May lead us
no judicial law of divorce in this country. to fall into the other extreme of the too
There are divorce courts in several of the great freedom of divorce which prevails
provinces, as the hon. gentleman who has In the great republlc to the aouth of US. 1
just taken his seat bas so well explained. tbink myseif tbi*t that feeling is merely
The proposition, therefore, is a broad one, a prejudice, but the strongest argument that
and in my opinion ought not to be dlsmissed could be presented againat any change is
from serious consideration because of the that whlch was made by the rlght hon.
fact that heretofore the hon. gentlemen who the Prime Mlnlster. He claimed that there
have brougbt it before the House have not was no great cali for It. 1 agree, bow-
succeeded In interesting the House la it ever with the hon. member who has just
gufficiently to make any progress witb It. taken bis seat that the fact that tbere are
Tbe hon, gentleman who last brought this no petitions calling for this change is not
subject up lu the House la now a distin- a good reason for not grantlng It. I amn
guished judge. I refer to Mr. Justice Britton, not so much of a bellever ln petitions as 1
'who when hé represented Kingston In this was ln my younger days, because My ex-
House, brought this matter before and perience bas taught me tbat many of those
excited a more exhaustive discussion than pétitions are tbe resuit of the agitation of
my bon. frlend's motion bas brought f ortb. somne individuals, wbo want to make us
The resuit, bowever, was nil, and certaily believe that there is a great cry iu the coun-
in view of the position wbicb the rigbt bon. try, wben lu reality there la not. 1 arn of
tbe Prime Mînister bas taken, the present tbe opinion-and I tbink most bon. mem-
motion Is not likely to be any more succeas- bers wlll agree with me-that according to
fui. But I go witb the bon. gentleman wbo the capacity wbicb, God or nature bas givefi
last addressed the House (Hon. Mr. Ross). us we are responsible for our actions and
I tbink with hlm that even if the leader of judgments, and 1 am flot disposed to give
tbe government takes, on a matter of this any beed to petitions except wben tbere is
kind a contrary vlew to that entertained sometbing lu tbem whicb appeals to MY
by many other members of this House, that judgment or wben tbey spring from somne-
la no reason why those who are in favour tbing whicb I believe cails for action
of the motion should -not be at perfect lib- on my part. Ia tbe rigbt hon. tbe Prime
erty to support it witbout impairing tbeir Minister weil founded lu bis statement that
political alleglauce ini any way. 1 arn a there is no desire lu this country for a
strong Conservative, generally classed as a change in our divorce law ? I tbink be la
Tory, and I believe that althougbi party ouly right to the extent 0f tbe dread to Wbich
government la tbe best for the well being 1 refer on the part of many people tbat a
of the country, stil!, unless there la a ques- cbange would bring about too much freedorn
tion of governent involved, we sbould, on of divorce, but I anbmit tbat this parliament
eacb aide of the Huse, be free lances and of Canada ougbt to be responsible to the
freely express and assert ourselves on ail public for a définition of the causes or
questions beyond tbe pale of party discipline. reasons for wbicb divorce sbould be grant-
This wiii stamp our legislation as beiug of ed, and 1 understand tbat mY lion. friend's
a bigber standard, and show the people that resolution ia based upon that principle.
wve are not mere automata to be freeiy mov- Thiis bouse ought to define these .causes
ed ut the wiIl of the leaders on ;Bither aide. 1 and be careful not to make tbem too extelis-
The question before the bouse la a very ive. I arn one of those wbo beileve that
broad one, to be considered from ail points the trying of divorce cases should be re-
oif view, and I must say that from what I legated to a judicial tribunal. A judiclal
bave beard of divorce, and lu view of the tribunal could better take the evidence and
fact that ail free civilized countries acknow- lu every way be more desirable and more
ledge tbat under certain circuatancea competent than .1ny cominittee of this par-
divorce is justifiable, I arn in favour of the liament, and that la a strong answer. to
motion before tbe bouse. 1 do not of course the pieu of the rigbt bion. the Firat Minis-
expect every oue to entertain the same view, ter tbat there la Do caîl for any change.
but one of the great lessons taugbt by free If we can devise a simpler, a better and
institutions, especially la a country goveru- cheaper tribunal than the one we now have,
ed by British institutions, la that we can botb Reformera and Conservatives muSt
differ lu our religions faitb and recognize agree that lt would be wise for, us to do
tbat the views of those who differ from us so. This question bas beeu brougbit before
are entitled to every respect, and that while the bouse witbin my memory several timea.
we may differ lu opinio 'ns, we agree that the Long before I bud the bonour of being lu
majority must prevail and we can be very parliament, it was introduced. It bas been
good natured and sensible o.ver it. I arn stated that the principal reason against the
oue of those who believe that divorce la ai establishment of a divorce court is a reiig-
necesslty, but at the same time I lfve been ions one. Wel, there la Do one wbo re-
brougbt up la the old school wbicb teaches specta tbe religions convictions of others
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