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ti4gbts "Id oriances as js attempted to he t

this case for the first fimie in b

reot1Xt'9else of tlie nature of a "minority t

*er ing presented, it wvas contended by

tb Peakers on the other side that really 0
thtel Wa0n sucli report before the House-

'lo edPropositioîns Ilprosentod 1no facts<
Orao or any special order or instruc-

Dt' f fon, the House for cnquiry and reporta
0l"" f th. point, stated or suggested by the E

propositions '' in question ; that there wast
ii in these on, wlîich the bouse properly

fr efe1. back the committee's report for
heA. by it on the Bill.

8 ethe Propositions per se, it is unnoces-

tach as comment. On thoir face they were
ne the liouse could net seriously take

dir; and, Ultiniatly, they were dispesed of, ini-
t'e in that Songe.

letated relgreund of opposition was that
tion Ir' EnY first lettor, viz., Thiat the Poti-

e eing a Roman Catholic, was not, under
thîrCumsîaEces, enLitled to divorce. That-

in gûtth, Zhole debate-was the argu-
lithof opposition, This incontestably

woPPearromi the following (inter EEtlt(i alia)
tda 1 reportcd, of leadiug speakers on that

'In O2 mlake 4 citation or two
ila page 19 Of report of debates on lSth

titY et is flc oloilg: -Y . 1 thus
floty rbn advance sheets, as the reports are

ct Oud lier otherwise paged]

EXTRACT.

fil. ON, MR. BELLEROSE-It is divorce."

Oiainreference to the lion. Senator
le' objection. to apply the terni to a more

ýl11tEon, " judicýial,"from bcd and board "
bayBl - Olled ')-Mr. Bolicroso procoeds to

iicl ln the laws of England. li h élndi

ïadifter leOrce front bed and board, which
ý4zrIt froui divorce a vineulo, which is

tol4 thûrI in this case. , ,"IBut 1 was

a ProeParties are Catholics, ' the woman is
ak b"hWollan.' I rose then and said, 'I

Partib JeOtIOn.' I am not responsible for those

OP O vhom 1 do not know, but 1 arn re-
notreurb for Parties whom 1 know, and 1 can-

ai.ren Su 11 ient, l)ut muet defend such im-
ci b lionj 1 Wvhen it is possible for nie to

f 0o refer to the Civil Code of Que-
th fiYU Wili 'id thuat it states positively that

?t'ofarria e is a tic whichi no man Cali
1he' refr your honours te article 185

El r1 e'd8 thus :' Marriage Cali only be
tt eu -ythe natural dcath of on1e of the
lh ' "hjle both live it is indissoluble.'

Par) iitý' the law of Quebcc, and is this
perl!ilnt ready to vote that down ? ls

Prepared to Say that tbose poople,
tht h 0 Y are Catholics, though they know

tienj ey are nlot free to marry and ini violat-
gi' fthe laws of their Province, shaîl be

teIy full liberty to marry and so live ini adul-
drthe protection of a Federal Act of

than sure withi alI those considerations
the"'1 be a pause before the bouse takes

t4te8Plisbiltyof proclaiming to the worlcl
undere in Canada have granted the right

,0th sanction of law toe a man to lie in
OEe~for if e.",

of th,~O 1'IL. SCOTT mioved tlie adjonriment
Onebate,

Dplthe foliowing daiy the Hon. Mr, Scott
Sthe debate thus:

giEXTILACT. PAGE 2

t 0 ont .e- . SCOTT said Except whien
di Poran constitutional question bad to

fure e8d iconnection withi bis of divorce
prtbîtli Cha.mber, it lias liot been tile
a i e 0 the Catlîolic mnority hore to enter

IThe a 0 on thle mlonits of such bis.
bio YwerE, usually allowed to go on a div i-

an t't When a new deparaure takes place,
people0 fathers and mothers of 2,000,000 of the

onne(f this Couflt'y are told that the Parlia-
4a t of Canada is stiperior in spiritual mlat-
441 0 th- Ceclesiastical Iaws of their church,

riht,,f or cause showu and on compliance
4ior econditions that are required by a

z h mOnIttee thait is deputed to inquire

Olequestio, they can obtain divorces, it

THE WEEK.

hoe attention of this Parliarnent oughit not to j
e called to a doparture that is new and onet
hat is not warranted undor onr constitu- P
ion." , . t

(Page 3). Af ter citing article 185 «(odîÏEnt)c
f the Civil Code of Quobec, lie continues :f

Iýoî this Senate proposes to ropeal flic Civil
,ode of Lower Canada by passing this Bill. t

[t is proposed to set aside the ecclesiastical
înthority which bhas prevailed lu Lower Canada
ine it 'vas guaranteed by the Crown up to

hoe presont tinie, and also to set aside and
-epeal tlic Civil Code of Lower Canada which E

las been guaranteed over anti over agamn..
(Page 9). ." An~d îvat do you propose te

le !/ To croate at

iu our history by grantiug a divorce of thîs
kind.'

And SO-during sovon days cf prolonged
session-peurod forth the torrid Stream of this
remankable debate. edless te fohlow it, im-
possible to adequately reprosent it, ini this brief
note of it. Suffice it to say, xvhile thoc attack
was, ossentially, a pet itio p'eqiwith nch
supprE'sio t-ori, aud evon 8iOJIJCsio fousi, with
the peEfc'Eiiditfi odiuryt tlieeooif E pervading
the tierce deliverance, thero ivas on the other

side a niarkedly dignified touie of reticene in

reply. Some of tlic memiiers, however, spoke
of thec Bill, mneeting aboundingly every point of

attack. Amongst these was tile lion. moimber
for Winnipeg (Mr. Boulton) specially chargod
in the debate, by Seniator Belleoese, as be]ong-
ing te the Chiurch of England, and therefore
expected to bco (n bis side.

EXTIiACTS.

(Page 15 of Debates of l7th May).

HoN. MR. BOULT0N -1 ani quite awarc that
the lion, gentleman (Hou. Mn. Kaulbach)
laid dcwu sevonal propositions. The flret was

the question of public policy contained in the
remanks 1 have just rcad. 0f course they
present to this honourable lieuse twe views of
thîe case that we anc ucw called upen te dis-
cuss. The question of public pclicy cf permit-

tiug a divorce to ho grantcd where both parties
were Roman Catholics, or, as the boit. gentle-

man perhapa would have it said, both parties
belon te th. Church of England.Iti on

teuded because it is against the tenets cf the

Church, that therefere we, as niemlbers cf Par-

liament, should withhold f romt the suppliant
that justice hoe asks at cur bauds. In view cf
that position, the question of whether it is ivise

or riglit fer us to grSEit a divorce te the suppli-
ant sinks into insignificanco. In decidîng
whothen the (page 15) petitioner is entitled

te a divorce, on the evideuce, I have to rely

mono upon the finding cf the committoo than
upon tlic dobate on theoevidence in tijis hout-

curable flouse. Thme commiittee prcbod thec

evidenice much more doeply. They bad better
oppertunities to judge whether it is right that

a divorce should be grantod in this case or not,
than wc are able to judgo in the course cf a
debate upon thec evidence as presented te us.

For that rpason, 1 ariin much mocre incliiued te
vote upen the monits cf the question as tile

cemmittoo have f ounid for ns, than upon any-
thiug that has hecu prosented te me in the

course of titis debate. Whatt I de kuow is that
ive have a divorce law. Tlo right te divorce
is limited, certainly, toe offectnmce, aud that is
adultery.

HONX. Mit. SUerr We have ne divorce law.
We have only j urisdictieu over divorce.

HON. Mit. BOULîoN We ]lave at divcrcei
lsw te this extent, thant wvhenover adultery
eau ho liroved, at potitiener eaui ask fer at di-
vorce.

HON. MRi. SCOTT-We hiave passed ne law
on the subjeet.

HON. MR~. BOULTON-We arc a law tinte

curselves, as the lion. menîber frein Luuenborg
(Hon. Mn. Kaulbach) bas shown. If ive go on
year sfter year pursuing a certain policy, tliat

very f act makes it law, and thorefore, 1 say,
we have establishod by precoent, by our acts
yesr after year, that wo have a divorce law,
and that that divorce law is administercd by
the' Sonate cf Canada. Thore arc certain miles

whiclî we have laid down, aud the Divorce
Committee 15 eue cf the methods by whîch we

get at the evidonce. We are hone acting as
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udges, whiho the cornitteo finds the facts for
hie Sonate. . . . But there has heen irn-
orted into tlîis discussion a principle that 1

,hink should not ho allewed to go withiout dis-
ussion, and that is, that wo should withhold
roum a portioni of tlic population tlie liberty
vhich ont people generally en.joy, becauso tlic
omets of tlie clircli tc, whicli they belong pro-
îibit theni frein taking advantage cf that law.
'ho hion. menîbor from Ottawa (bon. Mr,
Scott) went ovon further than that and saîid
'It is s niatter cf public policy whou yeu con-
ider that there are 2,000,000 (two millions)

of Cattiohics iu Canada, and it would ho absurd
for us te say that the laws cf Parliament shall
excoed tlie ecclesiastical laws wbich goeru
;hose 2,000,000 of peeploe." That is a depar-
ture that 1 certainly canuot agroe wvith. 1
hold it quite as mnuch a matton of conscience
with me that ne act or vote of mine on the fleen

cf Parliament shalh ho sncb that 1 will help to
withhold front any section or any portion cf
the people cf Caniada, tlic liberties I enjey my-
self. That is the constitution that has been
handed down te us generatiomi aften generaticu;
the constitution that lias been feuglit for inan-
fîîlly and won, under many diflicultios, and

gIroat odds in the past. Our constitution us
tlie mnahinery we adept for the managemnt
of cur national family suad as we maintaîn
and enforce its principles, so will the national
character bo strengtliened or retarded. It is

our duty to hold on to ail the liberties that we

pessess, aud advance with tlic enlightenuient
of the tiine, and secure for our people greator
liberty fromt day te day. Se fan as my lion.
friend front De Lanaudiére (Heu. Mr. Belle-
rese) is ceucertied, 1l williugly acknewledge
that as a IFrcncli-Canadian hoe occupies a some-
what diflerent position front those wbo belong
to the rest cf tile popitlation, in se far that cer-
tain riglits were accorded te the Freueh-Cana-
dians a century and a liaîf ago. But se fan As

those aucient rights are concened, they bave

been rephaced ncw hy the Blritish North Amn-
enica Act, and that Act is the foundation cf the

constitution of Canada, sud the guarantee of

tlic liberties cf its population. That Act con-

tains tlie information that must guide us ini our
legisîstien. sud we bave te consider whist will
be tlie etffct of our legisiation on tho future
governmeut of this country and ou the moral
welfare sud tie physical well-being cf oun peo-
ple. If we waut cimr country te prosper and
progness front the Atlantic te the (page 17)
Pacifie, with ail its diverse interests, with al
its religions divergences, with its racial diffleul
tics-if we are te build up Can-ada to hoe a hap-

py aud pregressive coninuiity-wo have to

stand by +lmat constitution anid net dopant
frein it elle jet or iota, oxcept in a spirit cf

progression, certaiiily umot ini a roactictiary

It was this feeling that broughit mie inte
discussion of a case sucb as tlîis, aud preseut-
iîîg my views te titis hîomourabie lieuse. 1
would refer baek ini erdor ti, shocw how fat the

diticulties of tile past have assistod in inould-

iitg the 'constitutionu under svhich we live te-

day, and liow those righîits wore foughit for,
wenu, and handed dewni te us front. genieratien
te generation. 1 would refer as fan back as
flic tume cf Henry thec Second.

lioN. Mit. Poiutiin t-Divorces did net exist
at that finie.

110cN. Mlt. BOULTON-1 arn. iuite aware cf

that, but several centuies sfter thiat thîcre was

a vcry cohebrated divorce case wvîicli tnrned
upomuicli the' same prnmciple. I ain diseuss-
imug thîe ecclesiastical laws referred to hy tlic

honourable menîbor front Ottawa. 1 reor te

the divorce cf Cathierine of Arragoni frent

Heonry the Ei 'glith. 1 would rofer you to what
Freede says in bis digest of thiatt cehebrated
case:

ITho legisîstion cf Hienry VYIl., ]lis Privy

Counicil sud bis Panliamnts is the Magua
CIaita of tlic meden world. The Act cf Ap-
poal sud tlic Act of Supreimaey assorted tie

national independence, anîd repudiated the

intorferemice of foreigu bishops, prince or pe-

teutate withiu the limîits of the British
Empire ?,

Ile gees on te tell

IOn the lOth of May, Cranmer, witiî tîroee


