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of ber mother testified as to the adultery of
her father. That was the sole testirnony in
this case, and I wouid ask the legal members
of this bouse if any court of law would render
judgment, even in a trivial case, upen thc
testimony of a child fifteen years of age, as
against one cf the parents?

Mr. YOUNG (Toronto): On a point cf
order, Mr. Chairman; anyon-e leoking at page
10 cf the evidence will find that the state-
ment just made by the hon. member is net
quite correct. I refer te the following:

By Mr. Kelley:
Q. What did your husband tell you when you

asked him about living with thîs woman?.A.
Hle just told me that he was living with this
woman for about two years.

There is net only the uncerreberated evi-
dence cf the child but aise the admission ef
the husband.

Mr. BOURASSA: 1 said previously that
the testimeny cf an interested party is net
testimony at all, and I repeat that the only
witness apart from the petitioner was the
fifteen-year-old girl.

Mr. STINSON: There is the man's ewn
admission.

Mr. BOURASSA: Yes, but the man did net
appear and the wornan sirnply said ber bus-
band adrnitted. doing a certain thing.

Mr. STINSON: She is a cempetent witness.

Mr. BOURASSA: I amn net discussing this
matter fromn the legal point of view; I arn new
addressing myseif te the people whe are net
desiccated by law and have preserved seme
sense of b.urnanity. Here is a poor weman
whe, finds herseif in the position of asking for
a divorce; she thinks she is entitled te a
divorce. That is hber business, with wbich. I
arn net concerned. She testifies against ber
busband, whe does flot appear. They neyer
appear in 'these cases, apparently; most of
ther only appear when the police agent is
sent te catch them under tbe preper or
improper conditions whicb are required te
make a case.

Mr. JACOBS: Tbey aise appear at the
seodwedding.

Mr. BOURASSA: Yes, bath or either cf
tbern. The ether witness is 'the girl, who
says that she lived fer montbs witb ber father.
I shall net enter inte a discussion cf the de-
tails cf this case; they are suifficiently re-
pugnant, but the girl adrnibted Vhat as long
as she lived with ber father she neyer spoke
about the matter 'because he had forbidden
ber te do se. Then she went te live with
ber mother, and wben the mether asks for a

divorce the girl cernes befere the eernmittee
of the senate and gives ber evidence. I re-
member having read in books cf history that
many tirnes trihunals bave refused to listen te
su-ch testirneny; they have refused te put a
child in the cruel pesition cf having te testify
against her fatber or ber mother, but evidently
this parliarnent is above such censid(erations.
One ef t-hese days we rnay expeot te have
babies testify before the cernmittee cf the
senate that they were born cf adultery.

1 arn net a lawyer-like Sir Charles Tupper
I was on the peint cf saying, "thank heaven 1"
-but I must say that the idea cf deciding a
case in lýaw, whether civil or criminal, in such
a manner revoîts my feelings ef burnanity.
Semeene, I think, bas interjected that this is
a Roman way of thinking. but in rny opinion
it is a hurnan way of tbinldng. Wbhether we
are pagans or infidels cr wbether we beleng te
any seert imaginable, I -cannot put it into my
clurnsy head te think that bringing a child
boem cf lawful or unlawful uni-on, te decide on
the fate of eitber its father or mother, is
thie right kind cf justice. I cannet put it in
my clurnsy head te think tha-t a se-called rep-
resentative body ef a so-called civilized
country sheuld pass that sort of legislation.

To complete rny idea, in a sense I regret
that these two, circumstances sheuld be con-
nected in this case; I would far rather bave
seen them separated. Tbere is the principle
te whicb I directed the attention of the cern-
mittee in the begînning, the moral inabllity
cf tbis parliament te pass legislation centrary
te the basic law cf any religieus ccmrnunity se
long as enly members cf that cernixunity are
cencerned; secondly, the peint of fact which
I bave just made. By mere accident tbey
are cennected tegether in this case and, there-
fore, I theught I weuld bring thein te the at-
tention cf the cernrittee. As regards the
previeus cases, and the cases which will follow,
I leave it as it is fer the tirne being. But
on this bill, I hope we will get sorne pro-
nounerent on the part cf the representatives
from, the province of Quebec, because tbeir
silent attitude would stand in such centrast te
the attitude taken upon the occasion ta whicb
I bave referred, that it would give the people
cause te deubt what has becorne ef the sense
cf social duty cf some of our representatives.

Mr. MARCIL: Mm. Chaimman, I wisb te
repeat what I bave already said. The people
cf Ontario and tbe people cf Quebea have
neyer accepted divorce. The question cf
divorce bas neyer 'been subsnitted te the
people, and I know if tbe province of Quebec
were asked te express tbeir view on any pro-
posal accepting the principle cf divorce it


