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rccognized and maintenance af the dependent spouse is pro-
vidcd for.

Although the Govcrnment introduced fault as a ground for
divarce, it specifically detached the issue of fault from the
issue of maintenance. I am warried that that detachment,
which is farmally provided for in the Act, will fiat work and
that because the Government braught fault into the Act, it wil
find its way into the maintenance issue. I will explain haw I
think that wiIl happen, regrettably, in a moment when 1 came
ta urging the Governmcnt ta withdraw the face-saving campa-
fient it added an the questian of fault.

Wc are alsa glad that custady is addressed. When we get ta
committee, wc will want the Governmcnt ta consîder the issue
af custody because more than it should, custady has dcvelaped
in divorce situations ta be custady af anc parent or the ather.
The time has came ta recagnize that joint custody is a viable
basic concept and that divorce itself shauld flot be a ground, as
aftcn as it is, for the judge confranting the issue of which
parent shauld have primary custody and what the rights of the
ather should be. Joint custody works very well in some juris-
dictians in the United States. Having been dry run in the
United States, we think it needs ta be braught more than it is
inta the Canadian cantext. When that feature of this package
of legisiation is addressed, we will want ta express aur views
about it.

In a final area, I want ta indicate that the Government wcnt
further than the former Government in the arca af enforce-
ment of maintenance orders. We are happy about that, but we
do flot think the Government has gane far cnough. In aur
legisiation in the last Parliament, we talkcd about gaing ta the
provinces and speaking wîth them about enforcement. The new
Government cansiders itself ta be in a vcry different position in
relation ta the provinces. The new Government feels that it has
a very gaod rclatianship with each province. I am preparcd ta
concede that it has a better rclationship with a lot of the
provinces than did the former Governmcnt. If the Government
has that good rclationship, why is it flot using it ta try ta get a
better systemn of maintenance that the anc proposed? It talks
about an exchange of information and about entering into
agreements with pravinces. I would like ta sec mare.

Given its dlaims about good ca-operative relations with
provinces, it should have put more on the table now. Wc wil
be asking the Governmcnt in committee ta put more on the
table, ta protect dependent spouses and dependent children,
and ta ensure that the wcalthier spouse is in a position ta make
the payments. Wc would like ta sec more machinery and mare
recaurse contained in this legisiation ta assist dependent chul-
dren in getting what is their due. The Minister made a good
saunding speech about it. He recagnizes the cost ta other
taxpayers whcn dependent spouses and childrcn arc unable ta
colcct fram more independent spouses the payments ordercd
by the court, but I wauld like ta sec mare machinery ta give
effect ta that.

1 mentioned that the Govcrnment was faced with a dilcmma
because it wanted ta praduce ail these good things. I have
autlined thcm and the reasons we support the Bill. Hawever,
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goverfiment Members could flot have simply reintroduced the
Liberal Bill because they had criticized it when they were in
Opposition. Thus they introduced the concept that, notwith-
standing a general fia fault philosophy, fault-that is, cruelty
or adultery-would be a cantinuing ground for divorce withaut
having ta wait for ane year. 1 do flot suppose we are in a
position as one small apposition Party ta prevent the Govern-
ment fram introducing the concept of fault, but we will try ta
canvince it that it is wrong in the general framework of the
legisiation wc have discussed and of the good things included
in the legisiation, borrowcd, as 1 said, from the farmer Liberal
Gavernment, ta add on this littie frili about fault.

1 will refer ta the infarmation which the Gavernment put
forth. It dlaims ta want the divarce praccss ta be Iess adversari-
ai whilc increasing chances for the reconciliation of the
spauses or, whcre this is flot possible, providing a more humane
and faîrer resolutian af the consequences of divarce. Mr.
Speaker, yau can see the problcm. If fault and cruelty are
graunds for an early divorce, there wilI be a tendency in some
situations, if fiat by bath spouses then by anc ar the other, ta
want ta use those grounds ta obtain an early divorce without
waiting for the year. If those are available graunds, I submit
that even if the legisiation indicates that fault should flot ga ta
maintenance, there wilI be a negatiation which takes account
af the possibility af early divorces between spouses. In many
cases one will put pressure on the other ta go the fault route in
arder ta obtain an earlier divarce at the price of some conces-
sions an maintenance. I think that is wrong and that fault
should be taken out for that reason atone.

There is another reason as well-the custady issue. 1 see
nothing in the Bill which unties custady fram the fault issue.
What I am worried about-and I will want the Minister ta
deal with it-is how we will assure that custody is decided an
praper graunds and that custody is flot side-tracked into the
cause of an carly divorce where fault becomes one af the
grounds. I da flot want either of the spouses or the court ta be
directed, because of this littie face-saving fault issue, into
taking fault inta consideratian unduly in the awarding of
custody. 1 am worried that the Bill, the way the Minister
presented it, will lead ta custady being affccted inordinately by
cansiderations, which may flot even be very seriaus consider-
atians af fault, designed by the cauple ta allow far an carlier
divorce.

Alsa I think that the addition af fault will tend ta wark
against the reconciliation machinery pravided in the divorce
Bill, and that we will sec couples avoiding the reconcîliatian
route which is in the Iaw because the Govcrnment has faund it
nccssary ta provide for a divorce by way af adultcry or cruclty
on a quicker basis.

The Minister was vcry uncomfortable with the issue of fault.
We could sec that from the speech he delivercd in the House
ycsterday. I wondered how hie would resolve the dilemma of
favouring the na fault divorce yet including a pravision for a
divorce by way of cstablished fault. When I listened ta him,
looking for the way hie would resolve the dilemma, I found that
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