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tion ; appealing to, those who believe that ent dates, and the strongest seats, those
under certain circumstances divorce ought most likely to return men favourable to the
to be allowed, it seems to me that the goveriiment of the day, were contested first.
argument is overwhelming that there is no We abolished that systern, and iuduced the
necessity for the establishment of sucli a Dominion of Canada to accept a simul-
court, and I hope that will be the view taneous polling day, wbichi was iii force in
taken by this buse. the maritime provinces. Now, 1 tbink the

At six o'clock, Iouse took recess. Dominion should go a step further aud copy
our method of dealing with divorces, whieh

After Recess. is the only rational one, and wvhich does
justice to the poor as xvell as the rich. The

House resumed at eight o'clock. law as you have it now is only for rich
Hon. WM. ROSS (Victoria, N.. rpeople, and does the grossest injustice to

,.S)Mr the poor, wlio cannot afford to avail them-
Speaker, evideutly the spirit of reforis selves of it. In the maritime provinces we
dead iu this House. The representatives have no distinction of that kind, and I am
from Ontario used to pride tbemselves on happy to say that I believe the number of
beig great reformers, and yet, on a ques- divorces which take place in those provinces
tion of s0 much importance as this they is as limitedà as the number iu the Domiin-
appear to, be indifferent, and to be willing to ion. We eau speak with pride of the higli
leave on the records of this Dominion such Imoral character of our people iu that re-
a crude, 1 was going to say savage, way of spect, although the law as it exists makes
dealing with a subject of tItis kind as we it easy for them to obtain divorces. Now,
have at presenit. Why the savages do better I think that a sense of justice should lead
la this manner than wo do. They confine thîs bouse to see that equal justice is doue
their divorces to the saine cause as our to the poor as to the ricli. If that were
Saviour did, and when they find any u11- doue, there are people now iii the Domin-
faithfulness on the part of one side or the ion of Canada who would avail themselves
other, particularly if the squaw is unfaithful, of the lnw ; but, being poor, they cannot
the Indian takes lier to the camp where her avail themiselves of it ns it exists. I am
people reside, and there the divorce is com- nlot goinig to say much more ou tbis subject.
pleted. I think there is somie decency in but I thiuk it is time that people who dlaim
that, compared with the way in whiclb we to be reformers should take this subject Up
deal with the matter. Let us look at ItL A and abolish the present system, whicb is
mnan may come bore fromn the farthest part crude and is certainly not found in any
of New Ontario. Hie bas to pay $200 ; lie other civllized country in the world. The~
lias to pay ail the expenses of bis witnesses ;premier said there were no petitions for this
hoe goes bofore a Coinmittee of the Senate, change. I do not remiember tbat there were
composed of men wbo perhaps have no ex- any petitions for these other reforms whicbi
perieuce or training la legal matters, tbey I have mentioued. I do not know that there
take the evidence, and that evidence is sub- wvas a single petition for the abolition of
imitted to both Houses. I need not say any- dual represeutation or for simultaneous
thiug about the nature of the evidence itself. polling wheu these mensures were adopted.
It is often so filthy that the pigs would not I do not think thut is nny reason at ail. If
sleep on It if it were plnced before them as a my hon. frieuds the Minister of Finance
bed. The charwvomen who go to dlean the (Hou. Mr. Fielding) and the Minister of
Sonate in the moruiug will get piles and piles Rallways and Canais (Hon. Mr. Blair) were
of priuted paper ; they tako it homne, they fiee to spenk their minds, they %vould speali
scatter it nmong their families, and it is rend bll n oial n fetvl nti
there to their moral injury. Why should not bquesyiond logcy and effecttivl ofn theis

the omiionof Cnad coy th reormmaster who presides over thein, but theythat bas been in existence la New Brunswick, know very well that the law that exists at
in British Columbia, and iii Nova Scotia, ou present iu Canada is one we would nover
this matter ? In Nova Scotia the case is think of ndoptîng in the enligbtened mari-
tried beforo a judge of the Supreme Court, time provinces. I do not expect that any-
nnd not a trace of the evidence is copied thing I say on this subject will bave the
or goes iuto nny of the papers. The ouly least Influence on this House ; but 1 think
statement is that such aud such a case hias the country will lu time see the necessity
bcen tried before Judge Graham, and hoe 0f mnking such a change in the method of
bas grnnted or refused the divorce, as the denling with this matter as will bring about
case may be. That is ail that the world something like equal justice for the poor
kuows of the proceedings iu the case. Wheu as well as the rich in the Dominion of Can-
the maritime provinces came to be united ada.
with tbe Dominion, we forced certain re-
forms on the people of Canada. At that bon. DAVID TISDALE (South Norfolk).
time dual representation existed in Ontario Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the motion pro-
and Quebec, but by the good example which posed by the bon. member for North Nor-
we brouglit to this bouse, that system was folk (Mr. Charlton) Is one involving, mucb
ibolshed. Thon you lad elections on dîffer- more important considerations than have

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.


