
Privcste BUils-Divorce
EMILY RITA ROWLANDS SIMPSON

The hýouse in cornrittee on Bill No. 111
for the relief of Emily Rita Rowlands Sirnpson
-Mr. Winkler-Mr. Dion in the chair.

The Chairman: Is it the wjsh of the com-
rnittee that these hbis should be taken
together or separateiy?

Mr. Knowles: One at a time, and clause
oy clause.

On section l-Marriage dissolved.

Mr. Knowles: Speaking to clause 1 of this
bill I would point out that we started to
discuss this bil Tuesday evening, but the
sponser at that tirne did flot have the answers
to ail the questions put to him. I have
looked over the evidence in this case since
thon, so it is cot necessary for me to ask
the sponsor furiher questions; but I do
think the cornmittee should take tirne to
consider the nature of the bis we are put-
ting through, and that applies to this Bill
No. 111. As I bave said on other occasions,
if it is the wvill of the bouse that xve do
this job, we should do il in a responsible
marner.

My reading of the evidence in this case
loads me to feel that Mrs. Simpson is certainly
enti:tled to a divorce from Mr. Sirnpson. His
conduct as spelled out in the evidence is
such that I for one \vould net ask bier to
continue te live with hirm or to be rnarried
to hirn. if this bill were te corne to a
vote I -would vote for it; but I must say I
arn appalled at the nature of the evidence on
the basis of whicb the divorce is gracted.
1 do not intend to go into the details of the
evidonce, but if I were a lawyer taking a
case like this te court I would not hope te
get away with it on the evidence on which
this case is based.

Mr. McLure: If you had a retaining feo
you would try te get away with anytbing.

Mr. Knowles: I arn net a lawyer, but if

I were I weuld nt he a lawyer cf that type.
I suggost te hon. mernbers that they get
copies cf the evidence in this case and read
it, and in particular page 9. 1 arn sure they
will agree with me that it loeks as though
matters had been carefully arranged in order
to obtain the evidence of adultery against
Mr. Sirnpson. I have ne doubt he was doing

a lot of things hoe should cot have done, but
this particular piece of evidocce dees look
as thougb it was arracged. As I say, that

is one of the dilemmas we face in dealicg
with these matters, and that is one of the
reasons I feel parliarnent is cet the proper

body te deal with these cases. I believe this
is a case that should have been deait with
by a court.

[Mr. Speaker.]

Mr. Caldwell: As I said the other even-
ing, for a number of years in cemmon with
a goed many members of this bouse, I arn
sure, I have simply refused te spend my
tirne reading the evidence in these dozens and
dezens of divorce bills that corne before
us. In spite of the fact that I have been
pretty busy over the past few days, boxvever,
I have changed my preceduro, and fer the
flrst tirno in a good many years have read
the ovidence in sorne of these cases.

As the hon. membor for Winnipeg North
Centre states this is a bull wbicb should ho
carefully considered before it is passed by
this bouse. It is one of these cases in \vhich
invostigators or detectives \vere empleyed,

and \vhere the evidence is given by a couple

cf detectives. In this case the witness was

asked by the clerk of the committee:

Q. What is your naine? A. Clarence Melvin
Simpson.

Q. Wliat is yeur age? A. 61.
Q. Where do you live? A. Fonthili, Ontarie.
Q. What is yeur occupation? A. Invcstigator.

Thon the witncss was asked by M\r. Harvey:

Q. Mr. Simpson, are you the proprieter of Emn-

ployers Agency Inv _ tigators Limited? A. 1 amn, yes.
Q. Yen are no relation te the petitioncr, are you?

A. No.
Q. Or te the respondent? A. .Tust a ceincidence.
Q. Did ycu have occasion te bce crploycd by Mrs.

Simpson te investigate tbe activities cf bier busbacd?
A. I did.

Q. WiII you 1Iode at this photcgraph and state
xvhetber yen have scen that subjeet? A. This is a

photo~graph of a mnac that Mrs. Simpson identified
te mc on August 22, in the lobby cf the LaurentieŽn
hotel as bier busbacd. Mr. Simpson.

By Hon. Mr. Howden:
Q. I presumne you rnean August, 1950? A. Yes,

August, 1950.
By Mr. Harvey:
Q. Did yen have occasion te folloxv this man and

ascertain bis activities subsequent te tbat date?
A. I did.

Q. Will yen tell us wvbat yeur investigation con-

sisted cf and wbat it revealed?

Thon the investigater -\vent on te say that

ho located Mr. Sirnpson's car; that ho followed

the car te a restaurant where Mr. Simnpson
met a wcmac, and that they thon proceeded

te a hoel. I arn net going te name the hetel,

but it is oce of the good hotels in Montreal.

Thon the story is teld of the registration,

and how they xvont up te a roern. The

detoctives put scotch tape on the door and

left it thero for about three heurs. Thoy

went back and knocked on the door, and a

man put bis head eut and asked wbat they

wanted. One of the detectives replied: "Oh,
I had this room a while ago andi I left my ramn-

coat here". Irnrediately the mac tolls tbern

te corne in and look for the rainceat. When

tbey go in, ostecsibly te do se, the witness

described what tbey saw, and on that groucd

thero is an application for divorce.
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