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twolvo hours-less one for dejeurîer-î
from extra calle. Tbeir work is flot ex
laborious, but it is wholly under groun
heat, cold, wet, and offensive odors.
mien are. mostly ail niarried. Tboy,
body, are agile and siender. Sorne are
56 yoars of age. Unliko the gravedig
they are not state functionaries, sa nol
titled to any pension on reaching a lin
aws. A gravedigger ýmust retire at 65
bas about one franc a day pension.
oddest circunistanco about these class<
labourere, and also of the nigbt soi]m
thoir exemption frotn ail disease.
Municipal Council is puzzled what t
with the city sewage, as no suburb
have it. Ultimately it must bo run
the sea. If so, scientists say it wouid
source of food to fatton turbots, soles
plaice.

A concierge, with a family of five y
children, was dszed hy one of ber loè
making 78 fr. at a race course, af ter pu,
dowu 5 fr. She had just received the
ants' quarter rents, 1,700 fr. She woî
the race course, put the monoy downi
borse "certain to win," and lost.
reacbing ber lodgo, the landlord was aN
ing ber, to receive bis rents. IlTablea
as the Frencb îay.

CORRESPONDENoe.

DILLON DIVORCE CASE.

(Letter 2.)
To the Editor of The Week:

Sir,-Since rny first letter te yeu on
subject, I have read (what I could net bei
the full officiai repert cf the Senate debat
the case. They cover a undred and onel
of Hansard. They giow threugheut wi
ferveur scarcely te ho leoked for frorn au
source, evincing in our IIUpper Houe,
force of sentiment and expression truly
înatic. On this head, however, I forbear.
further comment at present, and shahi coi
mysoîf te the sbrictly legal aspects cf the
as developed iii the arguments on both s

The main facts cf the case have beer
ready statod. The incidents frein wbich
ontroversy arose appear in the minute

procedure cf the conmittele in the case
EXTIIACT.

(On opening p)recedure, irnnediateiyî
filing of " Marriage Certificate," Il Ex]
No. 1. ")

" The foliowing question being put te,
witness hy the Hlonorable Mr. Kaulbach :

Q. 'Are you an Irish Roman Cathol
wvas objected te hy the Henorable Mr. Loug
who rnoved the question ho struck ou
the evidence as irrelevant te the issues.

The coînmittee divided thereen
YEAs. -Honorable Messrs. iFergu

Gowan, Mclnnes (B.C.), McKay, Lough
Read (Quinte),-(6).

NÀYs.-The Honorable Mr. Kaulbauc

Se it was reolved according]y.
The foliewing qluestiens were successi

put by the Hoenerable Mr. Kaulbach:
Q. "Were yeu married according te

rites of the religious denemination te w
Your wifo beionged V'

Q. ' Or according te the rites cf
church te which you and your wife stili
long ?'

Q. 'Have yen the sarne religieus faith
yen had thon ?'

Q. 'Do Yeu helieve in the validity
divorce, a vinculo granted by this Parliamoî

And being severally objected te by
othor members cf the comrnitteo, on
ground that the questions are irrelevant te
issue, it was in each case and upon the si
division as ahove,

Resolved, That the said questions shahl
appear in evidence.

llpart The foliowing question having been put by
actly the Honorable Mr. Kauibach :
d, in Q. 'Have yeu beon faithfui teyour marriage
The vows, as far as aduitery is concernied, up te

the tirne you instituted proceedinga for this
as a divorce ? '
over The question ('' însftutr," as appears in ro-
gers, port of debate) was objected te by the Hon.

o n- Mr. McKay.e
riited The follewing answer (thereon) was made
and by, the witneas :
The A. Il decline te answer on the advice of

scfcounsel9of Hon. Mr. Lougheed moved that the ques-
mfl io tien and answer do net appear in the evidenco.
The The committee divided thereon

o do YuAs.-Hon. Messrs. Ferguson, Gowan,
will Lougheed, MeInnes (B.C.), McKay, Read
into (Quinte). -(6).

bo a NAYS.-The Hon. Mr. Kaulbach.-1)
and Se. it ivas resoived accordingly.

The foliowing "uestions by the Hon. Mr.
Kaulbach and the answers thereto by the

01111g witness:
Igers Q. ' Up te the tiîne you went te Paris,
Lting had you during your married life criminai
ton- conversation with anybody eise '

it te A. 'Most certaiuly not.'Q. 'Up te the time you were separated ?'Dul a A. 'During the whoie tirniocf îny married
On life up te the timo 1 separated frorn ry wife in

v'ait- Paris.'
U " It was resolved, on the sarne division as

before, that the said questions and answers
z. shall net appear in the evideuco.

Counsel for the Petîtioner enter a ferma]
objection on the Potitioner's behaîf te aIl the
ahove questions put te, the Petitioner by the
Hon. Mr Kaulbach, aîîd te the receptien cf
any evidence cf the nature thereby sought te
ho obtained."I

On the foilowing day, according te adiourn-
mont and notice, the comînittee mot, and, on

this the saine division, (6 te 1) reported in favor cf
ýore) the Bill, with the followiug "'statoînent cf
es on opinion" Ily the chairînan, (Hlon. Senator
)ages Gowan), entered, by reselutien, on the Min-
th a utes thus:
ch a EXTRACT.
a0 a "This Bill has been referred te us hy the
dira- Sonate, and, I take it, the comrnittee bas
from the power delegated hy the Heuse, undor its
rîfino Orders and Ruies, and none other. For what~case is not comprehiended in the reference, leave te
ides, report must ho bad. What are our duties on
i ai- tlie reforence is prescribed by Rule 112. They
the ar:

af ' 1. To inquire inte the allegations set fort/t
in the preamble of the Bill, and take evidence
touching the samor, sud the right of the

tfter Petitioer te the relief prayed therein. [The
libit italies are as given in the report.]

2. Af ber the hearing and inquiry tbey are
te report te the Sonate, accornpanying their

the report by the testimony cf the witnesses ex-
amîned and aIl papers and instruments hefore

ic thern.'
lIeed ' Rule 115 provides : If adultery ho proved
it cf thepctrtyfrem whom the divorce is soqht may,

nevertheless. be admitted te prove cendenation,
collusion, cennivance, or aduitory on the part

son, of the Petitioner.'
cecd, 'Any cf those the Respoudent rnay offer

evidence upon, whicb the cernritbee ivouid ho
h.- hound te receive sud censider. The latter

part cf the rule declaros exprossly that condo-
nation, collusion, or connivance is always a

vel def once, and as respects these imposes a duty
te on the comnîittee of inquiring into thern.'
te ' The niatter of aduhtery on the part cf the

bich Petitioner is net se provided for, sud is ieft te
ho provided for as a ceunter -charge. I think

the it wcuid ho usurpation cf authority for a cein-
ho- rnittee te inquire into mattors net cornmitted te

them, sud we should, moreover, heoeccupyiug a
that sornewhat anornaious position in undertaking

the double function cf accusers sud at the
of a saine time judges. I can quite ses that sus-
rit ?' picieus circumst ances inight present thernselves
the iu any case, which wouid demand s searching
the inquiry in the interost of morals ;and this
the contiugoncy ils providod for hy the Rules. A

9,mo report cf the cornrittoo with their reasons for
desiring intervention hy the Minister cf Jus-

net tice rnight ho mrade. Shouid the Sonate adcpt
such a report, and the Minister cf Justice heocf
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opinion that the public intereste 5lf i. fo l ' ü
intervention, then a f urther inqUirY WO
low. Such a proceeding would be aaoo
to the practice in Englanci of interventof mU
divorce cases by the (Qucen'ls Proctor; but
this case does îîot sugest such a course.
think, therefore, the cômmittce rules rightîY
in declining to pursue a question not sub
rnitted properly to them, and not advafle8d &S
a counter charge or growing out of the 8v'
denco before thern.'aml

They had t{o deterniine if the preain
bo the Bill was proved ;there was flOthflg C
to suggest any condonation,' collusion or 0
vance ;mnoreover, of these, the 8i""
purgeci hiioscilf on oath.

'There ivas a suhoi'dirate questiflfl u'Poo
which 1 did net, at the moment, fuel qutO S
ecar ; whether questions put by a rneo'ubOe
the comrnittee which were ruled out 5 oî
reported te the House. Upon cnnsideraiO,
think they neeci jot. They are on rehcOr,
should the flouse desire to inquire int -
and te pass ini review upon the deci5llOne
their cornmittee. The course, as I utiders an

it, is this :The comrnittee report resultOI'e

discussions, or conduct, or languagO aO the
bers. As regards certain questions ttee,
Petitioner by a meruber of the Coin .
toucbing the religious belief of the 'iol
and bis opinion of the vaid ity of t -i5heY
ary divorce, I regret they were put 'tle
-are miatters which concern the Pt
alone. frrelief

"Ho cornes as a citizen, praying fo whiCh
under a provision in the constitutionî 0
enables it to be granted by the Pari5iglCle
bis country, and a man's creod, whatever
may ho, should net close the doors to hiiii for

lawful redress. n
"The general rule, ne doubt, is,thdb

report of a cornînittee can ho accompadi Io
any staternent or pretest of a rnainoritY rt1
divorce cases it is otherwi'se-the 0 011
may bring in a report stating the grou~nd5 .1.

whicli they dissent frem the report of the Co
mittee, se that course ils opoen toe fl b
who ehject te eur report in favou
Bill,' Il .

" Resolved te report, r 0 0 0onimendi11
the Bill be passed witheut any amnendnen by

On the fifteenth of May, on Motion
lien. Senater Gowan (Chairman of thofthe
mittee) the report was breught befor e f
flouse.

What the minority report (if such,in forOf

otherwise tbere was) dees net appear eitherof)

the printed minutes of precedure or repor
debate; but in the epening speech in obj.tor
in the Heuse on the part of H111 on. SO
Kaulbach, we have this in Hansard (Page
cf debates ef l5th May) :t~~t

11'1 wish te submit severai propositos' 0
the flouse. Tbey are as follows : * t

grant this applicatien for diverce ýVUdld
be in the public interest saliespo 10

lex. sl
" 2. It would net tend te the pele S c

erder and good governinent ef Canada W ib

in this matter ef marriage and divorce of
ecuieywithin the legîiativo au thortY ae

the Parliament ef Canada, as previdOd by~r
9lst section of the British Nerth An'eiC
Act.bi

Il3. Potitiener hiaving separated r'te
wife without lawful cause is net now Ot
te divorce."

"4. Petitiener having since thon crmt

ted adultory is net entitled te divor. te 1

5. Petitiener baving centribteto tle
wife's adultery by desertien is net entitl
divorce."I ho

"HoN, MR. MCCALLu--D005 the lI
gentleman give that as a netice of mnOtiollî

HON. XR. KAULBAC1-No, I ai"
sttn teepropositions, and 1 hope, k 1

1 arn dene te establish thern ail. Ith"' d.
have already established the first asud er
I contend that in the Province ef QuObec'w her
three-fourths of the people belong te els
Church of Rorne and respect their sacred
tiens and obligations, we should t.»o 00
endeavour te do violence te tho console
that great body of Christians, who by r
and oxample inoulcate pure artd virtuois î
and te break dowu the obligations


