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privilege of divorce entirely, than to con- mote divorce by renderîng the thiug easier,
tinue proceedings as they have been con- but the law assumes, wben it puats upon the
tinued and are continued at the present statute-book a cause for divorce, that it is a
timo. It would be better to aboiish them ai- preper thing to apply fordivorce under the
together or te have a properiy constituted provisions of the iaw. It assumes that
divorce court te take cegnizance of cases of whbere a party is sinned against te the ex-
this kind. 1 assign briefly, for I shali net tent that hie is entitled te apply for a legal
detain the House at any great Ienigth on1 remedy lie sbould have his remedy. if
this question, the reasons te be urged against the iaw contempiates that the aggrieved
the present procedure. The first of ail is party sbould have a remedy, thon it is the
undue pubiicity, a degree of publicity that lieiglit of injustice te make the securing 0f
is net beneficial te public mnorals, a de- that remedy, se difficuit, so incoavenient,
gree of publicity that is net dignified or and se excessive la cest as te nieutralize the
desirable. I assign, la tbe second place as effect 0f-the law. And se, we have under this

reasen fer a change in the tod b f "Oh- proposed arrangement ef a divorce court the
tainiag divorce, the great inconvenileace la- minimum of cost, the minlimum of incenvl\eul-
flicted uapon the parties wbo appeal te this ience, and an administration ef the lawý that
House for the remedy which ougbt to bo is speedy, impartial and te a certain de-
piaced witbin their reach la the easiest and grecoinexpeasive. In addition te thils wt'
most expeditieus manner. I assigu as weuild aveid indefeasible deinys. Hero wve
another reason the prohibitive cost. As theý have a parliament meeting once a year.
law now stands the rich man may take is Perhaps an attempt may be made to la-
proceedings bore and get bis redress, but the stitute divorce proceediags and the case will
poor mian is absoiuteiy barred ent frem go ever for anether year. The deicys are
making an appeal for wbat hoe deemis te 1)0 intolorable, the expenses prohibitive, wvbi1e
and what the iaw says Is an act of justice. with a divorce court these cases ceuld be
Another roason I assign fer a change la the tried promptly, tried according te tbe usages
procedure is the liabihity to a miscarriage of of iaw and erder, and tried anid decided la
justice biere as bas heen the case aud as accordance with the evideace. Now, if
is hiable te be the case. As we ail knoçv divorces are to bo gîven at ail, there sbouid
tlie resuit dopends upon the condition of the bo some dogree of selemnity, some degree
Ileuse. Those wbo belleve that divorces are ef attention to appearances la the proceed-
permissible under certain circumstances ings nif in the grantîng ef divorce. DO
may ho in the mnjority at one time wbile we bave tbat bore ? Are thoro net ottea
tbe eloeaets epposed te divorce under any scouies of levity. are thore Bet eftea n
nircumlstances may biave a mnajority at c1ignified and unommendable features il
another timo and thuls tbo case mis- parliamoat la cennection with those proceed-
carries and the Piii is lest. Wbatever ings, foatures that would 1)0 disgraceful te
m:xy be the 'ircuinstauces, whatover a law court if it w-as called uapon te give a
may ho the ovidence, wbatever may bo decision upon a case of sucli momenteus con-
tbe rea sons that exist for putting that Bill sequence as that 0f divorce. We would invest
through if it se happons that there is a the trial, in case we ostahiisb a divorce court
certain elemont la the bouse in the and the deliverance of that court, with net
ascoadancy for tbe time beiag tbe Bill wili only the supposition that thero was justice
he lest. That element of uncertainty exists donc, but with tbe unquostionabie fact that
te, such an extent that justice may often mis- the decision would hoe in accordance with
carry. Anether reason 1 assiga is tbat per- justice. WXNe would invest thesc preceed-
sonal intorest may and often does affect the ings with dignity, we wouild have tbem con-
resuit of the trial ef these cases la the par- 1ducled impartialiy in cenformity with the
liament ef Canada. Those are some of iaw and with the evidence of the case and
the reaso-ns for providig for a change l we weid remove a stain from our judiciai
the mode of procedure in rofereace te Ille' proceedings that inow exists tbrough the
granting of divorces. operation of our divorce ia-ws the grant-

The reasons that 1 would urge la faveur ing of divorce by this flouse cf Commens.
of a divorce court are that the proceod- It is surprising. Sir, that thirty-fivc yeqrs,
ings l)efore such a court are strictly aftor confederation. this crude, objection-
judiciai ; no other elements will enter able. expensive, cumbersomne. ineffectuai
into the case, ne uncertalnty, or doubt, svstem should ho allowed te continue. It is
or political influence being exerted by the t*me that this state of tbings was brougbt
element that is oppesed te divorce uinder te an end. It is timne that we liad con-
any circumstances whatover. The proceed- fornity i n this respect to the uisages of
Ings wili ho strictiy judicial and the case ollber einllibteiied states. It is time that w
vrili ho docided iupon the evideace and under lqid a1 court estabslhe charzed )vitb tic'
the law. Anether reason is that there wiil duty of dcaiing with these cases in accord-
bo an impartial administration of the ,Iaw. auewith the p)rovisions cf law and in
Anetiier reason is that it wiii minimize ti-M accordiance w-ith the tostlimony placed bc-
cost <uand iuuconvenienco, net that 1 would fore that court undolr which its dpeisions
admit. Sir, that it is a desirabie thing to pro- wollid 1)0 given and w-hicb wouid h ocf a
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