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Motion agreed to and bili read the second
turne.

BERNIcE POMP GATES

Mr. H. W. Winkler <Lisgar) moved the
second reading o! Bill No. 18, for the relief o!
Bernice Pomp Gates, otherwise known as
Bernice Frank Gates.

Mr. R. R. Knight (Saskatoon): I should like
to comment briefly on this bill. I have no
intention o! opposing this particular bill,
because it is one of the five or six bis, the
evidence of whîch I have received. It is an
unfortunate case like ail these unfortunate
cases. I have read the evidence, much
against my inclinations, because I think it is
my duty so to do. Before we pass these bis
I think we should certainly consider the evi-
dence, and we should have an opportunity to
consider the evidence. Somnebody told me
five minutes ago that he had !ound a copy
of the evidence of this particular bill upon
his desk. I suggest to you, sir, that we can-
not carry on a debate on foot-and-mnouth
disease, -and at -the same time be studying
evidence in divorce cases. I think it would
be reasonable for one to get the evidence at
least in the morning, or at least twenty-four
hours before he has to consider the bill itself.

I do not feel so bad about this bill because
it is an uncontested case. No children are
involved. It has to do with a very young
Jewish couple in the city o! Montreal in the
province of Quebec. The only relief o! course
that these people can get is to bring the case
to this house, and that is the way things have
been done.

On the other hand, it is not the way that
things have always been done, because in
those very early divorce cases-I have looked
into the matter-a good deal of time was spent
upon them, and in one case it ran for one or
two years. I suggest, sir, that the people who
arranged this method o! divoroe certainly did
not visualize these things comning in at the rate
of 300, 400 and 500 a session. I think we have
now reached the point where -the task o! our
giving these things earnest consideration in
this bouse is simply impossible. Therefore
we have to make up our minds, in considering
this a.mong other bils, to do one or other o!
two things: Éither to go with the stream, to be
blown along with the wind, to !oflow if you
like, the path o! least resistance, give no con-
sideration to these things whatever and simply
let themn go through, or else we have to
make somne attempt to remiove the considera-
tion o! these matters from. this house.
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Private Bis-Divorce
Mr. Speaker: I think the hon. member is

speaking now about the procedure on ail
divorce bills generally that are brought to
this house. That is not; ini order at this time.

Mr. Knight: Mr. Speaker, 1 shall return to
the consideration of the bil itself and I shall
only detain the bouse a moment. There is
one thing about it that I did want to say,
which I could have said equally about four
of the other five bills of which we have the
evidence, namely, that the investigators ini
this particular case, as in three of the other
cases, or four out of the five, lied ini regard
to themselves and to what they were doing
in order to obtain the evidence. Sir, I arn
not a lawyer. Perhaps lawyers are accus-
tomed to this sort of thing in connection, with
the work they are doing, and see more of this
sort of thing than I do, but to me it is a
shocking thing.

In this particular case, sir, the investigator
who interrupted these people said this, and I
quote from the evidence:

I told hilm we were the housernen. I told hlmn
we had a complaint about room 101.

When I was speaking about a bill the other
night I had the opportunity to say something
of the saine sort of thing. I might repeat that
as a layman I would flot be prepared to
believe a man on his oath whomn I could flot
believe when he did flot take an oath. And
yet I want to point out that it is only on the
oath of the investigator in this particular case
that the divorce will be granted, the oath of
a man who lied when he was flot under oath.
Ilowever, as I said at the beginning, sir, sinoe
I have seen the evidence, since this case was
uncon-tested, and since, if I can believe the
investigator, which I would be boath to do,
adultery was proven by the evidence, I have
no intention of opposing the bill.

Motion agreed to and bill read the second
time.

MARY MILDRED ANTOINETTE CASTONGUAY

SMITHSON

Mr. H. W. Winkler <Lisgar) moved the
second reading of BIU No. 19., for the relief
of Mary Mildred Antoinette Castonguay
Smithson.

Mr. Stanley Knowles (Winnipeg North
Centre): Mr. Speaker, when I was on xny fret
a f ew moments ago, I referred to the fact
that there were oniy a half dozen cases in
connection with which the evidence was
before us. I referred of course to the evidence
actualiy being distributed. Since that time,
indeed within the hast two or three minutes,
while my coileague from Saskatoon was
speaking on the hast bil, someone very kindly
delivered to me copies o! the evidence in
connection with twenty more of these
divorces.


