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be reported in fuIl, for I am convinced that
when the public read the arguments ad-
vanced in this case, and see the vot,> that
was given, thev will agree with the hon.
member from Amherst that the Senate i,,
not the proper tribunal to try divorce
cases. I have not said much on this case,
because what I intended to say was said
in very much better terms than I could do
it by the hon. gentleman fron Calgary.

HoN. MR. REESOR-I am not so sure,
but if we refused to publish the debate in
the ordinary way, it would give rise to a
feeling to have it published outside in a
worse way than it will appear in our re-
ports.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I agree
with the leader of the Governîment that it
would be establishing a dangerous pre-
cedent, and if any hon. gentleman, during
the discussion, has made use of language
that should not appear, it can be toned
down. I think that the House will have no
objection to thai ; at the same time, instead
of this discussion having a tendency to de-
moralize the public, I believe it will have
a deterent effect on people coming here
on such flimsy pretexts for divorce.

HON. MR. DEVER-I think it would
be very inconsistent with our action of a
few days ago, when the House decided
that nothing should be suppressed in the
debates, if we should now turn round and
ignore the decision we then arrived at.
We all favor a full report of the proceed-
ings of this House, and I contend that
there was nothing said in this debate that
should not have a beneficial effect on the
public, for it will show the country that
people must not come here with bolstered
up cases, and expect to carry a divorce
bill through this House.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT.

BILL WITHDRAWN.

The order of the day being called for
second reading of Bill (A A) "An Act to
amend the Canada Temperance Act."

HON. MR. DICKEY said :-A word of
explanation is necessary from me for
putting this order on the paper, and for
the course that I propose to adopt. It
is a bill intended to remedy a defect of

the revisers in the consolidation of the
Canada Temperance Acts some four years
ago. It was thought necessary to get ai
amendment this session, and the Bill foI
that purpose haviiig been introduced in
another place and having been delaVed
some two months, in consequence ofthe
pressure of other busiiess, the proimoter
finding that he had only one day more,
that is to say yesterday, got the assent of
the Hlouse to reintroduce it here ; but for-
tunately there was a slide of bills in the
other House and a clearance of the order
paper which gives us assurance of an earlY
prorogation. Therefore, this bill receiv0
the assent of the other House, and I move
that the order of the day be discharged.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-I do not think MY
hon. friend is quite correct in saying that
the revisers·had made a mistake. I do not
think the revisers made any mistake, but
a judge, in my hon. friend's Province,
thought they had. it amounted to this:
They repealed a law which had served its
purpose and which was no longer neces-
sary and struck it out of the Statute BoOks,
and the judge down there came to the
conclusion that an Act which had been
brought into force by that law had ceased
to have any for-ce because the Act bring-
ing it into force had been repealed. So, I
am inclined to think it was rather a mis-
take of the judge than of the revisers.
But my hon. friend was quite right, whenl
there was a doubt, to bring in the bill,and
I should have been glad to give him every
assistance in passing it.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Unfortunately the
friends of temperance, after the judge had
given that decision, thought it was not
wise to leave the matter in that positiol,
and, although 1 was not a supporter of
the Canada Temperance Act, I was quite
willing that the law of the land should be
made plain so that there should be nO
doubt about it, and I think the temper-
ance people were entitled to that amend-
ment in the law, though I hope the deci-
sion of the Supreme Court, if an appeal is
made fron that judgment, will show that
we are correct in the position we take.

SECOND READING.

Bill (125) " An Act respecting the Grand
Trunk Railway of Canada (Mr. Ogilvie).
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