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and pracliekaliy ail of whiose finie is taken up with the Nyork of
the Coniinifttc. Divorees couhi be tried by a single Judge, ais.
qsied in morne cases by a jury. Iu Ontario a Suprerne Court

Jude reeiv-es $9000 ai yvar. Morcover, these Senaf ors tire ment
tii Ottawa prcsnmbly Io deail with mnatters afteeting the
country as ai wholc----not fthe troubles of iiîdividuals. Thoir busi-
ness shouid bc affairs of ýtate. The above figures do not takc i-
Io account the cost of having the bill before each Hous,. 3 times,
N'ith the Menubers of Pariianient caeh drawing $4000 a session
and ahvays pressed for firne.

In the nexf place there iq f rom the decisioii of Parliainent no.
appeal. Truc axiiollher pefifion supported by frcsh evidence inay
be prescîîted af a subsequent session; but on a finding on a ques-
tion (if Iawv or faet, there i8 no appeal. The advantages of a sys-
fein of appealin ljudieial inaffers is foo widely recognised in
prnefioo fo warrant furtiier discu.,ksun itere.

Tîn( chirnian of the Scnioe Connittec on Divorce is always
a iawyer; u.sualiy 3 or 4 of the other mienbers are lawvyers, an-
ofhe' :3 or 4 are dociors; and flic reainitier arc anyfhing.
Cauld n 1h01\lv ss suif cd for flic trial of sucli actions be iaxaiginced,

n'eealya tue eîîpabilify Inid eertainly the training of tue
elîaiîain fo acft in flie advisorv eapieity of a Judge niay oftcn
bo questioîed? Th 'bi ody eau îiof bc likeîîed f0 a jury, nlov
will it be so regarded l>y 111a11Y applicaints or respoiffdents. the
Sciîators are not flic peors of nîany oif flhc parties wvho corne before
thei. The pîooî' inua w1i goes bcforec a Courtf and asks for a jury
feels that lie will have flic opinion of îîicn inuch in his own station
* 1ilfeý if lie (lues îiot ask for a jury\. lie relies on the legal train-
ing of fixe .Judge. On flic occaision of flic beoxd reading of the. bilt
infroduced by- Mr. Nick-le (Kingst on) in 1920, providing for
the establishrnnt of Divorce Couris, Mr. Steel, fixe Chairmnan
of the Private Bis (oininittee said.."...... The groatest evil
is thaf under flic piesent systcmi divorces ean be obtained and
are being obfaiîned on evidenc whicli. ould nof lie eeptcl
divorces grantcd during the present year whieli no Judge or-
iawvcr cntx'ustcd with flic examnination of wvitniesses would have
been disposed to grant for one maonient.'' The Divorce Comnittee
appaireutiy recognises the iccssity of making their proeeedings
resemble those before a Courf of law-e..g., their examination of
wifnesses and insistence on proof of points of law-then surely
the niai lers should be disposed of by a competent Court of law,
instead of by a inere make-believe Court.
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