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and simple misdemeanors were capital
offences. Still, it must be remembered that
we owe our legislation to the laws of Eng-
land; and in the mother country, both in
the House of Lords and in the divorce
courts they have beercareful, in dealing
with these cases, to be governed by pre-
cedent. Divorce has been allowed in Eng-
land on the same principle that applies to
separations in the Province of Quebec. I
have been told heretofore that I am
opposed to divorce. So far I am opposed
to it, and T have acted strictly, as I believe
n accordance with principle. I believe
that we should have certain rules to gunide
us—that we should not be g 1g 5

W unt -
selves,. and defy precedents a?u? ot‘ixle
authority of law and of legal principles.

‘We should certainly have .
guide us, some basis on whii%mv?fel :}lﬁ)utl’?i
act in all cases, According t » pr
system you could Lyso o | € to our present
for divoser fro "ing in a Bill asking
t0 income ok A0y cause you please, even
princ.m;lpatlblht,}’ of temper. "There isno
such 1]‘) %’(l)ln Wh.lch. You could throw out
for de(c 'd'l Oon 1ts introduction, no basis
conte tl NG against it, if my hon. friend’s
divorn ion1s right. If we must have these
o .ucg‘ cases in the Senate we must, to
o gsso f1‘ce and equity, exercise the func-
boan a court, to which it should have
then elegated long ago. Let us understand
ﬁxedwe' are to be governed by certain
in ' brinciples, and will not permit laxity
o ,Ez anting divorces, which could not fail
e a.ve 2 most demoralizing effect upon
fhe V(;’O:',ll?triy. Every one is supposed to
vot | s @W &nd to be governed by it,
ye! Weé come here and say that
e P‘ex_el cise  the paramount power
of Parliament, that™ we are superior
to the laW,. t}mt we are legislators, and
at.our opinions, our wisdom and dis-
cretion are paramount. 1 say our power
should be exercised on known and intel-
ligent principles. If people can come here
under the impression that they can rely
upon their influence with members of
arliament, bound by mno principles or
Precedents, to get a divorce, it will lead to
a great deal of laxity, and we will be
Inundated with petitions. If we must
deal with divorce here I shall endeavor
to do my duty, as I have always done, in
the state of life to which God has called
me. I know my infirmities—perhaps not
all of them—I cannot see myself as others

see me, but whatever I undertake to do
I try to do to the best of my ability. I
have no objection to acting on the divorce
committee, conscious, as I am, I have
self-esteem enough to believe that the
interests of morality and of society and
the rights of all parties will not be injured
by having me on the committee.

How. Mr. ABBOTT—I am glad to hear
the conclusion of my hon. friend’s speech,
because I was beginning to fear that he
was opposing the motion I had made to
place him on the committee. It flatters
me, also, I would like 1o say to the House,
to find that the hon. gentleman remem-
bersgo well all the doctrines which hesays
I advocated last Session on the subject of
divorce. 'Though I am noton thiscommit-
tee, I do not think that has much to do
with the question, but since, from the con-
clusion of my hon. friend’s speech, it
appears that he is willing to act on the
committee, of course I am glad to see
that he aggrees with the nomination I
have made, although he may not have
agreed altogether with the basis on which
the selections are made. I am happy to
gsee him on the committee, and the com-
mittee, I think, may be pleased to hear
from my hon. friend such a distinct enun-
ciation of the course he intends to pursue
in dealing with the subject of divorce. It
is a good thing to know beforehand what
may be expected, and my hon. friend has
given us a very good exposition of his
views on divorce. As to the idea of pro-
vineialism in the formation of the com-
mittee, the principle adopted was not
intended to be irrefragable, and to apply,
under all circumstances, whatever might
be the merits of the parties. This subject
of divorce may be brought up in respect
of aresident of any one Province of the
Dominion ; and, other things being equal,
it appeared to me a fair and reasonable
proposition that the committee should be
framed so as to represent all the Pro-
vinees. 1laid down no principle about it;
I advocated no provincialism ; I recognized
the general principle that, so far as prac-
ticable, all the Provinces of the Dominion
should be represented on every committee,

rovided always, of course, the hon. mem-

rs are suitable for the purpose, which I
fancy every hon. member of the House is
for any committee. That being admitted,



