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wife is fotund guilty of adultery a decree of
separation is a inatter cf right, but that if
it is the hu:sband who is guilty cf adultery
it is a mnatter of right only if he has kept bis
rnîstresz iu the common domicile. Thougb
that iva bave boen lcoked upon as a proper
ride in davs gene by. I think the feeling of
the public now is that in this mattor there
should ho equality of treatment fer botb
sexes. If it becamo known that parliarnent
was going te refuse te doal withi applications
fer divere unless there was from the courts
a dee cf separatien, founded upon adultery,
I think the legislature wculd ho apt te amend
its law te make that kind cf decree availabie
te the wife as well as te the busband, if
aduiltory worc established.

Mr. KNOWLES4: This idea appeals te me
as having menit, in the sense that it gets rid
of the farce we have here, and aise in the sense
that it ties in witb their provincial laws and
thus keeps the people of Quebec in the picture.
Since that is the case, has any consideration
been given te a procedure te bring about that
rosult? Does it require an act of parliament,
or a pronouncement by the goverement, or
wbat?

Mr. ST. LAURENT: I have made the sug-
gestion, and I hope it is sinder consideration.
I liax e offered the suggestion te miembers cf
both hbouses of parliament interested in the
question, and I hav e been told that tbey wele
geîng te gîx o i t consideratien, that it wvas a
sugges;tion which did seem te have sorne menit.
I have aise made the sug-gestion te confreres
of mine of the bar cf mv province that if
soiuething like that wero clone prebably it
would ho nocossary fer the Quebec leg-isiatur-e
te anmend the code and put beth sexes on the
ýwne footing in that regard. I haveo found ne
elle te frown iapon the suggestion, but se far
it is stili ijeder consideration. I must say I
arn net promoting anytbing that will facilitate
divorce: it did net appear te me that making
suggestions cf that kind would ho premo ting
anything that would facilitate divorces. The
courts cf Quebec would thon bave the res-
ponsibility cf securing, for these separations.
proper evidenco, genuine evidenco, evidence cf
real grounds, and net evidence of tbings pre-
pared for the purpose cf getting the resuit.

Mr. SMITH (Calgary West) : 1 rather likze
the minister's idea. 1 tbink it is the first sug-
gestion we have beard in this confection that
bas real menit.

Mr. ST. LAURENT: The legîislature of
Quebec bas provided that the attorney general
may intervene in any case for a iudgment cf
nullity of marriage, becaiise thero bad heen
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quite a largo number of marriages declared
nuli by courts cf justice in Quehec, and public
opinion bad becorne disturbed. Se the Quebec
legisiature provided that the attorney generai
might intervene in aIl such cases, and I under-
stand that since this provision was made he
bas been instructing counsel se te intervene.

Mr. SMITH (Calgary West) : Similar te a
king's proctor, you mean?

Mr. ST. LAURENT: In the roIe cf a
kingý's prector. The same tbing could ho done.
and would be the responsibility cf the Quebec
authorities, witb respect te tbese decrees cf
soparation, wbicb would become an essential
requirernent for gotting a speciai act of divorce
from the dominion parliament. Se tbere the
Quebec authorities could assume and discbarge
their responsibility cf seeing tbat ne decrees
cf soparatien were granted on trivial grounds
or trumpod up grounds.

Mr. KNOWLES: Mattors relating te chul-
dron, if tbat procedure were adopted, would
stili go back te the province?

Mr. ST. LAURENT: If that procedure were
adopted matters relating te property, te
families. te the cane cf cbilen, te alimony and
se on ail would bave been disposed cf in the
decree cf separatien. I believe that witb
proper care taken te sec tbat only genuine
cases were dealt witb by the courts it xveuld
afford relief te parliament, and prohably dim-
rnisb the number cf applications whicb comne
bofore parliament .And even those wbicb
corne hefore parliament could thon ho dealt
witb on dccumentary evidence, witbout the
requirement cf a special investigating cern-
mittee te bear oral testimony.

Mr. SMITHI (Calgary West): Thry wouîd
net ho bothered witb finding facts nt ail. Tbey
w euid tako thcm rigbht from the decreo.

_Nf. ST. LAURIENT: Thev would take the
facts from the judicial findiegs in the decree,
ani then do whatcs or would appear te parlia-
ment te ho the right thing te de.

Mr. KNOWVLFS: The minister says that bis
proposal does net deai with some broad con-
siderations connected with divorce; but 1
think it is one cf the rnest commendablo
suggestions yet mado perbaps even botter
ibmn my esvo for gettiice rid cf the preFeot
situation. 1 for eue hope it will ho actively
considereil.

Mr. ST. LAUJRENT: It ai-ose eut cf my
first suggestion that parliaient ccuid get rid
cf soine of its troubles bhy refusing te deai
w itlî applications for divorces. I appreciate
somo satid thiat w ould net ho discharging the


