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The Senate divided on the motion which
Was5 rejected by the following vote:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Macdonald (B.C.),
Merner,

M heed, Perley,
elan, Prowse.-8.

NON-CONTENTS :

AbIýtt Hon. Messrs.
AcncInes (N.Westminster),

ad, MeKay,Baland, McKindsey,
Be}llargeon, Macnnes (Burlington),
BoSe , MAurphy,

hg erville, de, ODonohoe,
be fs' Pâquet,

e ois> Pelletier,
ever, Poirier,

plicte Power,
Gird Reesor,

Reid (Cariboo),aythorne, Robitaille,~owlan, Ross,
a baeh, Stevens,

MI eC4' Sullivan,
à Callum, Vidal.-35.onald ,(C.B)

tON. MR. READ-I would suggest to
the lea(ler of the House: would it noL be
getter that this debate should be expungedrony the official report ? It is not very'liQe literature to enter on our records.

ob Ma. ALMON-I have the strongest
eetlonl to anything of the kind. I voted

iîrconscientious motives in favor of this
th, and I think many hon. gentlemen on
to Other side have allowed their feelings

1 iflence then in the vote they gave.
bject to the report being suppressed.

"ON MR. READ (Quinté)-You are thely pure minded gentleman in the House.

tON MR. ALMON-I do not claim any-
ng of the kind, but I am an older man

n nany in this House, and am not so
yo1eced by feelings of sympathy as
woulger men are liable to be; therefore I
thd~ like to have the vote entered and
the report of the debates published.

Be t 1. DICKEY-I presume the hon.
enlemnan from Quinte means the objecti-

e features of it should be expungedl?

to 1 MR. ALMON-We are to answer
hate IIouse of Commons for what we
lae tdone, and, therefore, they have a

O see our debates.

BiJn• MR. DICKEY-The fact is, the
at aoes fnot go down out of this JIouse

• Our vote ends it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I may say
that I have seldom seen in debates of this
kind an instance in which there has been
less objectionable language used, but I
have no objection to have my remarks ex-
punged. I do not, however, think there
is anything in it that would be demoraliz-
ing in its tendency.

loN. MR. ABBOTT-Personally I think
it would be advantageous to the cause of
mor-ality if this kind of' debate were not
published and circulated ; at the same
time I do not know how far the introduc-
tion of a precedent which would give to
the majority of this House the right to
exclude what the minority would say in it,
would be safe. That is the one doubt I
feel about it, that this rule might be ap-
plied to any subject and after a discussion,
where the minority were endeavoring to
vindica te their rights, the majority might
refuse to allow it to go to the public. I
agree with the hon. member fr-om Quinté
that it would be better to expunge this
debate from our report only for estab-
lishing the principle that the views of the
minority might not be presented to the
publie on another occasion.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-The mere
expression of the opinion of the House in
this way is not a sufficient direction to the
Debates Committee. It seems to me that
the proper way is for some hon. member
to make a motion, and have the Speaker
put it from the chair.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I think the House
ia ready to take the suggestion of the
leader, not to expunge the debate.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-Could it not
be done in some way to show that it is
an exceptional case, on account of the sub-
ject of the discussion, and that the expung-
ing of this report is not to be taken as a
precedent for any other question.

HON. MR. DEVER-What has been said
that we need be ashamed of?

HON. MR. ALMON-If the House does
not wish any discussion on divorce cases
to go into the record, let such debates
take place with closed doors: but after the
notes have been taken by the reporters
and members have given their reasons for
voting, it should not be expunged. I am
moreover anxious that this debate should
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