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Procedure Respecting Divorce

court, and that is the end of the matter as
far as Roman Catholies are concerned. The
course gentrally followed in Quebec, and I
presurne in rnany other countries-it was fol-
lowed in England for generations--was that
parties who did not agree between themselves
would apply ta the court for separation as to
bed and board. A finding is always made
for alimony to the wife and for the main-
tenance and care of the children. Nothing
of that kind is doue by the federal parlia-
ment, and that is aur strongest objection
against divorce. It is unnatural and immoral
and, with no disrespect ta the opinions of
those who believe otherwise, it is contrary
to what I would call the well being of the
state, because it saps the very foundation of
home life. With that gaing on, what will
become of the state in a very short time?
The other day I cited some figures sbowing
that in the United States in a period of fifty
years prior to 1925, 6,500,000 people, inckid-
ing the eidren, had been affected by di-
vorce. If we continue this state of affairs,
whore shall we find ourselves late, on?

1 shall not deal particularly with the case
under discussion, but the hon. member for
Labelle bas disclosed a most extraordinary
condition of affairs. He has pointed out that
evidence was aduduced by a minor, a young
girl of fifteen years of age, who was tbe chief
witness in the case and who was called upon
ta testify against her father. If that is the
procedure whicb the people of this country
wish to upbold in the parliament of Canada,
I have neyer seen anything like it, although
I have sat in this bouse for thirty-twa ses-
sions. Sucb a procedure is contrary ta public
polity and ta the intereat of the state.

As I said a moment ago, we do not want
and we have neyer asked for divorce in Que-
bec. It is imposed upon us, and tbe unfor-
tunate people in the present case, if they
secure their divorce and wish ta remarry,
must leave tbe Catholie churcb; tbey cannot
remain within its fold because they will be
debarred from remarriage. For ail tbese rea-
sons I am glad that tbe opportunity bas been
offered me once more ta direct the seriaus
attention of the members of parliament ta the
remedy which must be applied ta put an end
ta the most extraordinary state of affairs that
exists; at present with regard ta divorce, and
I hope the legal minds of tbe house will find
a solution when next session cornes round.

Mr. EVANS: Certain views wbich have
been expressed tbis afternoon regarding the
case bef are us make one wonder wbat a
federation, or a confederation, as we caîl it,
consists of; and a feature of tbe inconsiatency

of aur position as a parliarnent bas been well
brought out by the bon. member for Labelle.
We bave bef are us a case of a warnan belong-
ing ta the Catbolic cburch and yet no Roman
Catholie in the bouse will sponsor the bill.
The inconsistency lies in this parliament in-
sisting on granting divorces for certain prov-
inces wbile some provinces deny the right of
parliament ta grant divorces ta tbose wha
belang ta particular cburches, ta interfere, as
I believe the bon. member aaid, with tbe civil
and religious rigbts and social status, chiefly
of the cbildren. It was nat made very clear
by the bon. member whether he intended that
those civil and religiaus rights of Quebec
s-hould extend ta the other provinces of
Canada.

Mr. BOURASSA: No.

Mr. EVANS: His actions are not consistent
with bis words, then, because not long aga
I remember quite well bis declaring in the
bouse in an impa.ssioned speech that the
western provinces bad no right ta their own
natural resources without the rights of the
minarities in those provinces beîng saf e-
guarded in connection with the separate
sehools. I arn wondering how, under 8uch
circumstances, parliament can be a parlia-
ment for the whole of Canada. There does
not seem ta be any consistency in such a
situation. But it all amounts ta this: Is it
not time now for parliament to enact a law
that will give the right to Ontario ta deal
with its divorce cases? As the bon. meinber
for Winnipeg North Centre pointed out the
other day, it is quite within the competence
of tbe gavernment at this session of parlia-
ment ta intraduce a bill ta provide for that.
Why nat do so here and now before parlia-
ment prorogues and end all this incon-
sistency and confusion?

Mr. BOURASSA: I arn sure my hon.
friend fîom Bosetown does not want ta be
unfair, and 1 want ta be absolutely fair ta
bim. May I say this just as a matter of
persanal explanation, altbough I tbink it is
quite out of arder. I neyer suggested in any
way, shape or form tbat any piece of legi-
lation should be enacted by parliaanent on
any question wbatever-I arn generalizing it
-because of the rights of certain rninorities.
Wbat I bave stated and what I repeat is
tbat parliament, baving pledged itself in writ-
ming and in law ta certain things, cannot unda
those th-ings without redeeming its pledges ta
whatever parties are eoncerned, whether they
are majorities or minorities. That is ail there
is ta the question of the return of the natural
resources.


