
Reception of [SENATE] Petitions for I)ivorce.

referred to the committee, and that the my hon. friend has cited. I am asto-
object of the rule was simply to supersede nished that the hon. gentleman should
the necessity of sending the petition, when have referred to these cases. I do not
read, to the Committee on Standing Orders, charge him with intentional misrepresen-
and send it instead to the Committee on tation, but I do charge him with careless-
Divorce, which, I think, was a very good ness in making bis citations. On page 18
change. If my hon. friend will refer to ofthe Journals 1 find that the petîtions in
Rule " F," which precedes the one le these two cases were presented on the 6th
cited, he will see that the intention of the of February, and on page 21 1 find that on
framer of these rules was that the petition the 2Oth of Februnry the> were read and
should be received. Now, the petition received by the Ilouse. The entry is
cannot be received until it is read. Rule IPursuant to the Order of the Day the
"F" says that no petition for divorce following petitions were severally read:"
should be received after the first thirty days and ameng the petitions mentioned are
of each Session. You all know that the two of thse cited by he hon gentleman.
parliamentary meaning of that term is The argument of my lon. friend is not
the reception by the House. Therefore, I only destitute of foundation, but it is
contend that this oule requires that the supported by citations whic are incorrect.
petition should be read and received. 10.M.DCE -st yhn
Otherwise, the rules wuld be a jargon. hes to. ce we pesnte on h 6ho
Any gentleman wbo hao given attentionI fin
te parliamientar-y proceedings will sec at of want of courtesy in flot nientieningr te

tet hie0 my reabson for bringing tis ep, Ifraer o ue that the etitionofthe have simply te say that I could net tind

framer ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ w of those cited by the heiintelon. gentleman. ktevr

should be received as well as presente, the boargentl em hon. rio the ise
but wbat struck me with a great deal of adoly iest itute foti owhm bt ites,
surprise was that my bon. friend c - e urted bth nI otic which e rte.
pletely, though ne doubt unintentinlly, readired atnd rhe ceivredish hi.
msrepresented the procedure of the ousen

unde thse ew ule, a I ilisho, ~and 1 then took the very eai'liest eppou'-Anyo tlest ce caes ho wish i h unity te speak t hm on the subjet. Myoe at ie t a thea t onls e he enly reasen for bringing up te matterSfere on tras that the rad ephea new is that I de net want the luse te
ticly coTheic ho. genleanl canno mhae fali inte an irregular practice. The hon.sead he ounl wit andin hete gentleman lias referred te tw cases inbre t h he enythews in bis which the ule bas net been followed. If

surp e w ascl that meery ho f in com- re w r wocss on u ,an

citations thouhe nouse. These new mules y
were framed by Senahr o uowan, who gave cases the other way, ofceurse the majerity
a great deal e attention te the subject and cf precedents would gvern.
became the first claiman cf tbe Diveesce HoN. MR. MILLER- have nt lad
Commitee. Weal know the logaastute- time te ok at tbe ther cases.
ness and clearness cf that hon, gentle-
man, and the cure and circumspection with HoN. M. DICKEY-Neither have I
which he watched every stage of the hiad time. I made my statement f the
proceedings in these cases from their cases frem what I recllected, and I
initiation under the new mules. I take it believe I bave mentienied the course that
foer granted that Senator Gowan understood was adopted with regard te the tbree
the practice te be pursued under bis mules ether petitiens; but we are ow dealing
as well as any member of this house, and witb tbe question f what the proper
if any itegularity lad eccursed he would course is la such cases, and I leave the
have c hected it at once. Anyne who matter entirely t the use.
knows Senaor Gewan des not require to
be assuned that be woud alow ne depar - HON. MR. MILLER-The intention cf
ture from a strict compliance ith those the ule is simply this: Every on. mem-
aules which le ad himse f framed, and ber knows that petitiens in connechion
which le ooked upon with the fondness with private Bpias are mefered, as a mat-
of a father for a cherished bantling. Take ter cf course, without motion, te the Com-
the Middieton and Bagwell cases, whico mittee on Standing Orders. The intention


