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bave ‘been ‘given. to the' local govern-

.ments. © But divorce. was !granted in this
'wuy -because England "had'- established a-
*. special tribupal- for. this matter, and. Eng-
* land-degired that divorce shinld. be granted
- 'inLower Capada as .well as - in- every"
. other proviuce.of British. North. America.
< Our Lower Canadizn Ministers have simply.
. ylelded to the British influence which ™ has
" . bedu’omnipoteut in the Convention. (Hear,.

bear.) . They say, ¢ It'is very true that the

« Latholic religiou prohibits: divorce, but vote.
o in'favor of its-estublishment; for if you do’

not, the Rouye party. will returo-1o power

' -and destroy all. your religious institutions; if"

you give them 1he control of the government’

. of the country.” Well, geiitleinen, upholders
- of religion, ought. you not to use every meuns

to preveni these dreadful Rouges from mak:

"iug bse of the law; which you yourselves ure

about to establish, which will enable them to-

-obtiin divorce whenever “they please,.and’

thus to iusult. the dogwmas’ and doctrices of

"+ - the Catholic Church " The Hon. Sol. Gen.

~East' (Hon. Mt 'LANGEVIN) gave.us, the

dther night; what he preténded were satis-

‘fietory ‘explupations—satisfactory’ to ' him,
" perhaps=on-the law of divorce. Well, Mr.

SeraKE %, 'let 'us examine these wonderful.

. -explavations.  That 'hon. gentleman old us.
. that it vas ‘simply a’law authorizing the de.
C'claration that.u. warringe contracted in  aiy
+.of the confederated provinces;in accordiuoe

with the luws ‘of the province in which it

" was. coutracted, skould be deemed to be valid

in } ower Cavada iu case the husbund and:

. wile came to resideé there.  'Well, I ask yuu,
L MroSrEakeR, it there was'any necessity lor

wiaking this provision in the new Uoustitu-’
tive? Woald wot o inarriage, ‘under the

- present Constitutivn, contructed under the:

circumstances referred toby.the Hon, Solicitor

'General for Lower Canada, bo as valid as it
~ would beund.r the Confederation? Certainly
it would!  Then what do-the Government
U wean?

I am well aware’ that the Catholio,
members {rom Lowir Canada will wot admiticy
‘and | know that they refused .o believe me

“when. i made the sssertion,'but-I do wor

besitate . to" repeat’ it bere,. thai it-is the
imention of the Couvention to legalizg eivil
wrriages,  The Lower Cavadian scetion of
the Migistry has got veotured. to admit it,
because they. well knew' that they would
draw down upes themsélves the disapproba-

- tion of the clergy of the country, and of all.
their tellow-couutrymen, . ‘It the power con.
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‘tions given by the Hon. Solicitor General

utterly valueless, and cannot'be accepted by

‘authorizes--divorce now, it was quite unne-
cessary to' make's -new law on the subject,
and'to make it an’article-of the new Copsti-
‘tution’ . The Government takes every means

the Conference on' this important: point” of -

‘Ode'of the reasons—and the only one which
‘Fhave been-able to.diseover—for wlich the

that'the. Protestands of Lower Cauada would-

"proposed by our Ministers. . I amwell aware
that. there.ate certain. Protestant denomina--
tivns whose doctrings forbid divoree, bat I..

the ¢oncession is the vne I have just stated.
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Catholic opinion urged thit a question of such’:
‘govdraments, but Jet it be understood that in -
teaving it a3 révards Lower Canada to a 'Protest.;

ant majority, we only maintain the presest. condi-
tuzof that important «questivn. By so referriug

¢auses of coptention and miany. viglent complaints

operates as'a social institution. | . ‘

. ~would ever huve conseated 1o logulize legislation
on the dubject 4f divorce? - " - e

Thd hon’ mewber for .\‘,lunt.tiiurgiwy'x knows
 just-as well as [ do that the ‘Protestants of
“Lower Cauada- would not have liked it, and

to them, “'Oh yes, let as comoede that too ;.
we have.yielded representation 'by popula-

«

thing else théy hke.” -
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for Lower Canada and his colleigues ‘are .~

the scheme, but I am firmly convinced that
their. objeet is perfectly understood, and the.
fature will prove whether or not I am mis-
taken when [ assert that it’is intended to .
‘make. civil marriages' legal'in this country. . .,

‘present Government has .gianted power to -
the Federal Legislature to decree divorce, is. -

never, but for that . provision, have: given. - N
_their support . to the Confederation measure ' ° |

do not hesitate to say'that the ouly reason of .- e

Besides, in’ the pamphlet ‘of the hon. member: :
foutmoreucy, I' find a-very strong:

it to 'the, Federal’ Government, we avoid many

which might .eventually be i:stened to. tha . -
Mother Country, where divorce is lagalized: and -

Who cau ‘say that the Protestunts—who are in_ o
great majority in our present Parlisment, and who'. + .,
+will constitute the two-thirdaof the Goafederation - ¢

that-to obtain their support, it has been said™

:tion, let ua alio give them divorce and auy.
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"'legislatiig ‘on this " questiof, it oughtto " férred on the Federal Legislatare in relation .-
to,"this matter means anything at all, it is - .-
that and. nothing else, and all the: explana.

Yhe Catholié members.. Whysay that divorce .
g Will bep'ermitted ? If . the’\ ex‘i‘ating: la.w, R

in its power to conceal the real intentionsof, : '

social importance should .bé left 'to - the: local. - . e
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