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Hon. Mr. BALLANTYNE: Would the
honourable senator be satisfied if the Senate
referred the Bill back to the commjttee?

Hon. Mr. ROBINSON: Yes.

Hon. Mr. HAIG: No.

Hon. Mr. ROBINSON: The Acting Chair-
man of the Comrnittec Mon. Mr. Aseltine)
is prosent. 1 think lie should reply.

Hon. Mi-. ASELTINE: I con tell the bhon-
ourable leader on this side (Hon. Mr.
Ballantyne) that it would net make the least
bit of difference if that were done. The mem-
bers of the commjttee who voted in favour
of the petition were absoluteiy convinoed in
the motter, and I amn firmily of the opinion
that the bonourable senator frorn Parkdale
(Hon. Mr. Murdock) is ent.irely wrong in the
view ho has taken with regard to the wliole
case. It is regrettable that tbis kind of thing
should arise, and I hope that next session
or sonie time in the icar future Parliament
will pass an Act transferring ail divorce matters
coming from the provinces whose courts have
not divorce jurisdiction to the Exchequcr
Court of Canada or socle other body.

Hou. Mr. MURDOC;K: bear, hear.

Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: The Exchequer
Court i-. a travelling court. That is, it goes
from place to place and ixears cases of
differviit kinds. If. could hold sittings in the
two provines which now have no divorce
jurisdiction, namely Quebcc and Prince
Edward Islond. That would relieve Parlia-
ment entirely of discussions en divorce cases
and w ould Le a more satisfactory way of
dealing with the question, as a whole. More-
cicr, thie expen:ýe to litizants would Le mucli
le-'. It costs a considerable suin of money
te take one of these cases Lefore Parliament,
f0 paoy the fees for a private bill and to
pay counsel and witfness fees, to say nothing
of hringing wifncs-.es froin voii-ous ports of
Q uebec or Prince Edward Islond.

Furfherinorc, Parliairnent hos no j urisdiction
o'.er alimony or custody of children or the
awarding of cosf s, or anything of thaf kind.
Ail such matters could Le dealf with Ly the
Exchequer Court or whatever body is auth-
orized te (leal wvitl the cases. Therefore I
hope a bill to remove divorce cases from
Parlioment will be introduced next session. I
am desirous that this should Le done in the
near future, Lecause on account of the large
numLer of hîosty war-time marriages we shahl
Le swamiped wifhi applications if we are stili
dealing with divorce when the war is over.
Therefore I should be glad if during the
,coming long adjournment honourable ruem-

Hon. Mr. ROBINSON.

bers would kindly consider my suggestion orn(
mniformi the House early next year what f bev
think should Le done.

lon. Mi. MURDOCK: May I ask, the
Ixunourable gentleman a question? This case.
as, we aIl know, was heard on the I7th of
March. Personolly I thougbt it was in the
discard until the 20th of July, when we got
notice of a meeting on the 21sf, under the
Acting Chairmon-

Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: I will net occept
:bny reflections ot ail froin the honourable
ixiember from Parkdale.

lon. Mr. MUIlDOCK: Just a minute. 1
arn asking a question. Did a lowyer in thiý
townl, whio was interesfed in this case, approacli
Yoeu in order te gef a decision on the case?

boit. Mr. ASELTINE: Thaf is ahsolufeh v
false. 1 do net know only howyer iii towx
whîo lias anything to do with this case. The
oîîly person who ilp-ooic-hid me os Acting
('hairmian. in the absence of the Chairmaui
(bon. Mr. Robinson), was Mr. Hinds, th(,
dck of ail the Senate committees, whio sail
t beic ivece twio cases which had net Leen
l('cided, and le wantel a dote fixed for the
commlittee te (1(01 with fbem.

Hon. Mr. 'MURDOCK: I arn gl.gd te hear
that.

Hon. Mr. ASELTINE: That is abselutelv
ail I kaow about if.

Hon. Mc. MNURDOCK: I amn glad te hear it-

bon. Mr. ASELýTINE: I could net de any-
tlîing but fix a date foc consideration cf the
cases.

Hon. Mr. DAVID: bonourable scooteors, 1
ertainly do net, intend to discuss any aspects
et this case. As is well known. those of uq
who cerne froim the province of Quebec

Ltanfcom discussing divorce cases. I risc
te inquice about a motter of procedure wbichi
I cannot vecy wchl understand, and I do if
solely te seek enlightenment and flot te
criticize. The ruling made by His Honour the
Speaker may affect questions arising bore in
the future. As I undecsfood bis Henour's
decision, it wos te the effeet 'that the Cern-
mit tee on Divorce is a court, that the evidence
foken before if is in sorne way secret ami
that reports from the committee should.
generally spcoking, Le either accepted or
rejecte-d by the Senafe. With ail respect, may
I soy duit I remain under the impression thaf
any cemmit.tee appoi-nted by the Senate
possesses only the powers delegafed te it, and
that any evidence produced before a com-
mittce and any report mode by if is subject


