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1 hope there wiIl be a scale of fees recom-
niended by the learned Attorney General of
Canada. He bas flot been long ini the depart-
ment, but lie is a man with a practical mind,
and I wouldi appeal to him to, help solve this
great question and to lay down a scale of fees
to be charged.

Mr. W. GARFIELD CASE (Grey North):
I think it miglit bie well, Mr. Speaker, for
me to add some words to whiat lias been
said, since I have interested myseif in this
phase of our national life. I doubt whether
we can legisiate people into happiness, and
therefore I ar nfot in any sense taking
exception to divorce as a prineiple. I feel,
however, that mucli could be said regarding
the method ernployed.

1 have it on good authority tliat these
divces are dealt with at the rate of four
an hour in the other place, and sometimes
the rate is even more rapid. A firm of
detectives in the cîty of Montreal-practically
the saine firm of dietectives-supplies ail the
evidence, which is apparent]y writtcn accord-
ing to forrn and submitted ne doubt te save
time.

My principal objection is that, net sufficient
time is available te deal witli the varieus
phases of the applications, and te deal with
them conclusively. No provision is made
for the ones wlio are likelv to suifer most;
that is, the children in the family involvcd.
If my memory serves me correctly, the
Secretary of State for External Aifairs (Mr.
St. Laurent), wlien Minister of Justice,
promised that the government would give
some censideration te the possihility of setting
up a central court of a character that would
deal with these divorce bills.

I feel that local autonomy must be respect-
cd, and sincc the province of Quebec does
net care to have divorce courts we fnd
that the bulk of tlie divorce applications corne
from that province.

I think there is seme point in wliat the
hon. member for Broadview (Mr. Churcli)
said, that if this is te go on we should seek
to set up a legal cemrnittee of the House
of Commons to rcview tliese divorce bills.
After ail, I question very mucli whethcr many
hon. members read tlie evidence. If you read
tl)e evidence in one or two bills you will find
a certain resemblance between them and
ecdi of th-3 others. We are net in the posi-
tion of a jury. We have flot heard the
evidence; we have hiad ne opportunity of
cross-examining witnesses. In otlier words,
we know absolutely nothing about what bas
taken place. We are simply trcated as rublier-
stamps and are supposed te givc our approval
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te something of whicli we know little or
nothing. This puts the empliasis in tlie wrong
place.

I suggest tliat if this systern is te continue,
the final disposition sliould be made by the
other place and should net be referred te
this cliamber at aIl. They are the ones who
hear the evidence and who enjey the riglit
of cross-examination, and therefore they are
the ones in the best position te approve or
d isapprove.

I wisli te leave tliat theuglit with hon.
members, because something must be done
te cope witli tlie situation, which ccrtainly
i.s net in the best interests of those families
that are bound te be affected, particularly the
little chuldren wliose fate is te be decidcd
bv a civil action at some later date. I hope
the government will even yet give some con-
sideration te a more practical plan of dealing
with tic hundreds of divorce cases that coe
from our sister province of Quebec.

Mr. J. A. DION (Lake St. John-Roberval)
(Translation): Mr. Speaker. 1 wish te add a
few xvords only in support ef the remarks
.iust made hythe hon. member fer Charlevoix-
Saguienay (Mr. Dorien). I do net always
share his opinion, but tonighit I arn in com-
plote agrerment with bis views andi I have
ne besitation in saying se.

I believe that tlie presenit procedure in
divorce bills is highly unsatisfactory te the
members of this house. As the hion. member
said a moment age, we are faced with a
number of bills whici we know nothing about
and we are asked te vote on them althougi we
are entirely unaware of their purport. Tic
makers of eur constitution vested in parlia-
ment the rigit te legislate on divorce cases
arismng in provinces where ne divorce courts
are cstablished. Divorce cases in sucli provinces
must corne 'before parliament te be settled by
a bill. This method was meant te render
divorce less frequent and more difficuit te
stecure. But witi the present practice, parlia-
ment lias become a divorce inl and, as a
result, divorce is mucli casier te obtain. We
are thus defcating the very ends which the
authers of our constitution liad hoped te
attain.

It is our responsibility te dev ise a more
efficient procedure as regards the consideration
of sucli bills. We must knew on wiat we are
cxpected te vote before coming te a decision.
May I suggest tiat a cornmittec of this lieuse
be appointed te censider. amend and impreve
the presenit procedure in that respect.

Mr. EUGENE MARQUIS(am rsk)
Mr. Speaker. I shahl add only one word in
support of the hon. meniber for Charlevoix-


