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or possibly three Conmiittees. I have flot
attended the meetings of the Cornmittee as
regularly this year as 1 did in the prior
seven years. I he-ard only about 34 divorce
cases, and there were over 100. But the
Committee has sometim-es sat frorn half-
past 10 in the morning until half-past 1,
and from 2 o'clock until half-past 6, and
then from 8 to 10 at nigh't, in order to clear
these cases. It is becoming a very great
labour.

These Divorce Bills Vo which the hionouT-
able gentleman refers were.passed through
this House by very large majorities. They
are very conservative measures. They do
not enl1arge the groitnds upon which divoroe
16s granted. On the contrary, they narrow
them; because there are no limits to the
grounds on which Parlia.ment may grant
divorces. But the divorce courts wou.ld, be
confined Vo the divorce laws existing in
England in 1870, a.nd ln those 1aws the
grou.nds for the granting of divorce are
well-defined, and, 1 woul say, fairly con-
servative.

I arn very rnuchi disappointed that the
Bis did flot pass the lower House. 1 have
tried to find out Nvhiy,. and, so far as 1 cau
understand, whiat happened. was this. When
the Bis were sent down to the Gommons 1
asked «Mr. Boys Vo take charge of thûm
there. He w.ae, I thl'nk, absent for two or
three day.s, and by the tirne hie was ready
to mnove un the matter-hie wa-s perhapG a
littie off his guard-the, time fo-r private
menhbers introducing Bis had expired -and
he would have to get a day fromi the Gov-
ernient. As 1 understand, the opponients
of divorce in the -lower Huse say: -Why
did you not miove beore it becaine neces-
sary for you to ask for a day? If y-ou had
done that -and you had a majority in the
House, the BiJl would have passed.; but
now, inasmuch as you have Vo a.sk for leave,
and as we are opposed on principle Vo,
divorce. we aTe not going to help you out of
the hole .you have fallen into. and you
must geV out of it yoursel.f." I do flot think
very inauch of th-at -attitude myself; 1 think
it is very techieal aind very marrow. As a
mnatter of fact, I think, there is no doubt
that if the Bi-Ils came regularly befoýre the
House of Commons they would carry by a
eubstantiajl xajority. As I say, the Bi-I-s
WSee cnser'sative, 'a.nd thie province <>!
Quebec wasl 1db out, the -systeni now fol-
lowed in that province being -lefV am it is.

The only isuggestion that I cari make to
help uis out o! the difficulity would be t.hat
these Bills should be introduced ini the
House of Commons on the first or second
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day of next session and deait with there-
either killed. or passed. Then. at an early
date they should be hrought Vo this House
and we should pass them, and the Royal
Assent cou-Id be given within the firat three
weeks of the Gession. Itf that were done.
the pet-itions that aTe before the House
rnight be referred Vo -the courts and any
fees that had been paid coul1d be handed
back.

Hon. Mr. PROUDFOOT: Do we have Vo
pa.ss the Bills again?

Hon. Mr. BOMS: Oh, yes. They are dead
now. The whole procedure has Vo be gone
over again. You have to listen Vo, ail the
speeches over again. But I think that what
I sug-gest would be a way Qut of the diffi-
culty. If that la not done, then I think we
have to change the TUles Of this House and
have at aeast two -Committees, perhaps
three; and I think that le very undesirable.
The 'simplest thing of aU would. be to have
the Comnrons pass the two Bills.

'Hon. HEWITT BOSTOCK: Honourable
gentlemen, I arn glad the hionourable mern-
ber for Middleton has dealt with this ques-
tion, becaudse I think it la one that we
should consider. ro treat legislation corn-
ing down froni this House as the other
'Chaxuber has treated these Bille, la not
showing proper regard for the Senate. The
honourable gentlenman (Hon. W. B. Ross)
spent a great deal of time and took a great
deal of trouble la .piloting this legislation
through the Senate, and the -Senate gave
it careful consideration, feeling that they
were doing something ln the interest of the
whole country un endeavouring teo place it
on the s-tatute book. ,We have at present
no rneans of knowing whether the Hou6e
o! GCommons lias any objection to this legis-
lation or not, or why they too>k no steps to
pass lb. The 'only thing that I can suggest
to iny honourable triend is -that, if hie is
prepared to second me la the matteT, we
ehould simly refuse Vo 'pasis the Bupply Bill
until that divorce legisiation la dealt with.
We have the inatter ia our handa now, and
if we desire to bring it to a head we certain-
ly -have the power to do so. 1V would cer-
tain'ly treate a littie excitement in the
House and la the country, and at the same
-time 1V would be enf<rcing our righte aud
might perhaps lead Vo Ïbetter consideration
being given in the future Vo legislation that
is sent down frorn the Senate Vo the Houae
of ICommons.

Hon. W. B. ROffl: Yes. I do not think
there is the least sigia that the Conîmons


