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Zegislatibe Council,
Wednesday, 14th November, 1900.

Question: Menzies-Leonora Railwoy, Construction—
Motion : Capital Qffences, holding Trials—Motion :
Asncnlf:umf Shows, i of Eixhibits—Customs
Duties nuder Commonwenlth Bill, first reading—
Post and Telegraph Amendment Bill, first reading
—Norxious Weeds Bill, third reading—Land Act
Amendment Bill, in Committes, Clauss 9 onwnxd,
miflorted-—lnduatrinl Concilintion and Arbitmtion
Bill, in Committee, progress, Division—Fayment of
Members Bill, in Commitiee, Assembly’s Mesange,
reported, third reading—Deapatches from Secretary
of Binte—Patent Acts Amendment Bill, second
reading {moved), adjowrned—Adjournment,

Tes PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4:30 o'clock, p.m,

PrAYERS.

{Interval of a few minutes ensued.)

QUESTION — MENZIES-LEONORA RAIL-
WAY, CONSTRUCTION.

Horn., J. T. GLOWREY asked the
Colonial Secretary: 1, When the Gov.
ernment propose to commence the con-
struction of the Menzies-Leonora railway ?
2,” Whether the (Government intend to
take into consideration the urgency of
completing the first section of this line,
as far as Niagara, with as little delay as
possible? 3, Can the Government state
when they expect to have the line open
for traffic' as far as Niagara, and when
they anticipate that the whole work will
be completed P

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
replied: 1, 23,000 sleepers already have
been delivered at Menzies, and portion of
the rails and fastenings are now being
deliverad at Fremantle; and the con-
struction work, it is expected, will be
commenced in a few weeks time. 2, Yes.
3, The first section to Niagara is expected
to be finished about the middle of next
year. The time of completion of the
whole work depende upon the rate of
delivery of rails and fastenings from
England.

MOTION—CAPITAL OFFENCES, HOLD-
ING TRIALS.

Hon. F. M. STONE (North} moved :

That, in the opinion of this House, no parson
should be tried for a capital offence by any
person not being & barrister of at least seven
years’ standing.

He said : In moving this motion I would

mention that under the Supreme Court
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| Act the Governor has the power to issue
a commission to any person who is a
barrister of seven years’ standing ora
magistrate of the local court, to try a
civil action or a matter in the criminal
court. My attention lately has been
drawn to the fact that a commission has
been issued to a magistrate of the local
court at Roebourne, end that magistrate
tried a native for murder. It appears to
be really a disgraceful state of things
that a magistrate of any local court
should be appointed to try a person for
hig life, T do not care whether it is a
black man or a white man. I shall show
what kind of evidence was received on
that trial, which to my mind was almost
a mockery. Mappily, the jury after
a second trial found that native not
guilty. On looking at the SBupreme
Court, Act, it appears to my mind the
Legislature only intended that a wagis-
trate of a loeal court should be appointed
a commissioner to try civil cases, because
why should it have been provided that a
barrister must be of seven years” stand-
ing? And yet a local court magistrate
of not more than two years’ experience,
that experience being in a small country
place like Newcastle, where I suppose
be had one loecal court case a month (per-
haps not 24 local court cases in the whole
time he was there, and perhaps not obe
“drunk” a week), was appointed to try a
person for his life. I say unhesitatingly
that was a most disgraceful state of
things. As T said before, I do not care
whether the person charged was a white
man or & black man, If it had been a white
man, there would have been a perfect
howl that any person who was not a
barrisier of seven years' standing should
have been appeinted to try him for his
life. What knowledge could that gentle-
man have had of the law of evidence?
To my mind, looking at the report of the
proceedings, he had no knowledge at all,
because the evidence that I have read in
the newspaper was like this. They found
a gkeleton. The doctor in his evidence
said he eould not tell whether the remains
were those of a man or a woman. A
native was being tried for the murder of
another native named * Tinkey”” The
| skeleton was brought into court in a box.
The wituesses were asked, * Whose bones
are those?” The answer was, “ Oh, they
are Tinkey's.” “ Did youknow Tinkey "
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*“No; I have never seen Tinkey, but those
are Tinkey’s bones.” “Do you know
where they were found?” *“A man
named Sam told me where they were
found.” “How does Sam know?” *“I
do not know, but Sam told me they were
Tinkey's bones, and I am ceriain they
are Tinkey's bones.” That was some
of the evidence of identification of this
skeleton. There was then evidence given
by a policeman and evidence given by a
native. There was recently a case in
which a Judge—not in a capiial case,
but in a larceny case—almost refused
to accept the evidemce of a policeman
becaunze the policeman had not cautioned
the accused that the statement he was
about to give would be used against him.
I say that in a capital case, and especially
in the case of a native, evidence by a
policeman who does not caution the
accused ought not to be received. Aec-
cording to the report in the paper there
was no question whatever put to the
policeman in this case by the commis-
sioner, that magistrate of the local court,
ag to whether he had cantioned the
witness in any way regarding the state-
ment the prisoner was about to male,
but the evidence was allowed to go in,
and on that evidence the jury might
possibly have convicted the accused. I
do not kmow whether this is the first case
that bas happened in Western Australia
of 2 magistrate being appointed a com-
missioner to try a capital charge, but I
hope it will be the last. We know what
& fusz has often been made in Eungland
with reference to these patives, and this
is the kind of thing I should have thought
the Government would bave been one of
the last to do, 80 as to terminate this fuss
which i8 now being made in England.
I feel sure this motion will commend
itself to the House. It is necessary under
the Aet in existence that a barrister
appointed to try a civil action or a
criminal case, whether a case of larceny
or what not, must have seven years'
standing at the bar. Under these circum-
stances why should the Government
appoint a magistrate who the evidence
shows had no knowledge of the ordinary
rules of evidence. Why should the
Government have gone out of their way
to appoint a magistrate a8 a commissioner
to try this important case? 1 need not
say anything further, but in the future I
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hope the Government will not appoint a
person to try a black fellow, or a white
man, for a capital offence.

Hown. M. L. MOSS (West): I have
much pleasure in supporting this metion,
and I go further thaun the mover and say
that the whole system of trying persons
charged with criminal offences at Quarter
Sesstons in the colony, outside the Perth
dietrict, is a sham and a mockery. I
make that statement not without a cof-
siderable amount of experience. In con-
junction with Dr, Jameson, I sat for
many monthe on the Penal Commission
in this ¢olony, and I think Dr. Jameson
will confirm the statement that T make,
that there are men who have received
terms of imprisonment and who are in
the Fremantle prison who have been
tried by Courts of Quarter Sessions and
in many cases, I am not going to instance
them, I believe the result was eminently
uneatisfactory. In my opinion, wherever
the railway system taps a place where
Quarter Session Courts are held, un-
doubtedly until we have another Judge
appointed, a barrister should be sent to try
these cases. I am perfectly satisfied that
in a large number of cages great injustice
is done. As to the observance of the rules
of evidence I think that is an unknown
quantity. Speaking with some acquaint-
ance of the magistracy, I do not want
mduly to condemn the magistrates,
but I do not think one is speaking
severely when I say that in nearly every
ingtance the gentlemen whe comprise the
magistracy know nothing of the rules
of evidence. Looking over the criminal
statistics of the coluny, there are
instances that could be pointed to of
magistrates having given as much as
twenty years’ penal servitude to a
prisoner. If a man is charged with a
serious criminal offence——

Howv. J. W. HacgrerT:
years ago.

Hox. M. L. MOSS: Not so long ago.
In Albany and Bunbury, and all places
where Courts of Quarter Session are
held, prisonmers are tried for serious of-
fences, manslanghter, burglary, and such
Like cases. ,

Hon. K. S. Hayves: Anything short
of murder.

Hown. M. L. MOSS : And are sentenced
to terms of imprisonment, in some cases
for life. There is one man in the Fre.

That was
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mantle gaol who was sentenced at Albuny | years’ experience, to Roebourne would be

to twenty years” imprisonment.

Howx. 8. J. Havwes: And he deserved
it.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: I am not referring
to any particular case. I only instance
that to show that these things are being
done by inexperienced men who are not
well versed and trained in the rules of
evidence. The whole system is, to my
thind, bad. A person is brought before
@ police court, he is committed for trial,
the magistrate finds a bill against him,
and acts in many instances as Crown
Prosecutor, and then he acts as Judge.
The whole thing is fallacious in the
extreme. In Perth and Fremantle, ex-
perienced magistrates commit men for
trial, the evidence goes before the
Attorney General or the law officers of the
Crown, and is or should be carefully
scrutinised, and is in most instances. A
bill is found and the prisoner is tried by a
Judge, and the most eminent counsel that
can be found in the colony defends the
prisoner. There is little risk of facts and
circumstances getting into evidence which
should be excluded. T think it a matter
of great regret and a scandal on the
administration of the criminal justice of
the colony that the Quarter Sessions
Courts should continue to exist. Per-
sonally I sece no reason on the score of
expense; that is not worth considering,
because there are numbers of men in the
legal profession of the colony who are
well versed in the rules of evidence, who
would be very glad to accept commissions
to go to places in the country tapped by
the railway system to try these cases. I
am sure members will agree with me that
it ie a matter to be greatly deplored that
there should be even one instance in
which a man has been wrongly con-
victed. These things are liable to oceur,
in the ecircumstances, if magistrates com-
mit men for trial, find bills against them,
prosecute them, and when the prosecution
comes on the class of evidence referred to
by Mr. Stone is admitted, and admitted
in a case of gravity such as a charge of
murder. When I understood that Mr.
Madden, the magistrate al Roebourne,
had been permitted to try a man for
murder I was astonished, and T do not

think any member of the community can
agree to an action of that sort. I know |

to send members of the bar, of seven

a matter of considerable expense; but: that
ought not to be considered when a ques-
tion of a man’s life or death hangs in the
scale. The motion has my hearty sym-
pathy and support. Mr. Stone has
referred to the how! of indignation
which arises in the old country when
it is known that natives are improp-
erly treated. If an occurrence of this
kind gets to the old country, it gives
legitimate grounds for people to com-
plain. 1 have no reason to stigmatise
the conduct of Mr. Madden, the gentle.
man who iz Resident Magistrate ai
Roebourne, but I am prepared to say
that the appointment was the subject of
adverse cowment, especially when there
are gentlemen of legal trajning who are
prepared to accept positions of this kind
Therefore I say the Government should
hesitate before gentlemen of this descrip-
tion are appointed. There should be
gome limit to the jurisdiction conferred
on these persons : to confer the jurisdie-
tion to ry a man for hisg life on a layman,
when a barrister must be of seven years'
standing before he can be appointed as a
commissioner, should be severely con-
demned. I do not kmow that 1 can use-
fully detain the House at any greate:
length on the matter. This is a subject ]
feel very strongly upon, and a matte
that the public at large are prepared &
enter an empbatic protest against. 1
hope the motion will have the effect of
preventing the Government in the future
or those persons responsible for the
nomination of Mr. Madden to try a case
of this kind, from a recurrence of it.
Horx. R. 8. HAYNES (Central): ]
rise to support the motion of Mr. Stone
and perhaps I may claim that I have had
as much experience with the administra
tion of the eriminal law of the colony
not only in Perth, but in most towns 1
this country, as any member of the lega.
profession, therefore I feel somewhal
qualified iy express an opinion on this
matter. The law of murder and man
slanghter, and excusable homicide o
justifiable homicide, requires a great dea
of study to understand. I do not suppose
there are one or two lawyers oui of
twenty who will agree to what is the line
of demarcation between manslaughte
and murder : it is a branch of the law
that is little understvod. For myself
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I have had occasion to read up the
law on the question several times, and I
never undertake or accept a brief to
defend a man for his life without going
through the law again. There is a great
deal of difference of opinion as to what is
manslanghter and what is murder. I
say this after fifteen years’ practice at the
bar of this colony and five years else-
where, there is danger of men, not
versed in the law at all, or the rules of
evidence, or the administration of the
law, trying & man for his life. I do not
think in any part of Her Majesty's
dominions in the present century, prior
to this case, has any person been tried
for his life by a layman, always except-
ing military tribunals. T do not think
in the wilds of South Africa would a
man be tried for his life except before a
legal man. I feel that a great injustice
has been done: I do not care whether it
iz a black man or a white man, becanse if
you can try a black man you can try a
white man. It is unfair that a man
should be sent to his doom on a verdict
arrived at on insufficient evidence, or
what is not evidence at all. We who
practise in the law know the solemnity
of the court on capital charges. We
know how the Judge very carefully admits
only what is evidence, and if there is any
doubt, perhaps in a case of larceny the
Judge may say “I admit the evidence,
and you can appeal;” but when it comes
to & question of life and death, the Judge
always leans to the side of the prisoner,
and is sure that the evidence is properly
admissible. What chance is there, sup-
posing a magistrate makes a mistake in
the admission of evidence, for the unfor-
tunate prisoner before the court, who may
not know that he has the right to appeal
to the Supreme Court for the revision of
the sentence, or that he has an appeal
against the trial altogether if evidence
has been wiongly admitted ? How can
magistrates who have no legal training
be able to thoroughly appreciate that
evidence. Ido notsuppose they know that
there is such a law thai a prisoner can
appeal against the evidence. It is shock-
ing to think that any person except a
lawyer of undoubted ability and experience
is allowed to preside at the trial of & man
for his life. I know the strain there is
on me even in defending a prisoner, and
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of seeing that justice isdoneand is desirous
of protecting the prisoner; and the great
anxiety on me when T am defending a
prisoner for his life is to feel that I have
not overlooked anything, but that I have
done my duty. The great point is, if we
are going to allow persons without any
legal training at all to preside at trials, it
is a stigma on this colouy. It makes
anyone blugh to think that we live in a
colony where such a thing exists. Mr.
Moss has referred to the way in which
proceedings take place in magistrates’
courts. I know some of the magistrates’
courts in which the work is admirably
done :. gome resident magistrates are men
most capable on the bench, I know one
magistrate in particular, notwithstanding
that he has had ten or twelve years
experience, who would absolutely refuse
to try a man for his life. Mr. Moss has
algo referred to the way in which the
evidence is given, and I venture to say
that T could go through the guol to-
morrow and release half the prisoners
under writs of habeas corpus. That is my
opinion of the way in which the adminis-
tration of justice is carried on in this
colony.

Hor. J. E. Rrcmarpson: That is a
serious statement to make.

How. M. L. Mosz: They would all get
back very soon if they were let out.

Tre CoLoNIsL SECRETAERY: It would
be labour lost.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: That points
to the loose and lax administration of
justice in the colony. If an enterprising
lawyer went to the Fremantle gaol, there
is a heap of work for him and for the
Judges, and perhaps for the police after-
wards. I hope the House will rise to
the occasion, and pass this motion, and I
hope the Colonial Secretary will see hkat
this motion is carried into effect when
passed. I think it is a monstrous dis-
grace to the colony that the Resident
Magistrate at Roelourne should try a
man for his life. One Resident Magis-
trate I know, of long experience in his
position—I refer to the gentleman at
Bunbury—who is capable of trying a man
for almost anything, but I am sure the
magistrate would object to try a man for
his ife. 'We have excellent wagistrates
in the cowrts of the colony, but I think
with both my hon. and learned friends

I know that the Judge is always desirous | that there are numbers of professional
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men in the colony whose service at the
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bar entitles them to a position of trust, .
who would most willingly agree to visit :

outside places and try cases. If they go
wrong, they will appreciate the point
raised, and will be only too glad to refer
it to the Supreme Court, that justice
may be done.

How. 8. J. HAYNES (South-East) : T
have very much pleasure in supporting
the motion, and Y regret there should be
a necessity for it. It is a scandal to this
colony that persons who are charged with
serious offences like that veferred to
should be dealt with in the manner
described. I need not add to what has
been said by the previous speakers, who
have gone into it very fully and clearly,
and I am sure every member of this
House must, on the grounds of humanity,
support the motion. I would like to
point out to Mr. Moss, who referred to a
cage in which a sentence of 20 years was
inflicted, that I am sure he was under a
misapprehension. The case was tried by
the resident magistrate, who was also a
barrister of upwards of seven years’ stand-
ing. It was pot an examination like that
referred to by Mr. Stone, and the offence
for which the prisoner was convicted was
one of the most abomimable in the
calendar. It was tried by Mr. Locke,
and I believe he was a. barrister.

Hon. R. 8. Hayses : How many tines
has a Judge given a sentence of 20 years ?
Only once, as far as I remember.

Hon. 8. J. Hayres: It was an abom-
inable case.

Hown. M. L. MOSS: I wish to make
an explanation. The last thing I should
like to say is that the man was con.
victed improperly. I think it was a
proper conviction, and I make that state-
ment after having read the depositions in
my capacity a8 a member of the Penal
Cowmission. T instanced it to show it
was not right that a magistrate, not a
barrister, should have the power to pass
a sentence of 20 years' penal servitude.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. G. Randell) : T agree with a great
deal which has been said this afternoon
with reference to this matter. At the
same time I think hon. members of the
legal profession in this House ought to
have pointed out that there are certain
safeguards following on the conviction of
a prisoner.

Capital Offences.

the depositions are forwarded to the
Attorney General for consideration. In
the case of capital crimes, I know they
are in many instances.

Hon. R. 8. Havywes: That is not a
safeguard.

Hon. M. 1. Moss: How about the

two months while the Executive are con-
sidering ?
Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY: Any
¢ase of a capital offence for which a man
has been convicted comes hefore the
Cabinet for consideration. To my kmow-
ledge several instances have oceurred. If
the evidence has not supported the con-
viction, instructions have been given for
the conviction to be quashed. I quite
agree it i desirable we should have a
barrister acquainted with the law of
evidence. But af the same time I think
we have many magistrates on the hench
who have good common sense, and good
common sgense is as valuable on the
bench as in many other places. A
magistrate who has exercised his functions
for gome time becomes acquainted more
or less with the proper procedure to be
taken before him. 1In regard to the case
mentioned by Mr. Stone, it iz very un-
fortunate that there is no gentleman of
the legal profession practising in that
town. There is that disadvantage. A
member of the legal profession would
assist the magistrate, and would of course
instruct him in the law of evidence and
help him in the exercise of his judicial
functions. In Roebourne there is no
such assistance.

Hon. R. S. Hayves: There is a legal

ntleman there.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
thought there was mnot. In regard to
capital offences, I agree with the dictum
laid down by the hon. members who have
spoken, that such a case should be dealt
with by a gentleman who has been trained
in the law, and who has a high character
for justice and equity in theadministration
of his office. "Whether the person charged
be a native, a European, or a Malay, or
any other, that person is entitled to the
same consideration; and I feel sure the
Government will see that this is desirable
for the good name of the colony, as well
as for the protection of the prisoner.
That will commend itself to the judgment
of all of us and to every right-minded man,

I believe that in all cases | as has already been stated.
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Hox. A. B. Kipgow: Why was it not
done P

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
could not tell the hon. member. Itis a
matter with which I think I have had
nothing to do. If I had anything to do
with it, it has been in my collective
capacity, and generally speaking I think
the recommendation of the Attorney
(feneral iu that respect would be accepted
as being right under the circumstances,
Of course there would be a considerable
expense, but I quite agree with the opinion
expressed that expense should not be con.
gidered in a case wherea man has to be tried
for his life: the expense should be incurred
8o that the man should have a proper
trial. Of course it will be expensive to
send to the far-distant northern parts of
the colony a trained barrister of seven
years’ standing, and perhaps it may be
difficult to secure one who would take
that long journey for the purpose of
trying a prisoner.

How. J. M. 8SpeEp: You may bring
the prisoner down here,

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY:
That is an alternative which occurred to
me while the hon. member was speaking,
but it would be objectionable.

Hox. R. 8. Haynes: It would be too
expensive.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY :
It would be too expensive. It would be
better to send a barrister up to the scene
of the case for the purpose of conducting
the trial. It wounld be more satisfac-
tory, because the evidence would be on the
spot. With regard to what was stated as
to the evidence admitted, it is deplorable
that such evidence should have been
admitted ; and I cannot understand how
any magistrate with a koowledge of the
bench at all—I am assuming the hon.
member is correct, and T have no doubt
he wauld not make the assertions unless
they were borne out by evidence-——

A MEuegz : It wus a newspaper report.

Tag COLONIAL SECRETARY:
‘We may assume the statement to be
true, in the absence of anything to
contradict it, though I am not one
of those who think that newspapers
always convey the truth about rnatters
in general and matters in particular. I
think we will all admit that statements not
absolutely correct find their way at some
time or other into the newspaper Press of
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this colony, or other parts of the world.
Though I am departing a little from
the matter before the House, I admit we
owe a great deal to the Press for the way
in which it caters to the public conveni-
ence in placing news before the country,
and especially news on these important
matters of trials. As far as my experi-
ence goes with regard to sentences passed,
in almost every case where the attention
of the proper authority has been called
to anything wrong in the evidence by
which a man has been convicted, imme.
diate steps have been taken, and in some
cases the prisoners have been released.
In regard to recommendations by the
Royal Commission as to the control of
the prison, those recommendations were
not, in my opinion, borne out satisfac-
factorily by the evidence placed before
me, a5 Mimster; but in every case where
an opinion was expressed, and it was
found upon careful consideration by the
Attorney General and by myself and by
the Cabinet to be advisable, the wishes
and desires of the Commission were
carried out to the fullest extent. How-
ever, that is by the way. I need only
say I shall take an opportunity of bring-
ing this matter expressly before the
notice of the Cabinet, if this motion be
carried, Tt is self-evident that a man
should not be placed upon his trial for such
a gross offence ag involves the loss of his
life, without having every facility afforded
him in the way of the trial being con-
ducted in accordance with the rules and
regulations which govern the Bupreme
Court, or I might say legal evidence. I
am sorry the case has arisen, and I can
only say I feel sure the Glovernment will
be quite willing to consider the motion of
this House upon the matter, and to act
upon it as quickly as possible.

Hov. A. JAMESON (Metropolitan-
Suburban}: I shall say one or two
words in support of this motion, although
not a member of the legal profession. I
rise principally because the Colonial Secre-
tary has referred to the work of the Penal
Commission. I can only say that if the
recommendation of this Penal Commis-
sion had been carried out, this case could
not have come before the House to-day.
One of the recommendations of the Com-
mission was that there should be a
Commissioner appointed, a qualified man,
to deal with such cases. Therefore it is
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not quite correct to say that the wishes of
the Commission have been carried out in
all respects.

THE CoLoNIAL SBECRETARY : I was only
speaking with regard to the sentences
pas?ed upon prisoners in the Fremantle
gaol.
Hox. A, JAMESON: In regard to
sentences which have been passed, I may
say the information came as a great
shock. We had certainly an able member
of the legal profession upon the Commis-
sion, and it came as a great shock to the
members of that Commission to learn the
way in which many of these prisoners
were committed. As a layman I can say
but little about that, but I repeat we had
the support of the legal profession in this
matter, and assert that we were not at
all satisfied as to the way in which these
cases were dealt with by the Law
Department of this colony when sent
forward. T think there are many cases
to-day that require thorough investiga-
tion, and I am sure that if my friend Mr.
R. 8. Haynes were to apply his great
legal mowledge to these cases, many of
the people would have to be taken out of
that gaol to-day. It is fortunate that
the members of the legal profession have
brought this matter forward, because it is
a. gcandal for anyone to be tried for his
. life by an unqualified person.

Hon. E. McLARTY (South-West): T
would like to say a word about the magis-
trates of the colony. While 1 entirely
agree with the motion before the House,
which must commend itself to every
right-thinking man, the evidence referred
to shows that no magistrate would place
reliance upon it. -

How. F. M. Srove: What did the
magistrate ask the questions for P

Hox. E. McLARTY : I do not think a
magistrate, sitting in that capacity, can
help witnesses giving such evidence.

Hox M. L. Moss: How about the jury?

Hox. E. McLARTY: No man would
think that class of evidence worth one
straw, and I think all evidence is taken
at its worth. T cannot believe magis-
trates (and I am a justice of the peace
myself and do not claim any special
knowledge of law) would admit such
evidence as that referred to and place
reliance on it. .

Hox. R. 8. Havywes: The jury are
returning the verdict.

[COUNCIL.]

Agricultural Ezhibits.

Hox. E. McLARTY: I am in accord
with the motion. T think the jury would
take the same view as the magistrate.

Question put and passed.

MOTION—AGRICULTURAL SHOWS,
CARRIAGE OF EXHIBITS.

Notice of motion read: Hon. E. Mec-
Larty to move, *“ That, in the opinion of
this House, it is desirable, with a view to
assisting Agricultural Societies, that all
livestock, produce, machinery, and articles
intended for exhibition at Agricultural
Shows should be carried on the railways
of the colony at not more than one-fourth
the usual freight rates’ :

Hon. E. McIugry: The motion he
understood, was out of order, and he
asked leave to amend it.

Tue PrEsIDENT: Who had raised the
point of order ?

Hon. E. McLarTte: The Colonial Sec-
retary had informed him the motion was
out of order.

THE PRESIDENT: It was only an abstract
motion, not asking for any grant of money.

TrE CovoniaL SEcrETARY : The Notice
of Motion distinctly stated that the car-
riage of machinery, produce, stock, and
go forth was to be reduced and carried for
one-fourth the ususl rate. That seemed
to bring the motion under the category of
a money grant, because if the motion were
carried, the Government. would have to
provide a sum of money to reimburse
the railways for the loss sustained. He
had soggested that the hon. member
should word his motion in a general way.

THE PresiDENT: After all, it was only
an abstract motion, not binding the
Government. However, the hon. member
could amend the motion,

Hoxn. E. McLARTY (South-West)
moved (in amended form} :

That, in the opinion of this House, it is desir-

able that the Government should take into its
congideration at an early date the advisability
of adopting reduced rates for the carriage of
live stock, produce, and machinery intended
for exhibition at agricultural shows.
No doubt members who had attended
agrieultural shows in varicus districts had
noticed with regret that these shows were
not what might be expected.

Hon. R. G. Burors: Not keeping
pace with the country. -

Hon. E. MeLLARTY : Certainly not
keeping pace with the progress of the
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country. It seemed difficult now to
get up a decent show in any dis-
trick: shows held 10 or 12 years ago
were better than those of to-day. One
looked round for a reason why this should
be, as considerable advancement had been
made in stock-breeding in the colony.
From knowledge gained by travelling
about the country he had come to the
conclugion that one of the reasons which
militated against shows being successful
was that the railway rates charged for
stock, produce, implements, and other
things intended for exhibition were far
too high. He was aware the Railway
Department had made a concession
already in this matter, but even that
would not meet the case, because it was
generally admitted the carriage of live
stock in the country was excessively
high. A gentleman exhibited a few sheep
at the Gwmldford show the other day, and
he had to pay £14 for the carriage of the
sheep to the show.

Hox. R. (. Burees: Had the stock
to be brought on the Midland Railway ?

Hor.E. McLARTY : No. When one
considered that an exhibitor had to pay
£14, might not take a prize, and in addi-
tion there was considerable expense in
having a man in charge of the stock, it
was not likely that settlers would go to
the expense of exhibiting at shows.
Speaking for himself, he had been a
breeder of stock for years, and bad taken
n great deal of interest in the subject.
He had kept fairly good stock at his
place, the best he could get, and he had
been sorely tempted to send the stock to
the ahows, but when one considered the
difficalty of getting trucks ard the cost,
he had come to the conclusion that the
game was not worth the candle, and he
had never beer an exhibitor, partly for
that reason. He had also been informed
that an exhibitor at one of the shows
this =season paid as much as £30
for the carriage of stock; that was an
exorbitant amount. The Government
had always shown their willingness to
help the agricultural industry and it
would be a very graceful act on the part
of the Government 1o assist the Agricul-
tursl shows of the colony by reducing the
rates on the railway for the carriage of
exhibits. He could not understand how
it, was that the shows were not very much
better than they were at the present time.
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A number of high-class stock had been
imported into the colony, and there were
a number of breeders here, but there was
little competition at the Royal Agricul-
tural Show. There was some stock there
which would be a credit to any show, but
there were so few stock that there was no
competition in many cases. The honour
or satisfaction to a breeder sending stock
to a show to get a prize was depreciated
when so little stock were exhibited. It
would not be all loss to the Railway
Department if the rates were reduced,
because more people would visit the
shows and more exhibits would be sent,
therefore the Government would have
more to carry on the railwuys,

Hox. R. G. BURGES: At the Royal
Agricultural Show the president stated
that the Government had paid £500 to
keep the show going, and the Govern.
ment had given £200 to the society
last year, still the show was not keeping
pace with the country at all, and, as had
been said, there was no competition,
A person went there and saw one
imported thoroughbred and one colonial
thoroughbred. There was something
wrong. This show did not keep pace
with the times, although the Government
were assisting it, and it was the duty of
the Government to make the under-
taking more successful. He was once an
exhibitor at these shows, but he found
it was not much good, and he believed
there were many others of the same
opinton. It was no credit to win £5 at
the show, or to have anything to do with
it, Some of the settlers in the eastern
districts had very nearly as good a show
as this. He thought there was a great
deal of trouble and loss o sheep owners
who had to get their sheep to the show,
particularly to those sheep owners in the
northern parts of the colony. It was
very little nge to exhibit where there waa
no competition. The Minister of Lands
wanted stirring up with some barbed
wire, in order to give a little more life to
this show. There was a larger atten-
dance this year than ever, but people
who attended must have very little
opinion of the stock raised in this colony.
One was prepared to spend time and
money in the interests of the country.
He had put his ability into the country,
and would live in the country and try to
do the best he could in every way. The
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Minister had a lot of hobbies of his own
to bother his head about, but he would
have to carry out what the people wished.
These paltry hobbies were of no good to
us, but what we wanted was something
permanent, so that the large number of
people who went to this show would see
what the country was doing. TUnder the
present circumstances, people who went
to the show must feel dissatisfied. He
himself felt dissatisfied. The show was
not keeping pace with the times, and the
stock exhibited waa not the best in the
country.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
Government were willing to accept the
motion.

Question put and passed.

CUSTOMS DUTIES UNDER COMMON-
WEALTH BILL.
Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly, and, on motion by the Conowraw
SecrETARY, read a first time.

POST AND TELEGRAPH AMENDMENT
BILL.
Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly, and, on motion by the CoLowiar
SECRETARY, read a first time.

NOXIOUS WEEDS BILL.
THIRD EEADING.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the Bill be read a third time.

Hor. C. A. PIESSE moved, as an
amendment, that the Bill be recommitted
for the purpose of drawing attention to
Clause 7. He thought thers must be
some mistake, as that clause did not fall
in with Clause 4.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
hon. membher was not present when the
Bill was pasesing through committee, and
he (the Colonial Secretary) thought the
explanation given would be satisfactory.

Hon. R. 3. Burars: No.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Clause 4 was struck out, and a new
clause inserted to meet the wishes of hon.
members ; at any rate of those who teok
an interest in the Bill. Tt had been
admitted already that an inspector was a
necessary adjunct to this Bill. An in-
spector could not, however, until the
Goverpor had proclaimed noxious weeds,
enter upon a person’s premises, and the

(COUNOCIL.]

Land Bill.

Governor could only proclaim noxious
weads upon the advice of the municipal
council, the local roads board, or the
Advisory Board of the Agricultural De-
partment. Tt was also provided that a
copy of the notice sent to the person who
had been reported as having noxious
weeds growing upon his land should be
sent to the local board, the object being
that the local board might intervene at
onece. The attention of the board would
be drawn to the fact that the Minister
was about to declare weeds in a certain
place to be noxious weeds, and to compel
their eradication, and the local hoard
would then immediately take action.

How, C. A. Piesse: Was the Minister
sure that this did not override Clause 47

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Certainly it did not.

How. C. A. Piesse: And that the
inspector would not have the same power
a8 the roads board or municipal board ?
NTHE COLONIAL SECRETARY:

0.
Hon. R. G. BURGES: What neces-
sity was thers to send a copy to the local
authority ? It could not be necessary, if
the intention of Clause 4 were carried
out.

A Memper: It was a safeguard.

Amendment withdrawn.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and passed.

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
" IN COMMITTEE.

Consideration resumed from Bth
November, at Clause 9, on amendment
by Hon. R. G. Burges, to strike out the
clause.

Hon. R, G. BURGES said he was not
going to follow up this. He had drawn
the attention of the House to the matter.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Clause 9 put and passed.

Neow Clause:

Hon. R. G. BURGES moved that the
following be added as & new clause :—

The following words in Section 66 of the
principal Act are hereby repealed:— “The
Minister may estimate the value or the im-
provements remaining to be made, and upon
the licensee or conditional purchaser entering
into a covenant to continue to pay reat under
the terms of his lease or license until the rent
so covenanted to be paid amounts to the half
of such estimated value,”
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The clanse was really Mr. Piesse's, so he
would move it formally, and let that hon.
member speak to it. In accordance with
the sections of the Act, where a man had
taken up land and afterwards it was
found to be not as good as represented
by the department, an inspector was sent
and the land re-valued. The land was
not worth much; but so long as the man
carried out certain improvements, that
should be sufficient,.

Hor. C. A. PTESSE: The new clause
had been approved by the Colonial Secre-

tary.

(gla.use put and passed.

Bill reported with further amend-
ments, and the report adopted.

INDUSTRIAL CONCILIATION AND
ARBITRATION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Interpretation :

How. R. 5. HAYNES moved that the
following definition be added :

“ Worker ™ means apd includes any adult
engaged in any employment other than cleri-
cal in the service of an employer and paid
wages by the week, day, or hour, or by the
piece, and dischargeable by notice of one week
or any lesser time, but shall not include (a.)
persons engaged under a contract of service
for a period of one month or over. (J.) Persons
under the age of twenty-one years, or, being
over that age, if and whilst acting in the
capacity of apprentices.

The report of the Select Committee
stated :

The Committee, after carefully considering
the evidence, have found that, owing to the
attitude taken up by the witnesses called on
behalf of the working men, it waa impossible
to bring about any compromise upon the
points in the Bill at isaue between the employer
and the employed, which would be acceptable
to both parties. They have therefore recom-
mended the amendments set forth hereunder
for the reasons appended to them.

The absence of any definition of a worker is
caloulated to lead to confusion and contro-
vergy. The Committee think that the defini.
tion set forth in the Schedule should be
inserted, which includes all adults working for
wages and whose services can be dispensed
with by notice of one week or less. Persons
working under a contract of service for a
period of one month or over should not be
included, because the object of the Bill is to
avoid strikes which occnr where the workmen
are in & position to terminate their employ-
ment at any time or within & week. It would
also practically nullify the law of contracts of
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gservice, and deprive employers and employed
of & very necessary privilege.

Apprentices and youthe under 21 are
excluded, for the reason that in nearly all the
labour associations youths up te 20 years are
not entitled to the same right of voting as
persons of full age, and it would not be pos-
sible to give them a limited right under the
Bill. The questions to be decided by unions
may injuriously affect the interests of men
who may have family ties, and the better
opinion seems to be that it would be unsafe to
entrust to youths, whose judgment is recog-
nised to be immature, equal rights of smch
importance as to men of full age. It will
be observed that there ia no sex qualification
Speaking generally, this Bill was noveli
character. for we had practically no pre
cedent for it except that of New Zealant
und as the select committee reportec
they were unable to arrive at any definite
conclusion as to how the Act had worked
in that colony. The select committee
had some evidence brought before them
on behalf of some of the workers that the
Act had caused considerable improvement
in the status of the working man in New
Zealand, and that it had proved of general
prosperity to the country. That was a
mere opinion expressed by some of the
witnesses ; but the select committee
could not accept that as being a true
statement of what really occurred. On
the other hand, the employers of labour
considered the Act in New Zealand was a
failure, and although the select committee
had amended the Bill so as to do justice
to both parties, one feared it would prove
a failure here.

Hox. J. M. SeEep: It would if the
amendments were passed.

Hor. R. 8. HAYNES : Before dealing
with the report of the select committee,
he would like to point out thai those
persons called on behalf of the workers’
associations seemed to take up a hostile
attitude; they would listen to no com.
promise or reason, although he, as chair-
man, pointed out that if they were not
reasonable they might lose by it; still he
regretted to say they showed a solid front,
and he could pnot acquit one member of
the select committee of no complicity in
the attitude of the men.

How. J. M. Seeep: That hon. member
did not want to be threatened.

How. R. 8. HAYNES: One member
gitting on the select committee was alone
responsible for the position taken up by
the men and was alone responsible for
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the committee being unable to bring
sbout a compromise between the two
factions. He (Mr. R. 8. Haynes) was
sure what he had stated would be borne
out by other members sitting on the
committee, and it was painful for him
{(Mr. R. S. Haynes) to sit with that
member—so painful that he would
refuse to sit with him on a select
committee again. He hoped the hon,
member would have an opportunity of
justifying himself. An inspired article
had appeared in one of the newspapers,
and that article could not have beem
written by anyone except the hon. mem-
ber or someone to whom the hon. member
gave the information. It was a direct
breach of privilege.

How. J. M. Speep said he denied any
such atatement. He asked that the hon.
member should withdraw the remark.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: If the cap
fitted let the hon. member wear it.

Hon. J. M. SpeEn: The remark could
only refer to him (Mr. Speed).

Tre CHaremaN: It would be better
to go on with the discussion, and leave
personalities and recriminations alone.

Hox. R. 8. HAYNES: The hon.
member, Mr. Speed, could justify the
attitude he had taken up on the select
committee. He (Mr. Haynes) desived to
point out how the Bill as first presented
to the Chamber had operated in New
Zealand. This was an opinion éxpressed
by persons who had had an opportunity
of judging of the operation of the Act
in New Zealand. The president of the
Wellington Provincial Industrial Associ-
ation said of this Act:

It was stated on oath before the Wellington
Conciliation Board by the Engineer to the
Harbour Board that when the men got an
increase in wage they did less work than
before. The Arbitration Act has been much
belauded mostly by workmen. The main
reason s0 far as this colony is coneerned is not
far to seek. Ever since the Act has been in
force, the colony has heen prosperous, hence
in all cases the workers have got increased
pay and shorter hours, but how when the
pendulum swings the other way, and employera
demand reductions and workers will not be
able to withdraw from any award that goes
againgt them? The new Act is far reaching
in its c¢lauses. It does mot seem
that Conciliation has been as successful aa was
gmbably anticipated, for a retwrn placed

efore the Legislative Conncil shows the four
boarde of the colony were unable after sittings
occupying 440 daya to settle more than 29 out
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of B0 cases, the rest having been settled by the
Arbitration Conrt. The provision for special
boards in the new Act is opbe which I think
will give great satisfaction to employers and
workmen alike, and will affect & great saving
of time for both parties, and probably a large
percentage of cases will be so settled. As
regards preference of employment; this is a
general source of annoyance and irritation to
employers. From my own observation, I very
seriously doubt if it is of any material advan-
tage to the workmen. I am of the opinion
that unions would carry weight and get better
recognition from employers if they abandoned
their claim for preference, relying on their
merits. A union doing thet, would, I think,
get on very much better in the long run.

Another reference was this, by the presi-
dent of one of the industrial boards:

As you are no doubt aware, the Grocera,

Livery Stables, Carriers, and Tramway Unions
ware decided not to be industrial unions in
the terms of the Act. Judge Edwards, in
giving the decision, remarked that whatever
sympathy the Court might have, they could
only administer the Act according to law as
they found it. I understand there is to be an
amendment in the Act. Its order will be a
large one, for on broad grounds if the Act is
good for one section of the community, it
ought to be made good for all. If such
amending Act is to be made, it ig to be hoped
that the Government wili take the advice of
those who have had experience in the working
of the Act, and so avoid anything that might
restrict or harass manufacturers or industries.
Any rvestriction is equally if not more detri-
mental to workmen than to empioyers. If the
Act is to be amended, an important point for
reconsideration is the number of men that
should form & wunion, which at present need
not exceed seven. It is said that there is a
tendency to form bogus unions; at any rate
small unione are not likely to have such a
sense of their responsibilities, nor are they
likely to have funds to pay any award against
them, so that any awards made against them
would have to full on the individual workmen,
In my experience, the greatest responsibility
rests on the secretaries and presidents of
unions, some of which seemed fo comsider it
their mission to make mischief.
The President of the Wellington Provin-
cial Industrial Association ‘also said—
and one specially entreated the attention
of hon. members to this, because it was
a review of the Act after the Act had
been in operation five years :

The Arbitration Act has now been some five
years in operation, and sinceits commencement
the workers have almost always got some
advantage. There must come & time of high-
water mark, beyond which the court will be
unable {0 make concessions, and that in the
interest of the workers themselves, because it
canpot compel a manufacturer to confinue
when it is not profitable to do so. Nor i it
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able fo prevent the importation of goods, which
the giving of higher wages to the workers
wonld allow the importers to put in the
market at a lower price than the home-made
articles. So far, employers have had to aceept
the awards : the queaticn i8 will the workera
do the same, or are they disposed to kick over
the traces when it does not please them, as was
shown in a recent award ? If the latter is to
be the case, then the Act must be a failure.
Probably the most serions and difficult ques-
tion the court has had to deal with is the
apprentice question. Throughout the land
both employers and workmen complain of the
il-tanght worker. The courthas to deal with
them, and has found no better means than the
obsolete legal apprenticeship. I fear from
what I know, and have been told, thatin a few
years this legal indenture will have done more
harm than good. The modern conditions of
manufactures are entirely altered, so that the
old mode of teaching trades is not applicable,
a fact now well recognised on the Continent
and in Ameries. I feel sure that under present
methods employers will not take the bother of
hoys legally indentured. The only possible
chance under the changed conditions to make
good tradesmen, is that boys before going to
learn a trade should be compelled to go to a
trade school, where they would learn not only
to handle their tools but also the theoretical
part of their trade.

That was signed by Mr. 5. Brown, presi-
dent of the Wellington Provineial In-
dustrial Association. The same board
gave the following reason for an amend-
ment of the present Act :—

Every trade that has come before the boards
has much that is technical; some are fairly
bristling with technicalities. A good deal of
time is taken up in explanation by witnesses;
even then it is not easy for memhers of the
board who are not experts to thoroughly
understand. This would not take place if
the nssessors sitting with the chairman were
experta, and the necessity for calling in experts
would be dome away with, and fhe wmatter
would probably be put in a much more concine
form for the Arbitration Court, and time
saved. It might be said that a board so con-
gtituted would be partial and would wrangle :
the present arrangement here doea that. The
unions bring their case mostly to the Trade
and Labour Council first (some have it in their
rules that they must not take any action
without consent of the Trades Council). The
digpute is discussed and approved by the
Council. The two members of the Concilia-
tion Board are members of the Trades Council.
They are, therefore, not in a position to be
impartial, even if they desire. I have myself
seen the leader of a dispute sitbting beside the
membera representing his side, and the one
prompting the other. and have also seen them
pass notes across the table. When experts
are called in, they are from each side and are
partisans. The mode I suggest is similar in
operation to a Judge of the Smpreme Court
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sitting on a land case, where each side sends
an aseessor. I think it would be advisable
that the chairman should be & lawyer.

Mr, Justice Denniston gave a decision
with reference to the working of the Act,
and there was some suggestion that the
decigion should e appealed against. This
was a review upon Mr. Justice Denniston’s
decision:

My, Justice Deuniston has just decided that
the pressnt Arbitration and Conciliation Act
gives the Arbitration Court power, if it thinks
proper, to award unionista preference of em-
ployment. This decision leaves the matter as
1t was before. To finally test the question it
would have to go through the Court of Appeal
to the Privy Council. As to whether the em-
ployers are going to carry it onm, I have mo
knowledge. Personally, I do not think it
worth while, for the reasons that the Act is
very differently administered, especially in
giving preference, from wbat it was when it
fivst came into force, and decisions have no
doubt been given which were not what they
should have been.

He (Mr. Haynes) thought that this was
exactly what would bappen here.

This arose mainly from two causes :—{a.)
Want of experience a8 to the effect that the
working of the Act and decisicns given under
it would have, (b.) From employers failing or
neglecting to put their cases properly before
the Courf. Employers as a whole, through
their jealousy of each other, will not comhine;
hence each one paddles his own canoce and one
is often found contradicting the other. The
unionists, uwnlike the employers, have no
jealousy one man of another; they put their
cases fairly well and produce evidence in
support, without contradicting one another,
a3 I bave known employers to do. Even
where there are employers’ associations, it is
mostly left to a few persons to find the money
and stand the brunt; other employers are
quite willing to take all the advantage of what
is offected, but are too mean to bear their
share of expense. It is this want of combina-
tion which has placed the employers of New
Zealand at a disadventage ever since the Act
has been in force, and will continuwe to do so
as long as they are merely loose units, without
any cohesion or vrganisation.

That was a report on the working of the
Act in New Zealand. On the one hand
the employers did not wunite. The
employers were unable to present their
case fairly to the Court because they were
only individuals, whereas the workers
were, as appeared here, able to present a
better case ; they were able to collect their
witnesses, and to argue their cases better ;
the consequence being that in nearly
every case in New Zealand the employers
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had been unsuccessful and the employed
successful.

Hoxn. M. L. Moss: That wag not much
of an argument.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES : It was not an
argumment at all. It was a fact. A
conference of representatives from the
Victorian Employers’ Union, Chamber of
Manufacturers, Steamship Owners’ Fede-
ration, Builders and Contractors’ Asso-
ciation, Boot Manufacturers’ Association,
Hardware Association, and others was held
in Melbourne. They formulated theirobjec-
tions to the Arbitration and Conciliation
Bill in Victoria, and the case made there
told against the Bill here, unless means
were taken to prevent the measure from
being an act of oppression in the hands
of the working classes against the em-
ployers. Mr. Trenwith, who moved the
adoption of the Conciliation and Arbitra.-
fion Bill in Victoria, said :

I foel that it is almost impossible to over
estimate the importance of the issue involved.

There must be & good deal of vacertainty and
a good deal of difference of opinion, as to the
wisdom of introducing such A measure.
Within the last ten years almost the whole
mercantile marine of Anstralasia was, if not
brought to a atandstill, very serionsly crippled
by a difference of opinion as to what hours of
employment and what remuneration should
be given to marine officers. The dispute was
trifling in its inception—of such a character
that a little reasoning on both sides might
easily have stayed it, and yet at & low estimate
it cost the colonies £500,000. Mr. Trenwith
then referred to the various attempts made to
settle induatrial disputes by means of volun.
tary conciliation and arbitration, which,
although successful for & time, finally broke
down because there was no aunthority to
enforce them. In New Zealand it has been
found that the Board of Conciliation, although
it has arrived at adwmirable decisions, has
never been able to get hoth gsides to agree to
adopt this system, and invariably gone to the
Court of Arbitration. He had therefore left
out of this Bill the conciliation provisions and
embodied them in clauses 11, 12, 13, 14, which
provided for industrial agreements being made
between employers and employees, which would
when registered have the forca of law,

Mr. Trenwith was o leading light; he
was the president of the Trades Hall in
Melbourne.

Hox. J. M. Speep : Not now.

Hoxn. R. S. HAYNES: At any rate he
was looked upon as being one of the
leading lights of the labour party, and
he (Mr. Haynes) thought one of the
most reasonable. In the opinion of that
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convention, the result of the passing of
the Act would be to leave the profits and
the capital of employers at the mercy of
the Court, and, through the Court, to a
section of the employees, to encourage
rather than prevent trade disputes:—

Great stress has been laid upon the apparent
success of the arbitration law in New Zealand,
and that it ia a factor in the general prosperity
of that country. The attention of employers
is earnestly invited to the consideration of the
opinions expresged by earnest thinking men
who have closely studied its working, and are
in a position to give authoritative and dis-
possionate judgment as to ite resulta. In
vregard to the actual working of the New
Zealand law, the employera earnestly invite
the serious consideration of the Government
and of Parlinment to the following extracts .(—

1. From the pamphlet of the late Mr.
Wm. Mainer, of Ashfield, N.8.W., entitled
“ Labour Legislation in New Zealand,” pub-
lished in 1898:—

“The eoneciliation and arbitration machi-
nery of New Zealand soon proved that it
wanted nothing so much as work to do,
and this the trades councils soon found
for it; if trouble bebween employers and
employed did not ocour in the ordinary
way, the agitators created it, for these
gentlemen very soon discovered what
enormous power they possessed by meana
of thie labour machinery. (Page 6.)
There is not on record one single case in
which employers have gone to the courts
for relief. The trades unionists alone
seek the aid of its machinery. (Page6.)
Mr. Reoves’ claim that the Act so far has
been a success 18 based upen the work in
arranging some 40 disputes, preventing
industrial war, and peacefully settling
the conditions of male and female lahour,
ete. In saying that industrial war haa
been prevented, he ahould be in a position
to show that these 40 disputes would
have resulted in strikes but for the Arbi-
tration Court. I assert that not in the
whole 40 cases do the clements of a
strike exist. Let Mr. Reeves come down
to the level of facts . . . . . then
he will see that compulsory courte of
conciliation and arbitration are an aver-
present temptation to harass employers
with (trivial) complaints rather than an
. institution seeking to remove them.”
Mre. J. MacGregor, M.L.C., in a letter
dated Dunedin, and published on the
13th of August this year, says:

The real anthor of onr Act was Mr. Reeves,
and anyone who reads his speeches in Parlia-
ment can see that he looked upon his legis-
lative chef d’@uvre as providing the means of
settling industrial disputes by promoting con-
ciliation between employers and workers. Now,
if there is one point as to which there exists
complete unanmimity in this community, it is
that as a measure for promoting conciliation
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the Act has utterly failed. Here then is one
lesson which you may learn from our experi-
ence. Do pot delude yourselves, as we did,
with the idea that the possibility of coercion
in the background tends to promote settle-
ment of disputes by conciliation.

One thing, however, the Act and its adminis-
tration has done—it has increased enormously
the number of disputes between employers
and workers, and it has failed to foster the
spirit of conciliation and goodwill. If it has
abolished battles {viz., strikes) it has given us,
not peace, but latent warfare, or a constant
state of srmed peace, which is worse than an
occagional battle.

‘Wa thought we had succeeded in devising a
method of seftling disputes which wonld bave
otherwise led to strikes: what we have got is
& system for getting up “disputes” for the
purpose of bringing employers periodically
before the Arbitration Counrt. An Act which
purports merely * to facilitate the settlement
of induatrial disputes by conciliation and
arbitration * haa been perverted by the trade
unions into an Act to facilitate the petting up
of industrial disputes in order to enable them
to secure the control of the industries of the
country.

At 6:30, the Cuarrmax left the Chair,
At 7°45, Chair resumed.

Hox. R. 8. HAYNES (continuing):
‘When the adjournment took place he was
reading a letter from Mr. J. McGregor,
a member of the Upper House of New
Zealand. That letter said:

As a means of enconraging and facilitating
the settlement of disputes by conciliation
{which it was intended to be) our Act has
absolutely failed, for it makes conciliation
almost impossible.

Whether or not the system is to be nsuccess
as providing a means of settling industrial
questions as if they were matters of legal right
to be decided by judicial fiat is obviously a
problem that will require some considerable
time and eome real trial for its solution. As
yet the Act has never been put to any real
test, a8 times are good, work is abundant, and
wages high.

In short, our experience, instead of justify-
ing any other community in following our
example, merely affords one more proof of the
rule that the results of such legislation are
never thoronghly expected by ite suthors;
and it affords an aptillustration of the wisdom
of that reflection of Machiavelli, *“Lat not
those who begin innovations in a state expect
that they can stop them at their pleasure nor
regulate them according to their intention.”

A gentleman connecied with a leading
and highly-respected firm in New Zealand
wrote :

The Couciliation Boards are giving the
trades unions general satisfaction, as in each
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case they always get some advantage, so as
opportunity offers they keep on asking for
more. You will quite understand that every
trade has its union.

So-called disputes are settled that would
never have been heard of had it not been for
the eagy way cases can be brought forward by
men who make a living at the game.

Labour is very scarce in New Zealand, as no
gupply of boys is coming forward. Our arbi-
tration court is putting so many restrictions
on the employment of boys that they are neo
longer of any value to us.

The Olago Daily Times of the 1st August
of this'year, a leading newspaper in New
Zealand

Howv. M. L. Moss: The leading news-
paper in Dunedin.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: The Otfage
Daily Times said:

The Arbitration Cowrt has been almost con-
tinuously sitting at Christchurch and Welling-
ton during the past month.

The Argue of the 6th August contained a
telegram from Wellington as follows:

Between May 25th and August 3rd the Arbi-

tration Court had before it no fewer than 59
trade disputes and breaches of award.
My, Trenwith inclined to the belief that
the New Zealand arbitration law wasa
factor in the general prosperity of that
country. The Contemporary Review of
October, 1899, contained an article to
which the employers invited attention ; it
was by Sir Robert Stout, ex-Premier and
present Chief Justice of the colony. The
article stated :

He frankly states his dombts as to the suc-
cess of the labour legislation now under con-
sideration. He shows that factory development
has not kept pace with the general prosperity,
and that imports of manufactured goods have
grown steadily since 1896, Also that the
expangion of the export tmde, which is the
basis of the colony’a prosperity, has come from
pastoral and agricultural operations, and he
adds “these are little affected by the labour
laws,™
Sir Robert Stout was one of the orna-
ments of New Zealand and of Australia.

Hor. M. L. Moss: Asa Judge.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: The extract
continued :

The prosperity of New Zealand is in spite,
and not the result, of its labour legislation.
It really resis on the solid foundation of the
splendid agricultural lands, the magnificent
pastures, the abundant rainfall, the penial
sunshine and abounding harvests of that
favoured colony. If these unequalled advan-
tages enables its producers to carry the
burdens imposed on them by its heavy taxa-

; tion, can Vietorian culfivators and producers
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be expected to carry a heavier burden if with
their less fortunafe surroundings they are
saddled with the severe labour laws, from
which aven New Zealand rural industries have
boen fres up to the present?

He apecially pointed that out. Victorians
cried out that New Zealand, with a
splendid rainfall and pastures, could pros-
per despite the labour legislation; but
with how much greater force could that
argument be used when we applied it to
Western Australia ?

How. J. M. Seeep: If we were going
to jump over Victoria and get to the
level of New Zealand, we would be doing
very well.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: The President
of the Wellington Provincial Industrial
Association eaid this, as being the effect
of the Arbitration Act:

The end of the fifth year as shown by this
report finds the Industrial Association in a
good sound position, and apparently so far as
individual memberas are concerned the last
year may be considered satisfactory. Trade
all round has been good. That no doubt is
due largely to a large combination of circum-
stances which will not happen every year, such
a8 & bountiful harvest and good market
cauged by the South African War. Then
New Zealand sent away about 2,500 of young
men, all workers, wh.ch would leave gaps to
be filled by others cut of employment; this
has done away, for the time being, with the
unemployed difficulty. The engineering trade
has been more than fully employed princi-
pally on dredges; thet of course will last only
a limited time, if the industry is not already
overdone. The question of the future seems
to be not se bright as far as workers are con-
cerned, either for employment or wages, and
nothing the Arbitration Court ean do will
alter this. Itis known that in several trades
where increases in wages have been given by
the Arbitration Court men have been dis-
charged and the article imported ; itis known,
for instance, that certain classes of boots are
imported at & cost of 25 per cent. less after
paying 25 per cent. duty, than the workman
will make them for, hence year after year the
imports increase in a manner that is very un-
desirable. Employers generally allege that
the workmen will not do the amount of work
they might easily do, and that they will not
work the machines to their fullest capacity.
This remark applies to other trades as well;
employers state that when workmen get an
increase in piece work rates no more is eamed
by the worker than beifore.

How. A. B. Kipsoxn: Would the hon.
member state whether that was an asso-
ciation of employers?

Hown. R. 5. HAYNES : An association
of employers. He had said that it was
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impossible to get any infurmation what-
ever from the labour organisations, and
these extracts were received from the
employers associations. Some witnesses
were examined before the Select Committee
from the labour unions, and these witnesses
stated that the Act worked beneficially in
New Zealand ; but here were a nuwmber of
opinions from the other side. The argu-
ments that were contained in the speech
he had read were arguments that would
present themselves to anyone who took the
irouble to read this Bill and reflect what
the result would be. The arguments
would be sufficient to his (Mr. Haynes's)
mind to reject the Bill, but the Council
had approved of the principle of the Bill,
and it only rested with him (Mr. Haynes)
to point out how dangerous it would be
1o pass the Bill in its present form. He
did mot agk the Committee to reject the
Bill, but certain amendments had been
brought forward by the Select Committee,
and he asked the Committee to adopt
them. The Select Committee had given
way in many instances and had decided,
on the evidence before them, to recom-
mend that the Bill should not be passed
in its present state. The employers were
willing to make a compromise, but on the
other hand the representatives of the
labour unions remained obdurate, and it
struck him (Mr. Haynes) that conciliation
was out of the question. Tf no more
conciliation was shown than that exhibited
before the Select Committee, then the Bill
would be of very little avail. The whole
of the amendments suggested were recom-
mended by the Select Committee with but
one exception, although that did not
appear on the face of the report, because
it was not asked to be so stated. The
Select Committee recommended that the
union of workers should consist of not
less than fifty memhers. The labour
unions wanted 100 to be the number, but
50 was the compromise, as the employers
thought that 25 should be the number.
With reference to the first amendment as
to the defination of *“ worker,” no end of
trouble was experienced in New Zealand
in regard to the Act there because there
was no definition, and it was held that
grocers’ assistants were not entitled
to De classed under the Bill, and that
shopkeepers of any kind were not
entitled to be classed. The same with
regard to lumpers or carriers; therefore
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the Select Commiftee thought it well that
all workers, or all persons working for
wages, other than clerks, should be
included under the Bill. It excluded
persons under contract of service for a
period of one month or over. That was
quite right, or otherwise we should put
an end to the law of contract. A person
might enter into a contract to be paid at
the rate of £200 a year, and he might
join a vnion and then want £400,

Hown. A. P. MaTHESON : It could not
upset the ordinary law.

How. R. 8. HAYNES: The hon.
member secemed to wmisunderstand the
Bill. If 25 men were engaged for two
years at £2 or £3 a week, they might go
before the Arbitration Court and the
iibitra.tion Court could say * Pay them

Hoxn. J. M. SpeED: If they deserved it.

Hon. R. 5. HAYNES: If they were
all like the interjector, they would all
deserve it. There would be neither
rhyme nor reason in the principles of the
labour party. The object of the Bill was
to prevent strikes. If hon. members
would reflect for a. moment, they would
see that strikes conld not occor where
the confract was for a term. Strikes
occurred with carpenters, builders, and
80 on, who had a perfect right to leave at
a moment’s notice. and who could them-
selves be dismissed at any hour. If 20,
30,0r 40 men terminated theiremployment
at & moment’s notice, a strike occurred.
Under this Bill, as it at present stood,
the Arbitration Court would have power
to hear any disputes between emplioyer
and employed, whether the employment
was for a year or ten years.

Hon. A. P. Marurson : Not without a
contract,

How. R. 8. HAYNES: There must be
a contract of service in all cases. The
hon. member meant a written contract;
but he (Mr. Haynes) was speaking of a
contract.

How. A. P. MarHesoN said he meant
a written contract, good in civil law.

How. R. 8. HAYNES: A verbal con-
tract was good in civil law.

Horn. A. P. Maraesor said he did
not know that.

Hon, R. 8. HAYNES: Ninety con-
tracts out of a hundred were verbal.

Hon. A. P. MarnEsoN : Ther did not
hold good.
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Horx. R. 8. HAYNES caid he was
afraid they did not.

Tre CuaikmMan: It would be far -
better not to carey on a conversational
argument.

How. R. 5. HAYNES: Under the
Bill the Court had power to decide all
questions between emplovers and em.-
ployed, whether the contract of service
was for a day or for ten years. The
Court had power to say what the terms
of the service were, including the hours
that one should work. Andif the salary
a workman received was not sufficient,
one would be bound to break the contract
entered into, and to enter into new terms.
It would be improper to extend this
Bill to contracts of service of over one
month.

How. A. P. MarmEson: If contracts
were all equally binding, why draw a
distinction ?

How. R. 5. HAYNES: Because the
Bill was brought in to prevent strikes,
and strikes:could not occur where con-
tracts were not terminable within, say, a
day, a week, or an hour. He challenged
coutradiction from any lawyer in this
House that the Bill would absolutely
nullify a contract of service. A mine
owner or company might itmport 200
men froru England under a contract for
two years. Those men might be receiving,
say, 8. a duy. On finding that the ruling
rate of wages in Kalgoorlie was 12s. a
day, they would form themselves into a
umon, and bring the company before the
Board of Arbitration, and the Board of
Arbitration would have to give them the
ryuling or standard rate of wages in the
district; so that the compauy, instead of
paying them 8s. a day, would have to pay
them 12s. a day. Persons of that class,
and also persons under the age of 21,
should be excluded from the operation of
the Act. In reference to Sub-clause A,
there did not seem to be any objuctions
by the labour orgaumisatious, but with
regard to Sub-clause B, which had a
reference to persons under the age of
21 years, he thought some of the wit-
nesses said the age ought to be reduced
to 10 years; that boys 10 or 12 years of
age ought to be allowed to form a union,
and have an equal vote with a man
perhaps 30 or 40.

Tue CoLoniaL Secrerary: Up to 14
boys must be sent to school.
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How. R. 8. HAYNES: There was no
reason why boys should not attend school,
and also do light manual labour. The
committee endeavoured to arrive at a
figure acceptable to both parties. He was
quite sure employers would be willing to
fix the age, but the workers were obdurate,
and the Committee were of opinion that
they ought to agree to the age of 21.
Pergonally he did pot very much object
to that age, because he thought that
up to that time a person’s judgment was
immature. Burke, he believed, said that
life wag made up of compromises. The
Committee were quite willing to compro-
mise, and he (Mr. Haynes) thought this
House would be willing to compromise.
He was of opinion the Commitiee would
have been able to say a compromise bad
been arrived at, but for the action of one
person. QOmne person still stood out, and
caused the trouble. Yesterday he (Mr.
Haynes) met the representatives of three
of the Jabour unions in the colony, and
he took the trouble to discuss this ques-
tion with them. It was asked by them
that the age be reduced to 18; they
would give no reason why, except saying
that many persons 18 years of age wers
out of their time, and were likely to join
s union. He asked if they were agree-
able to a compromise, and they said
“Yes.” They were more reasonable than
other persons he could mention. He
suggested the age of 19, and they abso-
lutely agreed to 1t, and assured him that
it was a fair compromise. Although the
Committee recommended the age of 21,
most of them (there was one exception)
would be willing to fix the age at 19, and
he thought the House would also be
agrecable to have the age fixed at 19;
but it must be a compromise, otherwise
the age of 21 should remain. The ap-
prentices could not be included, nor was
it expected that they should be. The
number of members of a union was
fixed in the amendment at 25. It was
then suggested that some security should
be given on behalf of a union before
registration, whether that umion con-
sisted of employers or employees, and the
matter was debated at considerable length.
Some unions did not see any objection to
it, whilst others had an objection, and
said : ** Why should we be asked to put up
money until a dispute arises?’ They
were quite agreeable to register without
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paying any money, and then to put up
the money when a dispute arose. That
seemed to be a splitting of straws. Inas-
much as it might be difficult to put up
£50 at the commencement of a union,
the Select Committee agreed that instead
of doing so, the union might give security
to the extent of that amount; that was
the amount specified in relation to a
union whose members did not exceed fifty
in number. The witnesses called before
the Committee were obdurate. The in-
clusion of a money deposit, or of some
gecurity that the award of the Court
should be carried out, was absolutel
necessary. Indeed, he might give up all
other objections to the Bill provided that
one clause were inserted, because it
seemed to him to be the erux of the Hill
Apparently, the objection to it was raised
only by a few cranks. The societies raised
no objection to it, and saw no harm in it,
although they did not like it. They said
“If you put that in, you will have no
labour umons.” If there were no labour
unions there would be no disputes. There
were 89 disputes in three months, that
was the effect of the law mn New Zeuland.
Hon. members could call them disputes,
but he called them strikes.

Hox. J. M. Seeep: The hon. memnber
was not displaying any bias in his
speech.

Tae Cuaiemarn: The hon. member
should not impute motives.

How, J. M. Seeep: No motives were
imputed : he simply said that the hon.
mewmber did not display any bias.

How. J. W. Hacxerr: Meaning that
he did.

Hox. R. S. HAYNES: The only other
clause that required amendment was
that in reference to the employment of
solicitors before the Conciliation Board.
That was a point which met with a con-
siderable amount of opposition by the
labour unions, and he (Mr. R. 5. Haynes)
had been accused in the Press, in an
inspired article, with having suggested
that counsel should be employed from
personal motives. The noble, generous,
and self-sacrificing action of one of the
members of the Select Committee who
also bappened to be a solicitor -—

Hown. A. B. Kipsow: That member
was an expert.

Hon. J. M. Seeep: That member did
not pretend to be.
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How. BR. 8. HAYNES: That member
pointed out that solicitors ought not to
be allowed to appear. How the news-
paper got hold of the information he
{Mr. B. 8. Haynes) did not know ; the
newspaper did not get it from any other
member of the Select Commitiee except
Mr. 8 ,and the evidence had not been
published or laid before the Council.

How. J. M. Sreep asked that the
imputation which had been cast upon
him should be withdrawn.

How. R. 8. HAYNES said he certainly
would not withdraw it.

Hon. J. M. Speep: There was no
necessity for him to contradict the state.
ment, for in the short time he had been
in the House hon. members knew well
enough that he (Mr. Speed) would not
take exception to a matter of that sort
unless he had good reason for doing so.

Tes CHAIRMAN: No doubt the hon.
member on receiving that assurance would
withdraw the remark.

Hox. R. S. HAYNES said he could
not withdraw it, and he refused to do so.
Here was a document which was not
koown to anybody, it was not placed on
the table of the House.

Hon. J. M. Seekp said he must ask
for the Chairman’s ruling on the point.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: Had the hon.
member a right to interrupt ?

Tre CHarrmax: On a point of
order. .

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: Not when
giving an explanation.

Tux CuaiBMan: If the
ber was explaining, all right.

Hon. R. S. HAYNES: There was evi-
dence that the report had not been laid
on the table of the House until a few
days ago, and until the report was laid
on the table the evidence taken before the
Select Committee was private, He (Mr.
R. 8. Haynes) did not give information
to the newspaper. Mr. Glowrey, Mr.
Brimage, Mr. Sommers, and Mr. Richurd-
son did not give the information to the
newspaper.

Hox. T. F. O. BeimacE : How did the
hon, member kaow that ?

Hon. R. 5. HAYNES : Because he had
made inquiries. How was it possible for
the information to get to the newspapers ?
There was an irresistible conclusion in
hiz mind that it came from the bhon.
member.

hon. mem-
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Hown. J. M. SpEED again rose to a
point of order. Standing Order 131,
stated :

Nomember shall use offensive or unbecoming
words in reference to any member of the
Council; and all imputations of improper
motives, and all personal reflections on mem-
bers, shall be considered highly disorderly.

If the Chairman could not rule in his
favour, he would have the matter referred
to the President. -

Tae Caaigman: The hon. member
(Mr. R. 8. Haynes) did not make any
direct imputation.

How. J. M. Speep: Mr. Haynes had
used his (Mr. Speed’s) name and directly
accused him of a certain thing.

Tae Cmareman: Mr. Haynes did
not use the hon. member’s name within
his hearing. '

How.J. M. Seeep: Mr. Haynes did
use his name.

Tar CHaleMaw said be did not hear
it. Hon, members must confine their
remarks to the first amendment.

Horv. R. 8. HAYNES said he was
dealing now with the whole report of the
Select Committee, 50 that it would not be
necessary to deal with the different
amendments again: if he dealt with the
amendments in a disjointed manner, he
would have to make some remarks on
each amendment as it came forward. As
to the employment of a legal man he (Mr.
Haynes) Ead been accused of using his
position on the Select Committesto further
his own ends and the ends of his profes-
sion. He repudiated such an accusation,
In the Select Committes he was placed in
a very delicate position by the accusation,
and he felt it keenly when it was asserted
that he tried to wuse his position
for the benefit of the profession.
The ground he took was that the Iabour
organisations had secretaries, mostly
akilled orators who could declaim on any
given subject for any given time, and
who desired to pose hereafter as skilled
advocates in labour disputes : these persons
desired that they should have the whole
of the arena to the disputes themselves.
These men were skilled in the collection
of evidence, and they had the whole of
the organisations to call upon and get
such evidence as they desired. But what
would these organisations be opposed to?
Not against a union of emplovers, but
one empleyer; and a man might be an
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excellent employer, but in court when
placed against a long-winded advocate he
would be nowhere. That was the reason
why the employers had got the worst of
the battles in New Zealand. Mr. Hamil-
ton, the manager of one of the largest
gold mines in this country, pointed out
that if a dispute arose between his com-
pany and a trucker, or any gang of
working men in the mine, he might have
to attend day after ddy at the court to
defend his action. It would be incon-
venient for him to personally attend,
therefore he should be able to employ
someone, and why not a solicitor ?

» How. A. P. MatrEsOoN: Why should
not a solicitor be an agent ?

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: That showed
the absolute nonsense of the cluuse. He
thvught the Committee was with him in
conserving the interests of the learned
profession. Here were the unions making
an attempt to encroach on the rights of
others, although they objected to their
rights being interfered with.

Hon., A. P. Marneson: Why could
not a solicitor appear as an agent?

Houw. R. 8. HAYNES: If he (Mr.
Haynes) happened to be s barrister, why
should he deny his profession ¥

Hon. A. P. MaTHESONW:
merely a matter of self-pride.

Hown. R. 8. HAYNES: It was more
than that. A solicitor might be engaged
by the consent of both parties. He did
not want to labour the point: Mr. Speed
or Mr. Matheson might do so if they liked.
Mr. Cartwright and the secretary of
another labour organisation agreed to
lawyers appearing, but they wanted the
clause as to the admission of evidence
struck out, that was the clause referring
to only legal evidence being admitted.
One had to give way to gain a point, and
a compromise was agreed upon. These
were the only clauses in the Bill on whick
there had Leen any dispute, and he left
the amendments to the Hovse. He was
anthorised by the select committee to
state that with reference to the age
mentioned in the definition of ** worker™
they did not mind if that was reduced to
nineteen, and the words in reference to
the legal evidence they recommended
should stand. With those two exceptions
the amendments could be agreed to. He
(Mr. R. 5. Haynes) bad devoted a con-

That was
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siderable amount of time to the framing
of these clauses, and if they were wrong
be regrafted it; he had given them his
best study and time, and he had Dbeen
ably assisted by his fellow nembers on
the Select Committee, with one solitary
exception which he need not mention.

How. J. M. SPEED said he wanted the
decision of the Chairman in respect to the
statement made by Mr. R. 8. Haynes to
the effect that he (Mr. Speed) was the
only member of the Select Committee who
could have given the information whereby
it was stated in an article that Mr.
Haynes, in objecting to solicitors appear-
ing, was trying to obtain selfishends. He
(Mr. Speed) did not know whether the
statement was irue, but that was the
statement alleged to have been made by
himeself. He asked that the words com-
plained of might be withdrawn,

How. J. W. Hackerr: What was the
imputation ? .

How. J. M. SPEED: That he was the
one whoe divulged the fact that the hon.
member was in favour of solicitors being
allowed to appear in Court under this
Bill. The hon. member imputed to him,
or caused it to be stated, that he (Mr.
Speed) was doing this for his own selfish
or personal ends.

Tee CHAIRMAN said he had not
heard the hon. member's name mentioned,”
and he did not think the hon. mnember
should assume that it applied to himself.
The hon. wember (Mr. Haynes) never
mentioned any name, and it would Le
unwise to take mere matters of opinion
as a direct charge, because Mr. Haynes
carefully avoided making any direct
charge; and as he made no divect charge,
he refused to withdraw anything. There
was nothing to withdraw. Members of
the Committee might rely on their own
personal character.

Hox. M. L. MOSS: Did one under-
stand, from what the Chairman stated,
that we must strictly observe the rules of
debate, and that no opportunity was to
be afforded to reply to the speech delivered
by Mr. Haynes? With all due respect
to the ruling of the Chairman, if it were
intended to be a ruling, he thought that
would be very unfair to the Committee ;
for personally he would like to have the
opportunity of making some observations
in reply to the remarks of the hon.
member.
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How. A. B. KIDSON: Before the
Chairman replied, he (Mr. Kidson) would
like to say the President informed him
that Mr. Haynes had obtained his ruling
on the point; and his ruling was that
the whole of the report should be dis-
cussed on the first amendment. That
should be done, otherwise we should get
no opportunity of discussing the report
at all.

Tae CHAIRMAN gaid he had mno
knowledge of any understanding about
this. He conceded & great deal to Mr.
Haynes, as that member was chairman
of the Select Cominittee, and it would be
far better for the hon. member to deal
with the whole report than fo be jumping
up occasionally at each amendment. He
(the Chairman) would be most wiiling to
allow any hon. member -latitude, but he
thought it would tend to quicken the
despatch of business if we kept as much
as possible to each amendment as it came
up.

Hon. K. 8. HAYNES: The Presi-
dent had been spoken to by him with
reference to this matter, and he (Mr,
Haynes) suggested that the report of the
Select Committee should be placed before
this Committee, prior to the Bill being gone
into, so that we might discuss the report
of the committee as a whole, and then
proceed with the Bill; but the President
said that the better course would
be to discuss the whole report when
the Bill was in Committee. He (Mr.
Ha&ynes) quile agreed with Mr. Moss
and Mr. Kidson, that it would tend fo
shorten the debate if they were allowed
to discharge all their artillery at once.
That would subsequently leave them
nothing to talk about when we came to
the amendments.

Tee CHATIRMAN said he should be
pleased to let all hon. members talk in
that general way over the first amend-
ment, and after the first amendment we
would confine ourselves to the special
point before the committee.

How. M. L. MOSS: One was about to
suggest that for the purpose of being in
perfect order, progress should be reported
and leave agked to it again. Then we
could go on with the Orders of the Day
and deal with the committee’s report.

Hon. R. 8. Haywes: There was no
necessity for that.
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Hon. ¥. WHITCOMBE moved thait
progress be reported, and leave asked to
sit again,

Hox. J. W. HACKETT : It was to be
hoped there would be an understanding
that, if we reported progress, we should
deal with this question at the next sitting.

Motion (progress) put, and a division
taken with the following result :—

Ayes .., e 12
Noes ... L 11
Majority for e 1
AYEB. NoEs.
Hon. G. Bellingham Hon. J, W. Hackett
Hon. R, G. Burges Hon. 8. J. Haynes
Hon, C. E, Dempster Hon. A. (. Jenkina
Boun. J. M, Drew Hoen. A, B, Kideon
Hon. J, T. dlowrey Hon. E. McLarty
Hon, E. 8. Haynes Hon. M. L. Moss
Hon, A, F. Matheson Hoo. . Randell
Hon, C. A. Piesse Hon. J. E. Richardzon
Hon, C. Sommers Hon. W, nSFancer
Hon.J. M. Speed Hon. F. M. Stone
Hon, F. Whiteombe Hon. A. Jameson
Hon, T, F. 0. Brimage (Telier).
(Tailer).

Motion thus passed.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again.

After the tellers had been appointed,
the Hon. R. G. Burges and the Hon. C.
E. Dempster crossed from the right side
of the House to the left, whereupon the
Hon. A. P. MaTHESON rose to a point of
order.

Tre Cratrman said members could not
cross after tellers had been appointed.

Mr. Burges and Mr. Dempster returned
to their seats, and were counted with the
Agyes.

PAYMENT OF MEMBERS BILL.
ASSEMBLY'H MESBAGE.

A Message from the Legislative As-
sembly, stating that the Assembly had
disagreed to No. 1 of the amendments
requested by the Council and agreed to
No. 2, was received and read, and taken
into consideration.

IN COMMITTEE.

Tee COLONTIAL SECRETARY
moved that the Committee do not insist
upon the suggested atendment to Clause
2. He did not think he need say very
much on the matter, for it was discussed
fuily the other night. He would draw
attention to the fact that this House had
been met very readily, thoroughly, and
handsomely by another place, upon what
was usually termed the levelling-up pro-
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cess, the honorarimm being
same for members of both houses. He
had been listening to hou. members, but
be thought the arguments used with
reference to the retrospective character
of the clause were overstrained. The
same state of circumstances would
arise on the meeting of the new Par-
lLament to a very large extent, if
not entirely, so far as this Council was
concerned, as existed ab the present
moment. The Council would consist of
the same wembers as at present,
and if the question had then to be
dealt with, the members would still
be voling in just the same way, for the
legislation would be retrospective. Sup-
posing the Bill were now thrown out, it
would not be reintroduced in the first
week Parliament met nest session, and
though the length of time would not Le
8o great, the principle would be just the
same. The legislation would, as he bad
said, be retrospective, because most likely
it would be arranged that the honorarium
should take effect from the lst of July,
and Parliament might not meet before
that date, or, perhaps, till August, as
was the case this year, but he did not
think that was likely. The argument
had been overstrained. He believed one
member said it was false modesty, and
he (the Colonial Secretary) was inclined
to the opinion that it was so to a large
extent. It was frue there would be a
general election for the Lower House, but
members would have to come back and
vote to themselves, as it was very baldly
stated, an honorarinm. He did not want
to labour this question. He was not
very much in sympathy with the argu-
ments used the other night, and he really
thought that nothing could be laid to the
charge of this House. Certainly nothing
could be laid to his (the Colonial Secre-
tary’'s) charge, because he would not par-
ticipate in the honorarium that would be
given, and therefore he was a little more
free perhups to argue the question than
other members, or, at least, to speak on
it, for he did not want to argue it, and
he thought there was a feeling on the
part of members that they did not desire
to argue it. He believed members a

preciated the action of another place in
agreeing to one suggestion this House
had made, and felt that members of
another place were willing, taking all the
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circumstances into consideration, to meet
this House. There seemed to be very
good reasons given why members who
had been serving the country for years—
for the lagt four years many of them—
should have some reward for their labour.
From one cause and another circum-
stances had led up to the introduction of
this Bill, and we did not know what
would bappen in the future. It was
admitted by all that the amount of the
honorarium did not represent the labour
which members of either House of the
Legislature weregiving to the business of
the country. He did not think be need
say more about it. He moved that the
Council do not insist on the amend-
nment.

How. S. J. HAYNES: We had no
right to pass a Bill for payment of past
services; payment should be from the
passing of the Bill or the commencement
of the first session of the next Parliament,
but there was no reason or justice in
payment for past services. Judging
from the feeling of the Committee when
the suggestion was sent forward, he had
good reasou to believe that the Comumittee
would insist on the suggustions as a
whole.

How. J. W. HACKETT : Taking into
consideration that after all this matter
concerned another place more than us,
that the AssemDbly were the custodians
and the guardians of the public purse,
and that grants of money came in the
first instance from the Assembly, since
the Council bad given the other House
an opportunity of reconsidering this
matter and retracing their steps in regurd
to the retrospective payments, he (Mr.
Hackett) would not press his opinion; he
would vote for the motion.

Hox. A. P. MATHESON suid he wus
extremely disappointed at the action of
another place, which lent very great point
to the suggestion made by Mr. Drew
that if the retrospective payment was not
permitied the Assembly would wreck the
Bill. Members in another place haviug
had the views of the Council put before
them and still insisting on the retros-
pective clause, it was not for the Council
to stand in the way, because the Bill
affected mewmbers of the Council very
little. All members now in the House
would be in the Council next session and
would all participate in the benefits, but
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there was one point for the Council to
remember, that outside it would be said
that the fact of the Assembly having
agreed to increasing the remuneration for
members of the Council had largely
influenced us in regard to not insisting
on the retrospective provision. He (Mr.
Matheson) did not intend to have that
said about him.

Hown. F. WarrcomsEe: We agreed on
compulsion.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON : Weagreed
because it was desired that the measure
should pass and there was no other means
apparently of getting the Bill passed. To
preserve the position he had taken up be
would receive the money and give it away
in charity ; be did not intend to keep it.

How. R. 8. Haynes : The hon. member
could give it to him,

How. A. P. MATHESON : The hon.
member was not a deserving object of
charity.

2 Hon. J. W. HacrerT: Give it to the
00.

Hown, A. P. MATHESON : This was
not a matter for levity: it was such
remarks which made the Legislature of
‘Western Australia ridiculed and a laugh-
ing-stock to the rest of Australia. It
was extremely deplorable that this matter
should be received in this way. Seventeen
or eighteen members of the Council had
settled that payment was not desirable for
past services, but since we had to accept
the retrospective clause under compul-
sion we ought to deal with the matter
decorously.

Hon. A.JAMESON: Thisreally seemed
to affect the dignity of the Council
seriously, 'We should recollect that the
policy of the Government was to refer the
question of payment of members to a
referondum, and this Council was respon-
sible for that courses not having been
adopted. A motion was passed early in
the session that this Council was in
favour of the principle of payment, but it
was not anticipated for a moment by
those who moved and supported that
motion that there was to be a retrospec-
tive payment. The responsibility lay with
us, because this Bill would probably
never have been brought forward had
it not been for the action of this House.
He could not think that the amount
of money to anyone here would be of

{14 NovenuEER, 1900.]

any consequence: it was the principle, .

tn Commaiilee. 1661

that we were actunally going to pay
money to ourselves and making the Bill
retrospective, that was objectionable.
‘We did not want to see the Ball rejected ;
at the same time it seemed we should
have some further expression of cpinion
on the maiter and then let the Bill go
under protest.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: With other hon.
members, he was strongly of opinion that
it was improper to have a retrospective
clause in the Bill. As to the suggestion
thrown out by Dr. Jameson that we
ghould propose that the Bill should
operate from the passing of the measure,
it only meant a matter of £30 or £40.
In insisting on these suggestions we
might be wrecking the Bill, and the
country had been crying out for this
measure. This Chamber had done its
duty ; we had protested emphbatically and
vigorously against the retrospective action
of the measure ; but, as had been righily
pointed out by Mr. Hackett, it was the
duty of the other Chamber to grant
mouey, and that Chamber had thought
differently from us. He (Mr. Moss) would
be afraid to face his constituents, and
many others would be in a similar posi-
tion, if we were responsible for the
wrecking of the Bill Under these
circumstances he had no hesitation, after
we had done all we could to make the

- payment date from the first session in

the next Parliament, in agreeing to
the position which the Assembly had
taken up.

Question put, and division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . - 17
Noes . ... e &
Majority for 13
AvEes. NoOES.

Hon. @. Bellingham Hon, 8. J. Haynes
Hon, T. F, Brimage Hou. A. Jameson
Houn. J. M. Drow Hoo, F. M, Stone
Hon. J. T. Glowrey

Hon. R. G. Bn.rqes
Tellsr).

Hon. R. 8. Haypes
Hon. A. (1. Jenking
Hou. A, B. Kidson
Hon. A, P. Matheson
Hon. E, McLarty
Hon. M. L, Moss
Hon. C. A, Piesse
Hou. G. Randell
Hon, C. Sommern

Houn. J. M, Speed

Hon. F. Whitcombe

Hon, C. E, Dempster
[g'cllcr].

Question thus passed.
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Clauses 2 to 4, inclusive—agreed to.

Preamble and title—agreed to.

Bill reported as amended on suggestion,
and the report adopted.

THIED READING.
Bill read a third time, and passed.

DESPATCHES FROM SECRETARY OF
STATE.

Despatches (2) from the Secretary of
State for the Coloniesto the Administrator
were received and read as follow: —

(1.). In acknowledgment of Address of
Sympathy passed by the Legislative
Council to the Queen, on the death of
H.R.H. the Duke of Saxe-Coburg Gotha.

(2.) In acknowledgment of Addresses
passed by the two Houses of Legislature
to the Queen, praying for the inclusion
of Weastern Australia in the Common-
wealth of Australia.

PATENT ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING {MOVED).

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. G. Randell}, in moving the second
reading, said: I have no desire to press
this Bill forward against the wishes of
hon. members, but I am desirous of for-
warding it this evening. and of saying the
few words I have to say on the Bill I
do not profess to be very well acquainted
with the patent law of the country, butit
appears there are certain things existing
which were granted under Acte that
have been repealed. An Act of the
36th of Her present Maijesty, No.
1, the Patent Act of 1888, and the
Patent Act of 1892, have all, T believe,
been repealed by the Act.of, I think,
1894; and it has been thought desirable,
in the interests of the goldfields and those
who are pursuing that tmportant occu-
pation, that steps should be taken so as
to prevent what is termed here inuring of
the patent beyond the term for which it
was originally granted. 1 understand
that a certain patent expires very shortly,
and it is considered the best policy in the
interests of the country at large that steps
should be taken to remove any ambiguity
or any feeling of uncertainty which may
exist in the minds of some persons in
regard 1o the remewal of that patent.
Hon. members know the course pursued.
and I believe it is pursued to a great
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extent in Great Britain. That is, appli-
cation ia made to the Governor in the
first instance, who refers the matter to
the Supreme Court—1I think it is to the
Supreme Court—and the Supreme Court
pronounces an opinion on the applieation,
and then the Governor-in-Council decides.
I understand that under the present Bill
the (tovernment will not be compelled to
forward the application for renewal. An
opinion was very strongly expressed in
another place by some members of the
legal profession, more especially by one
member, and so far as I could gather
there was no particular contradiction;
still, there was an uncertainty as to what
was really the law on the question. At
any rate, it would be open to the Governor
to remit the application to the Supreme
Court, and ask their opinion and recom-
mendation on the matter; but I
understand that even when that has
taken place, the Governor-in-Council
would have power, if the arguments or
reasons to be forwarded for the remewal
of the patent were not sufficiently good,
or if the granting of the application
would be opposed to the interests of the
country, to reject that application. I
believe that s about the law of the land.
Circumstances have arisen, and some
members are, I know, prepared to speak
more fully, and perhaps with better infor-
mation than I can do as to the operation of
the patent or patents now existing in this
colony. I do not propose to go into that
part of the question at all, because, ag I
have already said, I think some members
in this House who are interested and
engaged in one manner ot another with
the gold-mining industry, will be able to
speak upon the policy of the question
much more effectnally perbaps than I can
do. I know that arguments will be used,
and have already len used, and no doubt
Mr. R. 8. Haynes will use those argu-
ments again, and perhaps other members
will do the same, that we are taking
away the rights of individuals; but I
believe it is an admitted axiom in the
politics of a country that the individual
must often suffer for the benefit of the
community at large. By that statement
I am not admitting that there will be any
hardship or suffering inflicted upon any
corporation or syndicate. It has been
argued, I believe, that they have enjoyed
for a considerable number of years,
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though not in this colony, the benefit of
this patent, and that they have reaped a
very large reward. I think it has been
stated in this House very recently that if
they recover what they are attempting to
recpver, it will affect not only the larger
mines which are im operation in Kal-
goorlie and other centres, but also the
prospector himself, the smaller man, if T
may use the word in reference to this
industry, just as much as the other. I
am not attempting to state at the present
moment that there are any hardships or
that there are not, but this Bill is desired
by a great industry in operation in this
colony, which I am sure hon. members
desire to do their best to protect and
advance, because in doing so they are
advancing the interests of the colony at
large. It is also an admitted faet, T
believe, that the present proprietors are
not the originators of the patent.

How. R. 8. Haywes : That is not so.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY:
That, of course, has been stated. I bhave
read that the patent is not in the hands
of the inventor, but that it hasbeen sold
to a company, and he has received his
reward as far as that is concerned.

How. R. 8. Haynes: The director of
the company.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
understand that the rights and privileges
which would otherwise have accrued to
the inventor have been disposed of to a
company. That is the usual thing.

Hox. R. 8. Havnes: This person is
the director of the company.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY:
This Bill provides that no letters of
registration granted under the Aects to
which I have referred shall inure or be
valid and effective beyond the term men-
tioned in the original letters in respect of
which such letters of registration were
granted, and an extension of the term of
the original letters patent in the country
or colony where the same were granted
shall not be deemed a continuance of the
original letiers patent. I believe mno
letters patent have been granted in this
colony to the syndicaie which. has been
named in another place, but that the
patent is simply registered here. How-
ever, I think it has the same effect as if
they had taken out the letters patent
here. There is no obligation on the
Legislature to extend the term beyond
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the usual grant, and probably it was
never intended that the term should be
so extended. In many cases it has been
proved to be disastrous to the interests
of a community to grant these long
periods for the enjoyment of patent
rights. One is free to admit that if a
person has experimented, studied, and
worked, in some cases for years, before
perfecting the thing patenied, that wan
ought to receive the due reward of his
enterprise, intelligence, and application.
It will be fairly admitted at the same
time that when layge interests axe
involved, and the effects of_ a certain
thing might prove disastrous to the
country, local matters should be con-
gidered. I think I have said all I need
on thiz Bill. The third claunse of the
measure is 4 very important one, and I
think no misvnderstanding can arise as to
that clanse, [t reads:

1t shall not be incumbent on the Governor

to refer any petition for the extension of the
term of a patent to the Supreme Court, and
the Governor may, in his absolute discretion,
and without assigning any reason, refuse the
prayer of the petition.
That is a very important clause and
carries out the object intended fo be
served by the Bill. I do not know that
X need refer to a petition that has been
presented in reference to the effect on the
great industry on the Eastern goldtields,
ag members have a copy of the petition
before them. I think I bave discharged
my duty when I have placed the House
in possession of the Eill in as few
remarks as I cen address toit. I have
indicated the broad lines on which mem-
bers can deal with the Bill in the interests
of the community, but consideration
should be given to individual rights and
privileges. There is no obligation on the
Government to refer the matter to the
Supreme Court, as far as 1 can ascertain,
but probably the usual course will be
pursued if a petition is presented from
persons interested in patent rights.

How. E. 8. HAYNES: I heg to move
the adjournment of the debate until the
next Tuesday.

Motion put, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes e 17
Noes e 4
= Majority for ... .. 13
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AYEs, NoEs,
Hon, (. Bellingham Hon. A. P. Matheson
Hon. H. Bri Hon. G. Randell

Hon. T, F. Brimage
Hou. C. E. Dempster
Hon. J. T. Glowrey
Hon. R, 8. Hayues
Hon- 8. J, Haynes
Hon. H. Jameson
Hou. A. B, Kidson
Hon, M, L. Moss
Hon, C. A. Plegse
Hon. J. E. Richardson
Hon, H. J, Ssunders
Hon. C. Sommers
Hon, F. M, Stone
Hon. F, Whitecombe
Hon, J. W, Hackett
(Teiler),

Motion thus passed, and the debate
adjourned.

Hon, J. M, Speed
Hon. J. M. Drew (Toller).

ADJOURNMENT

The House adjourned at 924 o'clock
uantil the next day.

Fegielutibe Jasembly,
Wednesday, 14th November, 1500.

Fire Brigndes Board Debenture Bill, flrst re —

Question: Eight-honrs System on Railways—Knl-
orlic Roades Board Tromways Bill (private{:
t Committes's Beport--Legislative Aggembly
Buildings, Additions : Select Committee’s rt—
Customs Duties under Commonwealth Bill, all
atages—Post and Telegraph Act Amendment Bill,
all stages—Discharge of Orders (2)—Puyment of
Members Bill, Legislative Conncil’s Snggestions ;
Appropriation Message (incresse}—Annunl Esti-
mates, Committee of Bupply, Lands and Surveys
votes tpu.asml: progress—Despatches from Secre-
tary of State (2)—Adjournment.

Tar SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o’clock, pm.

FIRE BRIGADES BOARD DEBENTURE
BILL.

Introduced by the ATTORNEY GENERAL,
and read a first time.

QUESTION—EIGHT.HOURS SYSTEM ON
RAILWAYS.

Me. GREGORY asked the Commis-
gioner of Railways: 1, Whether it was
the intention of the Commiesioner of
Railways to give effect to the resolution
recently passed in this House that the
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Customs Dulies Bill.

eight-hours system should be adopted
upon the Railways. 2z, If so, when.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF RAIL.
WATYS replied : The whole question had
been referred to the Glemeral Manager of
Railways for report, and as soon as the
report was received, it would be placed
on the table of the House.

KALGOORLIE ROADS BOARD TRAM-
WAYS BILL.

SELECT COMMITTEE'S REPORT.

M=z. Presse brought up the report of
the select committee which had inquired
into this private Bill.

Report received, read, and ordered to
be printed.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY BUILDINGS,
ADDITIONS,

SELECT COMMITTEE'S REPORT.

Mz. IrnuiveworTH brought up the
report of the select committes which had
inquired into the question of providing
additional accommodation in connection
with the Assembly buildings.

Report received, read, and ordered to
be printed.

CUSTOMS DUTIES UNDER COMMON-
WEALTH BILL.

Introduced by the PrREmMIER, and read a
firat time.

SECOND READING.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest), in moving the second reading,
said: I would hike to ezplain to the
House the object the Government have
in view in asking hon. memhers to assent
to this Bill. We have agreed to enter
the Commonwealth of Australia, and the
Constitution of the Commonwealth will
be established on the 1st of January next.
It is possible, but not at all probable, that
uniform duties will be established some
time next yvear; and it is just possible,
though I do not think it is probable,
uniform duties might be established
before legislation of this sort could be
accomplished by the next Western Aus-
tralian Parliament. However that may
be, it seems to me that we are not doing
anything to which anyone can take except
tion in providing that whenever uniform
duties ave established, the laws in forcein
thig colony at that time in regard to cus-
toms shall be continued. MHon. members



