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Legislatibe Bssembly,
Puesday, 2nd August, 1898.

Papers presented—~Question: Pory and Wharl
Regulations (new)—Fire Brigades Bill;
Report of Select Uommittee—Warrant for
Goods Indorsement Bill, first reading—

Jury Bill, third.yeading—Land Bill, second

renSing. debate concluded ; Parts 11 and 12

referred to Select Committee—Gold Mines

Bill, second reading, further adjourned—

Message : Assent to Supply Bili—Inebriates

Bill, in Committee, reported — Divorce

Amendment and Extension Bill ; in Com-

mittee, clause 1, sub-clauses (1) to (f);

Divisions {§}—Adjournment.

Tae SPEAKER teok the Chair at
4.30 o’clock p.m.

PRrRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: Mining Commission,
Report with appendices and minutes of
evidence ; High School (Perth), Report
of Governors for 1897-8.

Ordered to lie on the tabje.

QUESTION: PORT AND WHARF REGL-
LATIONS (NEW).

Mr. HIGHAM asked the Premier—
1. Whether it was the intention of the
Governnient to formulate new port and
wharf regulations. 2. If so, whether
he would consent to have these sub-
mitted to the shipping and commercial
bodies interested before bringing them
into force.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied:—1. Yes; they are
now being printed. 2. Yes; certainly.

FIRE BRIGADES BILL.
REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE.
THe Arroryey GeNERaL brought up

the report of the Select Committee on
the Bill.

Received, and ordered to be printed.

WARRAXNT FOR GOODS JINDORSE-
MENT BILL.
Introduced by the ArrorNEY GENERAL,
and read a first time.
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Lead Bill.

JURY BILL.
On the motion of the ATToR~NET
GENERAL, Bill read a third time and
transmitted to the Legislative Council.

LAND BILL.
SECOND READING.

Debate resumied on the motion of the
Coumizsioxer oF Crowx Laxps for the
gecond reading of the Bill, moved 26th
July.

Hox. H. W, VENN (Wellington): I
do not know whether the hon. member
who wmwoved the adjourmment desires to
speak on the subject. If he does, it is
clear we must have a further adjourn-
menb.

THE SrEaker: I do not think the busi-
ness of Parliament ought to be inter-
rupted on that account.

Hox. H W. VENN: T quite agree
with you. I have but little to say on the
subject. Personally, ever snce I have
sat in this House, I have token a pro-
minent part in the land legislation of
the colony. I remember that some years
ago, when the Premier was then the
Surveyor General, I took the opposite
side on the question of land regulations,
and I think he remembers that I, to-
gether with some other meinbers of the
Houge, gave him s deal of trouble.
Eventually, however, he wound up by
thanking us, and more particularly
my.elf, for the action taken then in dis-
eussing nearly all the clauses dealing
with those subjects that are interesting
to settlers. We have not had, since
then, much discussion or any great
alterations in the land regulations of the
colony ; and that fact speaks volumes,
as showing that the regulations formu-
lated by the then Surveyor General were
in the best intereste of Western Aus
tralia, by promoting the advancement
of the colony and helping forward
settlement. We, of course, expected
some novelties when we understood that
the present Commissioner of Crown
Loands intended to bring a Bill before
this House. I am not at all surprised at
the new clauses which he proposes to
introduce, for I think such Ilegislation
suits the advanced times in which we
live ; and, personally, I have little or no
fault to find with, nor shall T raise much
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opposition to, the new clauses to be
found in the present Bill We have to
congratulate the Commissioner of Crown
Lands on the very lucid and the
able woy, if T may use the term—I do
no: like using the word “able,” be-
cause it has been so knocked about—in
which he introduced the subject. His
speech was one of the most intelligent
that has been delivered in this House
-for some years upon the land question
and the settlement of the colony; and 1
feel sure the House will join with me
in congratulating the hon. gentleman on
the effort he made that evening. T have
little more to say, beyond this, that I
shall, in common with other members of
this House, watch the Bill carefully
throueh its Committee staze, and move
such amendments as I think necessary.
Tt would be well for the House not to
hurry the Committee stage at all, but
allow time for members to study the Bill
carefully. There are one or two large
Billz before the House, and I think hon.
members have not much time to rend
them carefully in the way they should.
It would be well for hon. members to
give notice of any amendments they in-
tend to move on this Bill, so that when
in Committee we may be able to know
the nature of them. TIf that is not done, in
an importent measure like this, it is
pessible that when members are reading
the clauses in Committee, some ides
may suddenly ‘enter their minds, and
they may bring forward amendments
for the consideration of the House that
may not be in the best interests of the
country, and these amendments might
be passed. It is very neces-
sary that all intended amendments
should appear on the Notice Paner
some little tirue before they are denlt
with ; and, in mv oninion, we should De
careful before aceepting anv amendments
which are rushed wpon the Houre or
vlaced before hon. members suddenlv,
during the passing of the Bill throueh its
Committee stage. I repeat that T join
with the House in congratulating the Com-
misgioner of Lands unon the manmer in
which he introduced the Bill on the metion
for the second reading.

Question put and passed.
BRill read a zecond time.
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*ELECT COMMITTEE (PROPOSED).

Mr. A. FORREST moved that the por-
tion of the Land Bill relating to timber,
Tart 12, Le referred to a Select Commit-
tec.

Hox. H. W. VENN: That was rather
an unusual course.

Twe SPEAKER: It was an unusual
courae, but it could be done.

Twe PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J. For.
rest) said it was very desirable that the
pertion of this Bill dealing with timber
leases should be referred to a Select Com-
mittee. The timber industry is one which
is growing in importance. We desired
to give every encouragement to bona fide
persons to cut timber, and also desired
to see that the industry was properly
controlled. We wanted also very much
to have expert opinion upon the timber
business ; for while some of us deubtless
considered that we knew o great deal
about it, from our experience, yet he was
gure we should all be glad to hear what
those engaged in the industry had to say
in reeard to it. He had very strong
views himself. He thought our timher
wag very valuable; and while we wanted
to take care that we gave every induce-
ment to those who wished to cut it, yet
at the same time we did not wish to give
what were rractically freeholds to the
lessees of timber areas. We desired to
have gome safeguards which would pre-
vent the agricultural industry of the
country from being altogether stopped.in
rezard to the timber areas which might
be leased, and we did not want to have
two titles to the snme area. He did not
wish to hamper the timber industry in
any way. but desired to have some rules
and regulations framed which would pre-
vent o timber man, when he had cot nd
of his timber, {rom monopolising the soil.
That was the case at the present time, in
many of the timber leaseholde : for the
timber merchant not only had the tim-
ber, but after denudiny the land of the
timber itself, he objected to anvone else
havine the use of the soil. We should
euard aeainst that: and. in trving to do
justice to both narties, he saw no better
plan of doing that than by threshing out
the question by a Select Commmittee. He
would he glad to be unon that Committee
himself, if hon members so desired, see-
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ing that he had taken charge of the Bill
in. Committee, and he could then hear
what these engaged in the industry had
to say. He was sure the result of such
inquiry must be satisfactory.

Hox. H. W. VENN: It appeared that,
besides the question of the timber indus-
try. another point hnd been raised in the
Bill, that was with regard to the preposed
asaesaments or change of principle in
reference to pastoral leases, There was
an important prineiple involved in the
Bill relative to the future rents proposed
to be charged; and he thought that, if
there was zoing to be a Select Committee,
it would be well not to confine their
labours to the timber clauses, but allow
the Committee to deal with the whole of
the Bill

Tre Prexier: That eourse was not ad-
visable,

Hon. H. W. VENN: The vroposals of
the Government in regard to future ren-
tals, in Part eleven of the Bill, were just as
important to the pastornl industry ns were
ouner portions of the mensure. Althongh
he quite sympathised with the Premier in
what had been said about timber leases,
it would be well for the Select Committee
to deal with the whole matter.

Mgr. VOSPER: While inclined to give
n general supnort to the mensure, he
neticed there were wrovisions in Part 10
referring to the eoldfields, tn which excep-
tirn might well he taken.

Tup PrEvigr: These provisions were
the present law.

Mgr. VOSPER: They wore & rescinding
of the present law, were they not?

Twe Prexier : What clause was the hon.
weniber referringe to?

Mr. VOSPER: To Part 10, clause 91,
and thereafter. The Bill proposed to
allow persons to take up homestend sta-
tions on anv portion of the Eastern Divi-
sion ; so that. for a sovereign paid down.
& person micht have the freehold of 160
acres within 40 miles of anv goldfields
ratlway,

Tre Premer: That was the law now,

Mg, ¥OSPER: The Premier had evi-
dently forgotten that the Homerteads
Act was confined to the South-Western
Division. The Bill proposed to extend
the operations of that Act to the Eastern
Division.
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Tae Preumier: Speaking from me-
mory, he felt sure the provizions of the
Homestends Act were not confined to the
South-Western Division.

Mr. VOSPER: Speaking also from
memory, a Bill to amend the Home-
steads Act was introduced last session,
and it proposed to extend the right to
take up homesteads on goldfields. He
(Mr. Vosper) opposed the Bill, and
it was withdrawn bLecause of his opposi-
tion. Now, however, he found a similar
clause incorporated in the present Bill
This being a new principle introduced in
regard to land tenure on the goldfields,
very careful consideration should be
given to it.

-HE PreEsmier: These provisionscould
ensily be dealt with in Commitiee.

Mr. Vosper: No doubt; but if there
was moing to be an investigation, it
would be well to refer this portion of
the Bill to the Select Committee, and to
further enlarge the Commitee so that
representatives of the various industries
concerned could have a place on it,

Tre PREMIER: In the Homesteads
Act, 57 Vie, No. 18, the land which
could be set apart for selection as free
farms was “Any Crown lands in the
South-West division of the colony, in-
cluding any lands, or any portions there-
of, which have been or may be set apnrt
under the Land Regulations as agricul-
tural arens, and also any Crown lands in
the Eastern or Eucla Division of the
colony, if gituated within 40 miles of a
railway, including any lands so set apart
;13 snecial areas.” That was the present
aw.

Mr. Vosper: Was the Premier quot-
ing from the amending Bill of last ses-
sion?

Tee PREMIER said he was quoting
from the Homesteads Act of 1893.

Mr. Vozerr: Then the matter would
have to he threshed out by the Commit-
tee. It was a dangerous provision,

Hon. HH W. VENN sugpested that
Part eleven of the Bill ought certainly
to be referred to the Select Committee.

Tre PremiEr: There was no objection
to having Parte 11 and 12 veferred,

Motion amended. by consent, so as to
include Parts 11 and 12, pastorsl lands
and timber lands.

Put and passed.
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On the motion of the Hox. I W.
Vexy, resolved that the Select Com-
mittee consist of seven members instend
of five

A ballot having been taken, the follow-
ing members {(in nddition te the mover,
Mr. A. Forvest) were elected : —-Sir J.
Forrest, Mr. Locke, Mr. George, Hon. H.
W. Venn, Mr. Harper, and Mr. Wilson :
the Committee to report on the 9th
August.

GOLD MINES BILT.
SECOND  READING—MOTION TD POSTPONE.

Mr. YOSPER. (North-East Coolgar-
die): I observe that the bon. member

(Mr. Moran) who moved the adjourn-
ment of this debate is absent. Partly
on that account, I move now that the do
bate be further adjourned until this day
week. Very few copies of this Bill have
heen printed, and few have been sent in-
to the country to be considered by the
reonle there,

Trr PreMier: The Blll never will be
congidered by them.

Mr. VOSPER: The Chambers of
Mines should have an opportunity of
considering them.

Tae PREMIER:
them?

Mr. VOSPER: The Chambers of
Mines should have an opportunity of con-
gidering the Bill, and I therefore move
that the debate be adjourned until this
day week.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES (Hon. H.
B. Lefroy): The Government have no
desire to prevent the consideration of
the Bill by the people in the country:
hut T never knew any cood, in the past,
heing gained by putting off discussions
of this kind. Tt is genernlly said by hon.
members that, if Bills are circulated
throughout the country, people will con.
sider them : but the experience of thir
House in the past has been that this has
not been done. The Government are
anxious to wet on with work, and T
think the House is nlso desirous of pro-
ceeding with work. A number of copies
of the Gold Mines Bill have been sent ta
the wardens throughout the country.

Tre Prewmean: About five hundred
conies were sent from this House.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: The
wardens were asked to circulate the Bill,

How long will it take
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and to send copies to the different asso
ciations, to the different Chambers of
Mines, and to the mine manngers; and
T believe this has been done. I hope
that those people on the goldfields who
may not have had an opportunity of con-
sidering this Bill will do so during the
adjournment. Of course, if hon. mem-
bers are not anxious to go on with the
consideration of the mensure, and desire
that the debate should be put off, the Gov-
ernment will not oppose them in that
respect ; but the goldfields are now nbly
represented in this Hoause, and T scarcely
think that the members for the goldfields
will he nble to gather any informatinn
during the adjournment which will assist
them, T should have thought that the
ooldfields members would have been mnde
aware, at the present time, of the views of
their constituents. The Government wish
| to et on with the business of the country
and T am sure all hon. members wigh to
da so: but if the poldfields members are
anxious that this debate be adjourned for
ancther weck, the Government will not
stand in the wav. The Government hone
to have the nssistance of the goldfields
members in dealing with this mensure,
and therefore we should not stand in the
war of an adjournment.

Tar PREMTER (Right Hon. Sir T
Forrest): T would like to mnke one or
two ohservations as to the frequent ad-
journments of imnortant measures, and T
really think that we micht exnect from
han, membera renresenting the goldfields
an exnosition of their views in regard to .
thiz Bill without further adiournment.
The member for Central Murchison (Mr,
Tilineworth) and the member for North-
East Conleardie (Mr. Vosner), have nlwavs
told us. and I am sure it is so. that thev
have had o larpe exnerience of lerislation
in reeard to eoldfields: and surely these
hon, members should naw be nrenared tn
oive us their views in regard to this
mensure. instead of asking for an adjourn-
ment. Tf time were wanted hefore enine
inte. Committee with the measure. that
shonld not nrevent hon, memhers, af av.
nerience. from giving their views in recard
to tha Bill before us,  Thiz measure has
heen nbout three weeks non the tahle of
the House, and conies have heen distri-
huted all over the colony.
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Ma. VospEr: We have had the evi-
dence” in print before us only three
ninutes.

Tue PREMIER: If hon. members are
going to gain their information from the
evidence, then I may say that the evi-
dence was nublished in the newspapers.

Mg. VospER: It was not—pardon me.

Tue PREMIER: The hon. member can-
not  claim  that he had no know-
ledee of the contents of the evi-
dence ; but I do not suppose the hon.
member is going to form his opinions
ftum what he may read in the evidence.
Ve had & good réssime of the evidence
taken before the Mining Commision pub-
lirked in the Press, for weneral informa-
ticn : the Press has placed the principal
parts of the Mining Bill before the
ceuntry ; and surely the goldfields people
have had time to consider the Bill by now.
It seems to me there is a lack of interest
in regard to this question. Whether it
is that the Government have so well ful-
filled their duty, in presenting a Bill
which is in nceord with the wishes of
almost all hon. members, or from what-
ever cause it is, there geems to he no de-
sire on the nart of hon, membhers to tackle
the Bill. They wish to put it off from day
to day, and from week to week., This is
Ao important question, and the Govern-
ment do not for 4 moment nssume to have
n knowledge of the question superior to
everybody else. We are prepared to dis-
cuss the various matters contained in the
Bill, in Committee. Why put off the
consideration of this Bill for weeks? Tt
only means that the measure will be
rushed through in the end. T know,
from lone experience in this House,
that when a Bill iz put off from
week to week, very few people look at it
until it is found on the Notice Pnper
again. I hope this will not be the case
in regard to this measure. I do not in-
tend for & moment to oppose the post-
ponement of this debate for a week;
but this is a vital question, and we
should be able to dea. with it at once.
Notwithstanding the uproar that has
taken ploce in regard to the Goldfields
Act and its illiberality and uselessnesss,
1 may say that the Goldfields Act of to-
day ia nearly all right. .ae main prin-
ciples of it are contained in the measure
before us. There are some few altera-
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tions, here and there; no doubt they
are important ones; but the main prin-
ciplea in the Act of to-day are em-
bodied in the Bill before us, showing
that our present law was not far wrong,
The same may be said in regard to other
Bills. Take, for instance, the Electoral
Bill: people complained about it, but
very few things need altering in it. 1
believe this is a better Bill, a better
drafted Bill, than the existing Act; but
there are no great alterations in the Bill.
except, as I said, in a few particulars. 1
am quite surprised that during the last
few weeks there has been such a lack of
interest on the goldfields in this matter,
and it looks as if the object is to delay
the consideration of the question. I
would rather that we should go on
quietly with the measure and get it into
Committee, but not go too fast. Let
hon. members show that they are in
earnest. I should have thought that
the member for North-East Cooolgardie
and the member for Central Murchison
would have given their views on this
subject, seeing that they have had three
weeks to formulate their views, and not
ask us now to wait until some chamber
of commerce or some chamber of niines
has expressed its opinion. Surely we
have our own opinions. If I had not
had my opinions, and the Minister of
Mines had not had hiz opinions, we
would not have had the Bill before the
House now. We have not waited to hear
what the opinions of other people are,
but we have had the work cast upon us
of framing a new measure. We have
had the report of the Mining Commis-
sion before us, and the evidence, though
1 cannot say T have read all the evi-
dence: but we have not been able to
follow the Mining Commission in many
of the conclusions at which they have
arrived. yet we have had to take the
responsibility upon ourselves of framing
this Bill. Is it to be said that the mem-
ber for North-East Coolgnrdie is wait-
ing to hear the views of the people of
Kanownn, or Bulong, or Kurnalpi, be-
fore he expresses his opinions? Should
it be said that he has not that knowledge
of the question which I believe he has,
and which he leads us to believe he has.
T believe peovle should listen to every-
one, but form their own opinions. Hon.
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members have had plenty of time to
formulate their opinions. This is not a
matter which has been brought up teo-
day ; and it ought to be the first in the
minds of all those interested in the gold-
fields. They should not want three or
four weeks, nor three or four hours, to
consider this matter. I think, however,
that the Bill has been so well framed that
there is little fault to find with it, and
that is why this delay is asked for. If
that iz the case, the Government are tu
be congratulated, because I did not think
our work could have been so good. I
know there are many controversal sub-
jects in the Bill, upon which people
have different opinions. I hope hon.
members will take the matter in earnest,
and go on with the debate. Let us try
and frame as good a Bill as we can, and
do not let us delay the consideration of
the measure longer. Let us show the
people of the country that we are taking
n real interest in the question.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison): A great deal of what the Pre-
mier has said is altogether unnecessary
and uncalled for. Hon. members know
whut are the ordinary courtesies in con-
nection with Parliamentary practice.
The member for North-East Coolgardie
has taken upon himself the duty of
moving the adjournment of the debate,
in the absence of the member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), so as to allow
that hon. member to take advantage of
the position in which he placed him-
gelf. 1 do not know what detains the
hon. member on this occasion, but [
think he should have an opportunity of
taking advantage of the position in
which he placed himself by moving the
adjournment on & former occasion.

Twe Preuigr: Why not adjourn until
to-morrow, thenf

Me. ILLINGWORTH: I am willing;
hut this Bill is not the simple thing the
Premier would like us to believe it is.
I must say that all the spare time I have
been able to give to the consideration of
the measure I have given, and 1 must
also say that the explanation given by
the Minister of Mines in moving the

. second reading was absolutely worth-
less, as a definition of the Bill. Conse-
quently it has devolved on each indi-
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vidual member to study the Bill for him-
self. I have no hesitation in saying
that no member knows a bit about this
Bill, from the explanations that have
been given by the Minister.

Mr. LEAKE (Albany): I would ask
the member for North-East Coolgardie
whether his object would not be nttained
bv discussing the Bill forthwith, and de-
ferring the delay to the Committee
atage. I must confess that I nm to a
certain extent in the dark ahout this
Bill, and have Leen looking forward with
considerable interest to the debate on
the second reading, upon the general
principles. We never discuss the minu-
tize of the clauses until we get into Com-
mittee, and it ie only general prineiples
we want to discuss now. I submit for
the consideration of the hon. member,
that the advices which he expects to get
from the goldfields may come later on,

Ma. ILavewortR: And be of no use.

Mg. LEAKE: Well, if they are of no
use, we do not want to delay the second
reading. My great objection to such
delay as is proposed is that we have not
got much work on the Notice Paper, and
the Government do not seem desirous
of bringing down their Bille for our dis-
cussion. nnd I would like to see husiness
proceeded with. We have gome tre-
mendously heavy Bills to deal with : and.
unless we zoon get fairly coing, we shall
have to throw a lot of them overboard
before the end of the session. As to the
Bill beine well drafted, and totallvy in
accord with the views of hon. members.
I may say that T went through about 50
clauses last night, and T found material
for debate in nearly every clause. T
neree with the member for Central Mur-
chison (Mr. Ilingworth), that the Minis-
ter who introduced the measure has not
thrown sufficient light upon it. We want
something more than a recital of the
marrinal notes  We ouzht to have
narallels drawn between the existing and
the proposed legislation: nnd the lack
of this assistance hns thrown upon mv-
self. at any rate. a mood deal of extrn
work. in order to master the detailz of
thiz measure. I confess T have not done
it vet : but I exvect assistance from hon.
members who ¢laim to have a more prac-
tieal knowledge of cold-mining than T
have.  As to the necessity for the Bill,
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there is no doubt that the existing law,
if properly administered, would very
likely give us all that we want; but T
must say that the way in which this Bill
is framed and drafted will turn this As
sembly into a workshep, when we get
into Committee.

Mg. VOSPER (in reply): I should be
elad indeed if I could accommodate all
parties in this House in regard to this
Bill; but I must certainly say, with re-
spect to this motion for adjournment,
that T think the Premier has taken an
nitogether erroneous view of the matter.
He has taken it for granted that some
hon. members are either pleased with
the Bill or opposed to it; whereas,
as a matter of fact, they have not ex-
pressed themselves either one way or the
other.  The goldfields members on this
(the Opposition) side of the House, at
nny rate, desire the delay because this
Bill is a long, difficult, and complex one,
and we have not had time to go through
it properly, and to thoroughly digest its
provisions. The intreductory speech of
the Minister of Mines was not of the
most enlightening character; and, that
being so, we have been unable to fully
consider thc measure. The proposition
we nut to the Government to-night 1g
that, if we can have a thoroughly good
and exhaustive discussion on the general
principles of this Bill on the second read-
ing, that will go a long way towards
amonothing down the asperities that at
present exist, and making the passage
of this Bill easier in Committee ; where-
as, if we do not have such a discussion,
every clause presents food for debate,
and, not knowing each other’s opinions,
we shall probably have to discuss each
matter at very great length in Com-
mittee. I therefore think the object of
the Government would be better served
hy having a ¢lear and intelligent discus-
sion of the Bill at the scecond reading ;
and at the present moment I am not
prepared ta go on with such discuassion,
and I think other members representing
the goldfields are in the same position.
While I do not propose to be muzzled
or hound down by any opinions expressed
by people on the goldfields, still T think
that, as the goldfields people are the
most interested, they have a right to an
opinion on these matters. and they are
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at present busily engaged in discussing
They would have finiched
with it long ago, had o sufficient number
of copies of the measure been sent thewn.

Tue Presuer:  Five hundred copies
were gent from this House alone.

Mgr. VOSPER: Then it is difficult to
understand what has becowe of them.
The Minister of Mines, when in Kanowna,
was asked to send some copies up there.
They had not arrived hefore he left, and
ouly a fex have mvived since. The peo-
ple on the fields have as inuch right to
ceagider the Bill as members of tws
House. It affects their bread and but-
ter, and their most vital interests ; and
for my own part, while reserving the
right to criticise any portion of the Bill,
I promise the Govermment that I will
not treat it in any factious spirit; that
I will do everything I possibly can, as a
private member of this House, to facili-
tate its pnssage, provided always that
the recommendations made on this side
of the House nre treated in o generous
gpirit. T am not asking for this delay
to hinder the progress of legislation or
to embarrass the Government: but I
simply ask that we, the goldfields mem-
bers, may have an opportunity of going
through this mass of evidence—some of
it of a very complex character indeed.
I must press the motion for adjournment,

Hox. H. W, YVENN: T feel with the
Premier in this matter. At the same
time, I agree with the leader of the On-
position, that perhaps it would be as
well to have the delay in the Committee
staze. And, counting myself with those
members who have not that keen, tech-
nical knowledge of the mining law that
we should like to be able to bring to
bear upon this question, T also agree
with the last apenker, that it would he
better for the House if we had some
oond dircussion on the second reading—
that is, if members intend to have a dis-
cussion—in which hon. members who are
sunnosed to, knox so much about the
minine laws, or what the mining laws
should be, might favour the House with
their views nupon the gemeral wrincinles.
If members will dizest this voluminnus
and able report which has heen laid upon
the table to-night, thev will he in a pasi-
tion to address the Houre, T should sav,
for six months: buf, unless they do
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digest this evidence, so far as I can see,
they will be unable to bring to Dbear
upon the Bill that intellizent apprecia-
tion of the points at issue which might
be obtained from o considerntion of
the evidence which the Commission
thought it necessary to publish. T feel
sure that the recommendations of the
Commission will carry a great deal of
weight ; and it would be as well for hon.
members, at any rate for some of them,
while others arc preparing their apeeches,
to rvend those recommendations. 1 do
not think it would be possible, in any
reagonable time, to read the conflicting
evidence taken; but I think the recon-
nmendations of the Commission. which are
a sort of summary, would be a very effi-
cient guide to hon. members, and enable
them to speak inte ligently on the Bill
in the light of the evidence ndduced be-
fore the Commission. Personally, I have
nover seen this evidence before. [ saw
_such reports as were published in the
papers; but, knowing that the evidence
would come before the House later in
proper form, I never read those reports
ns they appeared. Now that the evi-
dence is before us in #ufo, in the shape
of s0 many pounds avoirdupois of printed
matter, it seems a rather large order.
But the recommendations of the Com-
mission are still there, and I think they
would be of grent value if hon. members
would nnly peruse them. I rhould like
the roldfields members to address them-
selves to the main principles of the Bill
on the second reading, for I fancy such
n course would assist the Housze greatly
in discussing the Bill in Committee.

Ma, RINGSMILYL (Pilbarra): I regret
that the necessity should have arisen for
adjournment of the debate; but that
thc necessity has arisen T maintain is a
fact. - Undoubtedly, as the member for
North-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) has
snid, the peoplel on the moldfields, wne
parties most interested in the Bill, should
have an ovportunity of cxpleqsmn’ their
views wvon it hefore thdir reprecenta-
tives here do so. I would point out to
the Premier that we desire an adjourn-
ment. not from anv lack of interest in
thia Bill, but simply becaunse we realise
that we have a siunendous task in front
of us.

M. VospErR: And great responsibility.
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Mz, KINGSMILL:: Since the gold-
ficlds members entered this House, the
position of affairs as regards goldfields
legislation has c¢hanged materialiy.
Points have arisen which. at the time
we were returned, were practically never
thought of. I am greatly disappointed
that the debate has to be adjourned, and
principally for one reason, which I
think is a vital and Important one, I
am informed that the Bill will have to
pass both Houses of Parlinment before
the mining regulations, which I think
are nlmost the breath of life to a Bill
of this sort, can be laid upon the table
of the House; and T am afraid that, if a

long adjournment takes place, we shall

not have any opportunity of secing those
regulations, and that the consideration
of the Bill will :be corcluded without
Parlinment having had an epportunity of
correcting or altering any of the regula-
tions in question. For this reason I re-
gret that the neecessity for adjournment
has arisen; but I again say this neces-
sity is o stern. fact.

Mn. WALLACE (Yalgoo): T see the
necessity for this adjournment, and 1 am
in a position to state that the principal
mine managers in my district had not
received a copy of the Bill when T was
there last week. T have heen unable to
ot n sufficient number of copies to send
to them, thouzh I have heen expecting
their written opinions of the measure by
to-day’'s mail. T would like to have the
ndjournment that has been asked for. 1t
is only proposed to adjourn till this day

-week, so that every member will he in

possession of the views of hicconstituents,
who, I think, have a right to have a say in
the framing of this measure. It does not
follow that, becanse we goldfields mem-
bers represent mining constituencies, we
are versed in all the points which may
he raised in respect of a Bill of this sort ;
and T admit that I look to my people to
mive. me many peints which will be use-
f1] to me in threshing out this measure,
I was pleased to hear the member for
Nerth-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) ack
for an adjournment. I do not think it is
at all unfair, and T trust the Premier will
be inclined to reeall a. good deal that re
kas snid about our lack of interest in tie
Bill. Tt is simply our want of time to go
through it which makes us ask for an ad-
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journment. I trust we shall have the con-
currence of hon. members, and I have
nruch pleasure in supporting the motion
for adjournment.

Mr. CONOLLY (Dundas): Consider-
ing the immense importance of this Gold
Mines Bill, dealing with what is the main
inGustry of this colony, I think, though
it has been hefore the House for three
weeks, as the Premier has correctly stated,
w2 might fairly nsk that the proposition
for adjournment should be favourably en-
tertained. T think all hon. members,
whether goldfields or apricultural repre-
sertatives, will fully realise the immense
importance this will have in regard to the
interests of the colony, - and alse the
great dangers likely to acorue from passing
hagty or immature legislation on the ques-
tion. For these reasons, and considering
also the time, the distance of the various
mining centres, and the great length of
the Bill, T have pleasure in supvorting
m~ brother goldfields members in asking
for a further adjournment of the debate.

Mr. KENNY (North Murchison): Per-
sonally, T have no hesitation in pronounc-
inx the Bill to be a great improvement on
the present Act ; and while I am decidedly
of that opinion, vet like other goldfields
members, I am fully aware of the fact
that only those who wear the hoot can tell
where it pinches. I lost no time in des-
patching copies of the Bill to every centre
of my district, and the receipt of those
cipies has been acknowledged. I have
also been informed that the Bill has been
considered, and that the parties have
reported at great length. In the absence
of any further reply from them, un to
date, I sincerely hope the House will see
ite way to accept the mation for a week’s
adjournment.

Motion for adjournment put and
passed, and the dehbate adjourned ne-
cordingly.

MESSAGE: ASSENT TO BILL.
A Message from the Governor inti-

mated His Excellency’s assent to the Sup-
ply Bill, £850,000.

INEBRIATES BILT.,
On the motion of the ATrorveY
GexveraL, the House resolved into Com-
mittee to consider the Bill.

[ASSEMBLY.]

in Committee.

IX COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 to 3, inclusive—agreed to.

Claunse 4—Appointment of superin-
tendent and other officers:

Mzr. WOOD moved, as an amendmient,
that all words after “Act,” in line 4, he
struck out, and the following ingerted
in lieu thereof:—“Or may appoint a
committee of management, which shall
apnoint all efficers of the institution, and
do all acts necessary for the management
and control thereof.”  The object of the
amendment was to afford an alternative
method in dealing with an inelrintes’
home, and it would not interfere with
the scope of the Bill in any way.,

Put and passed, and the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 5—Inebriates may apply nnd
obtain an order for admission :

Mg, WOOD moved, as an amendment.
that the word “three,” in line 13, be
giruck out, and the word “twelve” in-
serted in lieu thereof. He believed that
one year was the term in vogue in the
other colonies.

Mr. A. FORREST objected strongly
to making the term one year. If the
amendment were adopted the door would
be open to great nbusze; for assuming
that o husband or wife wighed to put the
other party into an inebrintes’ asylum,
there might be reasons for it outside that
of drunkenness, and a man or womnn
might thus be shut up for twelve months.
If a person was not cured of drunkenness
in six months, he would not be cured in
twelve, and the limit should be as short
ne possible.

Mr. WOOD: If the House did not
agree to fix the term at twelve months
the whole Bill would be inoperative. be-
cause six months would not be iong
enough to effect & cure.  An inebriates’
retrent was supposed to cure a man for
ever, and it was known that a man had
renlly been cured of drunkenness. If
by heing kept under centrol for twelve
months 2 mnn were cured. no one wauld
be more thankful for it than the man
himself.

Mgr. VOSPER: Twelve manths wonld
he aufficient for an experiment to he
. made, whereas three months would not
| be sufficient. He supported the amend.
| ment.
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My, LEAKE: If a man began to take
liquor in small doses in order to ac-
complish & cure, the desired effect could
not be produced in three months. The
object which the hon. member for West
I'erth had in view was good; for unless
a person gould be submitted to treat-
ment for at least twelve months, the
ciause would not be worth having. It
was of no use trifling with a subject of
this kind.

Mu. KENNY: The aanendment de-
served strong support, for it must be
within  the experience of many of them
that people bad refrained from giving
way to drink for three or six months,
and had afterwards gone back to it.

Mn, ILLINGWORTH: Bearing in
mind that an applicant must have de-
clared himself n victim of intoxication,
and that at the time he made his appli-
cation he must be sober, it mwight be
taken for pgranted that the applicant
must have already wade considerable
effort to recover himself, and had failed ;
algo that, not being under control out-
gide the institution, he therefore ap-
pealed for the assistance of the institu-
tion. Hon. members might safely leave
it to a magistrate to decide the period
for which any particular man should be
committed t0 a home for inebrates. If
n man were committed for onmly three
months, all the good work of that period
might be done away in the pext three
days, and thus the institution would be
filled again and again by the same men.
The period ought to be twelve monthe.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: Twelve
months was not a bit too long for a con-
firmed drunkard. It would take threc
months to get rid of the alcohol in the
system, another three months to make a
man forget the taste of liquor, and quite
twelve months to give him a healthy
appetite.

Mr. Vosrek: Especially if he suffered
from colonial whisky.

Mn. WILSON asked whether clause
12, dealing with second and subsequent
orders of commitment, controlled the
provisions in the clause now under dis
cussien.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: Section
5 dealt with voluntary applications for
treatment ; and if an excessive drinker
voluntarily went into such institution,
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he could not, under the amendment, get
out before the end of twelve months,

Mr. WILSON: Could such s man be
re-committed under clause 129 If so,
six months would be quite long enough
to provide in the present clause.

THE AfrToRNEY GExERaL: Clause 12
did not affect the clause under discus-
sion.

MR, SOLOMON: Three months were
not sufficient to enable a drunkard to get
rid of the poison in his system. Pro-
bably eight out of ten patients, after
having been opce in an institution of
this kind, would recognise that it was to
their own advantage not to take alcoholic
poison. The smendment gave time for
Tecovery.

Amendment put and passed, and the
clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 6—Inebriates may be sum-
moned to show cause why they should
not be committed to a retreat:

Me. LEAKE: Under this clause, a
person might be summoned to appear
before & nagistrate, in the magistrate’s
private rcom. That was not altogether
a wise provision, unless the private hear-
ing was to be with the congent of the per-
son sumnmoned. There might be a
desire to force some one into a retreat,
and this clause did not provide for that
publicity which was necessary to prevent
collusion or conspiracy. The summons
gshould be heard in publie, unless the
person summoned consented to have it
heard in private.

Tue AtromNer OGeNmRal: The per-
son summored might be so drunk as not
to be in a position to consent.

Mr. LEAKE: Under such circum-
stances, the hearing would not take
place.

Hox. H. W. VENN : Under the clause,
it would be possible for a man to be
taken very drunk, and be committed
without any public inquiry. The clause
opened the door to a great deal of col-
lugion, and every care should be taken
in passing legislation of this kind.
Being deadly opposed to this class of
legislation, he viewed with suapicion and
care a clause which might possibly be
the cause of much trouble and injustice
to individuals. It was possible that a
man not perfectly sober might be taken
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into the privete reom of a magistrate,
and be there dealt with.

Mer. JAMES: This clause simply 1e-
lated to the issue of the summons in the
first instance, whilst it was section 7
which dealt with the return of the sum-
mons. A proviso might be added to this
clause, to the effect that a person, if he
so desired, could have his case heard
in open court.

Mg, Leake: Would it not be better
that he should Le summoned into opan
court, and that his own application be
there made to have the case heard in
privatel

Mg, JAMES: That would add the evil
of publicity to the domestic trouble. Li
the application for private hearing were
decided in open court, with the reporters
present, the mere fact would disclose the
whole evil at once.

Mg, LEAKE: Tha objection of the
member for East Perth {(Mr. Jaines) was
met by the voluntary clause. The clause
under discussion dealt with habitual
drunkards who had been constantly be-
fore: magisirates, and were really lost
to all sense of shame. His {(Mr. Leake’s)
object was to prevent the possibility of
Star Chanber inguiries, or the danger
of persons being incarcerated against
their will, as in lunatic asylums in the
old days.

Mz, Jaumez: Would the hon. member
not give an option to the person of saying
he preferred to have the case tried pri-

vately ?
Mr. LEAKE: That could be done.
Tne ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

application for a sunmons was to be
made by a wife or friend, and that was
the application which must be heard in
o private room. Im clauset 7, which
dealt with the hearing of the summons,
there was no power fo hear a case in a
private room.

Mir. Leaxs: Then the clause was an
awful piece of drafting. It surely meant
that the hearing of the summona would
be in a private room.

Tue ATTORNEY GENBERAL: XNo
doubt “private room” was very vague,
and the scope ought to be limited to the
application for the summons, 30 as to
save relatives the unpleasantness of a
pulilic application.

[ASSEMBLY ]
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in Committee,

Mg. LEAKE: But the voluntary clause
cuvered that ground. In order to remove
Lthe objection raised to the clause, and
test thc feeling of the Cowmmittee, he
moved, a4 an ainendment, that in line 3
the words “in his private reom” be struck
out.

Amendment put and passed, and the
clauce, ns amended, ngreed to,

Clause 7—Inebriate may

miitted :
" Mr. WOOD moved, as an amendment,
that in line 17 the word *three” be
struck out, and the word “twelve” in-
serted in licu thereof. This was a con-
sequential amendment.

'ae PREMIER asked whether it was
desirable to keep a man a prisoner for
twelve monthe. In this case a man was
pul into the asylum against his will, [n
the case already dealt with, the man went
there willingly.

be com-

Tie ATTORNEY GENERAL: 'The
clause said “ not exceeding twelve

months.”

Amendment put and passed.

Mg, LEALE moved, a5 0 further amend-
meni, that the following proviso be added
to the clause: “Provided always, un the
ap:plieation of the party sumamoned, the
summons way be heard and adjudicited
upon in private.”

Put and passed, and the clause az amen-
ded agreed to.

Clawse 8—1Inebriates may be retaken
during continuance of order, alter escape ;
proviso for discharge after o month’s de-
tention : )

Hon. H W. VENN asked the Attorney
Guneral what kind of an asylum it was
propoged to establish. The Conmimittee did
nat wish to legislate for people who wanted
to go inte a retreat to get away from
liquor sioply for o month, and he did
not think that was the intention of the
Bil It would be lowering the tone of
such an establishment to deal with the
ordinary person who drank slightly to
excess, 650 fo speak, and who might wish
te “cool his heels” for a month.

Tug ATTORNEY GENERAL: TIf it
turned out that a man who was incar-
verated in an institution bappened only
to have a passing fit of defirium tremens,
and that man was cured, in the opinion of
the medical superintendent, then the man
ought to be let out. [t would not he
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wise to keep such a person in the institu- r there; but it went on to say that, on re-

tion. If 1t was to be established only for
persons who would be retained within its
walls for twelve months, this would be
doing harm and would deter people from
go.ng into such institutions.

Mg. WILSON : The question of the dis-
charge of inebrintes frum the institution
vught to be dealt with by the committee
of ‘management.

I'ne Arrorsey GexgraL: The medical
superintendent would be a skilled man,

Mg. WILBUN : Yes; but the discharge
of mmates should be dealt with by che
committee of management. He maoved,
as an amendment in line 12, that the
word “superintendent” be struck out, with
n view to the insertion of “commitéee of
inanagement.”’

Mr. WOOD: Clause + provided two
modes of dealing with this matter. The
word “superintendent” applied to the in-
sticution directed by the Government, and
the term “board of management” would
apply to o private institution.  The clause
wight state the “superintendent or board
of management.”

Me. ILLINGWORTH: The intention
would be thwarted by the alteration sug-
gested by the member for the Uanning
(Mr. Wilson). The comwnmittee of nnn-
ngement might meet only once a week
or once o fortmight, or even once a
month, nnd if & person was sufliviemtly re-
covered, the superintendent should be able
to discharge that person without waiting
for a wmeeting of the committee.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: If the
provision {for a superintendent were
struck out of the clause, this would rem-
der the Bill nugatory as relating to a
Government institution,

Mg, WILSON asked leave te withdraw
his smendment.

Amendment, by lenve, withdrawn.

Mr. WILSON, accepting the sugges
tion of the member for West Derth,
moved, as an amendment, that, after the
word “superinlendent,” the words "or
committee of management” be inserted.

Put and passed, apd the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Clause 9—Inebriates to pay expenses:

Mr. LEAKE: When an inebriate en-
tered one of these institutions, he had to
pay all the costs and expenses. That
was right cnough, if the elause stopped

ceipt of a certificate from the superin-
tendent, the Attorney General should
cause to be filed a judgment in the Su-
preme Court. The inebriate would thus
be hopelessly at the mercy of the super-
intendent, and the clause was too dras-
tic. There was no reason why the

- amount owing should not be recovered

in o swamary way before a justice of the
pence. He suggested, as an amendment,
that the words “and may be recovered
summarily before a justice of the peace
by the superintendent™ be added.

Tug ATTORNEY GENERAL: 'lhe
superintendent would be taken away
from his duties to attend the court, and
the institution would he left without a
medicnd man for the time.

Mr. LEAKE: The superintendent
need not necessarily go to the court ; he
could send someone to prove the case.

Hox. H. W. VENN: The amendment
suggested by the leader of the Opposi-
tion appenred to be a fair one. It gave
a patient an opportunity of appealing
against an overcharge.

At 6.30 p.un. the CnarMan left the
chair. :

At 7.30 p.m, the CHalRMAN resuted the
chair.

Mr. LEAKE: The clause seemed to
be badly worded. It preovided that a
magistrate might make an order relat-
ing to certain expenses to be incurred in
the future, and went on to say that the
amount so ordered should be “deemed
to be duey” that was before the amount
could be ascertained. He asked the At-
torney General to note this as a draft-
ine matter. He moved, as an amend-

‘went, that the following words be added

after the word “ Majesty,” at the end of
paragraph I, “and may be recovered
sumiarily before a justice of the peace
Ly the superintendent.”

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
anendment was unohjectionable.

Put and passed.

Mg, LEAKE moved, ns a further

amendment, that the second paragraph
he struck out of the clause.

Put and passed.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: Was there no

previsior for persons unable to pay these
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costs and charges? The Bill seemed to
be intended solely for persons who were
able to pay their way.

Tue ATTORNEY GENEKAL: The
cxpenses in question could not be re-
covered from persons who were without
means,

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 10 and 1l1—agreed to.

Clanse 12—Sekcond and subsequent
orders of commitment:

Mr. LEAKE moved, as an amend-
ment, that the word “ shall,” in line 8,
I struck out, and the word “may” in-
gerted in lieu thereof. '

Put and passed, and the clause, =s
amended, ngreed to.

Clauses 13 to 16, inclusive—agreed lo.

Clause 17:—Regulations:

Ma. ILLINGWORTH moved, as an
aniendment, that after the second word
“time,” in line 1, the words “make, ap-
prove” be inserted. The object was to
enable private institutions to make regu-
lalions and submit them for approval by
the Governor.

Mgr. LEAKE: There was no necesity to
insert the words proposed.

Hox, H. W. VENN: Enforced idleness
in n home for inebriates would never do.
There should be power to provide some
occnpation for mind and body.

Put and passed.

Mr. LEAKE moved, as a further
amendment, that the words after “regula-
tiong” in the last paragraph of the clause
be struck out. Power should be given to
make, alter, or approve regulations. The
Bill provided for the regulations being
putlished in the Governmnent Gazetid in
the ordinary way,and laid before Parlia-
ment. But then there was this very
ohjectionable phrase about the regula-
tions having the force of law, which he
wished to strike out. That was another
instance of giving a Minister power to
lugislate during the recess.  The same
power was taken here as had been taken
in the Goldfields Aect, which it was later
proposed to repeal. He was not going to
allow the Government, as far as he could
help it, to legislate during the recess and
ereate such a disturbance as they did at
Kalgoorlie over the 10 feet regulation.
The trouble at Kalgoorlie arose entirely
through a provision similar to this one.

[ASSEMBLY ]

in Commitles.

The Premier: It was the same as in
every Act ever passed here.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: Whatever might
b> the opinien expressed with reference to
other Acts of Parlinment, this clause
would, if passed, give power to approve of
private regulations which the Assembly
had never formulated at all, and those re-
gulations would become the law of the
land.

Tue Presier: Every regulation duly
made became law.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH : Surely it was
nol proposed to have regulations ap-
proved, and to give to those regulations
the force of law?

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
pewer to make regulations implied the
right to make them whether Parliament
was sitting or not.  The Minister took
apon himself the burden of making the
regulations, but within the powers given
by the Act. If the regulations were not
within those powers, they could be set
aside ; but, if they were within the law, it
weuld not matter whether Parlinment was
sitting or not. The clause expressed in a
roundabout way what was really in-
tended, namely, that when regulations
were passed they should become law.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 1.d
the clause as previvusly amended put and
passed.

Clause 18—Officers, etc., of retreat, not
to act as magistrates in matters of cou-
mitment, and proceedings for commit-
ment not to be heard in a retreat;
Penalty :

Mr. WILSON moved, as an amend-
ment, thnt after the word “retreat,” line
2, the words “or o member of n committee
of manarement” be ingerted.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: It would
be wrong in principle to have, as a visitor,
a person who was at the sare time a
jurtice of the peace.

Mr. WILSON: The Commniissioner had
taken away the power to appoint visitars.

Tue ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: No,
that was not so,

Mg, WILSON : Where was the power
to appoint visitora?

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: A com-
mittee of management could do anything
like that.

Put and passed, and the clause as
awended agreed to.



Divorce Extensgion Bill :

Schedules (7)—agreed to.
Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

DIVORCE AMENDMEN'T AND EXTEN-
SION BILL.
1N COMMITTEE.

On the motion of Mgr Ewixg, the
House resolved into Conunittee to con-
sider the Bill.

Clause 1—Divorce, in what cases:

Mz. ILLINGWORTH nioved that sub-
cluuse (b), setting forth wilful desertion
for three years and upwards without
cotse as & ground for diverce, be struck
out.

Mr. EWING: The sub-clause should
be allowed to remwin, for it was not in-
troducing into a British-speaking country
any novel procedure, seeing that it was
now the law in New South Wales and
Victorin. He was not wedded to the
term of three years, but he was firmly
of opinion that desertion should be made
a ground for divorcee In Scotland the
law, fur hundreds of years past, had been
that four years” desertion entiiled on
applicant to a divorce, and that was the
law in Scotland now. He would be par-
fectly satisfied if the term for desertion
were extended to four or five yeans, be-
cnuse it was the principle he desired to
see adopted.

Mz. WOOD : This was a very intpor-
tant guestion, and as there was a thin
House, progress should be reported. He
nioved that progress be reported.

Motion, that progress be reported, put
and negatived.

.. ILLINGWORTH said he had uo
desire to discuss the question, becauss
he hnd made it clear to hon. members in
the debate on the second reading what
his position was, He would ask the
Chairman, however, to put the question
in the form that the words be struczk
out, 80 n8 to give opportunity for amend-
ing the sub-clause later.

Hox. H. W. VENN, in supporting the
striking out of the clause, said he would
alsd support the striking out of the
remaining clauses of the Bill, if that wero
propoged. The member for Central Mur-
chison (Mr. Illingworth), in speaking on
this question, had acquitted himself in a
manner which gained the sympathies of
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the House. Although the mesuber for
the Swon (Mr. Ewing) said a similar law
had been in foree in Scotland for hun-
dreds of years, it was questionable
whether the hon. member really knew
that to be the law of Scotland when he
introduced the Bill. Members took it
for granted, on the hon. member's state-
ment, that it had been the law in Scot-
land for hundreds of years; but whether
that was the fact or not, or whether there
wagaeimilar law in any part of the world,
did not affect individuals in Western
Australia. The people of this colony did
not want such a law here at the presemt
or any other time. If desertiom, as pro-
vided in the Bill, had to be considered a
sufficient ground for divorce, it was
scarcely worth while to consider the pre-
ceding formality of marriage.

Mzr. WILSON: If there was any just
eround for divorce, that ground wag wil-
ful desertion. He knew of a younz
wowman who was deserted by lier husband
just before the birth of her second child ;
and, while left without any support what-
ever, she heard nothing from her absent
husband for four or tive years. Things
were coming to a bad pass when a young
woinan’s life had to be blighted in that
way. Collusion might be possible, but
he took it for granted that desertion
would have te be proved up to the hilt,
hefore any judge would grant a divorce.
H~ thought that three years wuas too
short a period, and he would, Inter on,
niove an amendment with a view of ex-
tending the time to five or seven years.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: If desertion
were made a ground for divorce, it
simply meant that, immediately after the
marriage, the parties could separate,
arranging to get a divoree in five years,
or in whatever period might be fized.
That exact state of affairs had arisen in
a case heard in Victoria under the Shields
Act, in which case the man wrote to his
deserted wife, saying he considered five
years long enough to live with any
wontan, and wishing her every success
in getting a divorce, That marriage was
contracted under the Shields Act, and
the divorce was obtained under that Act.
He knew there were hard cases; bhut it
wns hetter that a few persons should
suffer than that the door should be
opened to a vast amount of collusion.
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Young women might be induced to con-
tract marringe and be deserted by the
husbands, who, at the end of five vears,
would be at liberty to start their prac-
tices again.

Mg, KENNY : The member for Central
Mugchison (Mr. lilingworth) could mnot
have used a Dbetter weapon than this
amendiient to deal a deadly blow at the
Bill. A few nights ago that hon. mewmber
moved that the Bill be read that day six
months, and now he submitted an amend-
ment that could not have any other effect
than to entirely destroy the measure.
He was rather struck with the remark
of the mewber for Central Murchison,
“1ihat it was better thal a few people
should suffer than that the door should
be opened to eollusion.” The hon. mem-
ber was particularly fond of quoting
the Scriptures, and a little Scrinture
might now he quoted, namely: “It is
better that ten guilty men should escape,
than one innoceitt person should suffer.”

Mr. InuaxewortH: Where did the hon,
member get that from? Certainly not
from the Scriptures.

Mr. KENNY: This was no laughing
matter.

Mg, Iuuxeworm snid he
laughing.

Mr. KENNY: In Western Australia
nlone, there were sufficient unfortunate
women to-day to warrant Parliament in
passing. this Bill, and the member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth} was
fully aware of the fact. He (Mr. Kenny)
knew hali-a-dozen cases in his own dis-
trict which would justify this measure.

Mg, GREGORY seid it was his inten-
tion to oppose the amendment, but only
in order to subsequently move another
sunendment, providing the period of de-
sertion be extended to five or seven years.
He did not wish to vote against the
muendment before the Committee, with-
out offering his explanation.

Mr. LOCEE: If & man deserted his
wife for five or seven years, it was a great
hardship on the woman. It certainly
handicapped the woman as against the
man, who went away to some other
colony, or some other part of the world.
She ought to have some sort of relief,
and if three years' desertion was not sui-
ficient Lo justify a divorce, let the period

was  not
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be extended to five or seven years. He
supported the Bill as it stood.

Mr. LEAKE: By section eleven of the
Divorce Act, a judicial separation, no:
divorce, might be obtained either by the
husband or the wife, on the ground of
adultery, or cruelty, or desertion without
cause for two years and upwards. What
the Committee was debating was, in
fact, whether we should make the grounds
mentioned in the sub-clause of the Bill,
except sub-clause {a), grounds for di-
vorce or for judicial separation. By al-
lowing the amendment to take its pre-
sent form, an opportunity had been lost
of testing the question in a more practi-
cal way. He did not know whether it
was possible to go back by withdrawing
the amendment.

Tee CraamMay: It was not possible
to go back in the way suggested.

Mg, LEAKE: Judicial separation
could be obtained under the present Act,
but not on all the grounds mentioned in
the sub-clause of the Bill. The DBl
would be useful legisation, if divorce
were allowed on the firet sub-clause (),
and a judicial separation on the other
sub-clauses.

Tee Premier: Judicial
could be obtained already.

Mer,-LEAKE: But only for adultery,
cruelty, and desertion for two years
The Bill went still further, and made
habitual drunkenness, sentence fcr
crime, violent amsaults, and insanity,
grounds for divorce.

Tug PremiEr: If the amendment
were defeated, the other sub-clauses
could be made grounds for judicial sep-
aration.

Mr. LEAKE: The question might he
decided by striking the sub-clauses out
a¢ grounds for divorce, and providing
that they be grounds for judicial separa-
tion.

Mr. KINGSMILL: One weak point ip
the grounds for divorce mentioned in
the Bill was the fact that the punichment
rested equally on the two parties, where-
as the fault was only committed by one.
If the Committee altered the period of
desertion from three years’ desertion to
five or seven years, und added a sub-
clause providing that fhe punishment
should be inflicted on the offending
party, that would meet the-case.

separation
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Mgr. EWING:
which faced the Committee was thal
when a divorce was granied it enabled
the parties contracting the wawrringe to
give their children a reazonable oppor-
tunity of being brought up properly in
another home. If the Bill granted
judicial separation in the casc of deser-
tion, there was no chance given to the
woman of obtaiming support from the
. hushand who was gone, but she had fo
slave for her own livelihood afterwards.
He knew there were women whose
moral character would not stand that
gtrain.  There were hundreds of women
in this community who saw an easicr
way of making a livelihood—he need pot
put it in plainer language than that—
than slaving for the rest of their lives.
It we Lid not allow a woman to re-marry,
and if a woman had a number of rhildren
to support, it might lead to a state of
things which we as legislators, who had
the welfare of the community at heart,
would not like to see. The only way
to check that was to allow a womian to
re-marry, and provide a proper home for
herseu and family. He agreed with the
hon. member for Pilbarra that it might
possibly be well to prevent the offending
person from re-marrying, but in the cir
cle of society where desertions were likely
to tuke place the first thing would lLe
for the woman to find another home for
hetself and family, which would enable
her with as little trouble as possible to
keep her children. We should give
women who had been deserted every pos-
gible opportunity of beginning life again,
and pot sgaddle themm with a burden
which would be hard to bear,

Mr. CONOLLY: The three amend-
ments which had been suggested would
no’ doubt materially improve the clause.
The hon. member for Central Murchison
had cited a case of collusion: but the
offending party should be wmade to feel
that, in attempting such a thing, there
was a severe penalty, which would pre
vent anything of the sort being done.

Tap PREMIER said he did not think
he could support the sub-clause. He
was aware that these terribly bard
cases did occur.  There were no doubt
instances such as that given by the mem-
ber for the Canping.  There were hun-
dreds of caoses of that kind which oc
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The great objection ! curred, but the whole of the Bill, it

seemed to him, was unnecessary in this
colony. s he bhad said the other even-
ing, lie did not think it had been asked
for by any considerable number uof
people, and it was conirary to the law we
had always had here—the law of Eng-
land. When people got married, they
understood they were hound together for
the rest of their lives; and if we passed
legislation which would alter that idea,
we would be doing a great deai of injury.
If o man felt cthat he had only togo away
for o few years and desert his wife, and
that then the marriage was all over, this
would encourage an idea which would
not be for the good and wellure of the
COmmUnity.

Hox, H. W. Vexx: In the case of the
wife running away from her husgband?

Tue ’REMIER: Either one way or
the other ; but wives did not desert their
bhusbands, unless the wife went away
with sowmebody else.

Mr. Leage: Then they could be
eaught.

Tue PREMIER : The present law was
stronz enough for such a case. The hon.
member who introduced this Bill did not
cite the cases of women deserting their
husbands,  That was not the argument
brought forward for the introduction of
the measure.

Mr. Ewino: Every day in the police
eourt there were cases of degertion.

Tue PREMIER: The wife deserting
the husband?

Mg. Ewixc: No; the husband desert-
ing the wife.

Tue PREMIER: The hon. mewber
did not introduce this Bill to improve the
case of the hushand, but wished only to
improve the case of the wife. Men cer-
tainly did go away to other countries and
leave their wives behind, and o great
deal of trouble and hardship resulted.
The Bill would leave the door open to
collusion. The principal objection te
the measure was that it would give an
altogether different idea of the marriase
contract, as compared with the iden of
its being o contract lasting so long ns
the parties lived. Tor that reason he
did not think we should rush hastily
into this sort of legielation. The Bill
was not one of urgensy, and it opposed
the law which had existed here, and
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which was the law of England.  Suffici-
ent reason had not been given for alter-
ing it. If our population were large,
and if there were many cages of desertion
here, the necessity for this legislation
might have been shown; but because
this Bill wae the law elsewhere, that was
no reagon why it should be accepted
here.  There were better examples than
the hon. member bad produced. - The
bon. member told the Committee that
this Bill was the law in Victoria and in
New South Wales—large colonies where
there were over one willion people in
each, but it was not the law in England.

Mn. George: What about the law of
Scotland ?

Tue PREMIER said he did not know
wlether the law of Scotland was brought
to this colony in 1829, but we brought the
lox of England here, and it had been the
law ever gince. There was no urgency
fur such a measure as this, and it was un-
wize to rush in and alter the law ; there-
fore he would vote for striking out the
sub-clause.

Mr. WALLACE: When two persons
were united ond had to live a life of un-
happiness, all sorts of vrimes might bLe
prevented by giving to these persous a
chance of separating. He did not think
it would benefit the weaker sex to have
judicial separation, because the persons
who would take advantage of this Bill
were of the poorer class, and under the
clause it was a vase of “‘no catchee, no
havee.” The husband was generally the
alsconder.  The term of three years
desertion might be made longer, a5 a sufh-
cient ground for diverce. The fact of o
weman being compelled to support her-
sell was not only a hardship to her, but
frequently drove her to wrong vourses;
and he hoped the hon. member in charge
of the Bill would extend the term of
senaration beyond three years. He could
quote many pitiful cases of persons who
would gladly embrace an opportunity for
divorce to-morrow, if the law would per-
mit.  The woman was seldom the de-
serter, though he had been speaking, enly
the other day, to a nian whose wife had
lef> him for several years with a large
family on his hands, and that man had to
distribute the children among his friends,
to have them properly brought up.
Urder this sub-clause, such children would

[ASSEMBLY.]

in Commitiece.

have a better opportunity of Leing brought
up decently; whereas if the sub-clause
were struck out, hundreds of cases of
chi'dren would be growing up in this com-
nwnity without the training which a
tcther or father, or even a step-mother
or & step-father, could give them.

Mr. LEAEE: It would be useful to
have & test vote on the wain issue; and
he suggested that the amendment (Me.
illiegworth’s) be withdrawn, with a view
of takiog a voie on the following proviso,
which he would wove at a later stage : —
“Provided always that no divorced person
shall marry again until after the death of
the other party to the suit, except when
tlie suit is instituted on the grounds wen-
tioned in sub-clause (e).” That would be
a vonsiderable extension of the existing
Luw ; for at present a woman could not get
a divorce fromn a man on the ground of
adultery, i:hough 4 man could get a
divorce frown o wowan on that ground.
Sub-section (2} extended to the woman
the privileges now enjoyed only by the
man, and this would be a great advance.
The other sub-clauses of clause 1 were
undoubtedly good grounds for judicial
separation, though nat for divorce; and
it would not wmake such a radical change
if the Committee would agree to sub-
clause (#) as a ground for divorce and tc
the other sub-clauses only as grounds for
judicial separation. If we went toe far
new, we might altogether defeat the x-
cellent provision made by sub-clause ().
{f we passed the Bill as it stood, it 12d
st:ll to run the gauntlet in another place ;
but, if a moderate Bill were pnt forwaid,
it might get through both Houges, it
being particularly desirable to secure the
vellent provision wmade by sub-clause (a)
That was the gist of the Bill, and he
would sacrifice every other portion to
make sure of this one provision passing.

THe I'REamaen: Could not the other
sub-clauses be made grounds for judicial
separation?

Mr. LEAKE: That wase bhiz aim.
After eub-clause (b) a proviso could be in-
serted, stating that “the following shall
be grounds for judicial separation.”

Mp, EKINGSMILL: The punishment
fell equally unon both parties, and for
that reason he could not support the
amendment of the member for Albany
(Mr. Leake) ; for, of the two parties, one
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wns the offender and the other was the
sufferer, and that the punishment should
fall equally upon both was a most glae-
ing injustice.  On the other hand, by
amending clause 2 and making it impos
sible or illegal for the offending party to
re-marry, the object nimed at would be
effected. With regard to making sub-
clanses (b) to (f) grounds for judicial
separntion only, suppose the husband
were the offending party, the woman
would be practically tied te him, inas
much as she could not marry anyone else,
and this also would be an injustice. By
placing the offending party at o dis
ndvantage, az could easily be done by
making nan addition to clause 2, the
House would be fulfilling the object «f
the Bill, and would be introducing a very
useful measure,

Mr. KENNY: Tt wns difficult to see
how judicial separation was going to help
in any way the persons whom thie Bill
was intended to assist. How much bet-
ter off would a person be to-day whose
wife or husband had run away seven
years ago, if judicial separation was the
only remedy? It was surprising te hear
50 tany hon. members professing to he-
lieve that the measure was uncalled for
He could not believe they were in
earnest, for he could point to dozens of
cases in which such relief ns would be
given by the Bill was urgently required,
and he wns confident that if the Pre-
mier taxed his memory he could materi-
nlly increase the number.

Tre Premisr said he hardly knew of
one,

Mg. KENNY: While such a mensure
might not be necessary or even beneficial
to the social circle in. which the Premier
moved, hon. members were here, not to
leriglate for any particular class or sect,
but for the people generally. The peo-
ple of this colony were calling loudly for
such & measure, and he challenged nny-
body to deny it. The Premier had con-
tended that. owing to our population
hemmg small, the Bill was not necessary;
but what was good for a large popula-
tion was equally good for a small one.
If the measure were a good one, then the
peonle of thie country were ns fully en-
titled to its benefits as would be & popu-
lation equal in number to that of the
United Kingdom. This mensure wns
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not compulsory, and persons were not
compelled to avail themselves of its pro-
vigions. With perhaps a little altera-
tion in the number of years, which he
understeod the hon. member who intro-
duced the Bill was willing to nllow, he
thought that what wns proposed was a
gtep in the direction of humanity and
morality, becouse it would enable many
suffering women to get rid of brutal and
drunken husbands, and a step in the
direction of morality because it would
tend to the prevention of those nacts
which would cause a petition for divorce.

Mg. EWING (in charge of the Bill) said:
When the present Divorce Act in Eno-
land was introduced, the clergy there,
nesisted by such eminent statesmen as
the late Mr. Gladstone, opposed the Bill
to the utmoat, and prophesied most dis-
astrous results in the event of the Bill
being carried into law, The amending
Bill had been law in England for many
years, and had not Leen followed by
those disastrous resutte which were pre-
dicted. As to the danger of collusion
between the parties, under this Bill, it
might as well be argued that beeause
r pickpocket in a church happened
to rob a member of the congremation,
that church should be closed.  As to the
argument that a woman could seek pro-
tection in case of cruelty, members must
have seen frequent instances of a man
being fined 10s for beating his wife
nearly to death, nnd other cases in which
a man might be sentenced to three
months’ imprisonment for ill-treating n
horse.  This Biil would enable a woman
to obtain the relief which was at present
denied her. The amendment suggested
bv the member for Albany wss simply
offering o premium on immorality ; for
to say that we should prevent a man or
a womian from marrying again was sim-
ply saying we would rather that the man
or woman should live in open adultery
than be again married,

Mr. A. FORREST: The Bill was =
pood one, and he intended to support
it as far as possible. The sub-clauses
under discussion were in the right direc-
tion. He failed to see why, if two people
who were joined togmether in their early
days or Iater in life, could not aoree, they
should not be parted. Life heing short,
why should & man be tacked on to a wife
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whom he could not love or agree with in
any way, the home being thuz made an
unpleasant place to live in? If a hus
band came home drunk every night, or
if he got locked up, and perhaps sen-
tenced to years of imprisonment, why
should the wife be bound to him the
whole of her life? The Church said a
person could get divorce only on one con-
dition. He disagreed with the Church
on thnt point. In Victoria, the great
colony from which the member for Cen-
tral Murchison came, there was such a
law as was now proposed.

Me. TouingworTH said he had opposed
it there.

Mr. A. FORREST: That was no
reason why we should not have it. Per-
sonally, he did not want the alteration,
as it would be of no use to him; but
there were men who wanted to get rid of
erring wives, or wives who desired to be
liberated from bad husbamds. As to
collueion, he was of opinion that if botli
man and womsan made up their minds
that they were unfit to live with each
other, the sooner they broke the tie the
better for them. The only point that
required consideration was that relating
to the childven, but even that difficulty
could be surmounted. He did not think
that in many instances people who had
been divorced remained living in the
anme places. What was proposed . was
more for the poor than for the rich.
The rich could go into court and get
the mnrriage knot untied more easily
than poor people could. TIn his opinien,
the Bill was practically perfect, and it
would have heen passed last year, but
for the fact that the time was so taken
up, and some members had to go away
to the eastern colonies. He thanked the
hon, member for bringing in the Bill, and
for the lucid manner in which he had
denlt with it, and was sure that it would
get the practical support of the House.

Amendment (Mr. Illingworth’s}—that
clause (3) be struck out—put, and the
mover having called for a division, it was
taken with the following result:—

Ayes - 9
Noes .. 13

Majority against ... 4
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Ayes. Noes.
Sir John Forrest Mr. Conolly
Mr. Lefroy Mr. Ewing
ALr. Pennefnther Mr. A. Fourrest
Mr. Piesse Mr, (iregory
AMr. Quinlan Mr. Hall
Sir J. Lee Steere Mr. Kingamil]
Mr. Throssell Mr. Leake
Hon, H. \WW. Venn Mr. Locke
Mr. Olingworih Mr. Solomon
(T'eller). Mr. Wallace
Mr. Wilson
Mr. YWood
Mr. Kenny
{Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.

Mz. SOLOMON, referring further to
sub-clause (5), said divorce should not he
made too ensy on the ground of desertion,
and the sub-clause as drawn would not
meet the cases it was designed to cover.
He moved, as an amendment, that in line
1 the word “thres” be struck out and
“gix " inserted in lieu thereof.

Mr. A. FORREST : Six years were half
a life-time, under the circumstances, and
surely the member in charme of the Bill
would not agree to the amendment.

Amendment put nnd passed.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH, referring to sub-
clause (¢), moved as an amendment, that
the words “habitual drunkenness with
cruelty or neglect,” as a ground of divorce,
he struck out.

Amendment put, and M. ILLINGWORTH
having called for a division, it was taken
with the following result :

Ayes .. 9
Noes . 14
Majority against .. B
Ayes. Noes.
8ir John Forsest Mr. Ewing
Mr. Lelvoy M. Lefroy
Mr. Pennefather Mr. Gregory
Mr. Piesse | B Hall
Mr. Quinlan | Mir. Hubble
Sir J. (. Lee 8teere | Mr. Kenny
'
|

Mr. Throasal Mcr. Kingamill

Hon, H. W. Venn *  Mr. Leake
Mr. Mingworth © Mpr. Locke
(Teller).  Mr. Solemon

Me. Wallace

Mr. Wilson

Mr. Wood

Ar. Conolly

(Teller.)
Amendment thus negatived.
Mgr. WOOD, referring further to sub-
clause (¢), moved, as an amendment, that
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the word “three” be struck out and “six”
inserted in lieu thereaf.

Mgr. EWING asked the hon. member
to veconsider his amendment, 1'his
wus a difterent ground altogether from
that of desertion.

Mr. WOOD gaid he was aware of the
fact.

Mi. -BWING: This clause provided
that divorce might be applied for on the
grounds of habitual drunkenmness and
leaving the wife without means of sup-
port, in addition to having been guilty
of cruelty towards her. It was provided
that a divoree might be grnnted to the
husband if the wife were guilty of
habitual drunkenness and of abzolutely
neglecting or being incapable of carry-
ing out her dowmestic duties. The sub-
fnuge meant, not only desertion, Lut de-
sertion coupled with repeated cruelty,
and leaving the wife without means of
livelihood.

Mr. WOOD: Three years were too
short a period, especially in the face of
the fact that the Inebriates Bill passed
that day would provide a home for the
cura of such offenders. To bring the
uiatter to ite lowest ground, even in a
civil contract a person had to put up
with the profit or loes, as the case might
be.  The clause gave no chance of re-
form, and he himself had known cases
where reformm had been brought about
after three years. He would, however,
alter hiz amendment so as to make the
period four years.

Mz, QUINLAN szaid he regretted that,
judgin~ from the last two divisions, the
Bill was going to become law.

Tue Preaer: The Bill had to go to
another place.

Mr. QUINLAN: And it was to be
hoped it would Le thrown out there.
He was distinetly opposed to every word
in the Bill, except those of sub-clause ().
The law at present provided for judicial
separation, and was quite sufficient to
meet all the contingencies mentioned in
the other sub-clauses.  Cnses were re-
peatedly hefore the police court in which,
no doubt, great hardship appeared, but
the children were the deeper and preater
subject for consideration. It had truly
heen said that drunkards had been re-
formed after a period of three years. It
was a hard matter to prove what was
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habitual  drunkenness—whether there
were repented acts of drunkenness, or it
wns the same old “drunk” from beginning
to end. The Inebrintes Bill had passed
the House, and might be the weans of
reforming twany wmen, If this Divorce
B:1! became law, u period of ten years
instead of three would fall in with his
idea. '

Mr, EWING: The member for Tood-
yay (Mr. Quinlan) had said the grent
congideration was the children.  That
was one of the chief rensons which had
vauged him (Mr. Ewing) to introduce this
Bill. 1t could not possibly be zood for
children to be brought up in the home
of o habitual drunkard, especially the
home of a drunkard who left his family
without support, and was guilty of con-
tinued acts of cruelty against his wife,
1. was envirenment, as o rule, that imade
the man or woman to be good or bad, and
in nine cases out of ten the individual could
not Dbreak away from evil environment.
In o drunkard’s home a. child never saw
any of the good side of life, while in a
drunkard’s home where habitual cruelty
was practised by the fafher towards the
mother, what sort of n conception would
n ciual have of the duties between man
and wife? The views of home life of such
a child would be distorted ; and the ob-
ject of the Bill was to separate the
parents, and give the children te the un-
offending party to bring up in the best
atmosphere that coild be found.  As
far as we could possibly remove the evil
influence which was bound te make
children unsatisfactory members of soci-
ety, we should remove that influence.
Would the member for West Perth (Mr.
Wood} ask any woman to remain three
years with & man, when that man. was
guilty of habitual cruclty and drunken-
ness towards her? It was not human,
If we saw o man kicking o dog in the
street, we would not only take the dog
away from that man, but would punish
hiva for having cruelly iil-used the dog;
and if, on the other hand, this commun-
ity said that a woman should live with
a man who was guilty of habitual drunk-
eoness and eruelty, we would be refusing
to the woman that remedy we extended
to dumb animals.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: No one knew
better than the hon. member that, if
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such cruelty existed, the person had only
to o to the court to get the necessary
proiection. The non-passing of this
clouse did not force the woman to con-
tinue to live with a man who cruelly ill-
used her. The clause proposed to dis-
solve the marriage, g0 that the woman
might go to another man, who might
prove to be as cruel as the former omne.
It proposed that she should take her
family and nlace them under the care of
gome other man, who might be just as
bad as the first. If it were simply =
question of nrotection, the woman could
abtain that under the existing law.
There wns all the protection neceseary
for the woman, her fanily, and her pro-
perty, in the existing law.  This Bill
provided for the re-marriage of certain
persons under certain cireumstances,
and would not protect the woman under
rircumstances such as the hon. member
for the Swan had pointed out. The hon.
member proposed to allow a woman to
take her child from its proper father and
to place it in the custody of another man.
One of the greatest tempernnce reformers
this century had known was John Gough,
who at one time of his life was a great
In his drunken frenzy this
man cut off one of his child’s hands ; yet
thiz man, one of the greatest benefactors
the world had ever known, would under
such a Till as this have been separated
from his wife and family. [Severan
Hov. MeyBERs : Quite right, toe!] Such
a Bill as this would have sent that man
to perdition.  And yet that man since
had been one of the world’s benefactors.
Thi= Bill would not have given that man
time to reform. Such o measure as
this was not required to protect defence-
less women.

Mr. LEAKE said from his point of view
the three years was a. proper provision,
and he was looking at it from the stand-
point of judicial separation. Three years
hahitual drunkenness ought certainly to
justify judicial separation, and he hoped
hon. members, in discussing the clause,
weuld not look at it purely on the grounds
of divorce. If the clause stood as it was
drawn, it meant that any one of the
rrounds mentioned wnas a ground for
divorce or judicial separation. The time
might he short for the divorce. but it wns
not too short for the judicial separation ;
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it was a happy medium. The law did not
admit of obtaining judicial separation on
the grounds mentioned in the sub-clause.

Mg, Iuuixewortii: A woman could get
profection.

Mr. LEAKE: The hon. member was
wrong about that. It was only in the case
of an aggravated assault that the magi-
strate could give an order.

M. InaxowortH: The hon. member for
the Swan instanced a case of kicking.

Mg, LEAKE: This clause went further
than the Summary Jurisdiction Act which
was now in force. It was quite right that
n woman should be separated from a man
who was habitually drunk or who was
habitually cruel. He hoped the hon.
member would not press the amendment.

Me LYALL HALL wished to bring
under the notice of the hon. member for
Toodyay (Mr. Quinlan) that there was a
difficulty in proving habitual drunken-
ness, and the difficulty did away with the
necessity for any longer peried heing
rtated in the clause.

Mr. QUINLAN =zaid he took a different
view, and he had a right to his opinion,
notwithstanding that the whole of the
Committee were against him. The whole
Till, to his mind, was unquestionably one
of re-marriage.  The Bill would cause
more demoralisation than all the
drunkards in creation eould do. The day
weuld eome, if this Bill beenme law, when
children would be reared by another
woman or another man, and there would
be nothing else in the minds of those .
children but that so and so was their
futher, and that so and so was such a per-
son’s wife.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: What about
the drunken father{

Mr. QUINLAN: How many drunken
fatliers had reared good children. and how
many cood fathers had reared bad chil-
dren?  Any attempt to lengthen the term
of years would certainly hnve a heneficinl
effect.

Mn, KENNY snid he was sorry indeed
that any attemnt was being made to alter
the term laid down im the Bill. As tae
hon. member for Toodyav had said. this
wos purely a Bill te enable divoreed per-
=ong to re-marry. That was no doubt the
intention of the Bill. nnd it was with that
intention he (Mr. Kenny) supnorted it.
Our past experience in Western Aus-



Divorce Extension Bill:

tralia should lead every one to one conclu-
gion, that it was better for people to
marry than that their children should
receive the seal of illegitimacy. Tt was
not right to visit on the children the sins
of the parents, and if this Bill had been the
law in this colony 30 or 40 years ago such
8 case as that which occurred in North
Fremantle o few months ago would not
have taken place.

Mr. WOOD gaid he hoped his amend-
ment would be carried. Four years was
a fair compromise. In his opinion the
time should be six years, but he was
willing to give way and make it four
years. As to drunken husbands, his ex-
perience was that nearly every girl who
married a man who was a drunkard, knew
very well that the man was a drunkard
before she married him. He never knew
a man who drank before he was married,
but who was much worse afterwards.
The marriage did not seem to improve
him—it made him worse. In nine cases
out of ten a drunken man was ten times
worse after marriage. There seemed to
be no reformation. The man was very
good for twelve months. The girl who
married o man who was a drunkard, knew
that the man drank before she married
him, and she married him with her eyes
open,

Hox, H W. VENN: The argument
of the hon. member for West Perth was
a peculiar one. The hon. members on
the other side of the House were arguing
from an opposite point of view, but in
favour of the amendment. When people
undertook a contract with their eyes wide
open—a solemn contract—they should
abide by it. People could extend their
sympathies in some sort of way when a
man or a woman had made a mistake,
but their sympathies could not be ex-
cited when a contract had been entered
into by the parties with their eyes wide
open. Were we to legislate for a small
minority? Were we to legislate for the
few isolated cases that occurred?

Mp. Ewinag: The criminal law was
passed to deal with a minority.

Hox. W. H. VENN &aid he could not
understand such an srgumént as that
which the hon. member for West Perth
had submitted. The hon. member’s
“view was most extraordinary, and he had
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uo sympathy with it.  He did not believe
in the sub-clause at all.

Mgr. WOQD: It was, of course, evident
there was no chance of altering the term
to six years; but if an additional year
could be added, that would Le better
than three years. It was not a matter of
logis, but a question of expediency.

Amendment  (Mr.  Wood’s)}—that
“three” years be altered to “four”—put,
and a division being called for by Mr.
Ewing, it was taken, with the folloaing

result : —
Ayes 11
Noes 11
A tie ... R
Apes. Noes,
Sir John Forrest Mr, Conolly
Me. Uregory Mr, Ewing
AMr. Dlingworth Mr. A. Forrest
Mr. Lefroy. Mr, Hall
AMr. Pennefather Mr. Hubble
MMr. Piease Mr, Kingsmill
AMr. Quinlan + Mr. Leake
Mr, Bolomon i Mr. Locke
Mr. 'throssell . Me. Wallace
Hon. H. W. Venn ; Mr. Wilson
Mr. Wood Mr. Kenny
{Teller.) (Teller).

Tus Casirvax gave his casting vote in
favour of the sub-clause as printed.

Amendwent thus negatived.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH, rcferring to sub-
clause (d), sentence for crime, said the
Committee should consider the fact that
innocent persons were frequently im-
prisoned, and there were many cases in
which a man who had been wrongfully
imprisoned could not possibly prove his
innocence until he came out of gaol. This
sub-clause practically meant that, after a
man had been imprisoned for three years,
hig wife might apply for a divorce. As this
point had been discussed at length on the
second reading, further argument was
unnecessatry ; nnd he now moved, as an
amendment, that sub-clause (d) YDe
struck out,

Mr., EWING: The length of time
might be extended. He intended to
move, at a later stage, thmt wherever the
word “three” occurred in sub-clause (&)
it Dbe altered to “five,” that “five” be in-
creased to “seven,” and that “seven” be
increased to “ten.’” so0 that a man would
have to be imprisoned for ten years before
his wile could obtain a divorce on the
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ground of her husband's imprisonment. '

Hon. members would recollect .at during
this time the wife would have to be left
without support in order to be entitled
to relief under wne Bill; and, ns we had
already agreed to desertion for six years
being sufficient ground for divorce,
surely, to be consistent, we must agree
to allow some relief on the ground of
desertion coupled with imprisonment.

Hox. H. W. Vesx: That was forced
desertion,

Mn. EWING : There was no justification
for assuming that a person who had been
found guilty by a dozen of his fellow coun-
trymen was an innocent man. He (Mr.
Ewing) bad seldom defended an innocent
man; for in nine out of ten cases,
the mnccused persona who got off were
guilty ; and an innecent man being found
guilty was a circumstance so extrnordin-
ary that it scarcely ever occurred.
Hundreds of guilty men were dis
charged, but very few innocent men
were convicted. The imprisonment
referred to in this sub-clause waos
not such as would be inflicted for
paltry crimes. It was only for such seri-
ous crimes as robbery with violence that
a man could receive ten years' imprizon-
ment. Morcover, the ennctment was
purely permissive. I a woman believed
in her husband’s innocence, we would be
safe in saying she would not endeavour
to get a divoree from him. A wife would
e the last person to believe in her hus-
Land’s guilt ; so that & man’s chances of
Lieing wronged were minimised, firstly hy
the fact that he had to be convicted by
twelve of his fellow countrymen, and
secondly, because his wife would have to
be satisfied of his guilt, otherwise there
weuld be ne danger of her tnking advan-
tage of the clause.

" Mg. WOOD : The mover of the amend-
ment (Mr. TNlingworth) should accept the
suggestion to alter it, as there was na
pos<ible chance of carrying it.

Mg. EWING said he was prepared to
increase the term.

Mg, ILLINGWORTH: That course
might be taken by those who approved

of this provision, bhut he wnr against the
clause in toto.

in Commiliee.

Amendment (Mr. Tllingworth’s) put, and
the mover having enlled for a division, it
was taken, with the following result: —

Aves e T
Noes 13
Majority against ... 6
Ayes. - Noes.
AMr. Lefroy AMr. Connor
Mr, Piesse Mr. Fwing
Mr. Quinlan Mr. A, Forrest
Mr, Throssell Mr. Gregory
8ir J. G. Lee Sieerc| Mr, Hall
Hon. H, W. Venn Mr. Hubble
Mr. Illingworth M. Kingamill
(Leller). Mr. Leake
Mr. Locke
AMr. Wallace
My, Wilson
Mr. Wood
. Mr. Kenny

{ (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.

Mg. EWING, referring to the same
sub-clause, moved as an nmendment, that
the word “three,” in the third line, Dbe
gtruck out, nnd “five” inserted in lieu
thereof. ‘

Put and passed.

On further amendments moved by Mr.
EWING, the word “seven” in the fifth line
was altered to ten, the word “five” in the
sixth line wag altered to seven, and the
word “three” in the ninth line was altered
to five, thereby carrying out the exten-
sions he had previously suggested.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH, referring to the
next sub-clause (e}, ‘“violent assnults,
ete.,” moved that the sub-clause be struck
out.

Amendment put and negatived.

Ma. ILLINGWORTH, referring to the
next sub-clause (f), “insanitr,” moved
that the sub-clauze be struck out.

Put and negatived.

Me. GREGORY moved, ns an amend-
ment, that the word “three,” in line one,
be struck out, and the word “five” in-
serted in lieu thereof.

Mz. LEAKE : This was one of the most
important of the sub<clauses By no pro-
cess of reasoning could we arrive at the
conclusion that persons incurably insane
should be allowed to produce offspring.
If children were to be horn, they should
at least be game. Directly people showed
siens  of insamity they should be abso-
lutely kept apart. He hoped this sub-
clanse would not be touched.
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Mr. ILLINGWORTH : This was a most
serious matter. Hon. members were
nware that there was a fever known as
puerperai fever, which was exceedingly
common in certain cases. If a case went
on for a great length of time, it might be
declared incurable.  There should be a
sufficient period in which to show whether
# woman who became insane from puer-
peral fever was likely to continue so, and
more than three years should be allowed
for that.

Mzr. LEAKE : Puerperal fever was cur-
able.  The word “incurable” was in the
clause.

Mn. GREGORY: Better to err on the
right side; and if the general feeling of
the House was against him, he would
withdraw the amendment.

Mgr. EWING: There was a great deal
in what the hon, member for Albany said,
for we should not run any risk of having
children brought into the world as off-
spring of parents mentally afflicted.
Under this sub-clause, it would have to
be proved to the satisfaction of the court
that the insanity from which n person was
suffering was incurable.

Me. WOOD : The smendment ought to
stand, becanse a woman suffering in the
way described might have a lucid interval
for & considerszble time, and when she
came out of the nsylum she might find
her husband married to someone elsef
Wag she to be cast on the country, or be
sent back to the asylum? That shock
night be enough to render her incurable.

Mr. HUBBLE: A case reported from
South Australia during the last few days
was sufficient to show how careful we
should be in legislating for Iunatics.
There a wife who hnd been a lunatic came
out of the asylum, and set fire to a woman
whom she found acting as housekeeper to
her husband.

Txe PeEMiER: A woman need not ne-
cessarily be insane, to do that.

Mr. HUBBLE : The amendment should
he maintained.

Mr. ({rEgoRY said he had withdrawn it.

Mz. LEAKE moved, as an amendment,
that the following words be added at the
end of the sub-clauses in clause 1 : —“Pr>
vided always that ne divorced person shall
marry again until after the death of the
other party to the suit, except when the
suit is instituted on the ground mentioned
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in sub-zection” («). That provise would
really have the effect of allowing a re-
marriage only on the ground mentioned
in the first sub-section, namely, adultery.
It was alittle extension of the law. What
he was afraid of was that if we pressed
this matter to the full extent sugpested
by the Bill, we would lose what we had a
chance of gaining. Next year, or a year
or two hence, anyone could strike out this
proviso. He proposed this with a view of
testing the feeling of the Committee.

Mgr. EWING : If the parties to the mar-
riage were separated. the innocent party
might just as well be given the oppor-
tunity to do the hest for the children.
The amendment cut away the whele prin-
ciple of the Bill; and the member for
Albany (Mr, Leake) could more consis-
tently have voted for the first amendment.
to strike out the second sub-clause which
made desertion a ground for divorce. The
House had anproved the principle of the
Bill, and the hon. member was now trying
to do what the Committee had alreadv
refused to do in connection with the
amendment of the member for Central
Murchizson (Mr. Ilinaworth). Practically
judicial separation could be got on every
one of the grounds in clause 1, eveepting
those of immnrisonment and verhaps in-
sanity. The object of the Bill was to
minimige as far as possible the misery in
the world, and it wae difficult to see on
what the amendment was based, evcent
i were on religious erounds. There was
nothing in our 2ocial conditions to pre-
vent re-marriage. except on religious
arounds.

Mgr. EENNY: The member for Albanv
(Mr. Leake) could not be serious in his
amendment, which would have the affect
of throwing away the whole of the nizat’s
work on this Bill.

My, WALLACE : What was the matier
with the member for Alban¥ (Mr. L.eake),
that he should move such an smcndmert.
seeing that he had voted for all the c1h-
clauses., includine sub-clause (A7 Tt
would be clear to the most dense nerson
that to carry this amendment weald nrsc-
tieally upset all that had heen done~ in
Committee this evening.

Mr. LEAKE: The member for Yal-
oo (Mr. Wallace) could scarcelv have
been present when he (Mr. T.eake) spoke



756  Divorce Exlension Bill.

on the second reading. He then made
it clear that he did not approve of re-
marriage, except where s divorce had
been granted on the ground of adultery.

Mr. Ewixa: The hon. member should
have voted agninst sub-clause (), if he
did not approve of re-marriage,

Mr. LEAEKE: It was with the excep-
tion of the ground laid down in =ub-
clause (@) that he disapproved of re-
marriage.  Some people seemed very
irritable if they did not get their own
way. He could not always agree with
members of the Opposition, and when
there was a matter before the House
in which members seemed to be tnking
a free hand, he was going to take a free
hand also.

Mg, Warrace: Why did the hon.
member vote for sub-clause ()7

Mr. LEAKE said he had voted for sub-
clause (b) because he believed the grounds
for judicial separation shouw.d be ex-
tended.
sub-clauges might have gone altogether,

"and the grounds for judicial separation
could not then have been extended.

Mr. A. FORREST said he was as-
tonished at the action of the member for
Albany (Mr. Leake) who, in view of this
amendment, should have voted in favour
of the motion that the Bill be read in six
months’ time. If this amendment were
carried, no course would be left to the
member in charge of the Bill but to with-
draw it. Members had been trying the
whole evening to make the Bill perfect,
and here was an amendment which would
have the effect of throwing the Bill out.
He moved that progress be reported.

Hov, H- W. VENN supported the
motion that progress be reported. The
&peech of the member for Albany in the
second reading debate had tended to-
wards this amendment.

Motion—that progress be reported—
put, and divisien taken with the follow-
ing result:—

Ayes ... 10
Noes .. 0

Majority for ... e 1
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Had he voted otherwise, the .

Mr. Wood
Ay, Quinlan
(Teller),
Motion thus passed.
Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again,

Mre. Kenny
(Teller).

School Teachers' Status.

Ayes. Noes.
8ir John Forrest Mr. Ewing
Mr. Conolly M, Uregory
AMr. A, Forresi Mr. Hall
Mr. Leake Mer. Hubble
Mr, Lefroy Mr. Kingsmili
Mr, Piesse Mr. Locke
My, Throssell Mr. Wallace
Hon. H. W. Venn | Mr. Wilson

i

ADJOURNMENT,

The House adjourned at 10.16 p.m.
until the next day.

Legislative Assemblp,
Wednesdey, Srd August, 1898.

Papers presented—Question: School Teachers’
Status—Question:  Geraldton-Northamp-
ten  Railway Improvements—Question:
Mining Licenses and Miners' Rights—
—Question: Penal System and Royal
Commigsion—Question: Yalgoo Railway
Station Improvements—Divoree Awmend-
ment and Extension Bill: in Committee,
further considered ; Division on clavse 1—
Legal Practitioners Act Amendment Hill,
second reading (negatived)—Tand Bill, in
Committee, clauses 1 to 46—Adjournment,

Tue SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o'clock, p.m.

'RAYERS.

PAPERS DPRESENTED.

By the Premer: London Agency,
Statement of Operations, 1897. Museum.
and Art Galery, Report for 1397-3.

Ordered to lie on the table.

SCHOOL TEACHERS
STATUS.

Mg, QUINLAN asked the Premier:——

1, Whether assistant teachers must not

QUESITON :



