Roads Closure Bill.

Fegislative @ouncil,
Tuesday, Srd October, 1899.

Pupers presented Petition, Draft Commouwenlth Bill,

postpouement —Permaoent Reserves Bill, third
repding - Executors’ Commission Bil), third read-
ing—Roads nod Streets Closure Bill, third reading- -
Companies Duty Bill, third rending, Division —-Im-
ported Lobour Registry Amendment Bill, third
reading - -Einmigration Restri¢tivn Amendment Bill,
third reading--Public Service Bill, firat rending
Wines, Beer, and Spirit Sale Amendment Bill,
Le%islntive Asgsembly's Amendments—Divoree Bill,
in
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ommittes, Clause 1, Division, progress -Billsof

Sale Bill, in Committee, Clauses 1 to 5, progress -
Patents, Designe, and Trade Marks Bill, in Com-
mitttee, Clnuses 1 to new clause, progress Adjourn-
ment.

Tre PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 ¢’clock, p.m.

PrRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Corox1arL SeEcrETARY: 1. Re-
turn of free passes over the Government
Railways from July, 1898, to June,
1899, as ordered. 2. By-laws, Municipal
Council of Nannine.

Ordered to lie on the table.

PETITION—DRAFT COMMONWEALTH
BILL.

Hown., A. P. MATHESON moved:

That the consideration of the petition of the
Federal League of Western Australia be made
an Order of the Day for Thursday, 12th
October.

The object was that the consideration of

Companies Duty Bill, 1509
COMPANIES DUTY BILL.
THIRD READING.

TurCOLONIATLSECRETARY (Hen.
G. Randell) moved that the Bill he read
a third time.

Hon. A B. KIDSON (West) - One of
the clanses of the Bill would be retro-
agect.ive, g0 far back as the 11th JFuly of
this year ; and he did not know whether
hon. members had their attention drawn
to thig matter, which was worthy of con-
gideration before the Bill was allowed to
proceed further. One effect would be
that either the Government would be
deprived of obtaining the vevenue in re-
spect of dividends already declared and
paid dorving the time elapsed since the
11th July, or institutions would be called
on to pay the tax in regard to dividends
which had already, in many instances,
been paid to the persons entitled thersto.
In these circuinstances, there would be
great difficalty in obtaining the payment
of these moneys, or the institutions them-
selves would be called on to pay the
money, and these institutions might not
have the funds on hand with which to
pay the tax. Inthese circumstances he
would like the matter debated at some
length in order that the views of the

" House might be thoroughly -elicited. He

the petition might be taken at the same -

time us the consideration of the report of
Joint Select Committee on the Draft
Commonwealth Bill, as it was ¢uite un-
necessary to have two debates on the
question of federation.

Question put and passed.

PERMANENT RESERVES BILL.

Read a third time, and returned to the
Legislative Assembly with amendments.

EXECUTORS' COMMISSION BILL.

Read a third time, on motion by Hon.
F. T. CrowpER, and transmitted to.the
Legislative Assembly.

ROADS AND STREETS CLOSURE BILL.

sRead a third time, and returned to the
Legislative Assembly with amendments.

moved that the Bill be recommitted, with
a view to altering the date from the 11th
July to the lst August, so that the re-
trospective effect of the Bill would enly
date back to the 1st August. It was
clearly an anomaly to make the Bill
retrospective to the 11th July when num-
bers of dividends had been paid since the
1st August, and these dividends had not .
had the tax paid on them.

Hon. F. T. Crowper: That was the
Government's trouble,

Hor. A. B. K1DSON : The institu-

© tions might be called upon to pay the

money, because the dividends might have
been paid over to the persons entitled to
them ; therefore those persons would have
got scot-free of the tax. He moved, as
an amendment on the motion, that the
Bill be recommitted.

Tree COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
Bill had passed through all its stages, so
far, by considerable majorities, and he
took it that members had made up their
minds. The measure introduced into
Queensland was retrospective in its opera-

, tlon—not perhaps to the same extent, but
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some considerable time—and the same ! they were in default.

objection was taken to it there, but a case
of this description was something like
that of a Customs Bill, which must be
retrospective. The reason the time was
80 long-in this case was that the Bill had
been delayed in its passage through the
two Houses of Parliament. Tt was un-
usual to interfere with the financial opera-
tions of the Government, and it would be
a departure from custom to interfere on
thisoccasion. He did not know whether
the hon. member (Mr. Kidson) was in
earnest in the matter.

Hox. A. B. Kipson : Certainly.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
diffieulty had no doubt been suggested
to the hon. member by some of the
officers of the institutious operating in
our midst. The administratién of the
measure would be in the hands of the
Treasurer, and, althongh he (the Colonial
Secretary) bad received no ideas from the
leader of the Government in the matter,
he felt certain nothing improper or oppres-
sive would take place. He had thought
there might be a motion that the Bill be
read this day three months or this day
six months, moved probably as a joke;
but he did not anticipate a reference
would be made to any of the clanses of
the Bill, which should have been taken
exception to previously.

Hon. A. B. Kipson: The point referred
to was not noticed by him previously.

Tre COLONTAL SECRETARY: The
retrospective effect of the Bill had been

it in the House. He hoped the hon.

.member would not press the motion.
The Bill had been delayed a considerable
time, and it was absolutely necessary it
should pass.

[COUNCIL]

Third reading.

When dividends
were paid over by trustees to other per-
sons, the money was never got back, and
it would be the unfortunate trustees who
would have to pay in relation to the divi-
dend, besides being liable to a penalty.
If the Governmnent were so hard up, he

v wonld not trust they would not enforce

payment of every amount they counld get
hold of.

Hox. W. T. LOTON (Central): No
valid reason was shown for making the
Bill retrospective. The leader for the
Government in this House said the mea-
sure was something like a Tariff Bill;
but such was not the case, for it was
perfectly well known that when a Tariff
Bill was introduced it took effect straight
away. This Bill had bLeen hanging on
for something like two months.

Tar CoLoniaL SEcrETARY: The people
bad had warning.

Hov. W. T. LOTON: But some
mwembers had not noticed that the mea-
sure would be retrospective. The retro-
spective clause was not one of the main
principles of the Bill; but it was im-
portant. Surely the Government were
not so hard up that it was requisite to
go back dunng the past three months for
taxation. If they were, the finances were
much worse than the public generally
were led to believe.

Tur CorLosiar SecrRETarY: It was
more the prineiple than anything else.

How. W. T. LOTON: The prineciple

mentioned, and he himselt referred to . ©f the Bill was a bad one, and he should

vote against it. Scarcely a member of
the House was in favour of the present
Bill.

Hon. A. P. Maruesov : Why did

. members vote for it P

Hon. A. B. Kipson: Why was the

Bill necessary ?
Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY : Be-

cause the money was wanted to help .

forward the development of the country.

Hown. F. M. STONE (North): The
House ought to recommit the Bill, and
discuss the time at which it should take
effect. Tf the Bill were to take effect
from so far back as the 11th July, we
should be getting into terrible trouble.
The point referred to had escaped his
attention. Not only a company, hut
trustees, agents, or other persons were
lisble to a penalty of £5 for every day

Hox. W. T. LOTON: To a certain
extent, members were hand-tied if not
tongue-tied. It was a case of either
throwing out the whole Bill or passing
it. The Bill was most uufair in many
respects.

Hon. A. P. MATHESON (North-
East): The Bill was absolutely ridiculous.
As a matter of principle, he felt bound to
oppose retrospective legislation. People
made their arrangements on the basis of
existing legislation, and Parliament had
no right to upset principles accepted up
to the date the Bill became law. In this
case it was particularly absurd. The
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moment the Bill became law every com-
pany, every agent, would be liable to a
penalty of £5 per day from the date of
the distribution of the dividend paid
since July 11.

Tuae COLONTAL SECRETARY : As

to the fines which had been referred to,
he did not think there was the slightest
. probability of their being inflicted. He
was not prepared to say the Bill was an
unfair one, but he admitted it was
unequal possibly in its operation, becanse
it touched incorpurated companies and
did uwot touch other companies which
were not incorporated. That was the
only defect lhe could see. Members
had voted for the Bill with their eyes
open, .
Hon. P. T. CROWDER (South-East)
said he was not prepared to vote for the
recommittal of the Bill. He had been
entirely against the Bill on the second
reading, and did not believe in it at all;
but the measure had been carried by a
large majority. The retrospective nature
of the Bill was one reason which had in-
duced him to oppose the measure; but
seeing ,that the Government had a
majority of 14 to 6, which majority
the Government seemed to be able to
smmnmon whenever they liked, he was not
going to oppose the Bill further. All
over England and Australia it was known
that this Bill would have this effect, and
it was wmade retrospective for the reason
that companies could declare a dividend
and in some way might get out of paying
the tax. We were told the Government
wanted the money, and he believed they
did. From the way hon. members were
kept in the dark, he was sure there was
something which we ought to know. By
altering the date, something like £25,000
would be taken from the Government,
and this money, except a small amount
from the Western Australian Bank,
would come from Bugland from gold-
mining companies. If there was to be
any trouble over this measure, let the
Government take the responsibility and
fight their own battles.

How. J. W. HACKETT (Scouth-West)
said he was against the recommittal, not
that he liked the Bill, for he had ex-
pressed himself plainly about it when a
new clause was added limiting the opera-
tion of the measure to three years. He
could not get it out of his mind that
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Third reading.

the objection wnow raised, if a valid
one, ought to have heen taken by
members who had shown interest in
the measure, but whose interest did not
seem to lead them to the length of read-
ing the clauses. This matter ought to
have been discussed in Committee, when
the Colonial Secretarv would have been
prepared to argue it. If the clanse were
altered, he did not know what companies
might do, and he was with Mr. Crowder
in believing that companies had quite
sufficient ingenuity to arrange, if they
could, that only a smull proportion of
what they ought to pay to the excheguer
should be paid. On the strength of the
money to be obtained from this tax, the
Estimates had been framed, and if the
money was taken away the House would
disarrange the TFstimates, the deficit
would beincreased, and, as far as he could
see, no good would be served. The hardship
to which Myr. Stone had referred would
be & hardship if the Government enforced
the penal clauses, but he understood the
Government did not intend to do so, and
he did not think the Government dave do
80,
Hor. F. M. StoNg: Many trustees
would have to pay money out of their
own pockets if the Bill was passed as it
stood.

How. J. W. HACKETT : If that were
so, then the matter could be brought up

- next session, and membera would know

how to deal with the subject; but he
hoped nothing so dishonest as suggested
would be attempted. Looking at both
sides of the question, the bitterness of
debate had passed, and there was no

. need to disgorge portion of it now,

Hown. F. T. Crowper: The Bill had
been forced down members’ threats.

Hox. A. B. KIDSON (in reply): It
was extraordinary that every member who
had spoken declared the Bill was a bad
one, yet in the same breath those mem-
bers said they intended to vote for the
Bill. He could only congratulate those
members on the action they had taken,
because it showed what strong supporters
they were of the present Government.
One member after another had stated
that the Bill was a bad one, that it was
nequitable, and that the taxation was
wrong,

Tae PRESIDENT :-The hon. member
had not the right of reply.
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Amendment put, and division taken
with the following result :—

Ayes 5
Noes 1u
Majority against 5
AYES. ' Noks,
Hon. A. B. Xidson Hon. H. Briges
Hon, W, T. Lotou Hon, F, T. Crowder
Hon. A. P. Matheson Hon. C. BE. Dempster
Hon, E. McLarty Hon, J. W. Hockett
Hon., F, M. Stone (Tellery Hon, A. G, Jenkins
Hon. D, McKay
Hon. C. A, Piesse
Hon. G. Randell
Han, J. B, Richardson
Hon, W, spencer (Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Bill read a third time, and passed.

IMPORTED LABOUR REGISTRY AMEND-
MENT BILL.
Read a third time, on motion by How.
F. M. Sroxg, and transmitted to the
Legislative Assembly.

IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION AMEND-
MENT BILL.
Read a third time, on motion by Hon.
F. M. Stoxne, and transmitted to the
Legislative Assembly.

PUBLIC SERVICE BILL.
Received from the TLegislative As-
sembly, and, on motion by CoLoNIan
SEcRETARY, Tead a first time. '

WINES, BEER, AND SPIRIT SALE
AMENDMENT BILL.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY'S AMENDMENTS,

Schedule of eight amendments made
by the Legislative Assembly considered.
IN COMMITTEE.

No. 1, Clause 2, line 1, after “defen-
dant™ insert the words “sets up as a
defence, hut ™ :

Ho~. F. M. STONE moved that the
amendment be agreed to, as it made the
clause a little clearer.

Question put and passed.

No. 2, Clause 2, line 6, strike out
“ghall” and insert “may” in lieu
thereof :

Hon. F. M. STONE moved that the
amendment be agreed to. It gave a dis-
cretionary power to the magistrate to
digmiss a case.

Question put and passed.

No. 3, Clause 2, lines 7 and 8, strike
out the words *if they think the purchaser

{COTNCIL.]

in Commitlee.

" falsely represented himself to be u Dona

Jide traveller, it shall he lawful for the
justices to,” and insert the word “shall”
1 lieu thereof :

How. F. M. STONE ingved that the
amendment be agreed to. If a person at
the hearing of the case was proved to he
not bona fide, it was compulsory, accord-
ing to the amendment, tor the magistrate
to order a prosecution.

Question put and passed.

No. 4, clause 3, strike out the clause:

How. F. M. 8STONE moved that the
amendment be agreed to. It was pro-
posed to strike out clause 3 and insert a
pew clause in lien thereof. According to
the clause in the Bill as it left this House,
1o female was allowed to be employed
after 11 pm. on a week day, but under
the clause as inserted by the Yegislative
Agsembly no female was allowed to be
emploved for more than 54 hows in a
week, and was not allowed to be employed
on Sunday, Christmas Day, Good Friday,
or after 12 o'clock at wght, That, he
thought, would meet the case.

Question put and passed.

No. §, clause 4, strike cut the clause:

Hox. F. M. STONE moved that the
amendment be agreed to. He did not
think it advisable to adhere to the clause
as passed.

Question put and passed.

No. 6, and the following new clause,
to stand as clause 3 :—

See Soutk Ausiralian Act, 43 and 44 Vict., No.
191.—The Qelivery to any person of any liquor
by a licensed or unlicensed person, or by the
owner or oceupier of any licensed or unlicensed
house or place, or by his or her servant or
other person in nny licensed or unlicensed
house ot place shall he desmed to be sufficient
prima facie evidence of monsy or other con-
sideration having been given or exchanged for
such liquor so as fo support a conviction,
unless satisfactory proof {o the contrary be
given,

Horn. F. M. STONE moved that the
amendment be notagreed to. The clanse
was almost word for word the same as
clause 78 of the principal Act, which
enacted that the mere delivery of liguor
was primd facle evidence of sale, and
the onus of proof that there was no sale
was thrown on the licensee.

Question put and passed, and the
amendment not agreed to,

Amendments 7 and 8 —agreed to.

Resolutions reported, and  report
adopted.
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A committee consisting of Hon. F. M.
Stone, the Colonial Secretary, and Hon,
A. B. Kidson, drew up the following
reason for disagreeing to amendment
No. 6:—*“The proposed new clause is
already enacted by Section 78 of the
principal Act.”

Reason adopted, and a message
accordingly transmitted to the Legisla-
tive Assembly.

DIVORCE BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1-—Divorce in what cases:

Tie COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
feeling of the Committee was that only
one of the grounds named in the Bill
should be allowed to stand. He there-
fore moved that Sub-clause b be struck
out.

How. J. W. HACEKETT: A large
proportion of members were against the
three grounds mentioned in this clause
Leing imported into our law ; but in the
course of discussion on the second read-
ing of the Bill, he undertook to agree to
Sub-clause a, if Mr. Stone would abandon
Sub-clauses b and ¢, and to that request
he (Mr. Hackett) was under the impres-
sion the hon. member assented.

Horx. F. M. Strone: Not a word was
said by him.

Hon. J. W. HACKETT: The hon
member made no remarks in reply, on
the second reading, and one took 1t for
grauted that the arrangement commended
itself to Mr. Stone. The hou. member,
in the course of his speech, said he was

prepared to expunge Sub-clause ¢, which -

was the ground of insanity, and asked
the Committee to pass the clause dealing
with adulfery. This was supposed to be
the House of caution and care, and yet
hon. members were asked to take this
plunge before the Bill had been accepted
or approved by another place, The Com-
mittee ought to be as careful as possible,
becnuse every step which this Committee
took would be sure to be added toin an-
other place, therefore we should look at
the matter carefully and critically, and
minimise as much as possible this great
departure from our law and the Imperial
law. The Bill was at variance with the
Tmperial law; but it was not at variance
with the law in some of the other colonies.
It introduced a wholly new principle into
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in Commattee.

the Imperial system of divorce, and it wag
inadvisable to0 make that breach wider
than was absolutely necessary in the cir-
cumstances. Whenever it was our for-
tune, or misfortune, to enter the federal
bond, the question of divorce would be
one of the very first matters taken in
hand by the Federal Parliament, and we
could surely wait for that time, which
might be near or far, in order to take
thiz most serious plunge. If we agreed
to desertion as a ground for divorce, we
gave away the whole case, not of this
Bill, but of another Bill which was
so repugnant to hon. members, and
which we had before us last session. If
the Committee granted divorce for deser-
tion, how could we logically, on any
ground of reason, make a pause before
going the whole length of the legislation
which had been accepted in some of the
Eastern colonjes? If the (lommittee
allowed divorce for desertion, why refuse
it for insanity? Almost every other
ground which was alleged i the Bill of
last session would come under the same
category. Imsanity was for life, desertion
was only for seven years, yet the hon.
member was not prepared to grant
divoree for insanity. The same might be
said of a man convicted of a criminal
offence, and who might be sent to prison
for many years: that was a reasonable
ground set out in the Bill of last session,
but it had been expunged from this Bill.
If it was reasonable to grant divoree for
desertion, why not for insanity 7 and
why not for conviction and a sentence
extending over seven years or more?
Desertion, serious as it might be, was a
very small offence in the eye of the wife,
compared with other acts of which & man
might be guilty. A habitual drunkard
exhibited an example to the children
which, of all things, must be one that
told on a mother’s heart. That ground
was Dot contained in the present Bill.
Why did the hon. member excise that
ground ? Why should a wife be com-
pelled to live with a husbaod guilty
of revolting practices ! and there were
wumbers of such cases.

How. F. M. Srong: She could get a
divorce under the present law for that.

Hon. J. W. HACKETT: Some of the
revolting practices, and he would not
particularise them, were not covered by
the existing law. There was a certain
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[COUNCIL.]

number of revolting practices specified

in the law, but there was a far larger
number of more revolting cases of which
the law took no cognisance, and these
were notb set out as grounds for divoree.
It the Committee granted divorce for
desertion, we at once opened the door as
wide as we possibly ecould, and every
other cause followed nafurally. If we
granted divorce for desertion, to be con-
sistent we should bave to grant it for
dozens of other causes, finally winding
up with the last cause which was adopted
in America in many States-—incompati-
bility of temper. When two parties
could not dwell together for the best
purpose for which marriage was intended
without violating the true marriage bond,
it was a matter for consideration whether
that ground was not one which should
not be allowed for divorce. For his part
it seemed to him that cause was stronger
than desertion. A woman would often
gladly allow 2. man who was repulsive to
her to leave her in peace. To the man
who offended a woman, and, what was
still more serious, set a bad example to
the children, 2 woman wounld extend no
mercy. These were merely samples of
what might happen if the hon. member
insisted on including the ground of de-
sertion. We could not logically stop
short of these other grounds. On the
ground of adultery, numbers of commen-
tators and Scripture writers were agreed
{.ha.t divorce was permitted by biblical
aw.

Hox. F. T. Crowper: When the Bible
was wntfen, it was not reckoned that
husbands would run away from their
wives.

How. J. W. HACKETT : Husbands
and wives were about the same in the
days of the Bible as they were now. The
two thousand years which had elapsed
had not altered humanity.

How. H. Brigas: All the commenta-
tors did not agree about adultery.

Howx. J. W. HACKETT : That was so.
A large number of these writers mighf
agree to the grounds for divorce which
he had instanced, but all of them did not
admit that divorce should be granted on
the ground of adultery. Persons had
accepted the bond, and it was their duty
to make the best of it; and, without
going into the province of morals, he was
certain that if they did so each wouwld

. husband and wife.

}

in Committee.

obtain his or her reward. Probably the
highest of all discipline was that of
He appealed to the
Colonial Secretary to strike out sub-
clause &, and hoped the hon. gentleman
would further move to strike out Sub-
clause ¢ also.

Hor. F. M. STONE : The argument
adduced by Mr. Hackett was that if we
granted divorce on the ground of deser-
tion we should also grant it for other
causes mentioned in the Bill introduced
last session ; but he (Mr. Stone) hoped to
couvince members there were much
stronger reasons why we should granta
divorce for desertion than for many of
those other causes mentioned in the Bill
of last year. The law already recognised
that in cages of desertion a man or a
woman could marry, and if they married
they were not punished; but if a woman
married because a man assanlted her, ov
was a drunkard or lunatic, she committed
bigamy, and was liable to punishment
for it. The law made a distinction
between cases of desertion and many
other things mentioned in the Bill of last
year. Members had made objections to
many of the clavses of the Bill intro-
duced last year, and he (Mr. Stone)
thought it would be betfer to intreduce
a Bill more acceptable to members. Ifa
wite had been deserted by her husband
for seven years, she was entitled under
the law to get married and could not be
prosecuted ; and why should we not go a
gtep further and enable that woman to get
a divorce, s0 that the children of the
second marriage shonld not be illegiti-
mate? Under the present law we
punished the children., A woman whose
husband had not been heard of for years
and years married again in all good
faith,

Hoxn. J. W. HacgETrT: There would be
two fathers in the same family. A
woman would have two families.

How. F. M. STONE: Mr. Hackett was
i favour of granting divorce on account
of adultery, and in such a case as that
there might be two fathers.

Howx. J. W. Hackrrr: Let there be
as few cases of disgrace as possible.

Hown. F. M. STONE : If a woman had
been deserted by her hushand for 12 or
15 years, without hearing a word from

» him, and she had worked to provide for

herself and children, what disgrace was it
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to her to marry an honourable man when

she had the chance ?

Howx. J. W. HackEerT:
gracing the children.

Hon. ¥. M. STONE: We disgraced
the children because of the present law,
and what was required was to pass a
measure whereby the childven of the
second marriage shonld be legitimised.
He Jmew that in scores and scores of
cases women had an opporfunity of
marrying. Some did not marry, but
others took the risk. He had had cases
in which women had come to him and
said “ I thoroughly believe in my heart
that my husband is dead. What am I
to do?” The reply had been, ¢ You can
marry again, and you will not be prose-
cuted ; but the luw 1s that if your husband
turns up, any children born to you will
be illegitimate and your marriage will
be void.”” The existing state of affairs
should be remedied, and that was why
he was so earnest in wishing the Com-
mittee to pass the sub-clause. There
were several things for which a wife
would be entitled to divorce, and in those
cases there wounld be more disgrace attach-
ing to it than would attach in the case
of desertion, because in the case of
desertion & woman subsequently married
Lelieving her husband was dead. As to
Sub-clause ¢ he had not such strong
feelings as in regard to desertion, and he
left it entirely to the Committee. He felt
strangly in relation to desertion, because
he had seen the present law work such
cruclty. He had seen case after case
where a wife should be allowed to marry
and where she had married, but she had
done s0 in fear and trepidation, almost,
of the husband tuming up at any time.
He did not think if we passed the clanse
relating to desertion, we would be doing
away with any of the solemnity of the
marriage tie now existing. It wasargued
that, if we allowed divorce to be easy,
persons would enter the marriage state
easily; but he was sure that not a person
who came to be married thought about
divorce.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER, in support-
ing the retention of the sub-clause, said
he knew of a case in which a woman who
had five children was deserted by her
husband, and that woman had to keep
herself and the children for eight years.

It was dis-

To all intents and purposes, the husband |
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was dead to her. A man in a good posi-
tion offered the woman marriage, and
after being deserted for nine years the
woman imarried. As soon as the hus.
band found his wife was married toa
wealthy man, the husband came back and
commenced to levy blackmail. There
were many cases such as this. Tt didnot
follow that because we acted justly in
some cases, therefore we were going to
drag the divorce law of this colony
through the mire as it had been done in
Awmerica.

Hon. D. McKay: And Victoria also.

How. F. T. CROWDER : If the Com-
mittee were going to leave the Bill as it
stood, then m all fairness a law should
be passed that all ¢children born in wed-
lock were legitimate. There were manjy
cases in which a woman had a perfect
right to marry, and the present Bill
would not open the door to divorce on
easy grounds. All that he desired was to
legitimise the children that were born
of the marriage, and it was on behalf
of the children that he appealed. The
children suffered, not through any fault
of their own, or any wickedness on the
part of the mother, because a woman
often had the right to marry again.

Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER: The Bill
would be productive of more good than
evil. There were thousands of cases that
could be cited, in which such a Bill as
this would do a great deal of good. The
Bill would not ¢cause many separations to
take place, as was suggested. In Sub-
clause ¢. it would be advisable to extend
the term of lunacy from three years to
Seven years.

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

Ayes... 9
Noes... 7
Majority for ... oo 2
AYES, NoEs.
Hceu. H, Bri Hon. C. E, Dempster
Hon. J. W, kett Hon, A, G. Jenkine
Hon, A, B, Kidson Hon, A. P, Matheson
Hon. W. T. Loton - Hon. J, E. Richnrdson
Hon, D. McKay , Hon. H. J. Saunders
Hon. C. A. Piesse © Hon. F. M. Stone
Hon, G. Rande]l ' Hon, ¥. T. Crowder
Hon. W, Spencer ; (Teller).
Hon. E. McLarty (Teller).
Amendment thus passed, and Sub-

clause b struck out.
Hox. F. M. STONE (in charge of the
Bill} moved that progress be reported.
Motion put and negatived.
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Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that Sub-clause ¢ be struck out.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER: If the term
of lunacy was extended from three years
to seven vears, he would support the sub-
clause. If a man was in an asylum hope-
lessly mad, and pronounced by the Court
incurable, the woman had a perfect right
to marry again.

Howx. C. E. DEMPSTER supported
the extension of the time to seven years
during which a person had been insane,
as a ground for divorce,

Howx. J. W. HACKETT: The hon.
member (Mr. Crowder) was clearly not
content with desertion, and wanfed to
open the whole field of causes such as
were now in existence in the Eastern
colonies.

Hown, F. T. Crowpgr: The hon. mem-
ber had no right to say that.

How. J. W. HACKETT: The hon.
member’s action would open the field of
causes for divorce. The pground which
the hon. member advocated, of granting
divorce for insamitv, opened the whole
field of possible causes for divorce; and
once the Commitiee granted insanity as a
ground, and desertion also, we would open
the field for divorce for innumerable
causes. As to insanity, no one knew
what was curable insanity or not. Seven
years was no criterion whatever, nor was
ten years.

How. F. T. Crowper: If a man
came out of an agylum after ten years,
had he a right to live with his wife ?

Hox. J. W. HACEETT: The sume
argument would apply if a man came out
of an asylum after twelve months’ in.
carceration. What was incurable insanity
had never been decided. It was one of
those mysterious diseases, the cause of
which was hidden.

Hon. F. T. Crowner : But the decision
was within the discretion of the Court.

Hon. J. W. HACKETT : There was
one great difficulty as to insanity, that
the decree was pronounced in the absence
and the ignorance of the person affected
by it. Hon. members would remember
the case of Sir Charles Mordaunt, cited in
this House, in which it was supposed the
wife had committed adultery while insane.
The decree of insanily might be pro-
nounced in the absence of the person
affected, and the person would he
iguorant of the result.

[COUNCIL ]

in Cominiltee.

grounds of humanity and justice, insanity
should not be a ground for divorce.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY : Mr.
Crowder was under the impression that
this clanse stated it was within the dis-
cretion of the Court as to whether the
person insane was curable or not. The
clause stated nothing of the kind.

Hon. R. 5. HAYNES: A suggestion
had been made that progress should be
reported, and personally he was always
agreeable, when an hon. member bad been
defeated on a question, to allow the
matter to stand over, so that the member
could reconsider his position; but if
members refused to report progress, he
would vote with the hon. mnember, Mr.
Stone.

Hox, J. W. Haceerr: Why should
progress be reported ?

Howr. R. 8. HAYNES: It might be
that after the question had been discussed
further, the member in charge of the Bill
might see some reason for withdrawing
the meagure. He was strongly in favour
of the Bill so far as desertion was con-
cerned, though opposed to it as to grant-
ing divorce on the ground of insanity.
If he were pressed now to vote on the
present question he would vote in favour
of the measure standing as at presens. If
hon. members would consent to progress
being reported, he would hold himself
elear to vote with the hon. member, If
there were no compromise, he would take
his stand. If we found that a catch vote
had been taken this afternoon, it would
be easy to re-commit the Bill and have the
question threshed out. Tt would be bet-
ter to consent to progress being reported.
Tt was possible that when the matter again
came before the Commitiee, all would be
agreed, and it was much better to practi-
cally agree to a measure than to have a
division.

How. J. W. HACKETT: The reason
he was in favour of settling the clause at
once was that Mr. Stone, in speaking on
the second reading of the Bill, said he
was not prepared to press Sub-clause c.

How. F. T. CrowpEr: Mr. Stone said
he would not press it so hard.

Hown. J. W. HACKEETT : Mr. Stone
said he was prepared to let that go. As
to imsisting on any action, he (Mr.
Hackett) had no intention to do so.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY: A

On the simplest | vital sub-clause had been struck out of
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the Bill, and the majority of hon. mem-
bers were opposed to the sub-clause now
before the Committee. Mr. R. S. Hayunes
used the words “snatch vote”; but if
the hon. member had any pmpression of
that sort, he could assure him there had
been no snatch vote.

How. R. 8. Haynes: No such impres-
sion was held by him.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that progress be reported and
leave asked to sit again.

Motion put and passed.

Progress reported and leave given to
it again.

At 6'30, the PrEsiDENT left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

BILLS OF SALE BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clavses 1 and 2—agreed to.

Clanse 3—Application of Act:

How. R. 8. HAYNES (in charge of
the Bill) moved that in line 1, after
“sule,” the words “and debenture” be
inserted ; that in line 3, after the word
“ gale,” the words “or debenture” be in-
serted.

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

Clause 4-—agreed to.

Clause 5—Interprefation :

Hoxn. A. B. KIDSON: A very im-
portant innovation had been introduced
into the second paragraph, which made
all agreements by parole subject to the
Bill. Complications might arise in re-
gard to the transfer of chattels. Take
the sale of a few sheep, cows, or horses,
which usually took place on an ordinary
sale note or word of mouth: it would be
necessary, under the Bill, to register thab
agreement as a bill of sale. He sug-
gested that the clause be postponed.

Hon. C. A. PIESSE : In the interpre-
tation of “ contemnporaneous advance,” it
said u bill of sale should be void against
the trustee in bankruptey if it had been
executed within six months; but Clause
32 suid that if the bill of sale had been
executed within three months it should
be void.

How. R. 8. Havwes: At this stage he
intended to move that progress be re-
ported.

[8 OcroBEr, 1899.]
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Hon. A, B. KIDSON : The interpre-
tation of *apparent possession,” which
was most important In connection with
the point he had raised as to the difficulty
of registration, did not explain his objec-
tion.

Hon. R. 5. HAYNES asked hon. mem-
bers to file any amendments they had
with the Clerk before next Baturday, so
that there might be an opportunity of
considering them, He had several amend-
ments to make, but they were not serious;
and after he had explained the Bill more
fully, on the different points, very little
alteration would Dbe necessary in the
measure, He moved that progress be
reported.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again,

PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE

MARKS BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 to 8, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 9— Application and specifica-
tion :

How. ¥. M. STONE moved that after
the word “manner,” hne 3, of Sub-clause
1, there Le inserted, “and must be accom-
panied by a statement of address in Perth
for the reception of notices.” If the
clause were left as at present, patent
agents might work applications from
England, any of the other colonies, or
from outside the colonies altogether, and
it was certainly advisable that an address
should be given in Perth for the reception
of notices.

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

Clause 10— Reference of application to
examiner :

How. F. M. STONE moved that the
word “shall,” after “ Registrar,” line 1,
be struck out, and “may if he thinks fit"
be inserted in liew thereof. Under the

i clause as drawn, it was compulsory on the

Registrar to refer every application to an
examiner; but there were many cases in
which it would not be necessary to go to
an examiner, and it was advisable to give
the Registrar discretionary power.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was desirable that every case should be
transmitted to the expert officer of the
Patent Office. The Registrar was the
head of the department, but was not an
expert in patent law, and an expert wonld
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be emploved as an examiner.
Colonial
word from the Registrar himself that
he desired any alteration of the de-
scription proposed. He was told the
clause was in the English Act, word for

He (the

[COUNCIL.]

Secretary) had rteceived no -

word, although taken at present from -

a Queensland source. He bhelieved
was also the law in Canada, where in-
ventions had been carried on to a large
extent. It was anticipated, too, in the
Australian colonies. We had only to
cast our minds back to what we read
from time to time io find there was a
large amount of inventive talent in this
colony, which we should desire to encour-
age, and over which we should have as
much conirol as possible. It was desir-
able that patents should be referred to
the examiner in all cases, for the sake of
the safety of the person who applied, and
of the (Fovernment, who, to a certain
extent, would become responsible for the
patent when it was issued ; and, if the
examination was not made by the expert
officer, the document in some cases might
probably not be of any value.

Hon. F. M. STONE: The Hegisfrar
had been seen by him as to this amend-
ment, and that officer wag in favour of
it. The clanse was not introduced for
the purpose of giving the Registrar more
power, but to simplify the measure and
make it work better than it would if we
made it compulsory to refer every patent
to an examuer. It was po use to put
our patent officer on the same footing as
the English patent officer, for in England
they had a great number of patents ex-
amined. 1n the patent office here there
was a rentleman quite competent to
ascertain wnether the nature of the in.
vention had been fairly described, and
the application, specification, or drawing
prepared in the prescribed mannver, and
whether the title sufficiently indicated the
subject matter of the invention. If any
very important patent had to be dealt
with, it would then be for the Registrar,
if he had any doubtabout it, to refer if to
the examiner. There were some very small
patents, and, if we weretorefer every appli-
cation to an examiner, it would be neces-
sury to have machinery for the purpose of
carrying that out. He believed that in
Queensland they had eight examiners.
In England they had a great number,
and in New York 300. So we must be

it ;

in Conumitiee.

careful what we were doing. He did not
wish to discredit the gentleman who drew
this Bill, but that gentleman had no
experience whatever in a patent office.
He (Mr. Stone) had seen the Registrar
and the gentleman whe was in every way
qualified to earry out this clanse and
they thought it would he better to
simplify the clause if possible, and that
it was also desirable to effect the altera-
tion on the score of expense.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
{(Hon. G. Randall): The hon member,
Mr. Stone, had not proved his point.
He (the Coleonial Secretary) had received
a copy of the Act from the Registrar that
afternoon with various amendments he
had suggested, and that proposed by the
hon. member did not find & place nmongst
them. It was hardly right that the
Registrar should have gone behind the
back of the Government and given to an
hon. niember instructions, and not have
informed the person who had charge of
the Bill to carry it through the House.

Hox. F. M. Stone: The Registrar had
been seen by him.

Tue COLONIAL SECREETARY:
The passing of the amendment would
not effect any saving in regard to the
trouble, diffieulty, or cost. An examiner
was already appointed, and he would be
one of the officers of the department ; and
so far as e had heard no hint had been
given that more than one would he re-
quired. He did not know the amount of
business transacted in the Patent Office
here, but it was something considerable.
The Registrar had the superintendence of
the whole department, and could not give
his attention to matters laid hefore him
in regard to patents. He had no techni-
cal knowledge excepl what he had ob-
tained whilst head of the departient, and
with his other duties he could not bhe
espected to give his time to this. There
was a gentleman in the office for the pur-
pose of examining. “Small " and « large”
were convertible terms; for what might
appear & very small matier might prove
to be a large affair, involving important
consequences to the patentes and the
public generally, He hoped members
wonld allow the clause to stand.

Hon. W. T. LOTON: It had been
pointed ont that the Registrar, even if
competent, would not have time to ex-
amine into these malters; and, as a per-
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son was employed at present to do this
particular work, we should be going on
really sound lines if we passed the clanse
as it stood.

Amendment put and negatived, and
the clause passed.

Clauses 11 to 13, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 14—Power to refuse patent
where it appears that the invention is not
new :

Horn. F. M. STONE moved that the
clause be struck out. This clause, which
was uoct taken from the English Act, pro-
posed to refer all applications to a patent
examiner, who had to report as to the
following points: (a) that it is not novel;
(#) that the imvention is alrendy in the
possession of the public, with the consent
or allowance of the inventor ; (¢) that the
invention has been described in a book or
other printed publication published in
‘Western Australia before the date of the
application, or is otherwise in the posses-
sion of the public; (d) that the invention
has already been patented in Western
Australia. The clanse was known as
the *“novelty ” clanse, and if we passed it
one examiuer would not be able to carry
out the work intended, but the Govern-
ment would have to appeint a number.
If the examiner reported that the inven-
fion was wot movel, it was a guarantee
to the man applying that it was not new.
Under the English Act, if it were proved
that the invention was devoid of novelty,
then the patent was void; so there was
no necessity to refer the application to
the examiner to report on 1t, because if
the examiner reported that the invention
was novel and at some future time it was
discovered that it was not novel, the
patent could be set aside. The Bill gave
a sort of false guarantee. We could not
do better than follow the English Act.
If we followed the Queensland Act we
should require a number of examiners.
There were eight examiners in Queens-
land, and 300 in America, and after all,
going to an examiner did not give any
benefit to the inventor, because theinven-
tion could be upset if it was discovered
not to be novel. Under the English Act
the patentee obtained a patent at his risk,
and with no guarantee from the Govern-
ment that it was novel. He moved that
the clanse be struck out.

Tas COLONIAL SECRETARY : Sir
Sanuel Griffiths, when moving the second

[8 OcropEr, 1899.]
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reading of this Bill, in the Queensland
Parliament, said that under the preseng
law, if it was reported to the Registrar
that an invention in respect of which a
patent was applied for was not new, but
was perfectly well known, he was never-
theless not concerned with that, All
that he had to do was to ses that
the specification properly described the
invention, and if it did so, he had to pass
it on to be granted, although he might
know perfectly well that the patent would
be void when it was granted. The idea
of the fratmers of the Bill in Queensland
was to give a protection, not only to the

on who was applying for a patent,
but to the public ; and, when the Govern-
ment had refused a patent because the
application was not for a new invention,
a good act was done to all concerned.
All an examiner bad to do was to pass a
pateut on to the Registrar, who had to
recommend that the patent be granted.
There were many other ways in which
this would be a protection. It would
prevent a man coming into the colony
and trring to get an invention for some-
thing which was patented in  another
part of the world ; and in another case a
man might spend a cousiderable time in
inventing, or following up an nvention,
and unless he took the precaution to
search the records of the Patents Office,
he wight find that his patent had been
patented in some other part of the world.

Awmendment put and negatived, and
the clause passed. -

Clause 15—agreed to.

Clause 16— Advertisement on accept-
ance of complete specification :

Tug COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that between “the” and “ Gazelle”
in line 2, the word *‘Government’ be
inserted.

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

Clauses 17 to 23, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 24—-Amendment of specifica-
tion :

Howx. F. M. STONE moved that the
clause be postponed. He had a number
of amendments to make in this clause,
and the better way would be to dmaw up
a new clanse and submit it {o-the Com-
mittee.

Motion put #nd passed, and the clanse
postponed.

Clauses 25 to 70, inclusive —ugreed to.
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Clanse 71—Advertisement of applica-
tion:

Tae COLONTAL SECRETARY
moved that in line 3, between *the”
and “ Gazette” the word “ Government”
be inserted.

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

Clauses 72 and 83, in¢lusive—agreed to.

Clause 84— Fees for registration, ete. :

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY: In
this clause the words “ Governor-in-Coun-
cil ” were used. He had intended to move,
wherever these words appeared in the Bill,
that the words “in Council” be struck
out. These words had appeared in several
clauses previously.

Tre CHAIRMAN: The Bill would
have to be recommifted for that purpose.
If the words were struck out of the first
clause in which they appeared, afterwards
they could be taken as consequential
amendments.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 85 to 105, inclusive—agreed
to.

Clause 106-—Penalty on unauthorised
assumption of royal arms -

Hon. R. S. HAYNES moved that the
clause be postponed. He wished to carry
the clause a little further, in view of the
fact that the Royal Arms were used on
prospectuses of mining and other com-
panies. The Australian coat of arms
was used by tradesmen on their bills,
although it was unauthorised. DMedals
were 1sgned by agricultural sccieties
and tradesmen put the medal on their
bills as an advertisement. He would
like to see the use of medals which had
been won at exhibitions protected, be-
cause in some cases a tradesman adver-
tised a medal as having been won at an
exhibition, whereas it was not so won.

Amendment put and passed, and clause
postponed.

Clauses 107 and 108—agreed to.

New Clause :

How. F. M. STONE moved that the
following be added, to stand as Clause
50

The inventor of any improvements in instru-
ments or muonitions of war, his executors,
administrators, or assigns {who are in this

section comprised in the expression the in- |

ventor) may, either for or without valuable
consideration, assign to the Colonial Secretary,
on behalf of Her Majesty, all the benefit of
the invention and of any patent obtained or

[COUNCIL.]

n Commitiee.

to be obtained for the same ; and the Colonial
Secretary may be a party to the assignment.

(2.) The assignment shall effectually vest
the benefit of the invention and
patent in the Colonial Secretary on
behalf of Her Majesty, and all
covenants and agreements therein
contained for keeping the invention
secret, and otherwize ghall be valid
and effectual, notwithstanding any
want of valuable consideration, and
may be enferced accordingly by
the Colonial Secretary for the time
being.

(3-) Where any such assignment has been
made to the Colonial Secretary, he
may at any time befove the applica-
tion for a patent for the invention,
or before publication of the specifi-
cation or specifications, certify to
the Registrar his opinion that, in
the interests of the public service,
the particulars of the invention
and of the manner in which it is to
be performed should be kept secret.

(4.} If the Colonial Secretary so certifies,
the application and specification or
specifications, with the drawings (if
any), and any amendment of the
specification or specifications, and
any copies of such documents and
drawings shall, instead of being
left in the ordinary manner at the
Patent Office, be delivered to the
Registrar in a packet sealed by
authority of the Colonial Seeretary.

(5.) Such packet shall, until the expira-
tion of the term, or extended term
during which a patent for the
invention may be in force, be kept
sealed by the Registrar, and shall
not be opened save under the
authority of an order of the Colo-
nial Secretary or of the Attorney
General.

(6.} Such sealed packet shall be delivered
at any time during the continuance
of the patent to any person author-
ised by writing under the hand of
the Colonial Secretary to receive
the same, and shall, if returned to
the Registrar be again kept sealed
by him.

(7.) On the expiration of the term, or
extended term, of the patent. such
sealed packet shall be delivered to
any person authorised by writing
under the hand of the Colonial
Secretary to receive it.

(8.) Where the Colonial Secretary ceorti.
fies as aforesaid, after an application
for a patent has been left at the
Patent Office, but before the publi-
cation of the specification or speci-
fications, the application, specifica-
tion, or specifications, with the
drawings (if any), shall be forth-
with placed in a packet sealed by
aathority of the Registrar, and
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[8 Ocroner, 1899.]

such packet shall be subject to the

foregoing provisions respecting o
packet sealed by authority of the
Colonial Secretary.

{9.) No proceeding by petition or other-
wise shall lie for revocation of a
patent granted for an invention in
relation to which the Colonial Sec-
retary has certified as aforesaid.

(10.) No copy of any speeification or other
document or drawing, by this sec-
tion required to be placed in o
sealed packet, shall in any manner
whatever be published or open to
the inspection of the public, but
save as in this section otherwise
directed, the provisions of this part
of this Act shall apply in respect of
any such invention and patent as
aforesaid.

(r1.) The Colonial Secretary may, at any
time by writing under his hand,
waive the benefit of this scction
with respect to "any particular in-
vention, and 1ihe specifications,
documents and drawings shall be
thenceforth kept and dealt with in
the ovdinary way.

(12.) The comwunication of any invention
for any imprevement in instruments
or munitions of war to the Colonial
Secretary, or to any person or per-
sons authorised by him to investfi-
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Hown. F. M. 8roNe: It was a clause by
itself, in the English Act.

Howr. BR. 5. HAYNES said he would
rather retain the words ' Colonial Secre-
tary ' than have * Minister” inserted, be-
cause, as had been pointed out, the Attor-
pey Generul wonld probably administer
the Act, and if the Attorney Gleneral made
as good a “fist” of this Billas he had done
in drawing Bills in general, we would be
making a mistake.

Tae CratemMan: The hon. member
must not make allusions of thut kind.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: What he

- wished to refer to was the way in which

gate the same or the merits thereof,

shall not, nor shall anything done
for the purposes of the investiga-
tion, be deemed nse or publication
of such invention so as to preju-
dice the grant or validity of any
patent for the same.
The object of the clause was that any
invention relating to improvements in
instruments or munitions of war, could
be assigned to the Colonial Secretary for
the Dbenefit of the Government. This
was copied from the English Aect.

Hon. J. W. Hackerr: Why the
Colonial Secretary, and not the Minister
in whose charge the Bill would he?

Hon. F. M. STONE said he did not
care what Minister was mentioned, nor
did he care whether the clause was
accepted. He simply moved it for the
benefit of the Government.

Tueg COLONIAL SECRETARY:
There was no objection te the clause, as
he could not see that it would do any
harm or good. He would suggest that
the word “ Minister " be inserted in place
of “Colonial Secretary,” because the
Attorney General would probably ad-
minister the Bill. He also suggested
that the proposal stand as a sub-clause to
Clause 49.

Bills were drafted. If the Bills had been
sent down properly drafted, he would
withdrisw his remarks; but, if not, he
would not do so.

TaEe CHatrMAN : The question related
to carrying oub the provisions of the Bill.
The hon. member wus going rather too
far.

Hown, R. 8. HAYNES: There was a
right on his part to express an opinion as
to the way in which Bills were drafted.

Tut CHATRMAN : What Le (the Chair-
man) was referring to was not the way
in which Bills were drafted. The hon.
member had a perfect right to express an
opinion as to the way in which Bills were
drafted.

Hon. R. 8. HAYNES: Tt would be
better if the administration of the mea-
sure were vested in the Colomial Secre-
tary.

Tue CoLoNial SEcreTARY : The mea-
sure was a legal one, and the Colonial
Secretary could not administer it.

Hown. F. M. STONE : Under the Eng-
lish Act the Minister who administered
it was the Principal Secretary of State
for the War Department. The clause
had reference to the defence of the colony,
and what had the Attorney Generul to do
with that P Wecould not do better than
follow the English plan, and lel the
meagure be admmistered by the Minister
of Defence.

Tue CoLoNIAL SecRETAmY: Let the
word * Minister” be substituted for
“ Colomial Secretary.”

Hon. F. M, STONE altered the clanse,
gubstituting “Minister” for “ Colonial
Secretary.”

Clause, as altered, put and passed.

Progress reporied, and leave given
to sit again,
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ADJOURNMENT.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the House at its rising do
adjourn until the 17th October.

Put and passed.

The House adjourned at 855 until the
17th October.

Legrslatibe Bssembly,
Tuesday, 3rd October, 1399.

Midland Railway Company, Joint Committee, extension
of time—Constitution Ac¢ts Amendment Bill, Re.
committal; Amendaent, plural voting, Points of
Order, Division; also, Schedule 2; reported—
Dentists Act Amendment Bill, second rending—
Agricuttura] Bank Act Amendment Bill, in Gow-
wmittee, Clanses 1 to end. reported—Adjournment.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
430 o’clock p.m.

PrayERs.

MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY, JOINT
COMMITTEE.

EXTENSION OF TIME.

Me. ILLINGWORTH asked the in-
dulgence of the House to extend the
time for bringing up the report of the
Joint Select Commiittee. He moved that
the time be extended another fortnight.
It had been impossible to get a meeting
of the committee, 80 many of its members
being engaged on other committees.

Tue PREMIER: This committee had
been in existence a long while, and he
would like to know whether anything
had been done, Xf the committee had set
to work, he would be glad to consent
to an extension of time; but if nothing
had been done by the committee, it would
be well to discharge the order, Was
there any hope of the committee being
able to sit ?

4

Constitution Bill.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: The com-
mittee would be able to present a report
in a fortnight.

Question put and passed.

CONSTITUTION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL.
On motion by the Premier, Bill re-
committed for amendments in certain
parts.

RECOMMITTAL.

Clause 23— Qualification of electors:

Mgz. LEAKE (Albany), in accordance
with notice, moved that i Sub-clause 1,
all words after “registered” be struck
out.

Mr. Vospir: Was it competent to
deal with other clauses prior to this one?

Tur CrateMax: Not now, no notice
having been given.

Mr. LEAKE: The object of the
amendment was to abolish plural voting.
The Bill as drafted recognised what most
people would admit was a pernicious
practice, which had prevailed in this
country far too long, a practice whereby
one man might exercise a vote in each
one of the 44 electorates in the colony ;
and the object of the amendment was
to put a stop to this, and to affirmn
the principle that it was sufficient for
one person to have one vote. The
amendment aimed at the abolition of
plural voting ; but if that were thought
by the majority of the committee to
be too drastic a proposal at present, he
would be prepared, by way of com-
promise, although he was in favour of
the abolition of plural voting

Tre Premier: Had the hon. member
always been of that opinion P

Mr. LEAKE said he would be pre-
pared, by way of compromise, to permit
one person to have one vote for his man-
hood or residence, and another vote for
his property; but, in any event, the elec-
tor should be asked to say for which por-
tion of the country he would vote. This
question was considered in a casual wuy
duoring the progress of the Bill in Com-
mittee, and an amendment was sprung
on the House, when few members were
present, and without the proper notice or
consideration which an amendment of
such importance required. The difficulty
was to find any justification for main-
taining the principle of plural voting;




