Rabbit Pest.

Fegislative @ouncil,
Wednesday, 9th August, 1899,

Question: Habbit Pest and FPreveotion—(Question:
Dredges ond  Albany Reguirementy — Motion :
Leave of Absence—Criminal Evidence Bill. third

reading—Contagicus Disenses (Bees) Bill, As-

sembly’'s Amendment—Dog Act Amendment Bill,
in Committes, Clause 1 to new clauses; Division,
proxress—Evidence Bill, in Committee, Clauses 5
to 10; progress—Wines, Beer, and Spirit Sale
Amendment Bill, third reading ; Amendment negn-
tived—Supreme Court Criminal Sittings Bill, second
reading ; ndjowrned --Motion : Harbour and Pilot
Services, to appoint Joint Committee—Adjourn-
ment.

Tue PRESIDENT took the Chair
at 430 o’clock, p.m.

PrRAYERS.

QUESTION—RABBIT PEST AND PRE-
VENTIOXN.

The Howx. C. A. PIESSE asked the
Colonial Secretary: 1, The name of the
locality nearest to the more settled portion
of the colony in which rabbits are known
to exist, giving estimated mileage of such
locality from Albany; =2, Particulars of
the latest information the Goverminent
have received of the further encroach-
ment of this dreaded pest; 3, What
steps are now been taken to check such
ineurston ; 4, The name of the person or
persons entrusted with that duty.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. G. Randell) replied:—1, Mount
Ragged, situated about 330 wiles from
Albany. 2, The latest information is con-
tained in reports received through the
police, from which it appears that the
rabbits are increasing in the Fuecla dis-
trict, but arve not reported further west-
ward than Mount Ragged. 3, During
the past few monthe 200 cats have been
distributed between Eyre’s Sand Patch
and Mount Ragged, wherever the traces
of rabbits were seen. This was done us
an experiment, with 2 view to increasing
the natural enemies of the pest. 4, The
work of distributing the cats was en-
trusted to Mr. J. W. W. Graham, of
Eyre’s S8and Patch, under the direction
of the Chief Inspector of Stock, T
may add that I received only a day or
two ago a letter from Fucla, stating that
now and then, but very rarely, a young
rabbit was brought into the telegruph
station at Bucla. From this I infer and

I hope the inferemce is right. that the '
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rabbits certainly are not increasing in that
locality.

Hox. W. T. Lorox: Cun the bhon.
gentlananr state the expense of having
these cats? .

Trae CovoNiaL 8EceeTaRY : I have no
idea.

QUESTION—DREDGES AND ALBANY
REQUIREMENTS.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER asked the
Colonial Secretary :— ¢, What number
of dredges have the Government either
under order or on the way to this colony ¥
2, When is the sand dredge now on the
way out expected to reach here? 3, Is it
the intention of the Government, on its
arrival, to send a dredge to Albany ? 4,
If not, when is it their intention to supply

{ Albany with one P

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. G. Randell) replied:—1, One. 2.
About end of September. At present at
Aden. awaiting termination of south-
west mousoon. 3, Not until the work
urgently necessary at Fremantle is com-
pleted. 4, As soon as it can reasonably
be spared from Fremantle.

* MOTION—LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by How. K. T. CrRowDER,
leave of absence for one month was
grunted to the Hon. H. G. Parsons, on
account, of urgent private business.

CRIMINAL EVIDENCE BILL.
Read a third time, on the motion of
the CovLowIaL SECRETARY, and passed.

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (BEES) BILL.
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY'S AMENDMENT.

The Tegislative Assembly having
amended the Bill by striking out the
word “ten” and inserting *five,” in
Clause 3, line 8, the amendment was now
considered.

[N COMMITTEE.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the ameodment made by the
Legislative Assembly be agreed to. It
was only a reduction of the maximum
penalty from ten pounds to five pounds.
It wus not desirable to have penalties foo
high, beeause such penalties might defeat
their ohject.
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How. J. W. HacgeTrr : What was the
minimum penalty ?

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY : Ten
shillings.

Question put and passed, and the As.
sembly’s nmendment agreed to.

Resolution reported, and report adopted.

DOG ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 to 7, inclusive—agreed to.

Clause 8—-Registering officer to make
inquiries in his distriet for unregistered
dogs, with power to get search warrant :

Hon. C. A, PIESSE called the atten-
tion of the Colonial Secretary to the
laxity prevailing at present in the matter
of registering dogs. People in country
districts had In seme cases, as many as a
dozen dogs, and only registered one or
two, and no trouble was taken afterwards
by the authorities to see that the other
dogs were properly licensed.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: Were the
roads boards bound t¢ administer this
Bill?

Tak CoLOFIAL SECRETARY: Yes.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 9—Amendment of Section 5 of
49 Viet., No. 10: )
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in Committee.

laid down that every aborigine woman,
man, and child was entitled to keep a
dog ; but, if the dogs exceeded the number
of aborigines in a camp, the superfluous
dogs could be destroyed. Under the Act
these dogs need not be registered, but the
Bill would only allow an adult aborigine
to keep one unregistered dog.

Hon. R. 8. Havwes: What was the
definition of “adult” aborigine ?

Hox. F. T. CROWDER: The remarks
of Mr. Piesse and Mr. Richardson might

. apply to the districts represented by those

e e e -

gentlemen, but it must be remembered
that the Bill wag intended to apply to the
whole of the colony. The whole of the
aborigines’ hunting ground, and every-
thing else they possessed, had been taken
from them; and now it was sought to
deprive them, not only in certain districts
but over the whole colony, of the privilege
of keeping dogs.

How. C. A. PigssE: What was the
good of dogs to natives, if their land had
been taken away ?

How. F. T. CROWDER : The natives

* had to seek their living, and their only

chance was by hunting withdogs. There

© was trouble enough outside the colony in

How., C. A, PIESSE moved, that in

the third line the word “male” be in-
serted between “ any” and “ adult.” Dogs
were really of no use to an aborigine
wolLAn,

and it was well known that .

natives, who were in a great measure '
dependent, on the charity of people for .

their support, could not afford to feed
dogs. Not one per cent. of the dogs
owned by natives were fit for hunting,
and it would be doing the natives a good
turn to reduce the number of dogs which
might be kept by them. If, however,
the amendment was found to work a
hardship, the law could be subsequently
altered.

Hox. J. E. RICHARDSON supported

the amendment in the interests of his
constituents in the North, where natives
sometimes had as many as five or six
women in camp ; and it would never be
contended that each of these women

should be allowed a dog, becanse it was .

well known what mischief these animals
could work amongst sheep.

How. F. T. CROWDER opposed the
amendment.

In the original Act it was '

regard to the treatment of natives at the
hands of the Legislature, without giving
ground for further comment. It was a
small thing to allow an aborigine woman
to keepa dog, especially in the case of
women who had not husbands or male
protectors to hunt for them. TUnder the
Act, dogs owned by natives must be free
from disease, otherwise they might be
destroyed ; and, under all the circum-
stances, the amendment ought not te be
passed.

Hovr. R. G. BURGES: Tt oughtto
be remembered that a large sum was
put aside out of the revenue every year
for the benefit of aborigines, at any rate
in the settled districts ; and every native
woman conld get from that fund sufficient
to keep her without being put to the
necessity of hunting.

Hox. F. T. Crowosr: Perhaps the
natives preferred to be independent, as
the hon. member was.

Hon. R. G. BURGES: Tt was the
doty of the Government to see that this
fund was properly administered, and the
police in the varions districts should take
care the natives did not want. TUnder
the circumstances, the remarks of Mr.
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Crowder were uncalled for ;
hon. member felt very phllanthloplc on
this subject, his better plan would be to
see that the fund was spent for the
benefit of the natives, instead of seeking
to allow natives to keep dogs to the
injury of settlers. Perhaps the Colonial
Secretary would inform the House as to
what sum was lying to the credit of the
fund at present; and, if necessary, the
matter could be brought under the atten-
tion of the Government. The mischief
done by aborigines’ dogs had been brought
before the Producers’ Conference by
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representatives from the north and |

there was a concensus of opinion that the

number of these dogs should be kept’

down on large stations.
Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result . —

Ayes 4
Noes 7
A tie 0

AYES. NoEea.

The Hon. D. K. Congdon
The Hon. R, 5. Hoynes
The Hon, A. B, Kidson
The Hon. H. Lukin

The Hon, A. I'. Matheson
The Hon, G. Randell

The Hon. F. T. Crowier
(Toller). (Tetlor),

Tae CHAIRMAN: The tie necessi-
tated a casting vote, and he would vote
with the “ayes,” because he considered

The Hon. R. G. Burges
The Hon. J. W, Hackett
The Hon, W. T. Loten
The Hon. D. McEny

The Hon. J. E. Richardson
The Hon. F. M. Stone

The Hon. C. A. Piesse

aborigines to keep dogs, there being a
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and if that ' not affect dogs casually trespassing for

no purpose, but only dogs caught ved-
handed, as it were, or rather red-toed, in
the act of destroying animals. A con-
siderable loss to the whole colony oc-
curred every year through stray dogs
which were allowed to run abont the
country, and were kept by their owners
for no other purpose apparenily than
that of destroying sheep. If the amend-
ment were not passed, Clause 11 would
be a very great hardship upon anyone
who discovered one of thess dogs destroy-
ing his sheep, for without notice he
would not be able to at once de-
stroy the dog. This amendment would
enable anyone to straight away destroy a
dog found attacking and destroying
sheep or other stock, and it would also
protect any honest dog that might he
only casually trespassing.

Hon. F. T. CROWDER: The stum-
bling-block in the minds of several mem-
bers was in relation to the three weeks’
advertising mnecessitated by the Bill,
before dogs could be poisoned or other-
wise destroyed. The present Trespass
Act gave power to destroy a dog which

- might gimply jump through a fence in

sum debited every year from the revenne

of the colony for thepurpose of providing
support for aborigines. His own ex-
perience—and he had seen a great deal of
the aborigines of the colony—was that
dogs were not kept for the purpose of
hnating, but simply as pets, and he
considered it sufficient to allow one dog
to each male adult in a camp. He there-
fore recorded his vote with the *“ ayes.”

Amendment passed by custing vote. .

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 10—agreed to.

Clause 11—After public unotice, dogs
trespassing may be killed, and poison
may be laid with certain restrictions :

Hoxn. H. LUKIN moved that the fol-
lowing be added to the clause: “ Pro-
vided that any dog found trespassing and

ordinary play whilst its master was walk-
ing aleng the road, and the Act was.a
most iniquitous one. At present we were
seeking to alter the Act, and Clause 11

) . would work no hardship whatever, because,
there was no occasion whatever for female *

as soon as the Bill became law, the owner
or occupier of any land could immediately
give notice in a paper circulated in the

. district, or in the Government Gazelle,

and such notice would, according te his
reading of the clause, stand good for all
time.

Hon. C. A. Pigsse: But people would
be put to expense.

Hox. F. T. CROWDER: The hon.
gentleman said last night » woan with
two broken legs bad a dog which had
already destroyed a hundred sheep, and
surely it was cheaper to spend half-a-
crown in advertising than to have a

- hundred sheep destroyed. The Bill, with

" Bill, and no person who desired to

worrying sheep or other stock may be |

destroyed without such notice.” Mem-
bers would see that the mmendment did

!

the amendment now proposed and one
he was going to move, would be a good
be
fair to all parties concerned could take
any objection to Clause 11, provided Mr.
Lukin's amendment was attached to if.
Even before three weeks were up, if a

. person found a dog trespassing with the
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intention of worrying sheep he would. if

this amendment were carried, be able to
destroy the animal.

How. H. Lukiy : How could a person
tell what a dog’s intention was?

How. F. T. CROWDER: A person
was not an animal thought.reader, but if
he saw a dog barking and worrving cattle
and sheep, and he Ikilled it, and if a
charge were brought against him, the

evidence would be sufficient for a magis- .

trate to dismiss the case.
present. Act, which applied to towns the

Under the -

1in Commitiee,

Hon. R. 8. Havxrs: Supposiog a dog
ate all the eggs ¥

Hox. F. M. STONE: Or supposing
three or four dogs started scratching up
valuable plantst¥ Tnder the Bill out-
lying settlers would huve to go to the
trouble and expense of sending notice,
and perhaps to no purpose, because it
woul(f not be a warning to the public, for
very likelv not more than one person in
a hundred would see the notice.

Hown. C. A, PIESSE : The House would

- not, he hoped, allow Clause 11 to remuin

same a8 to the country, a dog worth £100 -

might be destroyed, if it happened to
pass through a man's fence; and the
Act left it open to unyone with a spite
agninst another person possessing a dog

' only affect one man in a mile or so ¥

to destroy that dog. It would be no

trouble to give notice in a paper or the
Government Gazeile, and as to the cost,
half-a-crown would last a man his life-
time. He should support the aimnend-
ment moved by Mr. Lukin.

How. F. M. STONE: It was to be
hoped the Committee would not only vote

against the amendment, hut strike the .

clavse out. Tet members look at the

absurdity of the clause, which provided -

a person must give notice before he could
destroy a "dog. Supposing the measure
were passed to-morrow, perhaps the whole
colouy would be giving notice, expense
being thus incurred, and what would be
the use of it¥ The notice was to last for
all tine, but in five or six years how
would people know such notice had been
given? He supposed the notice was in-
tended to warn the public that if a dog
were found trespassing it might be de-
stroyed; but a person in Perth might
never see such notice, and, if he went
into the country, his dog might be killed.
Under the present Act persons were
entitled to shoot dogs, poultry, or pigeons,
and we never heard any complaint. No
cage had been brought into court in which
it was alleged a dog had been wantonly
killed because it was geing across a piece
of ground, doing no damage at all. Tt
was only in cases where dogs had been
found doing damage that they had been
killed. The amendment applied ouly to
sheep and other stock; but, supposing a
person were bitten by a dog, the dog
would not be killed. Supposing a dog
destroyed about thirty ducks?

How. H. Lurin: Ducks were live stock.

in the Bill. Of what earthly use wouild
it be to put a person to the expense of
inserting a notice when it would perhaps
If
some provision were wade by which the
owner of a dog would receive notice that
the animal was trespassing, the dog wonid
be tied up.

Hox. A. B. Kipson: Who was going
to catch the dog?

Hown. C. A. PIESSE : The interjection
reminded him of a warning abont the
destruction of the Colorado beetle. A
man appeared on the scene with little
traps that were going to exterminate the
beetle quickly, these counsisting of two
little blocks, and people were first of all
to catch the beetle and then place it on
one block and press it heavily with the
other. The bon. member (Mr. Crowder)
had no idea what persons.in the country’
had to putup with. Without in any way
implying that people in towns were not

. observant, be thought it difficult for

them to realise what harm could be done
by a dog to sheep, particularly lambs.
This clause provided that no poison
should be laid within 200 yards of any
public road or way; but dogs, and
particularly wild dogs, travelled along
the road. He hoped the Committee would
agree to neither the amendaent nor the
clause.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hox.F. T. CROWDER : The Trespass

© Act said the owner of any land could

kill any dog, pig, goat, rabbit, poultry or
pigeon found trespassing on hisland. A
man could absolutely destrov anything
found trespassing, and the law had created
a lot of disturbance. Neighbours living
side by side very often had words, and
there was nothing easier than for a person

- to destroy anything belonging to his

neighbour. Pigs, goats, dogs, pigeons,
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poultry, or anything, could be destroyed | owners throughout the country, and at
under the Trespass Act, if they simply | the same time to afford protection to the
went through a fence and were absolutely

doing no harm, and that was the sort of
law the Legislative Council were allow-
ing to stand on the statute book.

Hon. R. G. BURGES moved that
the clause be struck out. He said he
had spoken to several members with
regard to the Bill, and it appeared to

him they had not looked deeply into the .

matter, but left others to thresh it out.
The clause was most ridieulous, and he
was sure the House would strike it out.
Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. G. Randell): Close attention had
been given by him to what members said
on the Bill, and he was reminded how
often the measure or something akin to
it had been before Parliamemt. It ap-
peared we were never able to arrive at a
proper and distinct understanding of
what the country wanted. The Govern-
ment simply desired to meet the wishes
of the people, and to legislate in the
direction which would be of most benefit
to all concerned. No doubt the clause
wag inserted with the object mentioned
by Mr. Crowder, namely, to protect doys
m town ; but it was too much to call upon
people . the country to advertise three
times in a newspaper in the district, or in
the Governwment Gazetle, that they in-
tended to destroy dogs. Mr. Lukin's
amendment would have gone far to meet
the difficulty. The present Trespass Act
was more exacting than this Bill, or at
least it might operate more injuriocusly to
the owners of valuable dogs. His read-
ing of the Aet was that mn a town,
suburb, or anywhere else, a dog trespas-
sing could be destroyed, although the
animal was doing no harm. He did not
suppose, however. it would be done in

NARY Cases.

How. F. T. Crowper: Such a thing
had been done.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY:

Doubtless there was a desire to protect
the interests of owners of dogs in popu-
lous centres. Mr. Piesse took the stand-
point, however, of the destruction which
occurred amongst sheep, which were
destroyed not necess.n':lv only by dogs
that had owners, but also by dogs that :
had gone wild and followed their own
course. The Government desired to do
what was hest in the interests of sheep- !

inhabitants of towns, so that valuable
dogs should not be destroyed at the mere
whim and caprice of any owner of prop-
erty in a town. He offered no objection
to the striking out of the clause, if mem-
bers were convinced it would accomplish
no good purpose. From what he had
heard, the clause would be vexatious to
settlers generally, especially in remote
parts of the country. It had been pointed
out that notice need only be given once,
and in a few years how wére people to
know that such notice had been given ?

Hox. R. . Haynes: Was not an
owner bound to keep a notice wp on the
ground ?

A MgmBer: No. -~

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY:
How did hon. members who were ac-
quainted with the subject, and spoke
from a semnse of injury they had received
through the loss of sheep, propose fo
cure the evil ¥

A Mexper: This clanse would not do
it.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Perhaps this clanse would not do it; but
in the interests of the community at
large, and of the Government, whose only
object was to assist in the protection of
flocks, he would be glad to hear how 1t
was proposed to meet the difficulty.

Howr. C. A, PIESSE: To meet the
views of town members, special legisla-
tion dealing with dogs in towns and
suburbs might be introdvced, and with
the object of inserting a clause which

» would meet the wishes of the country

people he had roughly drafted this: “ The
occupier of any land, except town or
suburban, aftter having conspicuously ex-
hibited notice of such intention, may lay
poison on the land for the purpose of

. destroying trespassing dogs.”

How. K. 8. Haynes: As there was now
power to deetroy dogs trespassing, why
did the hon. metmber want fresh legisla-
tion?

How. C. A. PIESSE: Why should the
power now existing be given under the
Trespass Act? It should have been in
the Dog Act.

Hox. F. T. Crowper : That would not
answer the question how the difficulty
with regard to killing of sheep was to be
surmonnted.
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Honw. (I. A, PIESSE : By other means.

Clause put and negatived.

Clause 12—agreed to.

New Clause:

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
that the following be added, to stand as
Clause 14:

Section 19 of the principal Act is hersby
amended by inserting immediately before the
word “tail,” in the second, third, eighth and
tenth lines thereof, the words “scalp, ears,
and,” and by substituting for the words “it
is,” in the second and third lines thereof, the
words “ they are,” and for the word “has” in
the tenth and eleventh lines the word “ have.”
From information received, he found that
the practice had been adopted by the
natives, probably under the tuition of the
white man, of removing the tails of dogs
without destroying the latter.

Hon. C. A. Piesse: Thenatives would
not do it.

Tree COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
natives had done it.

How. C. A. Piesse: Not in the South-
East district.

Hown. F. T. Crowner: The natives
were all saints in Mr. Piesse’s district.

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
attention of a travelling gentleman had
been attracted by the fact that ihe
natives’ dogs were always without tails.

How. R. G. BoreeEs: Who took the
tails off? Not the natives.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY : This
gentleman wanted to know how this
came about, and he was informed by
the natives that they took the tails
off and sold them to the white men,
who made money out of them. He
(the Colonial Secretary) thought that the
white men must have been Chinamen
who had, he understood, procured tails in
that way in other colonies. He had
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i be taken against him.

placed the matier before the Premier,
who had, in consequence, asked him to °

gubmit the new clause.

A dog without &

tail could be as mischievous as o dog !

with a tail. -

Question put and passed.

New Clause :

How. F. T. CROWDER moved that
the following be added, to stand as
Clause 15:

The registering officer, on the registration
of any dog, shall deliver to the person register-
ing the dog & metal disc of a size, shape, and
colour to be prescribed annually, and to be
annually varied, on which shall be inseribed

in Commiltee.

the date of the year and the registration
number and district of the dog registered.
The collar to be worn by a dog shall not be
required to bear any inscription, hut the disc
shall be kept sugpended from the collar in such
a manner a5 to be plainly visible; otherwise
the dog shall be liable to he destroyed as if
unregistered; and the absence of such disc
shall be primd facie evidence of non-registra-
tion.

It had been pointed out that dogs did
incaleulable damage in destroying sheep
and cattle; and although in such cases a
dog might be poisoned or shot, that was
no satisfaction to the person whose prop-
erty had been damaged. If the new
clause were carried, it would be easy to
trace the owner of the dog, and sue him
for any damage which his animal might
have caused. At present there was no
means of tracing the owner, and valuable
dogs were sometimes lost in consequence.

How. R. G. Buresgs: Suppose the
discs came off ?

How. F. T. CROWDER: Why did
the discs unot come off in Victoria and
South Australia, where a similar clause
had worked well for years? A person
registering a dog would be given a dise,
and it wonld be easy by reference to the
register to find out the owmer, whereas
under the present Act, if a mischievous
dog were destroyed. the owner could not
be found, and, of course, no action could
Although the
proposed new clause had been struck out
of the Bill in another place, it conld be
commended as & very necessary provision.

How. R. 8. HAYNES supported the
proposed new clause as a distinet advan-
tage over the simple collar with the name
of the owner inscribed on. it. In the
latter case it was necessary to cateh the
dog to ascertain the name, and then see
whether the animal was registered.

Howr. A. P. MaruEsoN : The dog would
have to be caught in any case.

Hox. R. 8. HAYNES: But the mefal -
disc would show at a glance that the dog
was a registered dog.

Hon. A. P. Marueson: What good

: would that do?

Horv. R. S. HAYNES: Tt would be
evidence at once that the dog was regis-
tered ; and o similar clanse had been in
force in Victoria and South Australia
with beneficial effect.

Hon. A. B. KIDSON : The proposal
of Mr. Crowder was a good owe if it ecould
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be carried out, but there was nothing in
the clause to show who had te pay for
the diacs.

Hon. R. G. Buraea: The roads boards
would pay for the discs.

Howx. A B. KIDSON: And further,
the clause did not provide any penalty.

Tue PrespenT: The proposed new
slause provided that the registering officer
must deliver a metal dise to the person
registering a dog.

Hon. A. B. KIDSON: The clause did
not go far emongh. Some punishment
should be provided for persons who
attached dises not properly issued.
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Hon. R. 8. Haynes: That would come -

under the penalty of £10 for not regis.

tering a dog.

How. A. B. KIDSON: At all events,
the clause might lead to a large amount
of fraud ; or the inspectors would have to
look at the disc on every dog, and com-
pare the name and number with the

record. That would entail a large amount -

of labour, and have the effect, in a great

measure, of rendering the law a dead .

leiter, Personally, he was in favour of
the proposal, as one which would to a

large extent compel persons to pay the °

licensing fees,

Tue CHAIRMAN suggested that as -
the new clause had only been handed in, .

it would be Letter to move that progress
be reported, in order that the Colonial
Secretary might consider the effect of the
provision.

On motion by Hox. F. M. StonE, pro-
gress was reported, and leave given to sit

again.

EVIDENCE BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Consideration resumed from the pre-
vious sitting.

Clause 5--Mode of proving Royal
Proclamations, Orders of Privy Couneil,
or Rules, ete., of Her Majesty’s Imperial
Government.:

Hon. R. 8, HAYNES: Certain sug-
gestions had been made to the Colonial
Secretary, who, however, was not prepared
to assent to them ; and, that being so, it
would be better if progress were reported,
because the Bill was too dangerous to
pass in its present form.

A MzEmeer: Refer the Bill to a Select
Committee,

in Commitiee. 777

Hor. R. 8. HAYNES: That could
not be done, because the Colonial Secre-
tary would accept no amendments what-
ever. The objection to all the clauses in
the Bill was that they provided for giving
evidence of transactions, dealings, and
resolutions of private companies in other
colonies, by the production of a slip of
paper signed by somebody, and ne time
wag given for inquiry as to whether that
somebody was the proper person to sign.
Such evidence was too dangerous to be
suddenly sprung during the course of a
trial, and he spoke from some knowledge
of the Courts. Great care was now taken
in this colouy not to allow evidence of the
kind to be sprung during the progress of
a trial. Indeed, the procedure went so
far that a telegram could vot be given in
evidence, without seven days’ notice, in
order to afford an opportunity of seeing
whether it was the correct document;
and how much more then was it necessary
to have notice of any intention to
produce intercolonial documents? If
the Clolonial Secretary would consent
to an amendment providing for notice,
that would take away nearly all the
objections to the Bill. In a case where
it was proposed to give evidence of
some resolution passed by a mining or
other company in Victoria, if seven days’
notice were given, it would permit of
inquiries being made at the head office in
order to test whether the copies produced

_ were true copies; but to spring such evi-

dence suddenly would be most unfair.
True Covrovian Secrerary: Clause 5
is before the Committee.
Hox. B. 3. HAYNES: (Clause 5

- was really unnecessary, and the objection
. was more tn the other clanses, to which

he thought it bust to refer now. He
moved that progress he reported.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
highest regpect was paid to the opinions
of Mr. Haynes with his large legal
experience, and there was no intention to

oppose reporting progress; but surely the

, hon. member could see no objection to

Clause 5, which dealt with merely formal
transactions and announcements iu the
Governmenl Gazetfe of other colonies,
without requiring oral evidence? The
Bill was a copy of Acts in force in New
South Wales, Victoria, South Australia
and Queensland, where the law was

. introduced for the purpose of facilitating
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the proof of documents, and surely this
was a very excellent object in judicial
proceedings, as compared with the cum.-
bersome method prevailing in this
colony? The clause to a certain

extent federated this colonv with the

others as to judieial procedure. He was
instructed, by the member of the Govern-
ment vespousible for the measure in
another place, and also by the Law De-
partment, that the Bill must pass as
drawn, and not he amended in any
particular.

Hox. R. S. Haywes: That was abso-
lute nonsense—rubbish !

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
the Bill were amended in any way, it
must be dropped; and he said this for
the information of hon. members. He
believed, from a careful perusal of the
Bill, that it would facilitate the judicial
business of the country and would benefit
the community, as in the other colonies.
It only provided for the proof of docu-
ments which were now proved in some
other way; and docnments bearing the
stamp of this colony would be received
as primd facie evidence in the other colo-
nieg. The proposal to report progress for
the purpose of getting further information
would not be opposed ; but he thought it
wise to throw ont a hint now that the
Groverninent could not accept any amend-
ments of the Bill.

How. R. 8. Havywes: Nearly all the
matters dealt with in the Bill were dealt
with in other Acts; and there was abso-
lutely no necessity for the legislation.

How. A. B. KIDSON suggested that
the Bill be allowed to proceed in Com-
mittee until some debatable clause was
reached.

Tar CoroNiaL Secrerary: The mea-
sure was in the hands of the Hounse so
far as Mr. Kidson's suggestion was
concerned.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 6 to 9, inclusive—agyeed to.

Clause 10—Certain signatures to be
judicially noticed:

How. R. 8. HAYNES: Both Clauses
10 and 11 were objectionable, inasmuch
as they allowed certain evidence to De
given which would be dangerous unless
notice were given to the opposite party.
An amendment would not make the evi-
dence less admisstble, but merely provide
for necessary notice. The Colomal Sec-
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Supreme Court Bill.

" retary bad intimated, however, that the

Grovernment could not accept any amend-

© ment.

Hox. A. B. Kipson: Then let the feel-
ing of the House be tested.

Tae CHATIRMAN suggested that any
desired amendments should appear on
the Notice Paper, which would give the
Colonial Secretary an opportunity of con-
sulting the Government and considering
whether amendments could De accepted.
This course would save a lot of time.

On motion by Hor. B. 3. Havnes,
progress was reported and leave given to
git again.

WINES, BEER, AND SPIRIT SALE
AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hox. F. M. STONE wmoved that the
Bill be read a third time.

Hor. F. T. CROWDER moved, as an
amendment, that the Bill be read a third
time this day week. In referring to the
hours during which barmaids were kept
employed, the mover had made statements
which were totally incorrect. ‘

Howx. F. M. Srone: The statements
were quite correct.

Hox. F. T. CROWDER.: If the third
reading of the Bill were allowed to stand
over for a week, he would be able to
prove that the statements made by Mr.
Stone were incorrect. :

Hown. R. 8. Haywnes: How did Mr.
Crowder propose to prove that ¥

Hox. F. T. CROWDER: By the
gignatures of all the barmaids in Perth.
It was only fair to a respectable section of
the community who emploved labour
that the statements sweh as those made
by Mr. Stone should be challenged.

Amendment put and negatived, and the
motion passed.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted
to the Legislative Assembly.

SUPREME COURT CRIMINAL
SITTINGS BILL.

SECOND READING (MOVED).

Tane COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. . Randell), in moving the read-
ing, said: This is a Bill on which the
legal members of the House will be able
to speak with more knowledge than I can.
It has been stated that a saving of some-
thing like £2,000 a veuwr will result from
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adopting monthly criminal sittings, in-
stead of having quarterly sittings, as at
present; and the Bill proposes that the
Supreme Court criminal sittings shall be
held every month, except in Jauunary and
February. Witnesses at present are
brought down from different parts of the
country and detained in Perth, sometimes
as long as three weeks before they are
called upon to give evidence, thus invelv-
ing much loss and inconvenience to them-
selves, and great expense to the country.
I think hon. members generally will be mn
favour of the Bill, unless there are strong
technicul reasons why there should not
be criminal trials every month. At any
rate the Bill commends itself to the lay
mind, and it is desirable that a commatted
prisoner should be tried as soon as
possible. An objection Las been raised,
that in the case of a person eommitted in
a distant part of the colony, the evidence
mi%ht not bhe quite ready 1n time ; but T
understand that difficulty can be effectu-
ally met by the production of some of the
witnesses, and a statement of the reason
to the Judge, who would remit such
cases to the next monthly sittings.
In the case of an innocent person, one
cap see what a hardship may exist; for
a person may be detained for three
months, having been committed for trial
in the Supreme Court, just after the close
of quarter sessions, and the trial may
regult in his being found not guilty of
the crime with which he is charged.
Buch a case would create in the lay mind
an impression that a gross injustice and
cruelty had been inflicted. Then the
question of saving expense is of con-
siderable importance, and deserves the
serious attention of members. It has
been said the Supreme Court itself could
make the alteration. Tegal members
will give information to other members
when they speak upon the Bill, but one
very eminent counsel, who is a member
of another place, waived any objection
he had to the measure, and allowed the
Bill to go through Comumittee so far
ag he was concerned; and that, at any
rate, would be some recommendation to
members of this House. I take the
ground that the measure will be to the
benefit of the colony.

Hox. R. 8. Haynes: Is the gentleman
to whom you referred a member of the
Executive ?
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Tre COLONIATL, SECRETARY: I
think so. He made his protest, but con-
tented bimself with that. The groundsI
have stated were the general grounds on
whicli the Bill was introduced in another
place, as far as I can judge. The Bill
affects ue all more or less. Any member
of the House is liable to u prosecution or
committal, although he may not be
guilty of any crime. That is a lia-
bility we all incur, living ixf eivilised
society, and if we did live in an uncivilised
state we should incur other liahilities, be-
cause our heads might be taken off. If
we can amend the law and make justice
more speedy and sure, it will be all the
better. 1 am unable to say whether the
Court possess the power at present, and
if they have it I am not able to state
whether they will exercise it. I may tell
the House that the Judges have not heen
consulted. The dictum laid down hy Sir
Richard Webster or Sir Robert Reid was
that it was not desivable to consult
Judges. He says thal naturally the
Judges are conservative in their habits,
and do not like to depart from customs
long ago observed; therefore it is not
always desirable, with all due respect to
the gentlemen who occupy those honour-
able positions, to consult them in matters
of law and the passing of laws.

Hor. R. 8. Havywes: I think it is a
very questionable doctrine. I know the
authority is a high one,

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY :
These legal lumiparies in England are
men of mark. The hon. member is a
luminary of the law in this colony.

Hox. R. S. Havves: I am not speak-
ing of myself.

Tur COLONIAL SECRETARY : We
are all disposed to aceept the hon. mem-
ber’s statements.

Hox. R. S. Havwes: I can quote
higher authorities than Sir Richard
Webster in support of my conten-
tion.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
do not wish to labour the question, and I
think I have stated fairly and simply the
objects in view. Probably the action
taken may result in the appointment of
a fourth Judge, who may go on circuit.
I hope it may be the case.

How. R. 8. Havnes: Is that a bait ?

Tar COLONIAL SECRETARY : No,
It is only my own opinion of the
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matter. I think the House have affirmed
before to-day that it is desirable a Judge
should go on circuit, and I trust that
may be one of the results of the passing
of this Bill. T do not say it will be. At
any rate T am not authorised to say it
will be, nor to commit the Government in
any respect with regard to the point, for,
as I say. I am only expressing my private
opinion. I must leave the subject to the
congideration of hon. members, and if
there are any grave objections I dare say
hon. and learned members of the House
will instruct us in the matter. T move
the second reading.

Hon.FP. M. STONE: I beg to move that
the Bill be read this day six months. In
the first place there is no necessity for
the Bill, the Judges having power under
the present Supreme Court Act to appeiné
a commissioner for the holding of
vriminal sessions.

Hon. R. . Burees: Supposing they
will not exercise it ?

How. F. M. STONE : They have never
been approached, and the necessity of
taking steps because a pumber of pri-
soners have been awaiting trial has never
been poinled out. I consider the intro-
duction of the Bill a downright insult
to the Judges. [tis as much as to say,
the Judges will not sit and hold these
Courts, and therefore we will piass u law
that they shall held them.

Hor. H. Lukin: Why do they not
hold them ?

How. F. M. STONE: They have not
been asked.

Hon. H. Lukix : They ought to know
without being told.

Hon. D. K. CoNgpox: This will tell
them.

Hox. F. M. STONE: If therec are a
certain number of prisoners awaiting
trial, it is the duty of the Crown law
officers to communicate with the Judges
and ask them to hold eriminal sessions;
aad this Bill will not tell them that.
There may be only one man awaiting
trial, and we are to go to the whole
expense of summoning juries and having
all the paraphernalia of the Court on
account of one man committed for trial a
week before this month is up, That is
the effect of the Bill. Under the present
system, if there are a number of prisoners
awaiting trial, why do not the Crown
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law officers approach the Judges and
ask them to hold a criminal session ®
and then, if the Judges refuse, there
will Le plenty of time to bring in a

Bill and to show the necessity for it.

But there is no argument for such a Bill
this session. The Colonial Secretary has
nol shown that the Judges have ever
refused to appoint a commissioner for
the purpose of holding a criminal session.
A commisgioner can be appointed in dis-
tant parts. Mr. Roe has often been
appointed to hold criminal sessions in
the northern portion of the colony. The
necessity for such a Bill as this has never
been shown, and to my mind the Bill has
been brought in for vo other reason than
to insult the Judges. The effect of the
Bill is to say to the Judges, “If we asked
you, you would not hold these sessions,
and therefore we will bring in a Bill to
make you.” Under the present law I see
no necessity for the Bill, and if we pass
the measure it may be the means of
putting the colony to considerable ex-
pense. I have read an article dealing
with a similar matter in England, where,
throngh an assize being held for one man,
they have been put to some considerable
expense. As has been pointed out, the
Judges have had to travel, and take the
sheriff, and the grand juries and petty
juries have been sunmoned, for one man
who for only a week has been committed
for trial. A man can get out on
bail.

Hox. R G. Burers: Not always.

How. F. M. STONE: If awaiting
trial for a month, he can get out on
bail.

How. R. 8. Haynes:
alwaye allow bail.

Hox. F. M. STONE: Mr. Haynes will
bear me out that there are very few cases
of hardship.

Hown. R. S. Havngs: I have never
had a case in which bail has been refused
by a Judge.

Hon. F. M. STONE: Bail is never
refused by a Judge. I hope the House
will throw out the Bill, becanse there is
10 necessity for it.

Hox. R. 8. HAYNES: I move that
the debate be adjourned until next Tues-
day. Hon. members may make some
inquiries in the meantime.

Motion for adjournment put and
passed.

Judges will
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MOTION—HARBOUR AND PILOT
SERVICES.

JOINT COMMITTEE TO INQUIRE.

A Message was received from the Legis-
lative Asgembly, requesting the concur-
rence of the Council in appointing a
Joint Select Committee for mguiry mnto
the harbour and pilot services, with a
view to reorganisation.

IN COMMITTEE,

On motion by Hon. F. T. CrRowDER,
resolved that the Council do concur in
the request for a Joint Committee; and
the following members were accordingly
appointed by ballot: -— Hon. F. T.
Crowder (mover), Hon. RB. 8. Haynes,
Hon. A. B. Kidson, Hon. A. P. Matheson,
and Hon. F. Whitcombe.

Ordered, that the first meeting of the
committee be held on the next Moenday,
at 11 o'clock, a.m.

ADJOURNMENT.

On motion by the CovowianL Ssec-
rETARY, the House adjourned at 625
p-m. until the next Tuesday.

Fegislative Assembly,
Wednesday 9th Auwgust, [899.

Press Reporters, a Complaint—Paper Presented—
Question: Jetty Dues, Port Hedland—{uestion .
Swan River Shipping éompa.ny and River Trufie—
Question: Local Share Registers of Foreigu Com.

nies—Permancut Reserves Bill, first reading—
ﬂl‘?oﬁon : Harbour and Pilot Services, to have Joint
Inquiry — Motion: Bouus for Deep-sinking at
Southern Cross; Amendment passed—Motion:
Muagazines for Explosives, Removal—Wines, Beer,
und Hpirit Sale Amendment Bill, first rendin%ﬁSale
of Liquors Amendment Bill, third reading—Bills of
Sale Bill, second rending—Muuicipal Institutions
Bill, second reading—Criminal Appeal Bill, sacond
reading (negatived)—Truck Bill, in Committee,
clausges 7 to end, Division, reported—Adjournment.

Tae DEPUTY SPEAKER took the
Chair at 4-30 o’clock, p.m.

Pravers.

[9 Avaust, 1899.]
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PRESS REPORTERS, A COMPLAINT.
Tue DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have to

inform hon. members that T have to-day

noticed a paragraph in one of the news-
papers in the city, to the effect that some
difficulty had been found by & reporter
for that paper in obtaining from the
Assistant Clerk of the Assembly, a copy
of the Notices tabled last evening by
hon. members. I may say that I con-
sider the duty of the Assistant Clerk is
first to make a transcript of those Notices
before handing them to the Press, and
that his duty is to the House hefore it is
to the Press. Therefore, if there is any
delay in handing those Notices to the

Press, that delay it is to be regretted, but

it is unavoidable. I hope that Loth the

Press reporters and the Clerks of the

House will work together in future, so as

to get over any little difficulties that may

occur. The duty of the Clerk is to the

House first.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Premier: Depositions of in-
quiry into wreck of barque “ City of
York,” moved for by Mr. Higham.

Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTION—JIETTY DUES, PORT
HEDLAND.

Mr. HOOLEY asked the Premier: 1,
Whether he was aware that the jetty dues
and charges collected by the contractor
at Port Hedland were much higher than
similar charges at Cossack; 2, Whether he
would consider the advisability of reduc-
ing the Port Hedland charges to the level
of those levied at Cossack.

Tux PREMIER replied: 1, Yes; 2,
Port Hedland jetty was let by tender
prior to the General Regulations coming
mnto force. On the expiration of the lease
in May next this jetty will come under
the General Regulations.

QUESTION—-8SWAN RIVER SHIPPING
COMPANY AND RIVER TRAFFIC.
Me. HIGHAM asked the Commissioner

of Railways: 1, Whether his Departinent
was making special arrangements to relieve
the Swan River Shipping Company in the
competition for the Perth goods traffic;

2, If so, what were the terms and rates ;

3, Whether the interests of his Depart-
ment and the consignees had been fully



