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21st JULY, 1910.

PRESENT.—

His ExceLLENcY THE OFACER ADMINISTERING THE
GovernMvENT, HoN. SR FE H. MAY, KcMmG.

Hon. MR A. M. THOMSON (Colonidl Secretary).

Hon. MR W. REES DAVIES kc. (Attorney-
Gengrd).

Hon. MR C. Mcl. MESSER (Colonid Treesurer).

Hon. MR W. CHATHAM, cma. (Director of
Public Works).

Hon. MR A. W. BREWIN (Regidrar-Generd).

Hon. MR F. J BADELEY (Captain Superintendernt
of Police).

Hon. DR HOKAIL, MB, CMG.

Hon. MR WEI YUK, cMG.

Hon. MR M. STEWART.

Hon. MR E. OSBORNE.

Hon. MR H. KESWICK.

MR C. CLEMENTI (Clerk of Councils).

Minutes

The minutes of the lag meeting were read and
confirmed.

Finandal Minutes

THe COLONIAL SECRETARY, by command of
His Excdlency the Governor, lad on the table
Fnancid Minutes (Nos 58 to 59), and moved that
they bereferred to the Finance Committee,

THeE COLONIAL TREASURER s=econded, and the
motion was agread to.

Finanda

THeE COLONIAL SECRETARY, by command of
His Excdlency the Governor, lad on the teble the
report of the Finance Committee (No. 7), and moved

itsadoption.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER seconded, and the
moation was agreed to.

Papers

The COLONIAL SECRETARY, by command of
His Excdlency the Governor, lad on the teble the
fdlowing pepas — Repot of the Director of
Education; report of the Land Officer, report of the
Director of Public Works, and copy of the Secretary of
Sae'sdespatch No. 178 of June 17th.

THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS lad on
the table the report of the Public Works Committee
(No.2)

Acknowledgment

Downing Stredt,
Sr, 17th June, 1910.

Your despatch and its endosures have been laid before
the King, who has been greetly touched a hearing of the
desp sorrow evinced by the British, Chinese and dll
sections of the inhabitants of Hongkong, and | haveit in
command from His Mg ety to express on hisown behdf
and on tha of Her Mgedy the Queen Mather and the
other Membes of the Royd Family their heartfdlt
goprediation of the sympathy shown throughout the
Colony, and of the dutiful and loyd attitude of dl desses
of the community.

| havethe honour to be,
gr,
Your mogt obediiert,
Humble servart,
(Sd) CrEWE

The Officer Adminigering
The Government of

Hongkong.
Executive Coundil Rdief of DutiesOr dinance

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the second
reading of aBill entitled, "An Ordinanceto rdieve the
Governor-in-Coundil of certain duties" In doing o0 he
sad—An Ordinance was passed lagt year, No. 29 of
1909, which effected in a grester measure what it is
proposed to effect by the Bill now before the Coundil.
That Ordinance was regarded by the Secretary of Siate
& of somewha too dredic a character, and wes
disdlowed by His Mgesty, and the Bill proposes to
subditute an Ordinance of a more limited character
than the Ordinance enacted by the Coundil lagt year.
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THe COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded.

Coundil then resolved itsdf into a committee of the
whale Coundil to consder the Bill dauseby dause

On resuming,

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL reported that the
Bill had passed through committee without
amendment, and moved that it beread athird time.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY ssconded, and the
Bill wasread athird time and passed.

Young Per sons Amendment Ordinance

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the second
reading of the Bill entitled, "An Ordinance to amend
the Young Persons Ordinance, 1909." In doing s0 he
sad—There was an Ordinance passed lagt year which
abolished the desth sentence in the case of young
persons, and the objet of the present Bill is to invest
discretion in the Courts in determining the age of a
young person. As has been pointed out, difficulties
have arisn in some cases in proving the age of an
offender, and this amendment in the Ordinance of last
year medy gves disoretion to the Court s0 to
Oetermine.

THeE COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded.

Council then went into committee to condder the
Bill dauseby dause

On resuming,

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL reported that the
Bill had passed through committee without
amendment, and moved thethird reading of the Bill.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY ssconded, and the
Bill wasread athird time and passed.

TheCopyright Ordinance

THe ATTORNEY -GENERAL moved the second
reading of the Bill entitled, "An Ordinanceto amend
the Law of Copyright." Indoing so he said—ThisBill
proposes ot amend thelaw of copyright in the Colony.

It was drafted, | may say, by my learned friend, Mr.
Sade when he was acting Attorney-Genegrd. The
Imperid Act of 1842 isin force here 0 far as it is
goplicable, and asthelaw isa present the owner of the
copyright of any book firg published in this Colony
has to be regigtered a the Sationers Hal in London.
He cannat sue to defend his copyright unless he is
regigered & Sationers Hdl, because there is no
copyright register in Hongkong. This Bill provides thet
alocd regiger shdl be established here, and mekesthe
provisons of the Imperid Act gppliceble to the local
register 0 thet the owner of a copyright may register
dther locdly or a Sationes Hdl. The Bill dso
extends the provisons of the Copyright Muscd
Compogtions Acts, 1882 and 1888. These Adts give
the Court discretion in awarding pendties, and redrict
the soope of the damages for infringements which
were given by the old gatute 3 and 4 William V. The
object my learned friend had in making thesetwo Acts
goplicable to this Colony wasto meke the generd law
afecting copyright uniform. The Bill isdrafted largdy
on precedent. Section 2 is based on section 5 of the
Fine Arts Copyright Ordinance of 1901 in so far asthe
phrassology is concerned on the Imperid Act of 1842.
Section 3isbased, | may say verbatim, on section 6 of
the Fine Arts Copyright Ordinance of 1901. Section 4
on sxtion 56 of the Ceylon Ordinance dediing with
copyright. Section 5 on section 58 of the Ceylon
Ordinance, and saction 6isbased in brief on section 24
of the Imperid Act. | may say for the information of
the Coundil thet these sections as a whole are basd
dther upon precedents now in exigence in the
Colonies, or upon sctionsof the Imperid Act.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded.

Counal then went into committee to congder the
Bill dauseby dause,

Onresuming,

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL reported that the
Bill had pased through committee without
amendment, and moved that it beread athird time.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded, and the
Bill wasread athird time and passed.
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Crown Lands Resumption Amendment
Ordinance

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL moved the ssecond
reading of the Bill entitled, "An Ordinance to amend
the Crown Lands Resumption Ordinance, 1900, and to
meake gpecid provison for the Resumption of Crown
Lands of amdl vaue for pubic purposes” In doing so
he said—t is dedred, Sir, to amplify the machinery
provided by the prindpal Ordinance, thet is No. 10 of
1900, in the case of land which is resumed by the
Governmert for public purposes when it is under the
vaue of $500. The Bill is directed entirdy to land of
smdl vaue The principd Ordinance, inthe case of the
resumption of land, requiresanumber of formditiesto
be gone through, such as publication in the Gazdtte,
four months natice to be given to the owner, and the
Boad of Arbitraors who gt to ases the
compensation must conds of ajudge of the Supreme
Court and two other members while natification of the
condtitution of the Board has to be gazetted, with other
formelities Now, Sir, the Bill proposes in the case of
land, as | have sad, of amdl vadue, to Smplify these
formdlities. It subgiitutes one month's notice to the
owner of the land, it does not require a Gazette natice,
which is deemed to be unnecessary in the New
Teritories, and as to the conditution of the Board it
provides thet the Board shall consst of a megidrate or
judtice of the peace nominated by the Governor as
Chairman, and two other members, one nominated by
the owner of the land, and the other by the Governor.
Then there are two dauses Nos 6 and 7, which
contain amendments deemed desrable both in this
Ordinance and in the principa Ordinence. Clause 6
givesagenerd power of entry in the case of land to be
resumed of a smdl vdue and dso of land to be
resumed under the prindpa Ordinance. As regards
dause 7, it provides that when the owner of any land
resumed is absent from the Colony, or cannot be found
within 9x months of the dae of the amount of
compensation being determined, and makes no daim,
the Govenment mey drect payment of the
compensaion to such person as seemsjud. Thet, gr, |
believe is basad on a precedent of the Land Clauses
Congolidation Acts & Home. Cases have occurred
where land has been resumed, and owners have been
resdent out of the Colony, and where the people in
present occupation of the land were unable to give a

recaipt in repect of the compensation.

THe COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—Wth regard to the notice,
Sr, jus merdy fixing a natice on the land, is that
deemed to be aufficdent? Teke the case of Chinese
ownersliving a Canton, for ingtance.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL—Natice hes to be
given to the owner of the land and dso fixed up on
each end of theland concerned.

Hon. MR OSBORNE— think moretrouble should
be taken to find the owner than merdy putting the
notice on the ground.

His EXCELLENCY—This Ordinance is grictly
designed for resumptionsinthe New Territory, and it is
generdly acase of natifying the person on the ground.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—The name of the owner
must beregigered in the Land Office or somewhere

HIsEXCELLENCY—Yes

Hon. MR OSBORNE — Then noatice should be
Fttohim.

Hon. MR STEWART—t says, "natice to be given
totheowner.”

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL—It is very much
like subdtituted service for awrit of summons. Where
the owner cannat be discovered in time, natice placed
onthelocdity suffices

Hon. MR OSBORNE—Whenthispoint aroseinan
Ordinance recently it was dedided to send notice under
regisered cover to the owner. | think the same practice
might befollowed here.

THe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS—I

undergand there is no postd savice to many of the
places

His EXCELLENCY—Thereis ho pogt in the New
Teritory.
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Tre DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS— think

it may betakenthat in dl casss every efort ismeadeto
Oet a theowner.

Hon. MR OSBORNE— think it better, Sir, thet
something in black and white should go into the
Ordinance.

THe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS—It is
only as a lag resort thet this prooeeding is taken.
Posgting natices on the land is done in dl cases, but in
evay case before the proceadings get 0 fa, every
effort has been made to get the owner and negotiate
withhim.

Hon. MR STEWART—ASsIt sands herethereisno
obligation on the Governmen.

Hon. MR OSBORNE— think some words should

be insarted to the effect that "if the owner cannot be
found, after ressonable effort has been made™

His EXCELLENCY—If you refer to the notice
under the Senitary Ordinance, thet is a different thing.
It is pretty rare to find a piece of land without getting
hold of adamant. This saysyou shdl give natice, and
aso put naticeontheland.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—It ds0 says, you may
merdy put the natice on theland, and that issufficient.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL —That is exadly
based on the principd Ordinence. The principa
Ordinance requires thet the Governor shdl enter into
private negotigtionswith the owner of theland.

Hon. MR OSBORNE — Theprincipa Ordinance,
Sr, isa fault in not making better provison for giving
notice. | think ressonable seps may not be taken to
find the owner. If it is troublesome to find the owner,
they will merdy put the notice on theland.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL — | was only
pointing out whet the law is a presant in respect of
properties of very much larger vadue.

Hon. MR STEWART—Is it unnecessary to send in

notice a dl to the owner? You merdy advetise it in
the Gazette?

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL — It is necessay
to communicate with the owner. Under the exiding
Ordinance natice mugt be given to him, or it must be

substituted in defaut.

His EXCELLENCY—Perhaps it would meat the
ca2to put in the words, "Where the owner cannot be
found."

THe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS—The
principa Ordinance requires private negatiations to be
caried on in the fird indance. Thexe dauses only
comeinto operation, | think, when private negatiaions
havefaled.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL—WIII it meet the
hon. member'sviewsif weinsert these words, after the
word "provided" in the tertth line "and if the owner
cannot be found shdll be affixed on a congpicuous part
of theland.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—Yes Sir, that will do.

The Bill was l&ft in committee, and Council
resumed.

Protection of Women and Girls Ordinance

THE ATTORNEY -GENERAL moved the second
reading of the Bill entitled, "An Ordinanceto amend
the Protection of Women and Girls Ordinance, 1897."
In doing so he said—Under section 32 of the
Protection of Women and Girls Ordinance of 1897itis
provided that no parent or person acting in the place of
aparent who hasvoluntarily parted with agirl for the
purpose of adoption into another family, or who has
received money for the parting with the custody of
such girl for another purpose, shall be deemed to be
entitled as of right to the custody of such girl. Asthe
law gtandsagirl may in such casefind hersdf without
legal protection, asthereisno legal guardianship
provided for by the Ordinance. It istherefore proposed
thet in these caseswhereagirl has been parted withfor
the purposes of adoption, or for the purpose of money,
thelaw shdl be amended by condtituting the Registrar-
Generd thelegd guardian of the girl. It dso enables
him to take such actionfor her wdfare ashe may think
fit. The second part of the clause also gives
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sdutary power to the Regisrar-Generd for the proper
protection of such girls. The Bill re-enacts section 32 of
the prindpd Ordinence and wes drongly
recommended by the Regidrar-Gengrd inthe interests
of the Chinese community, and | commend it to the
atention of the Coundl.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY ssconded.

Counal then went into committee to congder the
Bill dauseby dause,

Onresuming,

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL reported that the
Bill had passed through committee without
amendment, and moved thet it beread athird time.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded, and the
Bill wasread athird time and passed.

TheHighwaysOrdinance

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL moved the second
reading of the Bill entitled, "An Ordinance to provide
for the narrowing, stopping up, diverson, turning or
dterdioninlevdsof Highways" Indoing o hesad—
ThisBill, Sr, is basad in part on the Highways Act of
1835. It is deemed necessary to give the power
conferred owing to the formation of new dregts and
the diverson of portions of exiging sregtsin different
pats of the Colony. Section 2 gives the Governor-in-
Councl power to natify the proposed work in the
Gazette and d <0 to fix notices peaifying thework at
eech end of the stregt concerned. Section 3 requires
paties intereted to send objections to the Colonid
Secretary which will be conddered by the Governor-
in-Coundil, and the parties olyjecting may be heard by
the Govenor-inCouncil pesondly or by
represntetive. There is a precedent for that course in
exigence. If the objettion is disdlowed by the
Governor-in-Coundl, the works cannot be undertaken
except by resolution of the Legidative Council. Of
coursg, if the objection is dlowed by the Governor-in-
Coundl there is an end to the matter. As regards the
Home precedert to which | have dluded, the
Highways Act of 1835, the highway authority now in
England is the Didrict Coundl, the rurd or urben
digrict council as the case may be and there is a
generd right of goped to Quarter Sessions It hes
therefore been deemed desrable by His Excdlency in
Coundl that in the event of objections baing taken to
the decison of the Governor-in-Coundil the sanction
of the Legidative Coundl as being the representative
authority should be obtained.

Hon. MR STEWART—SI, the Hon. Attorney-
Gengrd has told us that this Bill is besed on the
Highways Act of 1835. | should like to know whether
in that Act provison is made for compensdtion. It
sams to me that drocumdances can easly be
conceived under which hardship might be creeted for
private owners when, sy, the Government have
decided to devate or depress a road opposte their
property. An objection having been refared to the
Govemnor-in-Counal and didlowed, his decison
could then be pushed through by the officid mgority
of the Legidaive Coundil. The property owner would
then have no redress a dl, no compensation. Without
some provision for compensation, | shdl nat see my
way to vatein favour of the second reeding of this Bill.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL—Do | undersand
my hon. friend to say the Highways Act does provide
compensdion?

Hon. MR STEWART— would be glad to know.

THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL—I was looking up
the matter, but | was unable to find that the Act does
provide compensdion. It gives a right of gpped to
Quarter Sessions and gives the Court power to award
cods.

Hon. MR STEWART—t dedls with the possibility
of codsheing dlowed?

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL—Yes oogts of the
appedl.

Hon. MR STEWART—In any case, whether thet
Act provides compensation or nat, | think this one
should.

HoN. MR KESWICK—I have great pleasurein
following my hon. friend opposite. If this Ordinance
is allowed to go through without any clause
providing for compensation, | think it may in many
cases deal very seriously with conditionsin the
Colony. A great deal of land in this
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Colony is subject to mortgage, and if the Government
were dlowed to dter the conditions under which the
surrounding property is hdd without paying any
compensdion to the ownas of the propety
immediatdy affected, it would make a great upst to
many investments which are mede throughout the
Colony. That is only a smdl thing perhaps, but the
whale principle appears to me to be wrong, namdly,
that the Government should be adle to dter the
condition of propety without paying some
compensdtion for it. It seems only reasongble that
some compensation should be paid to owners for the
advancement of the comfort or convenience of the
public. Therefore, | have very much plessure in
supporting my hon. friend oppogite. Also, there is
another thing in this Bill. It proposes tha after the
mater has been brought before the Governor-in-
Coundil it should be referred to the L egidative Coundil.
That appearsto me to be entirdly unnecessary, because
the Governor-in-Council can surdy ded with these
things pefectly wdl. If they are rfered to the
Legidaive Councl afterwards, it is a sort of gpecious
Studion, because in any case, as a matter of practice,
the Govenor having gpproved in Coundil, this
Legdaive Councl would be catan to follow.
Therefore, | dont see any object in refearring the matter
fird to the Govenor-in-Council and . =n to the
Legiddive Coundl. It would be far better if the
Governor-in-Coundl did it themsdlves.

HisEXCELLENCY — | dont think, gentlemen,
that you are following the precedent of the Imperid
Act. You aretold that in that Act thereisno provision
for compensation. | don't mysdlf seethe necessity for
inserting it here. Just reflect one moment upon the
position. We aretold thereis a likelihood of the
Governor-in-Coundil, after disdllowing an olgjection on
the part of an owner of property, forcing the resolution
through this Coundl in the face of the oppostion of the
owner, and, if it was a question of refusing
compensation, | should think, against the opinion of
every unofficial member of this Council. The
unofficids never give officials any credit for havinga
conscienceat dl, | know. So 1 do not include officids.
We put in this dause about referring objectionsto the
Legidative Council for the very purpose of providing
thet the matter should not be donein ahole and corner
manner, and that full publicity should begiventothe
transaction. Itislikdy to bean actionin theinterests of

the public, but 1 dont know whether it will serve the
public wdl if you commit yoursdves to giving
compensdtion for every little dteration in roadway, or
narrowing, sopping or diverting. We quite redlise thet
in certain cases such work may affect the vdue of a
property, and there have been casesiin the pagt where,
without any compulson & dl, we have come to
amicable arrangements on the subject. This particular
legidation cropped up because, as ameter of fact, we
found thet we had no power to dose any road in the
Colony, dthough roads have been dosed in the pedt. |
think you have gat every ssfeguard, gentlemen, in this
Bill. The owner has got every opportunity to plead his
objection, and of meking it publicin this Council, and |
think the Government would get itsdf into bed odour
if therewas an equitable daim for compensation, and it
ingsted upon forcing a resolution through the Coundil
without giving compensation whereit wasdue.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—SIr, thereisacongderable
differencein the circumstances between this Colony
and at Home. Your Excdlency hasintimated thet the
Government would not perhaps refuse compensation
where compensation was justified, but | think we
should dl liketo see something moretangible than a
mere expression of apinion; we should like to seethat
principle embodied in the Ordinance. Here in
Hongkong, if the Government have made up their
mindsto level aroad, thereby destroying the frontage
vaueaf shops, they will carry it through, asfar asmy
experienceis concerned, despite any oppogtion or any
objection on the part of owners. They will carry that
messurethrough, and if they have made up their minds
not to give compensation, they will not do so. At Home,
if the Didtrict Authority wereto act inthat manner there
would be an outcry, and | think the Board of Trade
would step in and prevent any injustice being done. In
any case the owner there would have an apped toa
District Council composed not of officias, but of
unofficds. Here, if we make an apped, we makean
apped from Caesar unto Caesar. Thereis no appeal
hereif the Government has made upitsmind. | have
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in my mind an indance, | think it was & Queen's Road
Weg, where a hill near the Salors Home was
proposed to be leveled. Now, Sir, if you levd that hill
you will put dl those house fronts probably ten or
twelve feat above the roadway. That would certainly
destroy the vaue of the property, and the Government
could force tha public improvement and pay no
compensation whatever to the owners. Seaing that the
arcumgances are 0 different between here and &
Home, we should not be doing our duty if we did not
object to the principle of injuring a man's property
without paying compensation.

THe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS—Si, |
think that the remarks which have falen from the hon.
member who gpoke lagt are rather in support of the
meesure, because he tdls us of a proposd that was
once made, but which has never been caried into
effect. Therefore, we may assume that the Government
was sidfied that it was a proposd that would inflict
hardship on the owners, and that it was not wise to
atempt to carry it out. | am somewhat surprised that he
should have spoken in oppaostion to the meesure,
because the mogt notable case which has occurred
during my termin this Colony has been the dosing of
cartain public roads a Kowloon which ... through
propety owned by the Company of which he is
soretary. Thet, Sir, was undoubtedly a great public
improvement, and it possibly inflicted some hardship
upon owners of propety in roads which had been
formerly traversed by the public beforethe diverson of
the traffic oocurred owing to the dterdions made
There was no trouble about it, and | think on every
hend it is acknowledged to have been a great public
improvement. | think, S, thet the Government is not
quite 0 cdlous as our friends would have us bdieve,
and thet in dl cases any red hardship would be
carefully sudied, and that nothing would be done of so
harshanaureashasbeen hinted a.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—! should like to correct a
datement, Sir, of the Hon. Director of Public Works.
He hes refarred to the giving up of the Praya a
Kowloon. That Praya, Sir, was redaimed from the sea
a the expense of the predecessors of the Whartt Co. It
was never paid for in any way by the public. It was
paid for by the persons from whom the Wharf Co.
bought the property, and the Government in giving up
the Praya were only doing a very tardy act of judtice
They were giving back to the persons who had
practically mede that pat of Kowloon a piece of
property which should in the firgt place have bd onged
tothem.

THe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS—No.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—ANd furthermore, Sir, after
the Praya @& Kowloon had been withhdd from the
Wharf Company, the Government gave the Praya to
other people who came aftawards. Therefore, the
Government neaed teke no credit to themsdves for
having performed an act of judice and that very
tardily.

Hon. MR KESWICK—May | speek agdin, Sir?

His EXCELLENCY—No, you are nat in order, but
the Director of Public Works wants to make an
explanaion.

THe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORK S—1 would
like to remove any wrong impresson that may be
cregted by the hon. Mr. Osborneswords. Thelinesthet
he has described have been followed in numerous
other cases by the Government, and in the case of the
whole Praya Redardion stheme roads were
reclaimed at the expense of the owners of lots o that
his Company were not tregied in any different way
fromthe ownersof ather property smilarly Stuated.

Hon. MR OSBORNE—ALt Kowloon, yes | can
proveit.

THe DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS—The
reclamaion was made subject to the condition that
these aress were reserved to be used as roads, and |
cannot seethat any hardship resulted from the carrying
out of agmple bargain.

Hon. Dr. HO KAI—Sir, | generaly support the
remarks of my unofficia colleagues, and | would
suggest that a clause be introduced giving the
Legislative Council discretion in awarding
compensation to
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owners in casss of the kind in which we think
compensdion is hecessary. | think thet will meet the
difficulty. A resolution by the Legidative Coundl will
be necessary when objections are disdlowed, and |
would suggest with thet resolution that the Coundil will
award compensation in casesin which they deemit to
be necessary and jud.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL—SIr, | think your
Excdlency dedres that hon members shdl be met as
far aspossble, and | think their wishes may be met by
giving a discretionary power to the Governor-in-
Councl to award compensaiion under section 4 by
adding to the end of that section, "And may in his
discretion award such compensation as he may deem
just in respect of the work proposad to be undertaken.
"The Governor-inCoundl would then condder
entirdy the equity of acase, and if established interests
were srioudy infringed it would, acting judicdly,
grant compensation. | think that is a far way of
medtingiit.

Council then went into committee to condder the
Bill dause by dauss, and the Bill was left in
committeefor further condderation of dauses4 and 5.

Coundil then resumed.
LiquorsAmendment (No. 2) Ordinance

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL moved the second
reading of the Bill entitled, "An Ordinance to further
amend the Liquors Ordinance, 1909." In doing o he
sad—Thisisavery smpleBill, the object being to put
nava officers and men on the same foating as the
military. It proposes to give them exemption under
section 3 of the Ordinance of ladt year.

THeE COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded.

Council then went into committee to condder the
Bill dauseby dause

On resuming,

THE ATTORNEY -GENERAL reported tht it hed
passed through committee without amendment, and
moved thet it beread athird time.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY ssconded, and the
Bill wasread athird time and passed.

Public PerformancesOrdinance

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL moved the sscond
reading of the Bill entitled, "An Ordinance to amend
the Theatres and Public Peformances Regulaion
Ordinance, 1908." In doing 0 he said—It has been
Oeemed desrable Sr, to put  dnematogrgph
exhibitions under the censorship of the Regigrar-
Generd. There are reasons which & once occur to the
mind why somekind of discretion should be exerasd
in the contral of dinemetographs, athough, spesking
generdly, the exhibitions in this Colony are of quite a
high order. The Chinese Regulation Ordinance, 3 of
1888, section 26, gives the Regidrar-Generd power
over Chinesethedtricd performances and inesmuch as
the great mgarity of this community are Chiness, it
seamsfitting that the Regisrar-Generd, who possesses
power under the Chinee Reguldion Ordinance
should possessasmilar power over cinematographs.

THe COLONIAL SECRETARY seconded.

Council then went into committee to condder the
Bill dauseby dause

On resuming,

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL reported that the
Bill had passed through committee without
amendment, and moved that it beread athird time.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY ssconded, and the
Bill wasread athird time and passed.

His EXCELLENCY —Council stands adjourned
until thisday fortnight.

FINANCE COMMITTEE

A meding of the Finance Committee was hdd
dterwards—the Colonid Secretary presding. The
following voteswere passed—

Secret Service

The Officer Administering the Government
recommended the Council to vote a sum of One
thousand Dallars ($1,000) in aid of the vote, Police
and Prison Depart-
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ments, A—Police, Other Charges, Secret Sarvice
Sanitary Department

The Officer Adminidering the Government
recommended the Coundil to vote a sum of five
hundred dollars ($500) in ad of the vote, Sanitary
Department, Other Charges, Sanitary Staff, Nightsoil
Receptadles.

Supplementary Appropriation Bill

The Committee then conddered the Bill entitled,
"An Ordinance to authorize the Appropriation of a
Supplementary Sum of Three hundred and fourteen
thousand five hundred and thirty-three Dadllars and
thirty-two Cents, to defray the Charge of the Year
1909."

After going through it dause by dauss it wes
passad without comment.




