Personal Explanaiion,

ADJQURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10.34 o'clock, p.m.

Legislntite Assembly.

Tuesduy, 17th September, 1895.

A Corvection—Personal  Explanation—Coolgurdie-
Kalgooriie Railway Bill : third reading—Parks
and Reserves Bill: consideration of commitiee’s
report—Copyright Bl ;  second veading ; in
committec— Fenoing $ill: second reading— Esti-
mates, 1895-6: further considered tn committee—
Adjournment.

Tne SPEAKER took the chair ab 4.30 o’clock,
p-m.
PRAYERE.

A CORRECTION : PUBLIC WORKS, SUPER-
VISION OF.

Tug DIRECIOR Of PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. H. W. Venn) said that, at the close of
the debute in the Public Works vote, when
the KEstimates were under consideration the
other evening, he inandvertently made u mis-
take in stating thot the percentage of the cost
of demgning nod supervising public buildings
amounted to about 9 per cent. He hud since
had a refwwn prepared, showing bhe exact per-
contage of the cost of plans, supervision, ete.,
which he would lay on the table for tho inforn-
ation of hon. membera. It wounld be seen from
that return that the wcbunl percentage was
only 4°60 per cent., including the cost of super-
vision, and that, excluding supervision, the
percentage of cost for preparing designs or
pluns did not amount to more than 3-1 per
cent.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hou. H. W, Venn) said his attention had
been called to the fact that the hon, member
for North Fremantle (Mr. Moss) felt himself
somewhat hurt snd aggrieved at some remarks
which he (the Comwissioner) made the other

evening, in the course of his speech on the |

Raiiway Workshops question. He wished to
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assure the hon, member that, in whot he said, |
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he had no intention whubtever to cust any
personal reflection upon the hon. member, It
was not custowary with him to rualce any re-
marks of a personnl character, and he desired
to assure the hon. member that any okserva.
tions which fell from him on the oceasion in
gquestion were merely of u geaeral character,
and had no personal reference to the hon,
member in uny way.

COOLGARDIE-KALCOORLIE RAILWAY
BILL.
Read a third tiwe, and transmitted to the
Legislative Couneil,

PARKS AND RESERVES BILL.
COMMITTEK'S REPORT.

On the Order of the Duy for the consider-
ution of the comwmittec’s report on this Bill,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. &.
Buart) moved a consequentinl amendment, in
Clnuses 3 and 5, to provide for the establish-
ment of zoological gardens in connection with
public parks or reserves.

Amendment put and passed.

Tur ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Houn. 8.
Burt), in aceordance with rotice, moved, with.
ont comment, that the following sub-clause
be udded to Clruse 3:—

(3.) A Board may sue and besued, and all
legul proceedinga may be taken by nnd against
a Bourd in the nome of the President of the
Bouwrd,

Put and poased.

Tue ATTORNEY.GENERAL (Hon, 8.
Burt) also moved the insertion of the follow.
ing new clause, which he said, was introduced
to weet a suggestion thrown cut by the hon.
member for Albany, when the Bill wus under
discussion :—* The owner of any cattle within
the meaning of the Trespass Actk, hereinufter
cited, which are found trespassing on any en-
closed park or reserve, whether damnge is
proved to huve been committed or not, shall
forfeit and pay to the Board the like sums as
mentioned in the Trespuss Scaleof the Cattle
'I'vespass, Fancing, and Impounding Act, 1882,
in respect of trespass om a public street or
thoroughturc in u town or ¢ity, or im an en-
closed public cemotory.”

Cluuse put und passed, and comnittee’s re-
port adopted,

C"OPYRIGHT BILL.

SECOND READINT,
Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Hom, S.
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Burt) : [n introducing this Bill to the House,
1 think there is not much occasion for me to
make any lengthy remarks wpon it, lecause
it embodies no innovation. Generally speak-
ing, it is siply the law relating to copyright
as it exists in England at the present time,
and which hos ulso been ndopted in the Ans-
tralinn colonies, particularly in Victoria and
South Australin. 'The Bill deals with the
copyright of literary, dramatic, and musical
productions, alse of lectures, engravings, and
works of scutpture ; and it proposes to estab-
lish a registry office here where the proprietor-
ship in these productions can be copyrighted.
No doubt, as the colony progresses in material
advancement and intellectunl development,
the necessity for such a Bill as this becomes
wmore and more wpparent ; and the Govern.
mont think the time has arrived for the intro-
duction of the present measure. It will be
observed that it is rather a lengthy measure,
but I may assure the House that it has re-
ceived very careful considerntion, and I think
the Bill will be found o very good and useful
Bill indeed. It in no way goes beyond the
English law in regard to these matters, and
the only alteration it wakes in the existing
local Jaw is in regard to 1he copyright in tele-
grans published by newspapers. At present,
under a short ordinance called the Telegram
Copyright Act (36 Vie. No. 7), which this Bill
repeals, no newspaper is allowed to re-publish
telegraws or cublegrams which have appeared
in another newspaper, until seventy-two hours,
or three days. have elapsed from their first
publication by the newspapers that receives
them and pays for them. This provision, it
appenrs, does not prevent some country
newspapers from making use of the tele-
grams received hy the wmetropolitan press,
without paying for them or acknowledg-
ing them in any way. They simply pirate
the telegrans, which are wired to them
by correspondents, immediately upon their
publication in the Perth newspapers, and they
republish thew in their ordinary issues, when
the three days’ profection have expired. It
is mow proposed that such telegrams shall not
he allowed to be transmitted from Perth, or
the place of their firat publication, until after
the expiration of seventy-two hours from snch
publication, instead of being transmitted as at
presont as soon as they appeax in the metro-
politan paper, ready for publication by country
journals on the ordinary day of the issue of
such journals. If these telegrams are not
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allowed to be sentfrom Perth by the correspon-
dents of country newspapers for three days
after their publication, they will become
stale, and will probably reach the news-
papers that are in the habit of pirating
them too late to be of any use to them.
T thipk, myself, that is only fair and
reasonnble towards the more enterprising
papers, which incur a lnrge outlay in obtain-
ing these telegrams and cablegrams. That is
the only alteration which the Bill makes in
the local law of copyright. 'The rest of the
Bill, us I bave ssid, merely introduces the
legisintion at presentin force in England with
regurd to copyright legislation.

Motion put and pnassed.

Bill read a second time, and committed.

1IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1—Division of Act:

Put and passed.

Clause 2—8hort title and commencement :

Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Hon. 8.
Burt) moved that the Act should come into
operation on the 1st Junuury, 1896.

Agreed to.

Cluuses 3 10 19:

but and passed.

Clauge 20— Messages by electric telegraph
not to be published during three days after
receipt, without consent :

Mp. RANDELL asked whether
provisions existed in other enuntries.

Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Hon. S.
Burt) said they did. 'he same law was in force
in South Australia and alsein Victoria, Some
of the newspapers in Perth incurred a large
expenditure in obtaining telegraphic news, and
it was only fair that such news should be pro-
tected from piracy. This clause gave these
papers three days copyright in their tele.
grams and cablegrams, before the news could
ke transmitted from Perth to country papers,
who were willing to make use of it without
paying anything for the privilege. He did
not mean to say that all country newspapere
were siroers in this respect. Some of them,
he believed, paid something towards the cost
of receiving these messages, but others con-
tributed nothing, and had not even the
decency to make any acknowledgment of the
source whence they derived their news,

Clause agreed to.

Clauses 21 to 29:

Put and pussed. .

Clause 30— Authors of lectures or their as-

similur
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eigns Lo have the sole right of publishing same, | passing of this Bill, that is to way, if a con-

ete.:

Me. ILLINGWORTH asked whether this |

clause would bar a newspaper from taking and
publishing a report of a lecture delivered.

THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. 8.
Burt) snid thet in the cuse of a copyright
lecture Leing sold or assigned toa person for
delivery in aschool, seminary, or institution,

have to give two days’ notice of the copyright
in which caso the lecture could not be reported
without his conseni. IF the two days® notice
weore not given, the lecture might be reported
in the ordinury way, as the notice would be
necessary to protect the copyright.

Clanse agreed to.

Clauses 31 to 59, inclusive :

Put and passed.

Schedules 1 to 5, inclusive :

Put and passed.

Prenmble dnd title:

Put and passed.

Bill reported without amendment.

Report adopted.

FENCING BILL.
SECOND KEADING,

''ne PREMIER (Hon. Sir J, Forrest): In
asking the House to agree to the sccond read-
ing of thia Bill, [ am not asking hon, mewmbera
to enter upon any new work. ‘This Bill has
been before the House on several occasions—
indeed I do not know how many years ago it
wus introduced into the Legislature—but un-
fortunately we have not been able to agree,
up to the present, in regard to what shall he
the fencing law. I huve taken a little trouble
in regard to this Bill, and find that, although
it ie not very different from the Bill as intro-
duced last year, it does differ in one important
provision. In the first place, bon. members
will notice thut this Bill is not retrospective
in its operation, except in oue clause, and
there the Bill merely affirms what is the law
at the present time. In the interpretation,
the term “land ” isrestricted to freehold land,
or to land held from th¢ Crown under special
occupation lease or license, or conditinnal pur-
chase lease or license, or as o homestead farm
or howmestead lease ; but it does not  include
lands held nnder lease from the Crown for
pastoral purposes. By Clause 4 it will he noticed
that occupiers uf adjoining land will have to
agsist in making a dividing fence, aftor the

;
:

' the cosk of erecting such fence.

tributing person wishes to fence in his land,
the proprietor or occupier of land adjoining
the dividing femce will have to pay half
Clause § pro-

" vides that if an ownper or occupier of land

fences in his land, and there is Crown land
adjoining, as soon ns such adjoining Crown
land is taken up, the pereon taking it up shall

the person representing the propristor would . pay o the owner of the fence, at once, one-half

of the then value of the fence. That seems to
me & fuir provision, because a person taking
up land from the Crown does so under « con-
dition that he shall fence in the lond ; therefore
it will bo no great hardship for him to pay to
the owner of the dividing fence one-half the
then value of the fence which he ¢an use. The
only difference between this provision und that
in the existing law is that a person taking up
Crown land af present hus not to pay
until he begins to use the fence, whereas under
thiy clange he will have to pay one-half the
value of the Eence as soon as he takes up the
land. Clause § provides that if any oceupier
of lund, or any pastoral lessee of the Crown,
either before or after the passing.of this Bill,
has erected a fence dividing the laad held,
cccupied, or leased by him fror wny land or
pastorn! lease adjoining thereto, and if the
ogeupier or owner of the adjoining land or
lease shall, in inclosing the same avail himself,
of the dividing fence or any part of it, the
person so availing himself of the fence will
have to puy one-half of the presemt value of
the fence. Cluuse ¥ makes it quite clear that
any pastoral lessee who uses the dividing fence
of another pastoral lessee must pay one-half
the value of the fence us soon as it is wused.
These are the main provizions of the Bill. I
think there is nothing unreascnable in them,
and they seem fair enough. They provide that,
in the case of what wecall land—thatislandin
fee simple or land heid from the Crown under
any form of tenancy, except that of pastoral
lease—the owner or occupier will have to pay
one-half the value of a dividing fence, after
the passing of this Bill; and, in regard to pas.
toral lessees, the fencing law will remanin the
same as it is at present— that, is when o divid-
ing fence 1s made usc of by an adjoining lessee,
the latter must then pry one-half of the value.
These provisions are fair aml remsonable, and
I hope hon. members will support them.
Clause 8 provides that a person using a fonce
on the further side of a road is made linble to
poy interest on onc-half of the cost of the
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fence, and tn pay one-hatf the cost of repaivs.
Tt is often the case that where land is lnid gut
on survey hefore selection, a fence along a
road divides one occupier from another, having
been erected by one of them, and the other
tukes advantage of the fence by stopping up
the road or putting a gate across. By that
means, he is making use of afence which he
has not erected, and if he does so he is to be
liable to pay interest on one-half the cost, and
to pay oune-half the amount of repairs. Clause
9 provides that the owner of n hedge shall be
responsille in certain cases, Clauses 10 and
11 provide Lbat each adjoining proprietor
ghull bear one-half the expense of keeping
fences in repair. Clause (3 provides for the
appurtionment of cost as between landlord and
tennnt, this being the same provision as was
in the Bill of last year. Cluuse 16 is import-
ant, us it provides thut this Hill shull not
apply to unalienated Crown lands. 1 think it
is right that the country should not be made
to pay for the fencing of Crown land that has
not been dealt with, and which adjoins a
portion already taken up, hut that the person
who eventbuaxlly tukesupsuch adjoining portion
should pay his half share of any dividing
fence. [t secms to me that the objections
which were raised last year by so many mem-
bers with regard to the retrospective operation
of the Bill as it was then brought in have been
eliminated from this measure; and, although
[ do not think it was unfuir in that respect,
still,louking ul the cireumstances of the colony,
T thiok it is wise for us to leave out the retro-
spective provisions. I beg to move the second
reading of the Bill.

Mg, PLESSE : I desire, Siv, to express my
pleasure at the fact that the Govermmment have
again introduced this Bill to deal with the
fencing question. The measure is one very
urgently required, and it has been frequently
demanded by the people whom it concerna.
Owing to the large amount of settlement that
hus taken place in all parts of the colony
during the past yeur or two, the necessity for
a ¥encing Bill has become wore and more
appurent. ‘The Premier has mentioned that
the Bill, as 1t is now Lefore the House, is
really an old friend, owing to the fact that it
haa been under the consideration of hon.
mewmbers so often before. My only regret in
the matter is that the Bill brought forward
lust session, and which reached o certain
stage, did not actually becowme law, because a
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since then, and people have had to improve
other people’s land, us well as their own, with-
out getting the benefits derivable under the
provieions of a Fencing Bill. 1 trust there
will be no difficully in making the pre-ent
Bill the law of the country hefore the end of
this session, The Bill is u most useful mea-
sure, and no doubt, whatever difference of
opinion there may be as to its severnl provi-
sions, they will be more satisfuctorily settled
in committee. Atthis stage Ineed only snythat
certain additions appear to me to be necessury,
and I will give notice of these, T think there
should be a clause dealing with cuses where
one person keeping cattle adjoins the property
of another keeping sheep, and wce versa. [t
stands to reason that the wan who only
desires to keep cattle will strongly object to
being compelled to pay one half the cost of u
fence suitable to a person who runs sheep on
his land. ‘there should be a clause deuling
with such cuses as these. I believe the ques.
tion is dealt with in the South Australian Act,
und I have been told that the provision made
there has been found most useful. Sach o
clanse would work well here, and aid very
lurgely in the settlement of the country;
and 1 propose to give notice of the
uddition, a0 that it may receive the
careful considerstion of hon. members.
Clause 8 iz & most useful clauge, und I
um sure it will be found to work well, It
provides for a person using the fence erected
cn the opposite side of the road by another
owner, the only cundition of such nsu being
{that the person using it must pay the owner
of the fence interest on one balf the cosb of
the fence, and contribute to the cost of repaira.
‘I'he proposal is n fair one, and the person who
takes advantage of such a provision should
not be called upon to pay interest om wore
than n certain proportion of the cost, for the
stmple reason that the roads he crosses
with bhis feoce are under the control of the
Ronds Boards, and he may be zompelled, at
any time, to erect a sepavate fence on tae
boundsry of his own land, and on his own
side of the ruad. At present there are numer-
ous instances where separate fences are not at
ull necessary, and Leing compelled to erect
them is both irksome and troublesome to the
settlers. [f, by & clause in this Bill, an alter-
ation can be made giving the right to the usa
of the fence on the opposite side of the road,

it will be fuund very useful indeed. There is

considerahle amount of fencing has been done . one thing I should like to see, however, and
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that is the rate of interest on half the cost of
conatruction rnised from 7 per cent. to S per
cent. Tt is hardly likely the additional one
per cent, would nect as a bar to the use of
these fences, for the simple reason that the
privilege to use a fence on the other side of
the road confers a very great advantage on
the owner of the land, who has only to pay
intercst on one half the cost of conmatruction;
and the slightly increased rate of interest
would mot deter him from taking advantage
of this purticular provision in the Bijll. The
Bill is certainly a step in the right direction,
and ¥ aw sure will he well received hy all
thoge who are interested in the settlement of
the counfry, nnd be o most valuable measure
to those compelled to fence their land.

Ma. COOKWOREHY: I certainly have
very great pleasure in supporting the second
reading of this Bill, and in doing so T would
like to say that so far ns fencing is concerned,
a8 applying to udjoining properties, I think
there should be some nalteration by which
where o person only proposes to keep cattle,
and consequently only requires » fence to
restrain lurge stock, he should not be called
upon to pay the cost of o fence of the char-
acter known as sheep-proof, Persopally, I
shonld like to sce this ultered when the Bill
is in committee, and I propose to submit the
necessary amendment for the consideration
of hon. members.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R.Richardson): It appenrs
to me, Sir, that there may be some difficulty,
ne hns been suggested, with regard to the
definition of a fence, ''he definition given
in the interpretation clause is that ¢ fence
“shall mean any substantial fence reasonably
“ deemed sufficient to vesist the trespass
“of great and small stock” It appears
to me that, if this definition is
carried out, it may possibly work a hard-
ship upon people who do not desire to
kecp small stock, and consequently do not
require a fence such as thut provided in the
interpretation elanse, If this interpretation
remains as at present, it means that in order
to compel an adjoining owner to contribute
one half of the cost of femeing, the person
desiring to erect the fenmce would have ko
erect one sufficient to resist small stock, when
neither he nor his neighbor desired or in-
tended to run anything but cattle. That
would entail apon both unnecessary expense,

merely in oeder to justify the person erecting .
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the fence claiming the proportion of cost
from the owner of the adjoining land.

Mg, HASSELL: The only difficalty I can
gee about this matter is the manner in which
we can meet such cnses, where the land is
used for different purposes by the different
owners. It ie gnite likely one man may erect
8 sheep-proof fence, and his neighbor, who
only proposes to kecp eattle, will not care to
p ¥y for what he does not require; and thia is
o difficult matter to deal with, Possibly the
matter mny be got over in committee.

Me. LEFRQY : I think it is quite vight that
tkis measure should ' have becn brought
before the House again. Kveryone will ndmiit,
I suppose, that any person who obtains the
benefit of & fence which has been evected by
his neighber should also bear a portion of the
cost of comstruction. There are, however,
saveral provigions in this Bill which, if agreed
to, will ereate hards-hip and injustice upen
some holders of land in the colony. One of
these proposals I referred to when the ques-
tion was last before the House, and it is
where a lexscholder, who acquirea the free-
hold of a piece of land within his lease merely
in order to secure woter, can be culled upon
by another person, who takes up an adjoining
area, to bear half the cost of constructing a
fence, which the leascholder does not wunt,
which can be of no wse to him, and which
would ouly ¢reate inconvenience by keeping
his stock from getting to the water as freely
as they would do otherwise. 1 moved an
amendment in this matter last year, and it
ie my intention on the present oceasion ulso
to protect the intereats of leascholders in my
own district, as well as those ontaide of it, as
much as possible. ‘There are muany-peopie
who will come under the operution of this
Bill, merely beciuse they have had to pur-
chase the right to wuter arens, and it will he
an injustice if these are compelled to bear
half the cost of constructing fences they
not only do mat want, but which would
be in their way if erected. The point
is one apon which I should liks the [fon.
the Altorney-General to give hias attontion
and I shall be happy to consull him, with a
view of some amendment being made. There
is another point, [ think, that might well be
considered in connection with this Bill, and
that is with regard to the erection of barhed-
wire fences ulong public roads. At present
there is nothing to prevent a man erecting a
fence of three barbed wires, and this means
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that, whenever sheep come along, and enden-
vor to geb through that fence, they are cub
about, and much injury iz done. Some pro-
vigion might be made in this Bill to deal with
the erection of this class of fence, as T believe
is done in other colonies. With the exception
of where it is provided that people may be
culled upon to contribute towards the cost of
erecting fences which canvot possibly be any
good to them, I think the Bill is a good one.
So far ns those people I have referred to are
concerned, [ hope [ shall have the nssistance
of the House in protecting their interests, and
preventing an injustice being done to them.

Mgr. LEAKE: I do not intend to opposc
the second reading of this Bill, but I do de-
sire to direct the attention of hon. members
to one or two of ita provisious, and more par-
ticularly with regard to the method proposcd
to be adopted for the vecovery of amcunts due
from one person to ancther in respect of
fencing. "The Bill does not leave the
parties  to their ordinary common
law rvemedy, which would be to leta
man make his claim in an ordinary counrt
of justice, bnt it provides means whereby a
man be brought summarily before two justices,
and the fact that he has not paid for fencing
done on the bonndary of his land is made o
criminal offence, and the offender, if he does
not pay up, may find himself temporarily
sojourning at Fremantle, or some other prison,
or place of confinement. The Attorney-
General will, I am sure, agree with me that
thiz will be one of the effects of including in
the Bill, as proposed, certain sections of the
Shortening Ordinance. Then, again, there is
Clause 24, which provides that the amount
due, and the costs incurred against any person,
if not paid, may be made n charge on the
land.

Mgr. A. FoerEmst: Subject, of course, toa
mortgage.

Mr. LEAKE: Of course. The suggestion
in this clause is foreign to the law in the
colonies at the present moment, and I eannot
see any necessity for this new departure. The
Hon. the Pramier did not touch on this ques-
tion in moving the second rending, but we
shall doubtless have some explanation of it in
committee. The provision for the registra-
tion of judgments is inconsistent with the pro-
vicions of the 'I'ransfer of Land Act, which
requires proceedings te be commenced by £. fa.
before the title to lands can be affected. [

* trust the Attorney-General will tura his atten-
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tion to this snbject, and show what the effect
will be if this clause becomes law. Tt creates
for one class of people rights and interests
never contemplatid before, and this would be
the first time for them to be recogaised in our
Statute Book, However, these objections are
not sufficient to justify me in objecting to the
second reading of the Bill. I only desire to
direct the attention of hon, wembers to what
I regard as hlemishes in it. I trust the result
of the consideration of this matter in com-
mittee will be that parties affected Dy this
Bill will be left to recover judgment in the
ordinary way.

Motion put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

ESTIMATES, 189586,

The consideration of the Eetimates, in
committee, was resumed,

Vote— Works and Buildings, £444,136
13e. 4d. (debate continued):

Mgr. MORAN suid he desired to take this
opportunity of expressing satisfaction with
the correction the Director of Public Works
had made that evening, showing that the cost
of designing and supervising the erection of
public buildings amounted, not to & per cent,,
ag had been stated by the hon. gentleman the
other evening, but enly to about 4} per cent.
When the statement was wmade the other
evening, he thought at the time that 9 per
cent, was an enormous sum for the eountry to
pay for designs and supervision. Speaking of
the architectural staff, generally, he bad a
high opinion of the officers of the departinent,
although, of course, as was the case wherever
there was a large bhody of men, there were one
or two exceptions who were not a credit to the
service.

Mz, ILLINGWORTH asked whether the
amended return as to the cost of supervision,
etc, showed the cost of the works actually
arected, while the statement of the Commia-
sioner the other evening included the cost of
plnns of buildings and other works which had
been designed but not constructed.

Tar DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. H. W. Venn) roplied that the error had
been made by charging all the money which
had been expended as expenditure upon
public works, whereas a great deal of preparn-
toryoffice work in connection with unexpended
votes was included iu the outlay.

Mr. RANDELL, while congratulating the
Diractor of Public Works upon the fact that
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his department did not cost for designing and
supervision more than 4} per cent. of the
amount of the expenditure om public works,
regretted that all the works authorised last
gession had not been carried out. Of course,
he was willing to make allowance for the fact
that the Estimates were passed very late last
yenr, and, pessibly, there might not have heen
time to carry out these works; but, as the
Estimates would probably be passed earlier
this_session, he hoped that all the works pro-
vided for would be carried out within the
year.

Tre DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WOREKS
(Hon. H., W. Venn) pointed out that,
owing to the late period when the Estimates
wero passed last year, the Department had
only six months in which to carry «ut the
works passed last session, namely, between
December and June. This year, according to
the rate at which the Estimates were being
passed, the department would have nine or
ten months to get throagh with the work.

Mr. RANDELL: Tt is now September, and
we are not through with them yet.

Mgr. A. FORREST, referrving to Item No.
13 (Assistant Engineer-in-Chief, £600), said
that the title of this officer was a very mis-
leading one, as the sc-called Assistant Engi-
necr-in-Chief was really the head of the archi-
tectural branch of the Public Works Depart-
ment. He wished to draw the attention of
the Directorof Public Works to the necessity
that existed for this officer to travel about
the conntry, nnd visit the prioncipal centres
of the eastern goldfi lds, in order to find out
the architectural requirements of those places,
which were now very inadequately provided
for in the watter of public buildings. In
fact, the first impression a wvisitor to Cool-
gardie was likely to form was that the
Government bad not been alive to the import-
ance of erecting sunitable public buildings for
such large centres of population. The
public buildings at Coolgardie were so
squat that most of the money had been
expended upon the reofs, the walls being
hardly higher than & man’s head. The public
buildings, indeed, were not at all what might
have been expected in a place that was
expanding so rapidly as Coolgardie; and he
hoped that the head of the architectural
branch wonld be sent there, in order that
designs might be prepared more in keeping
with what Coolgardie and other important
centres needed for the proper nccommodation
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of the large amount of public business that
was {one there. ‘The head of the nrchitectural
branch would he of greater service to the
country if he were not always kept in the
office, but allowed to travel to the different
ceptres, ng he bhad suggested, so that the
designs of the Public Works Department
might be of o suitable character for the
places where they were to be constructed.
The Post and ‘Felegraph Office at Coolgardie
was a nolable example of the insufficiency of
the public buildings of that place, and he
hoped that the Goveroment would soon erect
one that would be a credit to snch a large
mining centre. The money had all been spent
on the top of the building, and very little had
been done at the bottom of it, to provide
either suitable or adequate accommodution.
Me. R. F, SHOLL regretted that all tae
plans of the public buildings were of a
uniform kind, with the raesult that build-
ings were put up in the more tropical dis-
tricts that were only suitable for the cooler
regions of the South. Some of the buildings
were especially unfil for a warm climate,
notably the post and  telegraph office at
Broome, which compared very unfavorably
with the offices of the Enatern ''zlagraph Com-
pany in that town, which were coastructed to
suit a tropical climate. Tishould be the aim
of the head of the architectual branch
to plan tne buildings for the different
localties with a view to the necessities of each
place, instend of having all the designs alike,
ali over the colony. These buildings generally
were very expensive, and they should be

adapted to local requirementz in  each
case.
Tue DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

(Hon. H. W. Venn) said the hoa. member for
the Gascoyne had referred to the public build-
ings at Broome. He did not know that the
present Government had erected any public
buildings at Broome, those now standing liav-
ing heen pul up before the present (Govern-
went eame into office. The Government, when
erecting new buildings, would be found to be
quite equal to present requirements. At the
same time he might draw attention to the fact
that the offices of the Eastern Extension
Telegraph Company cost £14,000 or £15,000,
and, if the Government asked the House to
sanction such a vote for public buildings at
Broome,the House would not helikely toagreeto
such expenditure The Government telegraph
offico in the town referred to had cost only
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£300 or £400, and no doubt it did look ingigni-
ficant beside the fine offices of the 'V'elegraph
Company, which provided cven a billiard
room and cvery possible comfort for their
officers. The Government ceuld not be equally
luxurious, Lut the best would be done
in the matier of public buildings, so
far as the finances would allow. The
hon, member for West Xiunbherley had
veferred to the fact that Coolgardic
had outgrown the pnblic buildinga at that
place. No doubt that was 30, but Coolgardie
had taken enarmous strides in the last two
yenrs, and the growth of a goldfields town
could not alwaye be ncenmtely forecasted. At
Southern ¢'voss ample provision had been
made in the matter of public huildings; but
if Southern Cross had grown at the same rate
ns Coolgardie, the Southern Cross offices wounld
have teen condemned as being quite behind
the times. The Government would have to
build up to the present requirements of Cool-
gardie, and he hoped that now that thecolony
wns making such rapid progress, the Public
Works Department would be enabled to pro-
perly provide for the public requirements of
any place where new offices were to be bailt,
such us ot Kalgoorlic nnd Hannan's, At the
same time it might be difficult Lo do so, for it
was difficult to predict to what extent Han-
nan’s might grow. ULut a telegraph station
and Warden’s quurters would be evected there
that wonld be w credit to the town. On the
other hand it would not be wise for the Gov-
ernment to over-estimate the requirements of
n place, and spend a very large sum upon o
building in excess of what would be needed to
meet the growth of any of the towns of the
colony. 1t was heing arranged that a great
deal of the office work that was now heing
done by the Assistant Engineer-in-Chief
should in future be performed by the officer
next to him, acting under his direction, so
that the berd of the branch wight be Ieft
more free than he had hitherto been to visit
the different pluces where public works were
required, so that the plans might be adapted to
the different districts.

Me. MORAN snid the public buildings at
Coolgardie were designed aboul sixteen months
ago, when the place waz going ahead very
rapidly, but, notwithstanding that fact,
nothing but tin shanties were put up, which
were altogethor inadequate for the Coolgardie
of to-doy.

[ASSEMBLY.]

He would like to point out to the -

Director of Public Works that the lesson to |
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be derived from the rapid development of
Coolgardie was that in the goldfields centres
the Governwent should, in the first place,
erect only temporary structures nntil it was
seen what o mining township was going to
beecome. Then, when the growth of a town
demanded it, the temporary buildings should
be taken down, and moved on to new centres
that were bound to be opened up; and sul-
atantinl permanent buildings should be crected
in the older places. He wns glad that new
telegraph offices werne to be erected at Cool-
gardie and Kalgoorlie, for the pigeon boxes
which ut preseat did duty as telegraph stations
at those places permitted the public to both
see and hear the mnessages which were received
and {ransmitted. The sooner the new offices
were huilt, the greater the public satisfaction.

Mr. CLARESON remarked that it was
eagy for every one to be wise nfter the event,
as to the phenomenal growth of the goldfields
towns such as Coolgardie; hut, a year or two
ago, no one could huve predicted that it wounld
have been the Coolgardie it was to-day. Hence
the Public Works Department could not be
blamed for not putting up larger public offices
when the town was fitst lnid out.

MRr. GEORGE asked the Dircctor of Public
Works whether the Assistant Engineer-in-
Chief was responeible for the work of the
architectural branch of the department, and
whether he (Mr. Venn) had ascertained who
was to blame for the blunder which he (Mr.
George) had pointed out the other evening in
regard to the erection of the public offices in
Perth.

Tae DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WOKEKS
(Hon. H. W. Venn) said the hon. member for
the Murray spoke 30 often that he did not
quite remember the pariicular statement to
which the hon. inember referred.

Me. GEORGE said he would refresh the
memory of the Hon, the Director of Public
Works, The wmistake to which be alluded was
thatin the plans prepared by the Department it
wug provided that heavy onst-irom gutters
should be used, and, when the guiters were
being put up, it was discovered that tho build-
ing was notof aufficient strenglh to curry their
weight.

Tue DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
{(Hon. H. W. Venn) said he wounld ascertain
the facls of the alleged error, but he expected
it would be foumd that the hon. member for
the Murray had again been mizinformed.

Mr. RANDELL, referring to Item “ Gaov-
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ernment Electrician and Electrical Engineer,
£330,” said he understood, from what the
Premier had stated on a previous oceasion,
that the officer holding that appointmeni
(Mr. Hancock) alse discharged the daties of
Inspector of Boilers and Engines, nnder the
Boat Licensing Act, at o salary of £130 por
anpoum, Was that the case?

Tue DIRECTQR OF PUBLIC WORKS
Hon. H. W. Venn) said it was intended that
Mr. Hancoek should discharge the duties of
Boiler and Engine Inspactor, ag well as those
of Government Electrician nnd Blectrical
Engineer, but that he would not draw the
extrn £150 a yeur attached to the former
office.

Mr. RANDELL hoped the officer in ques-
tion was qualified to inspect and report upon
the condition of hoilers.

I'me Direcror oF Punnic Works (Hon. H.
W. Venn) - He has that qualification.

Mr. RANDELL: Is he a boiler-mnker?

Tue DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. H W. Venn)} said Mr. Hancock was
well qualified for the work of inspecting and
reporting upon boilers, becanse the examina-
tions which be had had to pass before he
could practise as an Elecirical Engineer were

upon mechanical subjects, embracing o
gcientific knowledge of the working of
boilers,

M. RANDELL said he thought the two
positions — Eleclrical Engineer and Boiler
Inspector—wers entirely incompufible, and
that if Mr. Hancock were allowed to fill the
dual position, o practical boiler-maker wonld
bave to be secured to do the work of inspect-
ing and reporting upon the condition of
boilers. The cowmbined salaries attached to
the two positions he had referred to amounted
to £500 & year, and he @id not consider that
this officer should draw the extra £150 a year
for ipspecting beilers, if he werenot gualified
as g practical man todo the work.

Tre DigecTorR oF PusLic Works (Hon. H,
W. Venn): He does not reccive the extra
£150 a year.

Mg. GEORGE &aid he would like to know
what Mr. Hancock really did for his salary,
and what his daties were. If the information
he had received regurding that officer was
correct, his services as Electrician to the Post
and Telegraph Department were not appre-

[17 Sgeremper, 1695.]

ciated; and,as there was already acompetent

officer in charge of the railway telephones and
another one in charge of the general tele-
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phone system of the city, he would like to
know what particnlar work Mr. Hancock was
supposed