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in the world. I am sonry to see that tis
field is not enjoying the prosperity it did
in former years. There must be great
hope for the fields yet. It is a bad thing,
if the facts are correct, that 409. ore has
been buried since 1913. Steps should be
taken to bring about the state of affairs
that existed in former years. The Gov-
erment in proposing to appoint a Roya'
Commission to inquire into the industry
will undoubtedly have these facts in view.
What is most desirable in regard to the
industry is that we should be able to pro-
vide means by which ore can be treated
at a lower cost. We must endeavour to
find means by which this large tonnage of
low grade ore throughout the country can
he profitably treated. If this can be dois
in other parts of the world, we in West-
ern Australia ought to endeavour to
achieve the results that are obtained else-
where. I am glad to know that the Owaliamine has ag~ain become a gold producer. 1
hope it will return to a profitable stage as
a result of the development that is
occurring. At Lake Way we are given to
understand the indications are good, but it
is too early to say anyting definite eon-
erning the result. If rumour is correct
the results of the boring have been good.
Further boring is taking place in the
locality as a result of the operations if
the Mararoa Company. I am hopeful that
it will be able to show good results from
its operations. The mineral area of
Northampton bag received rent attention
of late, and we expect the field wil
develop into a large and prosperous mining
area. A few years ago the Government
advanced a large sum of money to the
Surprise mine. At one time it was thought
this money would be lost, but I am glad to
say that owing to the husbandry of the
Mines Department, and to the fact that
lend is now selling at a good price, the
position to-day is very good, and the
Northampton mineral field should be-
come one of the greatest and most
prosperous of the mineral belts of Aus-
tralia. Great attention is being paid tobase metals. A larger number of men is
now being employed in producing base
metals than was the ease before. Inquiries
are coming to the Mines Ilenartment from
different narts of the world concerning
base metalR. Members are aware of the
large deposits of base metals in Western
Australia, and can imagine that these will
be of great value to the country in course
of time. There are the great manganese
propositions at Peak Hill, which are well
known to members of the Committee. There
are the great molybdenite deposits at War-
riedar, some of the largest in the world.
There are the great iron deposits and the
great graphite deposits, and deposits of all
kinds of base mineral wealth. That min-
eral wrealth will one day be utilised for the
Prosperity, of this country. In conclusion
I wish to read an extract from a letter

which was written to me a few days ago,
conveying a statement made by Mr. Donald
Mc~innon, the Australian Trade Commis-
sioner in New York--

I had a conversation a few days ago
with the gentleman who handles mere
mica than anyone else in this country,
and be tells me that the quality of the
Australian mica that he has seen places
it in a class quite by itself, and that
properly placed on the market, and the
markets in London and New York pro-
perly regulated, Australia might easily
control the mica markets of the world.

We get letters of this sort in regard to
other metals, and so my expectation and
hope are that, with proper and sympathetic
consideration from this Parliament and
particularly from the Federal Parliament,
our gold mining industry will in the near
future once again become a highly pros-
perous industry, and I trust that that pro-
sperity will be generally reflected through-
out the community of Western Australia.

Progress reported.

Horam adjourned at 10.54 p.m.
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Tursday, 93rd October, 1924.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4-30
p.m., and read prayers

QUESTION-LAND AND INCOME
TAX.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW asked the Colonial
Secretary: 1, What was the total amount
received in land and income tax during the
last financial yeart 2, The total cost of
collecting same?

The COLOIAL SECRETARY replied:±
1, £573,713. 2, This information is not
segregated. An amount of £11,472 is paid
by the State to the Commonwealth for the
collection of all State taxes.
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BILL-CLOSER SETTLEMfENT.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from previous day.
lion. H. J. VELLAND (East) [4.341:

The lriciple underlying the Bill is a very
laudable one, and in a general way I think
it will be supported by every member. I
have given the measure very close considera-
tion from two different aspects, the first,
what its effects will be on the State, and
the other what its effects will be upon the
landholders; w'ill they receive just and
equitable consideration. Those are the
principle points we have to consider, and
thot gh we acknowledge the laudable prin-
ciple behind the Bill, I fail to see that we
shall be giving to landholders the treatment
to which they are entitled. In considering
the effect of the measure upon the State
we have to face the fact that Western Aus-
tralis is dependent upon primary produc-
tion. As primary production advances, so
will the State prosper. Where we have
large tracts of land not being developed to
the extent they should be, we are not able
to carry the population we should have,
and thus we are losing some measure of the
prosperity we should be enjoying. It is
essential, therefore, that some method
should be devised to bring such land under
production. Mfuch land is held for specu-
lative purposes, and it is only right that we
should enforce the conditions under which
conditional purchase land has been taken
up. As regards land held in fee simple,
some method most be adopted to bring it
under production.

Hon. F. E. S. Wiflmott: You would in-
elude only land within a reasonable dis-
tance of a railway?

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Certainly. I
believe the Bill has been brought forward
with every good intention, but I do not
think it will mete out justice to the holders
of land, owing to the manner in which it is
proposed to take the land from them. In
my initial address in this Chamber, I made
it fairly clear that I based the prosperity
of the State upon its productivity. This is
a point we must always bear in mind, a nd
1 have endeavoured to keep it well before
me while studying this Bill. To obtain that
prosperity the settlement of all available
land is essential. Settlement in the past
has resulted in the production of a great
deal of wealth, and has brought the State
to a pitch of prosperity that was not evi-
dent when progressive land settlement was
not being undertaken. When Sir James
Nitchell in 1919 introduced his policy for
an extension of land settlement and devel-
opment, there were about 8,000 men out of
work. He also introduced the group settle-
ment scheme, but the success of that scheme
I aME rot prepared to discoss at present.
Sir James Mlitchell threw the whole weight
of his administration upon the development
of the land. When he took office 11,000

soldiers were returning from the war, and
although it is admitted a large number of
them were absorbed in their original voca-
tins, immigration was extended and thous-
ands of other men came from the Old Coun-
try. When Sir James Mitchell went out of
office at the beginning of 1924, the 3,000
unenmployed had been absorbed, and work
had been found for all the returned soldiers
requiring it and f or every one of the imoni-
grants. At one period there were more
jobs than there were men to fill them. This
shows that the development of the land is
in the interests of the workers, while it also
makes for the production of an asset that
will stand for ever. The Eastern States did
not attempt to split up their large estates
until practically the whole of their Crown
lands had been settled. It ban been stated
that when Western Australia has settled the
whole of its Crown lands, it will be time
to think about breaking up large estates,
bet I am satisfied that if we stayed our
hand until there were no more Crown lands
available, it would mean continued and in-
creased railway losses.

Hion. F. E. S. Wilhnott: The argument
used is that people cannot get land now.
That is why the Government want this Bill.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: That is so. But
it is also argued that there is land available
if "-e only construct additional rail-
ways to connect it up. There is
plenty of land available, but it lacks
railway facilities. Our railway mileage comn-
pared with that of the Eastern States shows
Western Australia in a very had light. Here
we have one mile of railway to every 94
of the population; Queensland has one mile
to every 134; South Australia, one mile to
every 217; Tasmania, one mile to every
332; Victoria, one mile to every 364; and
New South Wales, one mile to every 411
of the population. 'We see the advantage
which the Eastern States possess over West-
ern Australia in the matter of actual run-
ning costs of railways. Our productive
areas are on the outskirts of the State-I
refer to the great wheat belt and the parts
below Bridgetown, which are not altogether
fed by the railways, as is the case in the
Fast. The producers on the outskirts have
to send their produce over long distances,
through districts which are not producing,
and therefore not helping to keep the rail-
ways going. The necessity for railing pro-
duce through Bsh alienated and compara-
tively unimproved lands is causing a good
deal of trouble with respect to cost of pro-
duction. Again, it is said that the large
areas are supporting as many men as the
areas which are more closely settled. In
that regard I take as an example the case
of M,%r. Hedges, whose holding is about 25
miles from Bruce Rock. I have the very
highest respect for Mr. Hedges and for the
manner in which ha has developed his land.
I do not think any man in Western Aus-
tralia has spent more money on the develop-
ment of a property than -Mr. Hedges has
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spent. He has helped materially to make
the Bruce Rock district. Yet I cnnot shut
my eyes to the tact that the State would
benefit More if Air. Hedges' holding were
divided amongst 25 satisfied families work-
ing upon it. I now refer to the effects of
raising a satisfied population in the State,
as a general argument.

Hon. V. Hameraley: For a considerable
time Mr. Hedges had 125 men on his pay
roll.

Hon. F. E. S. Willmott: And he wanted
to build the railway, and the Government
would not let him.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Having looked
into the question, I am quite satisfied that
Mr. Hedges has spent more money on the
property than would have been spent on it
had it been originally settled as I suggest,
and that be is employing more men than
would otherwise be the case. Still, I be-
lieve there is not a married man with a
family on the farm, unless it be someone
at the house. If that is the case, as I be-
lieve it to be, there is not the same advan-
tage to the iState from Mr. Hedges holding
that property as would accrue if the pro-
perty were carrying 25 satisfied families
raising population for the State. This Dill
has for its object the raising, on fairmes, of
satisfied families, which are the greatest
assets any State can have.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Would this Bill mean
that Mr. Hedges' property would be cut
up,

Hon. H. J. YELLANfl: I do not know
that it would be. I would not be in favour
of cutting it up, having regard to the fact
that it is fully developed. Indeed, I be-
lieve Mr. Hedges has offered the property to
the Government under the Agricultural
Lands Purchase Act, and that the Govern-
ment could have it to-morrow.

Hon. F. E. S. Willmott: flat land wild
be in a state of nature if Mr. Hedges bad
not taken it up.

Hon. H1. J. YELLAND: All the land
around his property has been selected and
has been improved. Had the property been
taken up originally by 25 different men, it
would now be carrying 25 satisfied farmers.

Hon. F. E. S. Willmott: They would be
the only 25 satisfied farmers in the world.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: The aim of the
Bill is to force unproductive lands-of
course I do not say such lands as those
held by Mr. Hedges-into production, and
to make the lands alongside the railways
pay for the railways. Everyone must appre-
diate the principle behind the Bill. Now
I will touch on Mr. Burvill 'a statistics re-
garding applicants for blocks lately thrown
open. The hon. member's figures go to
show that there is a keen demand for land
in Western Australia; but it is a demand
only f or good land within reasonable dis-
tance of a railway line. Mr. Burvill's
statistics will not, I think, bear very close
inspection, because the numbers he has given
for various blocks will probably be to a

considerable extent recapitulations of the
same names. As soon as a good block is
offered, numbers of men will apply for it,
and also for other blocks. Probably
a considerable proportion of the ap-
plicants would be men whose parents
were living in the district, ad I ay
at once that those are the men who
are entitled to consideration. Another
large proportion of the applicants would
be wanting the block for the purpose of
extending their operations. Therefore Mr.
Burvill's figures do not carry the weight
he would like to attach to them. Experi-
ence shows that one applicant will apply
for a number of blocks, and that there are
speculators out to select land because they
realise that Western Australian land is ad-
vaincing in price. Having regard to the de-
mand for land, I say the principle of the
Bill is laudable. The need for a satisfied
and comfortable population settled on the
land is one of the main reasons for reducing
the existing large estates. Behind the whole
question is the stability of the nation.
That, to my mind, is the central pillar
around which the measure revolves and
should revolve. Now I wish to utter a
word of warning to the Government. In
some instances large ares are necessary in
order that the farmer may make a profit.
If I had 1,000 acres of the very best land,
I could make a very decent farm out of
it; but if I had not the best of land, I
would make a failure of 1,000 acres. One
great fault I see in the Industries Assist-
ance Board and the Agricultural Bank is
that they have tried to help men on areas
which are too small, and which therefore
cannot carry the overhead expenses. I
have in mind the case of two young fel-
lows working side by side, each with 750
to 1,000 acres. The overhead expenses of
each of them are as much as the amount
of overhead expenses on the two blocks
combined ought to be. If the two blocks
were amalgamated, the machinery necessary
to work them adequately could be brought
together and used over the two blocks; and
then the overhead expenses, such as interest
and sinking fund as applied to machinery,
could be overtaken by the higher returns
available from the 2,000 acres. The land
in question is not of the very best. A simi-
lar position will arise in the case of many
large properties if they are cut up as pro-
posed by the Bill. A large number of
blocks on which men can make a success
will be taken up, but the inferior blocks
will be left. On a large estate overhead
expenses are proportionately small; but cut
that estate up into a dozen farms, and the
overhead expenses will increase sixfold.
The holders tben would not be able to
pay interest and sinking fund plus over-
head expenses. Yet, as I shall show later,
the Bill proposes the appointment of a
board without experience in these matters,
to say whether a property can carry such
expenses.
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lion. V. Hanerslev, How much first-
class land do you think a man should havel

Hon. H. J. YELLAXI): Not less thate
B00 to 1,000 acres.

Hoa. J. Ewing: Do you mean, in the
wheat areas?

Hon. H. J. YEtLLAND: I am speaking
now of the wheat area

Hon. V. Harnersicy: A man with £10,1000
or £20,000 capital would then have to walk
out of this country, because be would not
be such a fool as to invest that money en
1,000 are.

Hon. H. J. YEJ-,AND: I have no objec-
tion to such a man extending his opera-
tiones. The hon. member seems to have
jumped to the conclusion that I desire to
split up all the improved areas. I have no
such intention. 1 took the case of Mr.
Hedges because his property is thoroughly
improved and up-to-date. This Bill
would not affect him, because be has de-
veloped his property. I could not) however,
help bringing forward the case of Mr.
Hedges as one showing that the settlement
of 15 or 25 satisfied families on the land
was ait asset not to be overlooked. Now
I will turn to the other side of the picture.
We must see whether the Bill proposes to
treat the present holders of land justly. I
say emnphatically that that is not the case.
While the principle of the Bill is right, the
proposed method of applying that principle
is wrong. This measure is rather one.
sided. Paragraph (b) of Clause 7 tells us
that the lsand is to be taken at the mans-
ment under the Land Tax and Income Tax
Assessment Act, plus 10 per cent, for dis-
turbance. On the faew of it that appears
satisfactory, hut practically it is wrong.
From his seat in the House Mr. Lovekin
referred a few days ago to what happened
in connection with the assessment of land
that be bought in St. George'Is-terrace. If
I took members into the wheat areas, we
would not have to travel far before coming
across an ssessor from the department who
would be found to be engaged in re-assess-
ing the lend. When the land was origin-
ally taken up it was assessed by valuers
and when it was cleared the unimproved
value increased with the improvements made
upon it. If, therefore, it is intended to
take that land from any person at the orig-
inal assessment made upon it, and give
him 10 per cent, in addition, then there
will he dose a serious wrong because the
fair value will not be given. Yon can coms-
pel a man to sell at the board's valuation.
That is not fair or equitable. With regard
to the personnel of the board, if it is to
remain as it is proposed in the Bill, that in
itself will he sufficient for me to vote
against the second reading. Such a board
will not give a fair deal to the man who
has land to dispose of. First of all the
Governor may appoint an officer from the
Lands and Surveys Department and another

from the Agricultural Bank. I have noth-
ing to say against any of the officers of
those two departments. I am aware they
are men of high repute. It is the principle
that I am against because it is wrong. The
board will be composed of three members,
two of whom are to be chosen from the
Civil Service, and who will be in subjec-
tion to the Minister in charge of the de-
partmnent. With regard to the third mera-
luember of the board, it is not stipulated who
is to wake the appointment. I presume it
wvill be the same Minister who will select
the third member. The chairman is to be
appointed by the Governor. It will be seen,
therefore, that the board will be one-sided.
I cannt understand why it is intended to
appoint only three members on this boardp
when the board appointed under the Agri-
cultural Lands Purchase Act is com-
posed of nine. Further, there is a
clause in the Bill that brings the
Agricultural Lands Purchase Act under the
jurisdiction of the board proposed to be
appointed. It means that a board of nine
members will be supplanted by a hoard of
three. Then we find that the owner may
require the whole of his land to he taken,
if the hoard decides that only a portion shall
be resumed. A man may hold a fairly large
area of land in his name and in the names
of members of his family. That is often
found to be the case and it is done for the
sake of convenience. Then it will be pos-
sible under the Bill to take a part of the
area and leave out the blocks that are held
in the names of the members of the family.
That, too, applies to persons who hold land
in their several names and are working the
property as a partnership. There is no
provision in the Bill whereby, in the event
of a partnership of that description being
interfered with, the partners can come in.
If you are going to take a portion of the
land owned by the partnership, it is only
right that the whole of it should be taken.
The Lands Department can consider each
person separately, and each person is re-
sponsible for the payment of his dues upon
the land.

Hion. J. Ewing: What about the deed of
partnership?

lion. R. J. TELLAND: That refers to
the working of the property, I presume, but
it is quite possible for the titles to be held
in separate names and for the whole pro-
perty to be worked as a partnersnip affair.

Hon. J. Ewing: The board would have
to take the whole lot.

Ronm H. J. YELLAND: But the Bill
does not provide for that. One of the most
serious objections I have to the Bill is that
there is no provision for an appeal. In legal
practice there is always provision for an
appeal. If an individual is not satisfied
with a decision given against him in a lower
court, be can always appeal to the Supreme
Court, and from the Supreme Court he a"
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go even to the Privy Council. The Bill pro-
vides that the three members who are to
constitute the board shall be the adjudi-
cators as to the carrying capacity o. the
land. They will have the right to adjudi-
cate so far ast values are concerned, and they
can turn a juan aside and he will not have
the right of appeal.

lHon. J. Ewing: What about Ulause 8?
Hon. II. J. YELLAND: There is refer-

ence to an appeal there. It says-
Provided that an owner may, at any

time within two months from the service
of such notice of default, appeal to a
judge of the Supreme Court.

That clause, however, is in reference to
where a man decides to subdivide the land
and then if he does not complete the sub-
division %ithin a certain time the hoard
way come in and take possession. It is
against the board taking possession that uso
is given the right to appeal. There is no
provision for an appeal against the valua-
tion set up7 by the board, or as to whether
the man is putting the property to reason-
able bee. The Bill permits of the acquiai.
dion of land if it is partially improved. If
the board, as it is proposed to constitute it,
were such that we could rely upon it giving
fair judgment, the position might be dif-
ferent. I do not know, however, that the
members who will constitute it will be prac-
tical men. If they are, they will be able to
give an opinion, bat so far as I can see
there is a possibility of at least two mem-
bers of the board Dot being practical farm-
em. Therefore, how will it be possible for
them to determine whether the land is being
utilised to the fullest extent. The last clause
of the Bill includes freehold, leasehold and
conditional purchase land. I want to know
whether it is intended M' connection with
this clause to interfere with the conditions.
I have land in regard to which the condi-
tions have not been completed. One who
takes up land han iron, 20 to 30 years in
which to carry out his obligations. If he
is cornp lying with the conditions of the con-
tract be has entered into is the Bill to
supersede those conditional Is it intended
that the lend shall be taken from him, while,
in all good faith, he is carrying out his
obligation 7

en. T. Moore: Some members of your
party objected before becanse that was not
in the Dill. Now you object because it is
In the Dill.

Eon. R. 3. YELTLANm: I am not oh.
jecting; I am asking whether it is in-
tended to override a contract already en-
tered into.

Hen. H. A. Stephenson: They want to
repudiate their side of the contract.

Eon. H. 3. flLLAIID: That is what it
amounts to. 'The principle of the Bill is
laudable and those areas, especially near the
railways, that are not being used in the best
interests of the State's welfare could well
be acquired. That end could be gained in

a better way. The Agricultural Lands Puri-
chlase Act has worked satisfactorily. I
took the trouble to make inquiries from the
Lands Department as to whether any diffi-
culty had been experienced in connection
with that Act and the distribution of the
land acquired under the powers provided.
I found that practically no land acquired
under it had been left on the department's
books. The Agricultural Lands Purchase
Act is mnore equitable than the bill we are
considering, and its board of nine members
Is better able to give more satisfaction than
can be expected from any board of three.
Under that Act I find we are entitled to
spend up to £1,500,000. Now we propose
to take that power out of the hands of a
hoard of nine members and give it to a
board of three. That is a dangerous course
to follow and should receive consideration
at our hands. At first I had intended to
oppose the second reading of the Bill, but

Ihelieve we can amend the Bill in Com-
mittee so as to make it workable. There-
fore 1 shall support the second reading.

Hon. J. DITFEELL (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [5.l3J: It had not been my
intention to make any remarks on the
second reading of the Bill, but for the
speech of the hon. member who has just
resumed his seat. I feel in duty bound
also to make a few observations, seeing
that this is the third time that a Bill of
this nature has come before the Legisla-
tive Council for consideration. Those of
us who have been here for a few years
remember the first Closer Settlement Bill,
which had for its object the assessment
of certain areas in the South-West,
ostensibly for settling new arrivals in the
State. That Bill was referred to a select
committee, but, owing to the approach of
the end of the session, it was unable to go
into the matter as fully as -as necessary.
Certain evidence was obtained, and a re-
port was submitted to the House, which is
available to members. This shows that
the objects of the Bill were such that cer-
tain stringent amendments were necessary.
As time passed on and people began to
arrive from other parts of the world, land
was required for them and a further Bill
was brought down. That Dill gave power
to resume certain areas, which were held
by men who were occupying prominent
positions in the State. The question of
the tax upon these lands weighed heavily
with some members, and eventually that
Bill was numbered amongst the esaughtered
innocents. Since then there has been
brought forcibly under our notice the pro-
gress that has been made in lard settle-
ment. An agreement was entered into
between Sir James Mitchell and the
authorities in. London regarding the preat
scheme of land settlement that he
inaugurated. On that account it was
necessary to call together a special session
of Parliament to deal with the Bill that
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had been consigned to the waste-paper
basket at the close of the previous session,
but which, as the Premier of the day
said, was part and parcel of the
scheme. At that special session a large
sum of money was passed for the construe-
tion of the railway in the South-West, in
conjunction with the acquisition of certain
areas contemplated as the result of the
Bill. In supporting the Bill now before
us I have in mind that the present Min-
ister for Lands is an fait with all the
conditions appertaining to the areas it is
proposed to resume. It was found that
the provisions of the Land Resumption
Act did not give the powers -necessary for
these resumptions; hence the necessity for
the third appearance of a Closer Settle-
meat Bill. The Minister for Lands, who
introduced this measure, possesses, II
think, the confidence of every member of
this Parliament. Nothing but good has
been said of the land settlement schema
as enunciated from time to time by Mr.
Aagwin. That being so, there is not much
cause for alarm that any undue hardship
will he inflicted upon any owner or lessee
of land in this State. I am not eatirely
in accord with all the clauses of the Bill,
but regard them generally as the nucleus
providing for the proposed resumaptions.
Clause 2 relates to the formation of the
board, and can he improved upon. If this
be amended to provide that one membar
of the board shall be a practical farmer,
it will go a long way towards meeting the
wishes of many members of this Chamber.
A Bill of this kind is necessary to enable
the Government to acquire land, especially
in the South-West. I understand it ip
their ambition to continue the settlement
scheme. This scheme seems to be passing
through a period of change, which I
anticipate will result beneficially to the
State. It is generally admitted that the
terms and conditions of the agreement
entered into by Sir James Mitchell are not
conducive to the best interests of the
State, inasmuch as under it we were pay-
ing too great a price for any advantages
we received, or would be likely to derive
from it for many years to come. Rearing
in mind that there are signs of improve-
ment in the conditions of this agreement
providing hetter terms, more money and
greater advantages to the State, I think
we should encourage the idea, and in-
crease the confidence of those in authority
in London. I believe it is the desire of
those statesmien to do the best they can for
this State, seeing that it wa the first to
inargurate the closer settlement scheme. If
we pass this Bill we shall be doing some-
thinz that will redound to our credit and
to the benefit of the State. I have pleasure
in supporting the second readiag.

On motion by Hon. E. H. Gray, debate
adjourned.

DILL--JURY ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee.

Hon. JT. W. Kirwan in the Chair; the
Honorary Minister in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2--agreed to.
Clause 3--Amendment of Section 5:

Hon. A. J. 1H. SAW: This is the first
clause that opens up the question of the
elimination of a special jury. I move-

That con~sideration of this clause be
postponed.
Motion put and passed.
Clause 4- 1'rther amendment of Section

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: Dhid clause deals
with the qualification of common jurymen,
and abolishes the present qualification. 1
object to the present hiumble qualification
being done away with, and to the qualifics-
tion being made, so fax as a man is con-
cerned, practicaliy on the adult suffrage.
Thnt is not in the interests ot those who
have recourse to the law courts. We o-we a
duty to those who are unfortunately forced
into the court, that they should obtain the
host tribunal possible before which they can
be heard. The qualification of adult suf-
f rage is not the best. No member who was
engaged in a civil ease would agree to its
heing decided by a body of men chosen at
random from the list of those who would be
included in the term ''adult suffrage." I
hope the clause will be struck out,

The HONORARY MINISTER: I agree
that the beat tribunals should be secured for
those who are unfortunate enough to appear
before the court, but I have yet to leara that
the qualification outlined in the Act makes
the tribunal any better than it will be under
the qualification outlined in the Bill.

Hon. J. Cornell: How will the Bim im-
prove matters?

The HONORARY MIfNISTER: It will
not mnake them any worse.

Hon. J. Cornell: If it will net make them
any better there is no need for a change.

The HONORAkRY MINISTER: The sys-
tern of compiling the jury list will still
obtain. The man in the street will not be
included in it. The list is compiled annually
hy the police, and is dealt with by the re-
vision court, so that the danger feared by
Dr. Saw will not exist. The adult suffrage
qualification exists in New Zealand and
Queensland, where it has proved satisfac-
tory. When we have these illustrations from
the enactments in other parts of the Corn-
nmonweyalth and New Zealand, there is no
danger in inserting the proposed amendment
in our Act.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The Honorary Min-
ister's argument was a weak one. He
pointed out that the compilation of the jury
list was in the hands of the police, who made
a house-to-house visit for that purpose each
year. If we could make the man in the
street who is without domicile carry the
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sanme obligations as the man with domicile, it
would he all right. That cannot be achieved
-hence the difficulty in applying the pro-
posed change in our laws with which I do
not agree. I understand that the Bill as
originally drafted did not contain this clause
which was inserted after recommittal.

lHon. A. J. H. Saw: It was rejected at
first and accepted later.

Hion. J. CORNELL: Yes, because the dif-
ficulty of applying the clause with equity
wa realised. If it could be shown that the
itinerant individual had to shoulder the same
burden as the man with a domicile, there
would be some force in the Honorary Min-
ister 'a argument.

Hon. T. MOORE: I was rather armused
when Dr. Saw spoke on the second reading of
the Bill, and pointed out that in his opinion
the integrity of the mn possessing certain
means or property qualification could be
trusted, rather than that of the man who
did not possess either or both. Very often,
through no fault of his own, a man who may
be qualified to serve as a juror to-day may be
disqualified next week. A business failure
or other trouble may dispossess him of his
qualification. The New Zealand legislation
has been quoted often as a model for us to
follow. A similar proviioin to that sug-
gested now has been in operation in New
Zealand for many years. Their Act in-
cludesi the following:-

Except as hereinafter otherwise pro-
vided, every an between the ages of 21
years and 60 years who is of good fame
and character, and who resides within
New Zealand (not being a Maori)-

Provision is made elsewhere for Maotrita sr-
ing on mixed juries-

-is liable and qualified to serve as a juror
upon all juries which away be empanelled
for any trial within the Jury district in
which such person resides.

Generally speaking it is the bead of the
household who is called upon to serve on a
jury. Very often he has to carry out those
duties against his wishes, whereas his
brother, who may be residing with him
and may he sin'ilarly circumstanced, is not
called upon to act as a juror. 'My exper-
ience leads mec to believe that the property
qualification is very often one that is ap-
parent rather than real. A man who is
supposed to possess the property qualifica-
tion may be practically bankrupt. The fact
remains that many reputable people are
barred from serving on juries merely be-
cause they do not at present appear to hold
the necessary qualifications.

Eon. V. Hamersley: Are they anxious t.
seive as jurors?

Hon. T. MOORE: I have indicated that
very often they are not anxious. I claim,
however, it is a duty they ought to carry
out. The New Zealand Act sets out dig-
inualifications and the section dealing with
that reads as follows:-

The following persons are not qualified
to serve on any jury in any court or on

any occaio:- (a) Anyone who is not
a natural born or a naturalised subject of
His Majesty; (b) anyone who baa been
convicted of any infuaous crime, or of
treason, or of any crime formerly pun-
ishable as a felony, unless he has re-
ceived a free pardon; (c) anyone who is
an undischarged bankrupt; (d) anyone
who is of bad fame or repute.

In view of such provisions, what is Dr. Saw
afraid of I Who is he afraid of? Appar-
ently Dr. Saw was of the opinion that when
a jury list was to be compiled, the police-
man would take the first ten men or so be
found in the street. We should give the
reputable citizens of this State, irrespec-
tive of whether they possess these qualifi-
cations or tiot, the right to do their duty
to the State.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Mr. Mfoore has
rather strengthened the ideas I held that
it is desirable to retain the qualifications
for common jrrors as they appear in the
Act.

R~on. T. Moore: I usually strengthen your
ideas; they must be very weak.

Hou. J. NICHOLSON:; There is one point
to which I desire to draw attention. Clause
8 proposes to amend Section 5 by omitting
the word "cmo, and Clause 4 pro-
poses to strike out words in the same sec-
tion but which appear prior to the word
''cmmnon.'' It appears to me that Claoses
3 and 4 should be reversed. As to Mr.
Mtoore's argumecnts, it is true that the New
Zealand Act has certain provisions making
it necessary for anyone of good fame be-
tween the ages of 21 and 60 to serve on a
jury. If we agree to the amendment pro-
poscd by the clause, we will not bring our
Act into line with the New Zealand legis-
lation, because there is no suggestion In
the Bill that the safeguard setting out
that the jurors must be of good fame and
character shall be inserted.

lon. J1. R. Brown: It is not necessary
in Western Australia.

Baon. J1. NTCHOLSON: The point about
this is that N~ew Zealand has a much older
settled comnuinity than we have in Western
Australia. Our community is a migratory
one, and wye have only to look at the changes
that take plae year after year in the gold-
fields districts to see that that is so. The
Hounrar Minister has correctly indicated
the methods adopted in the annual revision
and compilation of the jury list. In some
countryv districts it is found that men live
there for a while and then take their de-
parture. This adversely affects the Jury
list. The idea of maintaining a property
qualification is that persons owning proper-
ties are mnore likely to be permanently dom-
iciled. The qualification reonired of a com-
mon juror is so small that but very few
men could not claim it. We can only hope
to make a useful jury list by having on it
people likely to have continuity of residence
and a stake in the country. Therefore I
will oppose the clause.
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Hon. A. LOVEK=: I am afraid Act. It must be remembered that the police
we have not been given the ful
text of the New. Zealand Act. In Sec-
tions 26 to 30 of that Act I find a
distinction is drawn between the man in
the street and the man of qualifications.
Under the New Zealand Act, once a year
the justices meet to compile jury lists, and
are assisted by constables in that work.
Provision is made for the setting out of
the qualifications of each man onr that list.

Eon. T. Moore: But that is in respect of
the special jury.

HODa. A. LOVEKIN: It applies to all
juries. The New Zealand Act clearly cOn-
templates some qualification.

Hion. T. Mloore: Only for a special jury.
Hon. A. LOVEKIN : The Bill before

us also seems to contemplate a good
deal more than the Minister suggests.
Under Section 9 of the principal Act,
provision is made for the compilation
of jury lists. The provision takes
in the qualifications of both common
and special juries, and the second schedule
provides for the setting out of each jurr's
qualifications. This section is not touched
by the Bill; so if we pass the clause we
leave Sections 9 and 10 of the parent Act,
and the schedule, all standing. If the
clause is arced to, further amendments of
the parent Act will have to be made. Comn-
ing to the merits of the clause, it seems to
me we are getting down to the worst form
of class legislation. It is legislation for
the very gutter class. We are to take ay
man, eyeD from the criminal class, put him
on the jury list and allow him to be called
in court as a juryman. We shall
he getting, not the greatest compet-
once in the coumnunity, but the very
least. The qualification for a common juror
is little enough as it stands. The property
qualification is not the beat imaginable, but
it is the best likely to be devised as a
guarantee of character. 1 'will vote
against the clause.

lion. A. J. H. SAW: Almost invariably
am I misrepresented by members opposite.
Speaking on the second reading, I was cawe-
hil to say that I eat no reflec tion on people
who had not this humble qualification, but
I maintained that amongst those who held
this qualification there was A. larger per-
centage of honest and intelligent people
than was to be found amongst those who
did not hold the qualification.

Eon. T. Moore: What does that meant
Eon. A. 3. H. SAW: Exactly what I say.

The monetary qualification, I admit, does
not stand for everything; but them is no
possibility of devising any other test that
will get us on a slightly higher level, and
so I think we mast let the monetary test
stand.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Mr. Love.
kin drew the long bow when he suggested
that men of the criminal class were likely
to be included in the Jury. That was a
reflection on the past administration of the

have a voice in the compilation of jury
lists. Surely they, in conjunction with the
justices, are in a position to compile a jury
list without the inclusion of any of the
criminal element.

Hon. 3. Nicholson: But under this, the
criminal could claim to be included.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Of course,
anybody can claim to be included.

Hon. A. Lovekin: If you leave it wholly
to the constables, they might do an. injus-
tice to the criminal.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The hon.
member is satisfied with the compilation of
the jury list to-day.

Hon. A. Lovekia: But you are sweeping
it away.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Oh no,
we are merely amending it. If the hon.
member's sole objection is that the standard
of the jury list will be encroached upon
by the altered conditions, I can assure him
that nothing of the kind will occur.

Eon. 3. Cornell: It needs further amend-
ment.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Perhaps
so. However, if that is the hon. member's
only objection, the difficulty is easily over-
come, because the sme safeguards will be
there.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: On the Minister's
statement how could a jury list be com-
piled? He says we must obviously make
some further amendment because the jury
list at present is compiled of men with
qualifications. If he is going to have no
qualification, what will be the method of
compiling the list? We ought to be in-
formed. Are the constables to go around
the highways and byways and to every hotel
and house and thus compile the list? The
Minister says the police could exercise dis-
cretion. I do not know whether it is wise
to leave the compilation of the list to the
police.

Hon. J. COBNELL: Since I spoke on
the second reading I have discussed this
matter with a couple of prominent legal
men, who have given me to understand that
if the qualification for a common juryman
remains, we could very well dispense with
the qualification for a special juryman with-
out altering the principle of special juries.
Then when a special jury was required for
a special case, it could be chosen from the
common jury list. T shall oppose the clause,
but shall vote for the abolition of a special
jury list.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: I cannot follow Mr.
1,vki' argument, because safeguards are
provided in the principal Act. He is wrong
in saying that criminals and gutter-snipes
might be included in the jury list. Section
11 provides for the magistrate to delete
from the list all persons disqualified from
serving by reason of deafness, blindness,
mental infirmity, or any other cause amount-
ing to a disqualification. No one would
advocate a jury list composed of undesir.
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able chiaracters, but to insist upon a pro-
perty qualification is an insult to the great
body of workers.

lion. V. Jinmersicy: What nonsense!
Ilon. E. H. GRAY: Very often the best

of people have not a shilling in their
pockets. According to Mr. Lovekin 's
ideas, Christ and his disciples would be
disqualified. There are men and women
who devote almost-the whole of their time
and money to helping others, and they would
be disqualified. It makes me wroth to bear
such a ridiculous argument that the posses-
sion of money makes a desirable citizen.

Hou. A. Lovelcin: Who said that?
Bon. E. H. GRAY: I guarantee that

buetter citizens are found amongst ordinary
people than amongst the wealthy. Maeny of
the wealthy are not fit to dlean the hoots of
hosts of poor people.

Hon. A. Iaovekin: Who used those argu-
nmeuts9

Hon. E. H. GRAY: That is the effect
of the argument of every member opposing
the clause, So long as there is a money
qualification, it is so insult to thousands of
decent citizens.

lion. A. Lovelcin: I never argued for the
money quialification.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Every member who
has opposed the clause ha donC so on the
ground that a certain amount of money goes
to m~ake a good citizen. I hope the clause
will he retained.I

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: Qualifica-
tions are necessary, so that when the police
com~pile the jury list they will be able to
find men of some permanency of residence.
If tire jury list included mnen without stake
,r standing in the country, it would be
practically useless. I oppose the clausec.

Hon. W. H. ITSON: I resent the ira
potation that because a man has not a Cer-
tain amount of money, or baa to move about
the country in order to carn a living, he is
not as competent to be a common juror as is
a man possessed of wealth end property. It
is fallacious to argue that the possession of
money is a qualification.

Hon. A. Loavekin: That is not contended.
Hon. W. Ht. KITSON: It has been con-

tended thatt we would get a bigger propor-
tion of men of integrity amongst pteople
possessed of property than amongst other
classes. I challenge that statement.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Who said that?
Hon. W. H. KITSON: Dr. Saw said it.
Hon. A. J. H. Saw: I say it still.
Hon. W. HI. KITSON: A member who

makes that statement shows a very limited
knowledge of the average worker. I would
far sooner trust myself to -the judgment of
men from the working class than men
drawn from the ranks of the wealthy.

Hont. J. M4. Macfarlane: Surely soth a
man would have £50 worth of furniture.

Eon. W. HT. KITSON: There are plenty
of men who hive not.

Hon. J. 11. Macfarlane: Then they are
too urn-ertain to be available for a jury list.

Hon. W. H. K[TSON: If a mart baa to
move to another part of the State in order
to earn a living, is that to be a bar against
his sitting on a jury? I hope the clause
will be agreed to.

Progress reported.

Manse adjourned at 6.15 p.

Thursdayi, 23rd October, 102it.

Papers: Opening of Pararament. ..
Questions: Ralwrays, shortage of tnwksz

Ampanies Op~erating In the State...
ana Estmtes, vote, and item discussed

1450

1450

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.80
p.m., and read prayers.

WTESTION-NAIL WAYS,
OF TRUCKS.

SHORTAGE

Mr. E. 13 JOflNSTON (for Mr. Gil-
fiths) asked the Minister for Railways: 1,
Wil he endeavour to have it made possib]p
for settlers, sandalwood pullers, and others
to get trucks supplied on the Merredin-
Narrembeen line? 2, Is he aware that set-
tlers cannot get trucks at present?

The MINMSTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
filied: 1, Line is now being inspected with
a view to allowing Government trucks to be
run over same. Report should be available
in the corirse of a day or so. 2, Ample
trucks will be availahle, provided line is
certified safe for traffic.

PAPERS-OPENING OF PARLIAMENT.

The SPEAKERI: I have here corres-
pondence relating to the opening of Par-
liament.

Tire MINISTER FOR LANDS: I move-

Tat these papaes be printed and be
laid on the Table of the H~ouse.
Question put and passed.


