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of the debt. This is not a good thing for
the community.

Hon. V. Haimerslev: Do you say that if
the man is sent to prison, it wipes out the
debt?

Hon. A. LOVEICIN: Yes, the whole of
the debt, once he goes to prison. In order
to avoid that, we take advantage of another
section of the Act, and order the man to find
security for payment of the money; and
then, if lie does not find the security, wve
adjudge him guilty of contempt and he
may go to prison for six months.

Ifon. E. H. Gray: And he still owes the
money.

lion. A.. LOVERIN: Yes. The mainten-
ance officers of the department do the very
best they can, but it is very difficult to get
hold of these men, who travel about the coun-
try and change their names. Here is the
State footing a bill of £6,000 odd in respect
of men who oug-ht to be supporting their
wives and children.

Hfon. J. J. Holmes: You may be qualify-
ing to become an industrial mag-istrate!

lon. A. LOVEKIN: INo; but I see these
cases. I have been dragged into them, as
into many things in my time. Those things
I get into I take an interest in, and do the
best I can. It seemus to me quite ivrong1
that because a woman whose husband is a
waster arid runs away, applies for and obl-
tains a maintenance order which is not
complied with, and the husband goes away
for three or four years and perhaps is
living with another woman, the wife should
still be tied to that man. She cannot ap-
ply for a divorce by reason of the main-
tenance order, which the court holds nega-
tives desertion. She is forced either to
seek relief from thle Charities Depart-
ment or, as the evidence taken before
the select committee shows, in some cases
lives with some other man and produces
ille2itimate children for whom no one is
responsible, and for whom the State has
to provide. It seems to me better
to allow the woman after three years to
get a divorce, notwithstanding that there
is a maintenance order in existence which
has not been complied with. If the main-
tenance order is complied with, of course
there is no desertion. This Bill seeks to
make it desertion if the maintenance order
hasg been in existence for three years and
there has been no compliance. The other
House agreed to that principle, and I do

not think any member here wvill object to it.
Imove-
That the Bill be now read a second time.
On motion by the Chief Secretary, debate

adjourned.

1,
9

BILLS (4)-FIRST READING.

Day Baking.
Laud Drainage.

3, 'Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewera~ge
and Drainage Act Amendment.

4, Primary Products Malrketingo.

BILL-FORESTS ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Assembly's Message.

Message from the Assembly received and
read, notifying that it had agreed to the
Council's amendment.

House adjourned at 9.8 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-POUCOE CONSTABLE,
HALL'S CREEK.

Mr. COVERLEY asked the -Minister for
Justice: Is it. a fact that the police constable
in charge at Hall's Creek has been absent
from town for the past month for the pur-
pose of acting as guide to an explorer named
Terry?
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The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
In August, 1921, arrangements were made
at the request of the Manager of Billiluna
Station, for Constable Flinders, of Hall's
Creek, to periodically patrol to that station.
As Mr. Terry was proceeding via Bihiluna to
Godfrey's Tank the opportunity was taken
to pennit the constable to make the patrol at
the same time,

QUESTION-SEAMEN'S DISPUTE,
POLICE PROTECTION.

Hion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL asked tile
Minister for Justice: I., Does the following
sentence, contained in an interview with the
Minister pub~lished in the "West Australian"
of the 20th, express the decision of the Gov-
eincent in this matter: "Whenever police
protection wvas sought, and the crew were
willing to work the boat, it had always been,
and would always be, forthcoming9 2, It
so. on what ground has this decision been
arrived at?9

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
I., Yes. 2, On the ground that if the crcev
is willing to take the "easel to sea and police
protection is asked for the purpose of pre-
venting disorder, it will be provided.

LEAVE or ABSENCE.
On motion by Mr. Richardson, leave of

absence for two weeks granted to the member
for Irwin (Mr. 'Maley) on the ground of
urgent private business.

BILL-NEWCASTLE SUBURBAN LOT
58.

Introduced by the Minister for Lands
and read a first time.

MOTION-BILLS OF SALE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

Select Commnittee-As to publication of
evidence.

MR. DAVY (West Perth) [4.35]: 1
move

That in view of the conflicting nature of
the e5Hdenee given before the Select Commit-
tee appointed to inquire into the Bills of Sale
Act Amendment Bill, so much of the Standing
Orders relating to the publication of evidence
before Select Committees be suspended to per-
mit of the evidence being published in the

Pr-ess before the presentation of the Commit-
tee's report to this House.
I -am by tis motion endeavouring to fall into
line with the unanimous wishes of the mem-
hers of the Select Committee. The evidence
called and given to that Committee will, I
anm surme, wvhen it is read by bon. members,
satisfy them very fully as to the justifica-
tion of referring this matter to a select cons-
mittee. It is quite extraordinary that ther-
oughly responsible people have expressed en-
tirely different views as to the advisability
or otherwise of amending the Bills of Sale
Act. In view of that thec Committee desire
that the fullest publicity should be given
tO the evidence, with a view to any othecr
person who may desire to express his opinion
on the matter being able to do so after per-
using the statements that have been made
by other witnesses.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon
W. C. Angwin-North-East Fremnantle)
[4.37]: ] intend to oppose the motion.
When I first became a member of this House
f thought it wise that inquiries by select
committees should be thrown open to the
Press. Of late, howvever, I have felt that it
is a dangerous p)reeding to suspend the
Standing Orders for that purpose. A select
committee is supposed to take evidence in
camnera, and that evidence is subsequently
presented with the report for the informna-
tion of members, wvho may then form their
opinions upon that which is laid before
them. There is always a liabilit 'y, if the
proceedings arc open to the Press, that wit-
nesses wvill not g-ive the evidence they other-
wise would give. I have been supported
in that view of late years by most hon.
members of this House. On the last two
occasions when a motion of this nature was
moved, the House objected to the suspension
of thme Standing Orders. I think they should
be adhered to, so that persons who give evi-
dence meay knowv beforehand that their state-
mients wil not be published except for the
information of members of the House.
An inquiry of this sort is not for
the public in general. It is con-
ducted to enable members to form an opinion
upon the subject of the inquiry. The pro-
cedure adopted on the last two or three occa-
sions should be adhered to. It is becoming
a common practice for select committees to
ask that the Standing Ordens should be sus-
pended for this purpose. I hope the House
will deal with this motion in the same way

1460



[21 Ocronae, 1925.] 1461

that it did with similar motions in
1923 and 1924. The evidence should
be taken in camera, and I can see
no reason for making it public. There is
no occasion for the Press to be invited to
comment upon the evidence that is tendered,
for members are quite able to form their own
opinions without that. It is possible that
thea publication of the evidence may draw
some members away from the principal
points upon which they desire to form an
opinion. The select committee appointed to
inquire into the establishment of the Perth
markets put forward the same request, and
met with a refusal. The same thing may
be said of the select committee appointed
to inquire into soldier settlement. Only un-
der special circumstances should the House
allow these Standing Orders to be suspended.
They -were framed not only for the purpose
of protecting select committees, but of pro-
tecting witnesses. [ cannot see that this
is all occasion when the publication of the
evidence should be permitted. The subject
is purely of a private nature, and the evi-
dence should be submitted and the report
furnished in the ordinary way. I hope the
House Will not agree lo the motion.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [4.42]: It is true that we have on
other occasions resisted motions for the
suspension of the Standing Orders, but I
doubt if they were parallel cases with this
one. This select committee is dealing with
legislation, and the committee was ap-
pointed in order that the people concerned
might give information with regard to pro-
posed legislation of vital importance to
them. This is quite different from ap-
pointing a select committe to deal with re-
turned soldiers. I do not suppose anyone
who appeared before this select committee
would object to the publication of his evi-
dence. In a few days the whole question
will be discussed by the House, and a copy
of the evidence will be placed before every
member and will then become public. I do
not know that any objection, therefore,
should be raised to the evidence that has
been taken, being published now. It may
be contended that witntesses should have
been informed that the evidence would be
published before they gave it That cer-
tainly would have been better. In the
opinion of members of the select committee
it is advisable that the public should know
what evidence has been given. Undoubtedly

it is evidence that will influence the House
when we come to deal with this particular
legislation. I could understand the Min-
ister objecting to the suspension of the
Standing Orders in other cases, but not in
this one. I do not suppose it would be
necessary to give the names of the witnesses.

The Minister for Lands: There is no-
thing to stop it when the evidence is made
public.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister knows that the evidence is taken
by the "Hansard" staff and the evidence
could only be supplied to the Press from
their reports. The names, therefore, could
be omitted.

The Minister for Lands: But the Press
representatives can attend if the motion is
agreed to.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
have not been present to date and the evi-
dence referred to has been given already.

The Minister for Lands: Under our
Standing Orders newspaper reporters are
not allowed to be present at select com-
mittee proceedings.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
so. The only means by which the evidence
can, be supplied is from the "Hansard" re-
ports. The Press representatives could be
excluded from the proceedings of the com-
mittee if deemed advisable during the tak-
ing of evidence. I can understand the Min-
ister objecting to abbreviated reports of
evidence of this description.

The Minister for Lands: That sort of
thing has been done.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
so. Stich a publication might easily lead
to wrong impressions being gathered. If
a reporter were expected to condense into
two inches evidence that should take 20
inches to cover, a wrong impression could
easily be created. However, the evidence
is not very lengthy and it could be supplied
in full. Evidence taken before a Royal
Commission is published.

The Minister for Lands: We know that.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well,

I am telling you that it is so.
The Minister for Mines: The hon. mem-

ber is always telling us what we know.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I could

not tell the Minister anything.
The Minister for Mines: That is so. You

could not tell me anything.
Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL. It is not

in the mind of the Minister to be informed.
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It is utterly impossible to tell him any-
thing.- On the other hand, of course, it is
possible to inform the Minister for Lands
from time to time. 1 hope the House will
agree to meet the wishes of the select com-
mittee.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
Al. F. Troy-lit. Magnet) [4.48] :I hope
the Committee will not agree to the motion.
I will tell the Leader of the Opposition
something that probably he does not knowv.
Evidence given before a Royal Commission
is privileged, but that tendered to a select
committee is not privileged, and therein is
the distinction. Because evidence given be-
fore a select committee is not privileged, it
may lead people who give information into
serious trouble. I know what I am speaking
about, and J know that what I say is cor-
rect. I was at one time the chairman of a
select committee.

Hon. G. Taylor: I do not think your
memory is too good on that point.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, it
is. The select committee I refer to was ap-
pointed to inquire into the sweating condi-
tions under which labour was employed in
factories.

The Minister for Lands: The evidence
before that select committee wvag not publ-
lished.

Thme MINISTER FOR MINES : It
would have been published, but for the
advice given me by the officers of tne
Crown Law lDepartment. They advised
me not to publish it, because it was not
pirivileged and some of' the statements
might have been libellous and might pos-
sibly have led to others taking legal action.
Although my action in the matter was mis-
understood in the country, I refrained from
Publishing the evidence on the advice ten-
dered to me by the Crown Law authorities
on the ground that the evidence was not
privileged. If the advice tendered at that
time was, sound, 1 have not been informed
that it has been since considered otherwise.
If that is still the opinion of the Crown
Law authorities, we should not agree to the
motion.

Hon. Sir JIames Mitchell: Did you sub-
mit the evidence to the Crown Law Depart-
ment?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes,
and I asked for advice.

Mr. Davy: Did you not commit a breach
of Standing Order 3521

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We are
not discussing that point.

The Minister for Lands: I have always
thought that that evidence should have been
published, because it would have stirred up
the country.

The MINISTER FOR MINES : The
Attorney General at the time advised me
strongly not to publish the evidence. I
hope the motion wvill not be agreed to.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margnret)
[4.50]1: The memory of the Minister for
Mines has not served him well. There
may be a confusion in his mind between
pr-inting and publishing We know that
evidence before a select committee is re-
ported by members of the "SHan~sard"t staff,
and under Standing, Order 352 it is not to
be jprinted by auyone until presented to this
House. Onl the other hand, the evidence is
printed by the Government Printer from
the typewritten reports of the "liansard"'
staff. Copies are banded over to members
of a select committee so that they may read
the evidence given from day to day' , thus
enabling them to lbecome more acquainted
with the evidence submitted to them. That
evidence, however, is not p)Iblished in the
Press. That is where the Minister haes con-
fused [rinting with J)Lbl ishing. Onl occa -
sic us the mover of -a notion for the appoint-
rieut of a select committee has moved for
the tabliin of a typewritten copy of thle
evidence only, thtus saving- the expense of
printing. The argument has been advanced
that a motion in favour of the printing of the
evidence would lead to a discussion regard-
ing the cost of printing. As ho,,. members
know, the typing of reports does not cost
munch compared with the printing, of the
evidence. However. I think it wvould be a
danaerous p~roposal to agree to if the evi-
dence were published in the Press from day
to day. Witnesses would read the evidence
Prior to appearing before the select comn-
ililee, and( when they camne forward the

ideas they propounded would be built up on
evidence that had been tendered by others.
We might as well expect all witnesses in a
court of law to he present when the evi-
dence of all other witnesses was being ten-
dered. Members of a select committee ex-
amine witnesses to thc best of their ability,
without prejudice, and with a mere desire
to get at the botten of the subject under con-
sideration. I see no extenuating circun,-
stances reg-arding the present application,
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adno reason has been advanced why we
should suspend the Standing Orders re-
ferred to. I have always combated such a
mnotion, andl my long experience in connec-
tion will, Parliamentary affairs merely
serves to confirm the importance of Stand-
in, Order 352. At one time I was of the
opjinlion that all such evidence should be
published in the Press. but I ant not of
that opinion now.

MR. HUGHES (East Perth) [4. '54]: As
]ton. membhers are aware, I tried to kill the
Bill, of Sale Act Amendment Bill at the
.second reading stage. When it was referred
to a select committee, however, 1 agreed
thnt there was some need for provision
lximin made in our exist jug legislation to
cover the position. To may mind the provi-
%ions in the Bill w~ere too dirastie. The men,-
beis (f the select committee were entrusted
by thne House with the duty of inquiring
into a technical subject. Tfle evidence ten-
dered as to the results to be expected from
the Bill and the best method of' achieving
the object of those who desire the Bill to
lie LhF.4e d, without injuring others who
shouild be protected, has been of a
conflictinig nature. I agree with the
Standingl Order prohibiting generally the
ptiblicanion of evidence before a select

commiittee. Surely, howvever, that Stand-
ig Order is not to be taken as of cast iron!

Surniely' it is not to lie regarded as one
from which no departure is to be made,
no0twithstanding circumstances that may
arise! This is a special ease, because ex-
perts have app~eared before the select comn-
inittee and expressed their opinions, and
these opinions have shown a distinct diver-
sitv. The committee asked for suggestions
from witnesses as to the best means of
achieving the desires of those seeking the
passage of the Bill. One witness has made
aI sugzgestion, and lie was followed by an-
other witness, who put up a counter sug-
gesin The committee are not in a posi
tion to cross-examine the first witness as
to the practicability of the suggestion prof-
fered by the second witness.

The Mlinister for Lands: You can always
recall a wvitness.

Mr. HUGHES: But if we recall a wit-
ness and put the suggestion to him, we then
geat merely the opinion of two individuals
on that point. The committee are dealing
with a subject that is doubly difficult. On
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one aide we have people "'ho are lenders,
and they sug-gest that hills of sale that are
unregistered should be absolutely invalid.
]t is impossible to get the point of view of
the borrowvers, wvho are convenieneed by the
facilities regarding unregistered bills of
sale. People of that description wvould not
come forwvard and tell us that they had had
transactions with unregistered bills of sale,
and] that the legislation would work a hard-
ship. Thus, the committee have to work on
ex parte statements.

The Minister for Lands: Do you think
the borrowers will come forvard if they
know that their statements are to be pub-
lished in the LPress?
* AYr. TIUC41ES: We find that they will
not come forward when their statements are
to lie made confidentially. If the inquiries
of the committee are to lie limited, I think
I am' right in saying that it will be the
death knell of the Bill. The committee de-
Sire to secure information not only from
the legal and commercial fraternities, but
also Iron) members of the general public as
to the probable effects of the Bill.

The Alinister for Lands: And do you
think the publication of the evidence in the
Press %%ill get over that difficulty?

Mr. HIUGH]ES: A resume of the evidence
will interest p)eople who at p~resent know
nothing- of the Bill. If certain people en-
gaged in the primary industries saw in the
I'twspaper to-morrow a statement that there
w as before the House a Bill likely to prevent
them from getting credits with which to
carry on their industry, they would sit up
and take notice.

The Minister for Lands: They do not get
xi,ucl, assistance without a mortgage.

.)r. HUGHES: The evidence is that a lot
of financial assistance is given on the strength
of unregistered bills of sale. It would be a
revelation to those people to read that there
wvat before the House a measure likely to in-
terfere with the usual practice. As to the
point raised by the Minister regarding the
evidence not being on oath, and the danger
of involving people in the consequences of
g.iving- evidence, the evidence is entirely on
a question of business procedure and law,
and there is no danger of any witness bring-
ing himself into trouble. Should there be
brought before the select committee evidence
It all doubtful in that respect, surely the
House can trust the committee to use some
discretion in publicity! But it is not ex-
pected that there w-ill lie any evidence that
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could not be published. The cases published
will be simply quoted as eases, without names
of persons or firms. In supporting the mo-
tion I amn speaking for my colleague mem-
ber of the select coinutittec on this side of
the house. On this occasion the House,
without. setting up a precedent, would be
quite justified in suspending the Standiung
Orders to meet the wishes of the members
of the select committee.

MR,4 DAVY (West Perth-in reply)
5.3] : It is difficult for a new member to

kz'ipport a proposition that is condemned by
sameI of the most experienced lParliamien-
tarians. I suggest that a few of those have
become a little conservative through long
sit-ting in the House.

The M1inister for Lands: That is very
handy for protection sometimes; you alivaysi
h;,rness an old horse beside a young one.

Mir, DAVY: The old horse is all right6
until an emnergency arises, when perhaps you
%kant the spring of youth. But apart from
flippiancy, speaking only as one capable of
reading Standing Order 352 eail appreciat-
img the arguments of the House on this
question, it ever there could be an instanco
wNhere the Staniding Order should be sns-
pended for this purpose, it is the instance
before us iiow. Firstly, the so-called cvi-
ek-nec before the selet committee is not
evidnc ait all, but argument. We have had
oue wan stating facts that we already know
mnd then sayingr that in his view if we do this
such and such wvill happen. It is expert
opinion argued. The ideal way to have this
matter thrashed out would be per medium of
straight out argument between various peo-
ple, but that cannnot he.

Hon. G, Taylor: Then you wa~t a con-

frence.

Mr. DAV'Y: Somuething- like it. But as
T say, that is impossible. We felt that we
ought to have all the views expressed and in-
[erences drawn, and opinions advanced and
l.ropositions put hefore uts carefully checked
by one skilled man, and our original inten-
tion was to hand a copy of all the evi-
dence to one of the Crown Law officers.
However, under Standing Order 352 we can-
not do that. We mnay not disclose or pub-
lish to anybody the evidence given. The
simplest way to get over that, we thought,
wvas to p)ublisb the evidence in time news-
paper, in which event it would be available
to the Crown Law Department.

The Mlinister for bands; That would be
ro good, for no lawyer would form an
opinion on evidence published in the Press.

Mr. DAVY: At all events, that would
g;ive us the right to hand a copy of the evi-
d'euce to the Crown Law Department, which
icc cannot do now. The alternative to that
is that we should get a Crown Law officer
betore us and lint to him what we remiem-
b'ered of the evidence-for we could not hand
it to hint-and say, "So and so suggested
thjis; what do von. think of it?"7

Tlie 'Minister for Lands: 'Nobody would
object to that.

Mr. DAVN-Y:- Bu t the Standi ng Order pro-
st-ribes it. Evenm the Minister for Lands will
aldmit that there may- he an instance in which
the Standing- Order should be suspended iii
order that the evidence might be published.
B~ut wve cannot even show the evidence to the
2.linister for Lands, else he would agree
readilv that that evidence ought to be pub-
lishied. There is no possibility of thun ills sug-
gested by the Miinister for Mlines, because,
;1* 1 say the evidence is all opinion as to
what max' happen it certain thiings lie done.
So there canl be no danger to any' body
through the publication of the evidence. I
l:Gpe the House will agree to the miftion.

Qunestin lint and[ negatived.

BILL-JURY ACT AMENDMENT.

Council's Amendments.

Afessac received from the Council notify-
ing that it had a.2reed to the Bill subject to
nmnmen ts.

BILLS (4)-THIRD READING.

1, Primary Products Marketing.
2, Day 'Baking.
3, Land Drainage.
4, Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage

and Drainage Act Amendment.
Transmitted to the Council.

MOTION-ABATTOIRS ACT.

To Disallow Regulation.

Debate resumed from 14th October onl
time following motion by Mr. MAanni-

That the regulations of the State Abattoirs
andI Salcyards, (Metropolitan District) pub-
lished in the ''Government Gazette'' of 7th
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August, 1925, and laid on the Table of the
House on Tuesday, 8ti September, 1925, be
disallowed.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(l1on. N1. F. Troy-M1t. M1agnet) [5.14] : I
hlavL' admiration for thle wayt in which the
wueather for Perth (Mr. Yanin) addressed
himself in the subject. b~ecauise so far as lie
could, with the information at his disposal,
lie dealt with the subject very fairly. But
I hope that when I shall have 6iven the
departmnavtal view of thle matter and siu-
initted the facts as we understand them,
the lion. member will see his way clear to
withdraw lte motion. The member for
Guildfor-d W1on. W. D). 1ohnison) was quite
vonrre.'t when he said thiat T zave- an under-
statidi nir that withbin a reasonable time I
would revise the regulations if I found
tli' eiaiges op~pressive. Wewiibe camne to
ii10 with Ilie slllgestion that hie should movo
to have the regulations disallowed, I told
himi that the butchers knew of my promise
and that thiey had agreed with the sugges-
tion. I think it has since been suggested that
the timie for mnaking- the revision has,
elapsed. but I point out flint that did not
concern) he butchers, because they ap-
;)rrliwhedl mnembers to 'move for the dis-
allowance of these regulations long before
the time had elapsed. Even thoug-h a
monthI has elapsed since the retnilation:-
came inti force, the time lias not been
sufiirient to enable the department to get
together the information neeessnr ' to
enable mie to consider the facts, to-
gethier with the costs of and the receipts
from operations. That matter is now in
the hands ofl an accountant whom I in-
structed. to prepare full information fur
nie. When I have considered the fig-
ures put up by the aecountanil I
shiall, it the necessity arises, revise
the charges now operating. The promised
revision of the rates is not the outcome
of the motion moved in this House. nor 19

it the result of any agitation by the
butchers: it is the fulfilmtent. of a promise
that I gAve to the hutchers themselves.
The metropolitan abattoirs were first
ormraniped tinder Government control in
191-5. and I admit that the charges for
slaughltering were then 8s. for cattle. The
Government did the slaughtering and the
cleaning-. BLut conditions have changed
materiall 'Y, not only in Western Australia
but allI over the world, since 1913. What

could he atCcoplihed for 8s. then could
not be aecomplished for 13s. now. C os ts
everywhere have altered and conditions
have been revolution ised.

Mr. M~ann: The only increase in this
instance is labouIr.

The MI1iSTER FOil AGICU[TURiE:
In those day* S the costs of fuel, power and
everything else were more favourable.
Until last year the slaughterig for the
metropolitan area was conhuied to the Mid-
land .JUnCtion abattoirs, while at Fremnintl-
thie slaughtering was (lone at tile Anchor-
age ahattoirs, the Lnion abattairs, and the
Nqorth Fremantle abattoirs. The premises
owned by the WVest Australian Meat Ex-
ports Co., Ltd., Fremantle, wvere rented by
the MNitchell Government in order to con-
centrate. the work there. The then flo;-
ermnent took over the works at a rental of
£7,000 at year for a term of 10 years. I am
tntclined to think i lvfl their action ini the
circumistances was a proper one.

M1r. Mann: The Government have made
a good deal by it.

The M1IiSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
We are not in a position to say whether it
is a good deal or a bad deal. In those
premises the Government have a sumn of
£110,000 involved, and it was due to them
to look after the asset in order to secure
their money and help the company to win
throughI in the purpose for which it was
initiated. I do not say anything about the
business aspect, because as yet it is too
early to makce any statement, but I con-
sider that the object of the Government
was (uite a proper one. Before Uiat time
a demand was raised for better conveni-
ences at Midland Junction. On one aces-
ciion a strike occutrred amongst thle master
butchers of Midland Junction because of
the want of accommodation-it was when
the H~on. C. Baxter was Honorary Minister
for Ag-riculture-and the Minister had to
go out to the abattoirs. and arrange to
effect certain temporary improvements.
There had beeni a demand from time to
time for additional conveniences and it
last the demand was met. Preliminary
arrangements had also been made to put

aLI smOii the Estimates to increase the
accommodation at M1idland Junction and
provide the conveniences that the masta r
butchers considered were absolutely neces-
sary for their bunsiness. As a result there
has heeni expended on the improvements
approximately £42,000. When the actuLal
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cost is assessed, it may prove to be a few tilled. There was a loss of Z5,000 on the
pounds more. This expenditure was in-
curred in providing ample slaughtering
accommodation, which has been more than
duplicated, provision for refrigeration,
hianging space in the slaughtering hail and
the chilling room: and in addition to the
other slaughtering' balls, a pig slaughltering
hall has been provided and an extension
has been made of the by-products house.
We have also provided up-to-date scales at
a cost of £400. I think it is admitted that
the accommodation at Midland Junction is
second to none in the Commonwealth, and
that it is very suitable for our purposes.

Mr. llana: You have provided power
enough for many years to come.

The 'MINISTER FOR AGRIULLTURE
We cannot say that; but in the lay-out we
have provided for the making of. further
extensions-

-Mr. Mann: Without incr-easing your
p)ower.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Without inconveniencing the present ur-
rangements or altering the present premises.
While the improvements were being made
at Midland Junction, (he killing was concen-
trated at Frxemiantle. The Perth and Mid-
land butt-hers were sent to Fremnant~le, and
in the interval the department provided at
Fremaintle chilling ;Accommodation, yarding
and water for the stock. free of chargeo to the
butchers.

Mr. Mann: I said that

The -MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is a matter of regret and disappointment
to me that the butehers, for whom so much
was done, are the only men responsible for
the present complaint. The agitation has
been largely initiated by the butchers who
received that big concession at Fremantle
extending over a term of nearly 12 months.
While the abattoirs showed a loss of E5.f000
last year, I do not admit that the whole of
that loss resulted from the conveniences we
provided for the metropolitan, Fremantle
and Midland butchers. It has been asserted
by them that the £5,000 loss was incurred in
that wvay, but even if it was, they have
shown themselves utterly ungrateful by poe-
keting that £5,000 without giving- any consid-
eration to the consuming public, and by now
charging the Government with profiteering
by reason of the charges imposed under toe
new regulations. The attitude of the butch-
ers is utterly inconsistent and cannot be jus-

abattoirs last year.
Mir. Alann: The free services you gave

the butchers last year only compensated for-
the inconvenience to which they were put.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
And to-day they have to pay for those con-
veniences at Midland Junction. The butch-
ers admit that t'hey must pay something for
the improvements, and the member for
Perth has not objected to their being-
charged something for the additional cons-en-
ienees. The butchers, however, are not pre-
pared to admit that the conveniences they
enjoyed last year free of charge were of any
value whatever to them. They give the G3ov-
erment no credit for having done that for
them.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell : What would he
your extra cost of handling?

The INISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I shall give those figures later.

lion. Sir James Mitchell; That is what
you ought to cover.

The 'MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
On the completioa of the Midland abattoirs,
the Perth and Midland butchers returned to
Midland Junction, while the slaughtering for
Fremantle is now- concentrated at the WVest
Australian MKeat Export Company's prem-
ises. We have closed dlown operations at the
Anchorage and Union abattoir%, which were
rented from Mr. Cople-y and from -Messrs.
Copley and Patterson, respectively, and we
have also ceased operations% at our own abut-
toirs at North Fremantlc. The whole of the
Fremanile slaughterin, which is about 50
tier cent. of the metropolitan kill, is now
concentrated at the West Australian Meat
Export Woriks, Fremantle. At Fremnantle
the butchers enjoy similar privileges and eon-
venienees to those who kill at Midland
Junction. The department's slaughtering
operations at Mlidland Junction were com-
menced on the 17th August last, but even
then the new rates did not apply. The
butchers started at thme old rates, and the
new rates were not imposed until the 7th
September. For three weeks, therefore, the
butchers had the advantage of the additional
accommodation and facilities at 'he old
rates. As we have now reached the 21st
October, it will be realised that the new rates
have operated for only a few weeks over that
period during which the hutchers enjoyed
the advantages of the new system at the old
rates. I admit that at first sight the new
rates appear to be very high. The rates
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aire 12s. for cattle, 2s. for sheep and 3E.
for pigs, but in all the arguments advanced
by the butchers, they have endeavoured to
lead the community to believe that the in-
crease for cattle is 12s. per bead.

Mr. Mann: No, they have not.
The MIN\ISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

As a fact, during the whole of the controv-
ersy in the Press, the butchers made it ap-
pear that the added cost was 12s. per head.

Mr. Mann: 1 did not do that.
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

And the butchers have made it appear that
they were compelled to pass that 12s. on to
the consumer. The member for Perth knows
it is not so; he knows that the increase is
the difference between the old rate and the
12s. rate. Had the butchers confined them-
selves to dealing with the real increase, there
would not have been) very much in their aor-
gu ments.

Mr. Mann: There is an increase of 9s.
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

The member for Perth produced certain
figures by which he endeavoured to con-
vince the House that the profit made by the
Government on these charges would amount
to £20,970. I do not blame the hon. mem-
ber in respect of those figures, because they
are figures which he could not get except
from interested persons, and he has had no
opportunity to learn the departmental
standpoint. Those figures were put into
his hands by the butchers, and I do not
blame him if it is shown that the figures
are most unreliable.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: Can you show
where the figures are not correct?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Of course I can. The fires are absolutely
p~reposterous. The Government could not
possibly make the profit which has been
suggested. The hon. member's figures were
based on the kill for this month, October.
It the figures were correct, the argument
would not be fair, because this month's
kill represents the peak month for sheep.
The cost of killing a bullock is 12s., and
the cost of killing a sheep is 2s. Taking
the average sheep at 40 lbs. and the average
bullock at 600 lbs.-

Mr. Nfann: That is not the weight of a
bullock.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is hlow the butchers work it out.
On that basis it takes 15 sheep to make one
bullock. For 15 sheep, at 2s. per head, the
department get 30s., as against 12s. for a

bullock representing the same weight of
meat. Daring February, M~arch, April, and
May there would be very few sheep in the
market and the killing would be practically
confined to cattle at 12s. per head. I have
here a diagram showing the killings for the
various months. In October, 1924, 26,193
sheep were killed; but in June, 1924, there
were only 13,883 hleep killed. In September
at last year the 'kiiings of i wege 2%,4100,
in August 21,SiA-1

Mfr. Mfann: Last year was a drought
year.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It, October of :ast vears 26,;!!' sheep uere
killed, in November 18,98i, i-i December
14,987, in the following- January 17.768, and
in February-here the number went right
down-14,133. Dluring February, March,
April, Mfay, and Julie the number of sheep
slaughltered at the metropolitan abattoirs was
ander 15,000 per month.

Mr. AMnn: You have taken last year,
which was a drought year, as you know.
Mforeover, we had frozen meat all the year.

The MfINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The member for Perth cannot mislead mem-
bers who know anything about agricultural
conditions.- We are all aware that sheep
are always scarce during February, March,
April, May, and June. I will tell the member
for Perth that if hie does not know it. If one
holds sheep till 'May or June, one canl aiwa's
realise a good price for thenm, because during
those months there are very few sheep in the
niarket. Members opposite should know that,
because any 'vPerson in the country* who has a
few sheep to sell knows it. It is a peculiarity
of our stock conditions, and one which always
e~tains. It has never been otherwise, except
:.fter the breaking- of a drought onl the Mur-
chison, w~hen conditions have quickly fattened
.,ook for the market. I can show that in the
months when sheep are scarce, cattle are
high. The member for Perth had better
not stress the fact that we had frozen meat
last year, because, if be does, the inference
is against him. As much frozen meat took
the place of mutton as of beef.

MNr. Mann: Of course; and that is my
point.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
But the hon. member is not makling his
point properly. He cannot apply the point
against this scale, because the scale deals
with slaughtering, and not with the quan-
tity of meat sold. The scale shows that in
October, when the number of sheep slaugh-
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tered is high, tile number of cattle slaugh-
tered is, low, and that in May and June,

lwen the number of sheep slaughtered is
low, the number of cattle slaughtered is
high. Therefore, since the Government get
wnore money for the slaughtering of sheep
than for that of cattle, it is nOL a fair
thing to base an estimate on a month when
the niumber of shebp) slaughtered is at its
peak. The lion, member has erred in wak-
inig the comparison. I do not blame him
for his error, because the information he
had was given hima by interested parties.
Let me give an in stance of how the bion.
member was misled. On his own figures,
this month the fees collected by the Govern-
ment for the slaughtering of sheep exceeded
those paid for the slaughtering of cattle by
£7,500. That is evidence, onl his own figures,
that he took the peak month for sheep and
made it the basis f or the whole year. It is
onlyv fair in a business calculation to base
receipts and expenditure on the operations
of the previous year.

'Ir. %Ianni: Then you are on wrong pre-
nises to start with.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Because of the quantity of frozen beef!q

Mr. Mann: -Exactly.
The M1INISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

That condition will always arise in this
countryv.

Mr, Mann. It was due to last year being
a drought year.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE.

There is no doubt that owing to drought
conditions in the South-West of Western
Australia, in the wheat belt, where the
greatest number of sheep are grown, there
will be a shortage of sheep early next year.
We know perfectly well that in the whole
of the wheat belt and the Great Southern
district, where the largest niumber of sheep
are produced, there is a great shortage of
feed. As a result we shall not next year
have the stock for market that we had last
year. The Government have to calculate on
the possibilities, and upon the circumstance
that drought conditions may obtain at any
time, The department have to fix their
charges on conditions that have been proved
to operate here over a period of years. The
nutmber of cattle slaughtered for the
re-ar endled onl :30th June, 1925, was
2:t,274, thte numnber of sheep and lambs

204,266, and the number of pigs 9,221.
Basing their calculations on the same num-

her of cattle, sheep and lmbs, and pigs,
the department estimated a revenue of
£35,773. Against this must be set off de-
lpreciation onl the capital invested; and the
capital invested, I way inform the member
for Perth, is not £42,000. Interest charges
cannot be calculated onl £42,000, but must
hie calculated on £72,975, which figure re-
presents the capital cost of the whole of' the
abattoirs.

Mir. Thomson: Was that the original cost~?
The MIINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

1. am not including North Fremnantle. The
toital eapital cost was £93,910. The deprecia-
lion to be allowed on that amount is £5,838;
the interest is £4,744; the health fees amount
to £2 ,1SO, and the running expenses to £20,-
000. Those charges make a total of £32,912
against an estimated revenue of £35,000
based onl last year's olperations the only
calculations on which we could work at the
tune when we fixed the abattoirs. fees.

Mir. Mann: On the capital cost, the ahat-
toirs paid their -way with the previous
charges.

The MIINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Last year they lost £5,000, and that loss can-
not be allowed to recur.

Mir. Mann: It occurred in one year only.
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

The hon. member gave the House certain
fig-ures, calculating on which he endeavoured
to prove that by making certain charges on a
certain number of cattle, sheep, and pigs
slaughtered the Government could get a re-
venue sufficient to cover costs and liabilities;
but his figures in that connection are not
reliable,; and I will show him just how he
has erred in taking for the basis of his eal-
culation figures which cannot in any sense be
justified. Here are the hon, member's own
words-

WeI hare investigated the costs and have en-
deavoured to allow for every item of increased
expenditure. TheILbutchers suggest what they
coueidler wiould be a reasonable scale. The
:iipro-iniaite killibg foi- a year at Midland
.1 iti ivunli be, 12,844 bollocks, 169,000
3lic421, aid 4,524 pigs.

And hie miakes the same calculation for the
Frenmantle abattoirs. Calculating on that
tnmber to be slaughtered he arrives at a
igure which would enable the department
tko corer the whole of its liqbilities. I Want
to show the lion. memher that In any cir-
cnustances his ligures cannot be correct. He
states that the butchers calculate they will
slaughter this year 25,68S cattle. Last year
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the number slaughtered was 23,274. Last
year there were slaughtered 204,000 sheep.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Is that for the
year ended June, 1925 3

The 'MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. The member for Perth states that this
year we are going to slaughter 338,000 sheep
-169,000 at -Midland Junction, and the same
number at Fremantle.

Mr. MNann: Can you give the figures for
the year before last?

The M1INISTER FOR AGLICULTURE:
The member for Perth calculates that the
slaughtering of sheep will be increased by
60 per cent. in one year. I am taking the
bon. member's own figures, which are the
butch ers figures. He estimates that we are
going to increase our consumption of mutton
by 60 per cent in one year. He calculates
that this year we are going to slaughter .338,-
000 sheep, as against 204,000 last year, or
an increase of 133,754 over last year.

Air. Mann: So you will. Last year was a
drought year.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The estimate is positively absurd. It cannot
possibly be realised. That sort of calculation
is grotesque, and it is where the hon. member
finds himself wrong. Members must under-
stand that figures based on calculations of
that character are of no value and cannot
help anyone in the consideration of the mat-
ter. Take the hon. member's figures a little
further. If we killed in the metropolitan ab-
attoirs 2,414 cattle more than we killed last
year, and 1331,000 more sheep than were killed
in the p~revious year, we should have an
additional revenue of £13.821. Here we
have nearly £ S14,000 of the alleged £20,000
which the deportment is suppospd to make.
Inasmuch therefore as thie figures are wrong,
we could not possibly slaughter 183,000
more sheep than were slaughtered last year.
It is a ridiculous assertion for the hon.
member to make. We cannot possibly de'-
rv a revenue from stock that will not Le~

slaughtered or required for slaughlter. The
hon. member having quoted his figures, in-
sists that the department is profiteering, by
making tremendous revenue.

Mr. Mann: You persist in quoting from
a drought year.

The 'MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:-
I think the House is satisfied that the figures
quoted by the bon. member are absolutely
ridiculous. We killed 204,000 sheep last
year, and the hon. member says that we
will slaughter 133,000 more this year. No
man in his senses will accept the hon.

member's figures. The new charges did
not operate until the 7th September, and for
about three weeks the abattoirs, with all
the costs against them, were operating on the
old charges, and of course at a loss.
We are not in the position to say how far
we cant make calculations for the whole
year on the operations of one month. The
butchers state that they were compelled to
operate on the higher scale of fees, but I
pointed out that there was an alternative
charge if the butchers eared to avail them-
selves of it.

Mr. 'Mann: That is the Digger in the
woodpile.

The M1INISTER FOR AGRICUTURE:
The butchers are wilfully operating on the
higher scale and are using that scale as a
lever to bring about the reduction of charges.

Mr. Mann: In order to keep possession of
their property.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
IC the butchers were to avail themselves of
scale A, which provides for a slaughtering
charge of 7s. as against i2s, under scale
B, and in the ease of sheep and lanmbs the
slaughtering- charge of is. as against 2s.
under scale B, it would be distinctly to
their advantage. But they will not do it
because they want to use the higher
charges as a lever by which they can bring
about a reduction of the charges aill round,
and when they do so, it is quite possible
that a number of them will come in under
the alternative charge which is called
Schedule A.

MNr. -Mann : Explain what Schedule A
mneans.

The MINISTER FOR AGRiCULTU1::
Under Schedule A, the by-product is rr-
tained by the department. Under Schedulie
B, by which the butchers pay a higher rate,
the by-product is retained by the butchers.
To-day the butchers are endeavouring to
,-how that whereas the lower charge is 5s .
less than the hig~her charge, the iniedible
offal is worth 5s. or more to them. At this
time of the year, of course, all slock is a)
the best condition. Later on, the stuck
fall off, but just now the inedible offal
would he greater in qtuantity aid hetter iii
qluality, than at other periods of the year.
-lust now they may say that the inedible
offal is worth so much to them. That, how-
ever, is not a fair calculation, because over
the whole of the year, taking the good with
the bad, it is not worth anything like the

value placed on it.

1469



1470 (ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. INann interjected,
Mir. SPEAKER: The hon. muembher has

interjected frequently; he will hlave al

ODportutiity to reply to time -Ministers
statemenis. I ask him, therefore, to cease
his constant inlter~ruptionls. 1 hope I shall
not have to call the boll, member to order
aga111n.

The MIINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
1 will give the House the benefit of the
figures in support of the position. I1 will
tinko the kill at Mlidland Junction for one
week1 The slaughter of cattle numberid
194. sheep and lambs 3,422, and pigs 69.
The cost of killing uinder Scale A would be
£245, and uinder Scale b £463. It is esti-
mnatbd in the department, which has somae
kiowlvedgxe of the position, that the value
of the offal is £156. Thexclore, including

he offal, under Schedule A, which is the
lower price for killing,. the total is brougbt
tip tot £402, The figures which I have giveit
under Scale B, £463. are evidence that thi;
butchers to-day are losing £00 a week be-
cause they insist on slaughltering uinder the
higher scheri le. If all stock were slaught-
ered under Schedule A, we would get these
figures: 23,274 cattle at 7s., £8,145;. sheep
and lambs, 204,266 at Is.. £.10.213;. pigs.
9,221. at 2s., £022, a total of £C19,280. The
increase in charges would thuis only aniounil
to £9,640 uinder Schedule A. To this iie
add the valute of the inedible offal whicti
we take. We estimiate that it the butchers
would s;laughter tinder Schedule A and
allow us to retain the offal, they would
save £4,290.

lion. AV. D. Johnson : Of course they
ridicule that.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It the department revises these charges,
I am prepared to think that quite a num-
her will comae uinder Schedule A, and in-
eluding Frenmantle, where 50 per cent.
of the slaughitering is doue, there will b
a saving of an additional amount which
will bring the total saving to ;E9,.500, if the
butchers Slaughter under Schedule A. The
butchers would be well advised to accept
Sthedule A and kill under the alternative
conditions, leaving- the viscera antd inedible
offal to the department. TIhe owner says,
"Why should we no~t retain the inedible
offalT l AMy reply is that we can treat tho
inedible offal miore economically' than can
the butchiers. I admit they are poolirtz
their product, hut they are pooling it Only
for the time being. They have adopt&"

that systemi while they are tog-ether. Oil
p~revious occasions they treated this offal
separately. They put the ieidible offal
aside. If1 a person is treatiing for halt a
diozen culstoumers as aigiilst treating it,.
bulk, the work cannot be done ecoLL
oiuien lly. The charge -must be uiadt'
against the butchers, because they will not
lealnit of economny and efficiency being
practised in thie treatment. From the
hygienic standpoint it is undesirable that
butchers should be able to put aside the
inedible offal, and hold it for periods whicht
]ead to the creation of insanitary eon-
ditions. 1 do not say that happens nolv'.
For the purpose of this light they- hta'
p~ooled. This, however, did not operata iii
the past, and .1 do not expect it j .1.it 11.

Instead or the systemn being carried out
efficiently-, and in a hygienic M~anner by
the department we have, at the abbatoirs,
butchers who want to put a bit of -offal
here and another bit there. It is im possible
for the department to carry on the abat-
toirs as they aire carried on in the Eastern
States, where these conditions are not per-
witted. By refusing to slauighter: unrlet thu
reduced rates, the butchers eonStitu;1'2 Id
obstacle to the department with regard to
administering the abattoirs under the best
possible conditions.

Mr. Thomson: How do our charges comi-
pare Nith those in the Eastecru States?

The MINiSTER FOR AUl ICULTURE:
Our charges are higlher thanl those in thlc
Eastrn States, because we do much less
slaughtering here. The administration, in
the case of a large population, Costs very
much lcss than it does in the case of a
sm~all population such as we lhave. As our
poplhation grows, out consumlption goes up
and as the amount Of slaughtering increases,
our charge5 wil.l be spread over greater
ground and will he proportionately re-
dcI vd. In thl, ciumstanies, however, we
couniit expet a position such as that. The
department would have been wise in
the beginning- if they had insisted that
the butchers should treat at the lower rate.

sometimes regret that an alternative was
offered, and that we did not insist that the
shluwhtering must be carried on at the State-
owned abattoirs uinder hygienic conditions.
The ahattoirs, Of corse, belong to the people.

Mr. Mann: You could not have done that
without all Act of Parliament.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
We might have attempted it. Had we in-
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sisted upon the butchers conducting their
business as is done in the Eastern States,
they would have been compelled to accept the
lower rate. The work at Midland Junction
would then have been carried out under
more hygienic conditions, and in a more
economical and efficient manner.

Mr. Panton: There are no wholesale
butchers in South Australia as we know them
here.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The wholesale butchers should be the last
to complain, and yet they are doing the most
.squealing. In South Australia the abattoirs
do everything and take everything. The
butcher there never sees his beast between
the time it is branded in the yard and when
it is landed in his shop. The butchers arc
not allowved to argue, and to say wvhat- shall
operate and what shall not operate at the
abattoirs. They are not allowed to insist
upon this that or the other being done. The
authorities say, "These are the eonditions
tinder which yo& must operate." In South
Australia the abattoirs are administered by
a trust. Here we have butchers dictating
the conditions under which the abattoir sys-
tern shall be run. Even though it may re-
quire an Act of Parliament, in the interests
of the people, of cleanliness, and of better
conditions, it may have to be attempted.
The butchers undoubtedly receive advan-
tages from the new system, which they are
not prepared to admit in controversy. Al-
though they are lprepared to admit to me
personally in my office that the convenieaces
are all that could be desired, and that every-
thing is to their advantage, they have never
made a public profession of that during this
controversy. I will tell the House some of
the advantages that the butchers have re-
ceived..For the first time they have chilling
accommodation attached to the abattoirs at
Fremantle and Midland Junction.

Mr. Panton: Which was badly needed.
The MWINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

This chilling accommodation is provided free
for 24 hours, and also for all holidays and
week-ends. The butchers pay nothing for
that convenience, but they are not prepared
to admit that this is valuable to them.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: This is included
in the charges so that they do pay for it,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, they have to pay but they do not wvant
to pay. They now have adequate accommno-
dation for slaughtering which, they did not
possess before. Because they could not get

slaughtering done within the required time,
and because they had no chilling accommoda-
tion in which to hold the meat, they had to
pay heavy overtime rates to butchers to do
the slaughtering. Now that they have been
given slaughtering- conveniences, and space
and accommodation to enable them to bold
their meat, they need not pay overtime.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell; There are no
losses of meat.

The INISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The bon. member has said it. There are no
losses. Prior to the introduction of these
conveniences and, this accommodation the
butchers took their meat hot and steaming
fromn the abattoirs, put it into lorries, and
brought it to Perth. There were no hygienic
conditions about that sort of thing,. Mr.
Walder has admitted to me that lie lost
hundreds of pounds because of that condi-
tion. That statement is recorded on the
file as the outcome of the deputation that
waited upon me.

Hon. Sir James M1ilehell: Are you charg-
ing too much for it!

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
We may be doing so, but I am going to re-
vise these rates. If we are charging too
much, as I said long ago, I Will revise the
rates. I wanted a fair period, however, to
satisfy me that the department was not ear-
flung on at a loss. I have no personal in-
terest in this matter. It would not worry
me, if I had no Ministerial responsibilities,
whether the abattoirs paid or not. It would
be a pleasant thing- for me to be able to say
to these gentlemen, "Have what you like
at whatever cost you like." I could make a
good fellow of myself. I have, however, to
see that the finances, that are provided by the
people to enable the butchers to carry on
their business, are not being spent at a loss
to the people.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Or at a profit
either.

The -MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If I find that our charges are excessive, I
propose to revise them. I assure the butch-
ers that 1 amn not going to fix a rate that
will enable them to carry on their business
profitably and which will provide them with
all the conveniences, if the public pays the
piper.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The ace is on
the down with the Minister.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Department of Agriculture has lost
money as a consequence of providing chilling
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accommodation free to these butchers. A
number of the butchers rented rooms at the
State Markets, and also paid for chilling
accommodation at the Gover-nmnt refriger-
ating chambers in Perth. Several of these
gentlemen have long ago given up these
premises, and are no longer utilising the re-
frigerating space at the Government works.
Ina the sweatier time it cost the individual
butchers £8 a week by %vav' of rent for these
premises. fIn add(itionl they had to suffer all
the lorses in bringing the meat from Midland

Junction to Perth. Trley had to employ ad-
ditional tabhour at these premises, and em ploy
additional uteri for the ecEra work required
in handling the meat. They now, adopt the
principle that they want everything for nto-
tihing. They say that tile chilling accomumo-
dation is no g od to them. When a tihing
is actually provided it unever is any good,
hea'fUSe once jpeople have a thing they%
attach no value to it. Although they say
the chilling accommodation is '10 good to
then they tire utilising it.

Mr. Alann : Are you referring to tire chill-
ing accommodation in Wellington-street?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No, We provided premises at Wellingtonj-
street and the butchers rented them, arid also
occupied refrigeratihg- space at the Govern-
eut Refrigerating- Works. This accouino-

dation is now provided for them at Midlanad
Junction, and there is no need for them any
longer to rent tire other premises. They
now conduct their business at Midland June-
tion. They have this refrigerating space for
nothing.

Hon,. Sir James MitchellI: The wholesale
men will have to take tile refrierated spac
in Perth.

The IWEIiSTER FOR AGRITCULTURE:
Some of them must do so. 'Manyv of those
gentlemen who made the most noise have
taken advantage of the newv conditions. My
reg-ret is that they have not expressed ap)-
Jprceiation through the Press of what has
been done for them. I do niot want them to
thank me. hut an appreciation in the Press
would have been better understood.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: If you charge
them too much there is nothing for them to
be thankful for.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
They might admit that they have been given
all these things, that the conditions are
much improved, though contesting that our
cha-ge is too high. They now suggest that
wve should reduce the rates by nearly 50 per

cent. That cannot be done. We cannot
provide conveniences of this sort for
nothing.

The Minister for Lands: They want the
conveniences but do niot want to pay for
them.

Tile MNINISTERi FOR AGRICULTURE:
In the future, when the Government are
thinking of work of this nature, before any-
thing is done they will have to get an agree-
mnent with the people concerned that they
wvill pay the cost of the undertaking. Other-
wvise they will bring pressure to bear upon
Parlimaet to defeat the Government in
their object of securing repayment for scr-
'-ices rendered.

Hon. G. Taylor: It makes it almost im-
possible for the G;overnment to act as
traders.

The MNINISTER3 FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. 1 am informed that a number of these
wholesale butchers are now making use of
the abattoirs as a distributing centre. They
were previously compelled In rent premises
in Perth as distributing places for the other
butchers. Nowv they are using the abattoirl
for this purpose, and are said to be con-
ducting; all their business there. If this is
so it cannot be allowed to continue, fwt It
means greater loss to the department. If
the abattoirs are to be used as a distributing
centre for other butchers it must lend to0
congestion there, for there will be beef and
muitton oil the premises until it is sold that
should long ago have been sent away. As
a result of that congestion we shaill have to
employ extra hands, anA shiall l)ay overtime.
Whilst 'ye are prepared to p~rovide these
facilities, we cannot allow the butchers to
make the abattoirs a business centre where
all the wvholesale butchers will carry on
their operations.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Duingm the course of his speech the member
for Perth (Mir. Mann) made some reference
to the amount paid weekly to the Govern-
ment by Mr. Copley, of the Anchorageo
abattoirs. He alleged that the Government
made £50 a week out of Air. Copley. That
was largely due to the fact that a big per-
centage of the stock was slaughtered at the
Anchorage abattoirs. As a matter of fact,
the business conducted by 31r. Copley is a
large one, and he should not complain of
the fact that he paid £50 a week to the
Government. It was greatly to his per-
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scan! advantage because he was able to
carry oil his business in his own abattoirs.
If lie had rented the premises from the Gov-
ernment, he would still have been placed in
a more advantageous position than any
other butcher. He was able to retain all
the blood and manure from his 'own slaugi'-
terings, as a result of the State operating
in his ahattoirs. In all other abattoirs the
blood and manure become the property of
the State.

Mrr. Mlann: He lpaid you for the blood.
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:

'Mr. Copley had an advantage because he
was able to operate in his owvn premises.
make usc of his own by-products plant, and
thtus had opportunities, Over and above all
other butchers. 'Mr. Copley "'as wvell aware
of that fact and I have no doubt, if we had
not closed down the Anchorage abattoirs,
he would] still have gone on cheerfully tinder
the conditions that previously obtained.
There is no doubt about that. Other
butchers are satisfied that Mr. Copley had
.a great advantage under those conditions,
and I believe that in due course they will
admit that the existing conditions, under
which all are placed on the same basis,
provide a fairer deal to the trade. I have
no doubt that 'Mr. Copley has complained,
geeing that, uinder the existing conditions,
he is placed on the same business footing as
other butchers. If there is disadvantage to
anyone, it is to 'Mr. Copley, because lie has
not now advantages over and above his com-
petitors in the trade. I do not think I need
say any more about the position. I wish,
however, to stress one phase. The mem-
ber for Perth endeavoured to make a point
out of the fact that last 'year a quantity of
frozen beef was unloaded on the market be-
cause stock w-as not available. He stated
that the losses at the abattoirs were due to
tile fact that frozeni beef was unloaded
on the market. The House will be well aa-
vised to remember that the butchers made
no loss because the frozen beef was placed
on the market. They handled it at a profit
and saw to it that they got their profits.
The only loss that was made in connection
withi the whole transaction was made by the
Government at the ahattoirs. It must be
remembered that seasons will always occur
when the conditions then lpresent will obtain.
We will always have our drought periods.
Every bon. member representing a sheep-
growing district knows very well that there
wvill be a mutton shortage early next year, be-

Canl!e the feed is not available. At the present
time stock owners are rushing sheep to the
market for sale, and as a result we have had
an abnormal peak period this month. The
inarketings during the present month are
out of all proportion to marketings during
any previous October, which, as I have in-
dicated, is alwvays the peak mouth of the
year for sheep. Owing to the large per-
eatage of sheep in the market this month,

I say that this October is not to be re-
garded as a fair basis onl which to calculate
fees for a period, neither is it fair to fix
these fees on that basis. I have already told
the mneniber for Perth, the member for
Guildford (Hon. W. fl. Johnson), and the
butchers, w~hen I met them at a conference,
that I would go into the position. I have
asked the accountant at the Agricultural
Department to take the matter up and get
out the figures for me. If I find that the
fees charged are too high, I will revise then).
At the same time, I must conserve the in-
terests of the State as well as of the
butchers. The consumer must obtain his
meat under the best possible conditions.
The butchers will he wvell advised to kill at
the lower rate and if they do so, they will
have no cause for complaint. In other
countries they are compelled to do so; here
they were given an alternative. I regret
that they adopted the higher rates as a
means of effecting an all-round reduction.
I hope the member for Perth will withdraw
the motion. At the first opportunity, Jis

soon1 d [ can g et the figures before me, I will
go into [lie charges and if I find that the rates
lavicil hv the Government are not fair, I will
be lpielpared to reduce themn. I make no
promise thant I will make any refunds, be-
cause those paymients would be to the
butchers and not to the consumers.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: Of course, you
must have a fair charge.

The AINISTER FORl AGRTCULTURE:
Yes, I will get a fair charge, but there will
be no refund unless it is given to the con-
sumer.

Mr. M1ann: The increase has not been
passed on to the consumer.

The 'MINisTER FORl AGRICULTURE:
It is ridiculous to say that it has not been
passed on. I would point out, moreover,
that stock has never been cheaper than dur-
ing the past month or so. The butchers ad-
mitted that they hadl not passed it on be-
cause the price of stock had gone down.
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If they have niot had stock cheaper, the butch-
ci's fire niot entitled to pass onl a charge that
does not exist. in their statement in the
Press th; butchers admitted that the stock
market had declined, and that tbey had pur-
chased supplies at a lower cost.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They must pass
it on.

The M4INISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Of course they) pass it on to the consumer.
I hope the member for Perth will withdraw
the motion.

On motion by Hon. Sir James Mitchell,
debate adjourned.

BILL-MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

In committee.

esumed from 14th October. Mlr. Lutey
in thre Chair; 'Mr. Latham in charge of the
Bill

The CHAIBMIAN: Progress was reported
onClause 1.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 2-Power temporarily to close
roads not in use:

The MlINISTER FORl LANDS: I move
an amendment-

That in line 2 of Subelause (2), ''road''
lbe struck out, and the words "'street or wy
inserted in lieu.

In Subolause 1 "street or way" is used, and
the sunendirnent will bring Subelause 2 into
conformity withi it.

Amndment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I move
anr amendment-

That a now subelanse, to stand as Subelause
(3), be inserted as follows:-' The Council
shall serve a copy of such notice on the owners
and occupiers of all land abutting on thre street
or "-a" with, a notification endorsed thereon
that if thre application is objected to, notice of
such objection must be given to the Minister
within one month from a date to be stated
in such endorsement.''

The nbjeet of thre amendment is to enable
the o3wner of any block of land abutting on
a street or way to have notification regard-
ing- the application for the closing of any
such street or way.

Amendment putt and passed.

M1r. LATHAM: I move an amendment-
That after ''council,'' in line 3 of Sub-

clause (3), the following be inscrtd:-''and
may be leased.''

Amendment put and passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Title-ageced to.

Bill reported with amendments.

BILL-AUCTIONEERS ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading Defeated.

Debate resumed from 14th October.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
W.r C. Angwin-North-Erat Fremantle)
[7.47] : This is a very dangerous Bill. It
will alter the whole system of trading
throughout the State. It merely provides
that second-hand motor ears may be auc-
tioned by night, but that is done to reintro-
duce the system of' night trading, which is
prohibited under the Factories and Shops
Act. It will place the sellers of second-hand
urotor cars in a privileged position. I do
not think it good that second-hand motor
cars should be sold by night.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Can they be
sold by night now?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS; Not at
auction. Primarily no night auction selling
is allowed of any description of goods, but
there is a provision in the Act allowing wool
to be so sold if it has been catalogued so as
to admit of previous inspection. Under the
same provision land may be auctioned by
night. That, too, is open to previous in-
spection. I do not see why the proposed
privilege should he given to the sellers of
second-hand motor cars. It is introducing

-a system that has not been permitted in
the past. I hope hon. members will not
agree to the Bill.

MR. ANGELO (Crascoyne) [7.50]: 1 am
surprised that the member for Coolgardie
(Mr. Lambert) should have introduced the
Bill. It shows great want of consistency in
him, for only last week we found his assist-
ing the Minister for Works in preventing
bakers from working by night; now we have
him in all seriousness suggesting we should
make auctioneers work by nigbL Night bak-
ing has been condemned on the score that it
is bad for the men's health. Surely if it be
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unhealthy for bakers to work by night, it is
equally unhealthy for auctioneers to work by
nsight; in fact, worse, for whereas the bak-er
woarks in a comfortable kitchen away from
the cold night air, the auctioneer will be
called upon to sell either in the open or in a
big draughty garage where the germ that
thrive by night will be considerably multi-
plied. Why should it be necessary to single
out one article for this privilege?

Mr. Lambert: Why wool?
Mr. ANGELO: That is entirely different.

The wool is always inspected before sale.
It is alppraised and its value cannot wvell be
altered. 1 am afraid the Bill has been in-
troduced in the interests of certain garage
owners who desire to get an advantage over
their competitors. It mnms that a lot of
unwary people from the country will be
taken down. -Moreover, wool is a necessity
and so, too, is laud, whereas motor cars to a
great extent are mere luxuries. Surely if a
man wishes to purchase a motor car he can
do so in daylight.

MR. LAMBERT (Coolgardie-in :.eply)
[7.52]: 1 am surprised at the show of op-
position to the Bill. It has passed in an-
other place, where it met with almost un-
animous approval.

21r. Richardson: Is that a good recoi-
iniendation?

Air. LAMBERT: At all events it repre-
sents the mature deliberation of those so
very dear to the member for Subiaco. As
for the superficial argumenit put forward
by the member for Gascoyne (Mfr. Angelo),
that the proposal in the Bill can be likened
to day baking, there is no such analogy.
The product of baking is foodstuffs, and for
reasons of health foodstuffs should not be
handled by nright. Underlying the lion.
membcrs' true opposition to the Bill is the
fact that nine-tenthis of our secondhandl
motor ears, representing a bi 'g waste pro-
duct, are sold to dealers, usually firstelass
mechanics. These working men can afford
to pay £C40 or £530 for a car and in their
spare time recondition it. This they do in-
stead of attending racing and trotting meet-
ings so dear to the member for Gascoyne.
Rather than encourage men to stand on
street corners during Saturday' afternoon
and in other ways waste their time on Sun-
days. the lion. member should be ready to
give them the opp)ortunity to lpurchase
secondhand motor cars and recondition
thcm in their own time.

Hon. G. Taylor: That looks like over-
time.

Mr. EAMBERT: It is not necessarily
overtimec. If the opposition came from the
moneyed interests in another place, if it
came from those who desire to sell new
mnotor cars to the unfortunate farmers and
working men who cannot afford to pay for
them, 1 could understand it. As for the
contention of the Minister for Lands that
this is likely to prove merely the introduc-
tion of igh-lt trading, 1 say that is alto-
getlie wrong. There is no such suggestion.
,If big firms such' as Messrs flalgety & Co.
and Mfessrs. Elder, Smith & Co. are allowed
to catalogue wvool and offer it for sale by
night, it is equally right that we should ex-
tend the same privilege to those who want
to buy and sell second-hand motor cars by
night. Why should we debar a first-class
mechanic who wants to buy a second-hand
motor car from attending an auction sale
at night, and there purchasing the carl

Hon. G. Taylor: You know why the lim-
itations are there.

Mr. LAMBERtT: I do not know that it
can be seriously contended that the limita-
tions should operate against the interests of
the community. There are people who
would surround our general conduct of life
with all possible restrictions.. The further
wye can remnove such restrictions, the better.

Mr. Thomson: Come over here.
Mr. LAMBERT: Views must be ex-

panded. What was right, 100 years ago is
not necessarily right to-day.

AMr. Sampson: The Act was passed in
1873, and has not since been amended.

~r.' LAN\BELT: That is so. The Minis-
ter for Lands should subscribe to more ad-
vanved views. The idea of his not being
prepared to move one step since 1873 sug-
gests that if we wait for him we shall not
get very far in finrthering the demoncracyI of
this countryv. I do not know that the Minis
ter for Lands was over-serious in his op-
posilion to the Bill.

Hon. G. Taylor: Cannot you bring, in the
widows and orphans also'? We mighlt qyni-
pathike with you then.

Air. TLAMBERT: No one is so good on
the low pedal as is the member for Mt.
Margaret. This Bill has been fairly pre-
sented to the House. I have given all the
conceivable reasons against the passage of
the Bill.

The Minister for Lands: I agree with
you there.
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Mr. LAMBERT: And I have given the
reasons in favour of the Bill. I have an-
swered the contention of the Minister for
Lands that there is objection to the meas-
ure from the point of view, of the worker.
Is it contended that the worker shall be
present to hold up the auctioneer's cat-
alog-ue? My object is to provide oppor-
tunities for thu young working mechanics
of the city. Mlen who have £E20, £80, or £40
by them might inspect a ear in the day time
and they would know what they were going
to buy. 'We should encourage such men to
carry on legitimate work on their own
aecount, and to become more self-reliant.
T commend the second reading- to the good
judgment of the House.

Question put and a division taken with
tile following result:-

Ayes 1... 1

N~oes . .. 16

Majority against

Mr. Brown
N1Ir. Orifitha
Mr. Lambert
Mr. Mann
Mr. Marshall

Mr. Millington

Mr. Angalo
Mr. Angwtn
Mr. Obesson
Mr. Coverley
Mr. lHeron
Miss Hol1man
Mr. Kennedy
Mr. Luter
Mr. McblluIm

5

AYES.

Mr. Sampson
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Tesdale
Mr. Thomson
Mr. Wilson

(Teller.)

NOES.

air
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
W1r.
Mr.

James Mitchell
Panton
Sleeman
Taylor
A. Wansbrough
C. P. Wanebrough

lue sle
(Teller.)

Question thus neg-atived: Bill defeated.

BILL-MUNICIPALITY Or raE-
MANTLE,

Second Reading.

MR. SLEEMAX (Fremantle) [S.7] in
moving the second reading said: This is
one of those little measures containing no-
thing contentious.

Mr. Thomson: Not like youi racing Re-
striction Bill.

Mr. SLEE MAN: No. The object of the
Bill is to give the Fremtantle Municipal
Council power to resume land required for
the extension of Queen-street from Adelaide-
street through to Cantonment-street. Any-

one who knows Freman tie will agree that
the width of the streets and the nature of
the turnings cause traffic. to become very
congested at times, and it is necessary that
Queen-street should be carried through in
order to relieve the congestion. Later on
it is proposed to take steps to widen cer-
tain portions (if streets in the municipality.
That is a. very necessary work.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: I suppose you
imagine you are in London.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I am pleased that it is
intended to do something in the way of
town plann~ing at Frem antle. I understand
that originally the town was laid our '-ery
nice]y' , but peolile who came afterwardi
narrowedl tho streets and did not carry themn
through.

Mr. Samupson-. It is certainly pretty well
laid out.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The extension of
Queen-street to Cantonment-street, wilt re-
lieve inuch congestion, particularly in the
evening time.

Hon. G. Taylor: Has another place con-
sidered this Bill?

Mr. SLEEMAN: Yes, it has come from
the Council. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second timne.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

III Committee.

Mr. Lutey iu the Chair; Mr. Sleeman in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 3-agreed to.

Clause 4-Power to widen streets.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I understand that
this Bill is on all-fours with the City of
Perth Bill recently passed.

Mr. Slecinan: Yes, word for word.
Hon. G. Taylor: Except, of course. that

it is made to apply to Fremantle.

Clause put and passed-

Clauses 5 to 9, Title-agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILLr-LAND ACT AMENDMENT.
.Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 15th October.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tharn) [8.13] : This Bill is intended to
amend Section 105 of the Land Act which
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provides that in certain circumstances the
boundary of a pastoral lease may be ad-
justed by the approval of the Minister and
Wn lpayment of a fee. Reading Section 105,
one would imagine that the application
must be made for land not already leased,
bat iii the hands of the Crown;, in other
words, that the adjustment must be made
before the Minister approves of an appli-
cation for a pastoral lease. But that is not
veryv clear. The Minister wishes the House
to say that he may approve of an applica-
tion to alter the boundaries of a pastoral
lease even if by doing so lie must disturb
the boundaries of an adjacent lease, where
imjproveiments have been made on unotlier
man's land in error-or deliberately, by
the way-so as to secure to the man who
actually made them, the improvements, or
failing that payment by the innocent per-
son. The proposal seenms highly dangerous.
These pastoral leases ate not surveyed,' and
it is the responsibility of the pastoral lessee
to have the survey done. The survey is an
expensive business, and therefore the lessee
has taken the risk of not having it done.
That position has existed for years. A
prominent landmark, say a hill or a lake,
lias been incorrectly plotted on the map.
An applicant for land knows just where lie
wants to start, taking the prominent land-
mark as a starting point. He sends. the
Lands Department a description of the
land], naming- the starting point. The
Lands Department take the map as it is.
The starting- point may be Mft. Jackson, and
the department take that point on the map,
where it many be 20 or 30 miles out. So
confusion has arisen 'and trouble exmst ,
Some of the maps are 25 or 30 years old.
The Bill asks the House to agree to some-
thing we have never agreed to before.

Hon. S. W. Alunsie: Do you not think
it only fair that improvements should be
paid for?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If they
are of value to the man on whose land they
aire and can be used by him, but not other-
wise. The man, already having a well of
his own. may not wvant a well put down
by another person. If so, wby should he
pay for another well, or failing that .sur-
sze.nder some of his land? The man who
makes the improvements takes no risk what-
ever; nothing can happen to him.

Hon. S. W. Mminsie. The man who makes
improvements is the man we want to en-
courage.

Hon. Sir JAMES AL1TCHELL:. Improve-
inents on his own land, yes.

Hon. S. W. Mansie: He makes them ander
ti-e belief that he is on his own land.

Hon. ISir- JAMLES M1ITCHELL: This
mneasure, if enacted, might encourage a man
to do imuprovemnents on another man's land:' i~f
he watnts some of that other man's land, Take
thie ease of a recent selector, say a soldier set-
tier. If someone made improvements on the
s,)ldier settler's land and the latter were told
lie mnust either pay for the improvements or
et go part of his hodn, he would have

onlY the latter alternative. Of course the Min-
it' would ref use his approval if he were

not convinced that it was a ease of honest
mistaike; anid rio douibt he would vlso refuse
ni, assent it the exervise of the power meat
thle rumn of the station of an innocent man,
TJhere is no reason why before making im-
provenments a pastoral lessee should not have
Lis land Surveyed.

The 'Minister for Lands: That does not
cast much.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I know
it costs a good deal.

fr. Teesdalc: It is advantageus to leave
the survey for some time, until the pas-
larnlist ha s a chance to get on his feet.

11011 S ir JAMES MITCHELL: Some of
these leaseholds have existed for 25 years.
I-'efore it can be proved that the improve-
ments are on the -wrong lease, a survey must
be madie. I know of a recent ease where a
fence was erected by a pastoral lessee just a
few chains inside his boundary. When the
arijoining man decided to put tip a fence, he
ranted to buy a half of the other man's
fence, and of cours-e the narrow strip of land.
But the man who had the fence said, "No:
put up a fenice on 'your own country." The
man had to do it, and to-day there are two
fence., a chain apart.

Mr. Tin sic: They would make a good
strect or roadway.

Hon. Sir JAMES MlITCHELL: I do not
think any' of ius can approve of the clause
wvorded as it is. The original section in the
parent Act was never intended to do more
ihan authorise the Mlinister to adjust boun-
daries where he could reasonablyv do it. A
very h ard] case came before me some time
ago: I think it has since been adjusted. It
orccurred at Onslow. There was a starting
point on the coast, and the contention was
thant in the course of years the point had
moved further down the coast or up the
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coast, as the case may be, and that boun-
dories were in consequence altered.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: Something like a
wvilly-willy.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The re-
suit was to put some valuable improvements
on another man's land.

The Minister for Lands: No; you are
wrong. The other man took up the land with
the improvements on it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is a
different ease.

Mr. Marshall: I can quote a recent case
in that regard.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Does the
Minister mean that the original lessee made
Ifinc improvements on Crown lands!?

The Minister for Lands: Before the other
wan had the land.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: From the
Crown? If it was Crown land, the Minister
could of course adjust the matter. I can-
vnot agree that we ought to give protection to
a person who makes improvements on an-
other ma' land.

The Minister for Lands: That has been
donc in the past. There has been bluffing.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am in-
capable of it.

The Minister for Lands: Oh, are you7
Hfon. Sir JAME S MITCHELL: Probably

the Minister for Lands has done some bluff-
ing. I cannot agree with the Minister tlhnt
thr, Bill should he passed. To rectify errors
nany be right, but it is wrong to make it
possible for wrong to he deliberately done in
order that the wrongdoer may rain some ad-
vantage. If) this Bill becomes law it will be
a sort of invitation to a man to go on his
neighbour's land in order that he may secure
i "

MR. TEESDALE (Roeboutrne) [8.25]: I
support the Hill, which I regard as highly
necessary. I can utterly disprove the Op-
position Leader's contention that the measure
is unfair. A certain headland on the coast
in the North was accepted as a datum point
for the taking up of pastoral country. That
datum point was positively shown on the
coastal survey. It is apromninent headland on.
the coast, and people frequently speak of
something- being 10 miles cast or 10 miles
,west of that headland. Certain work was
done within about half a mile of the head-
land by a pastoralist. A droughbt beinT on,
it "-as necessary to sink wells near the head-
land, as there was good feed in the neigh-

bourhood. When a new coastal survey was
made by the survey boat some two or three
years ago, this particular headland was
thrown some miles down the coast-which, of
course, immediately aroused the attcntion
of the man holding that country, and also
the attention of his neighbour, who then
climied that his block extended a little be-
low the headland. The consequence was a
dispute which lasted some time. The de-
partmental file on the subject is 4 or 5 inches
high, and nil sorts of threats 'were made by
the pastoralists. Two MKinisters, I think,
dealt with the case; find only lately' has the
aggrieved mian received justice. It was indeed
a hard ease, and I did my best for him, and
found it an uphill fight. Eventually the de-
partment recognised that an injustice had
keen done, and they made reasonable repara-
tion. Naturally, the man was not satisfied.
However, few people in his position over are.
The man holding the property now is in dis-
tressed circumstances by reason of the delays
that hare occurred. There was a good patch
of feed available when he had sheep to put
on this country. Had the sheep been put
there they would have been saved. The Gov-
ernment might reimburse him the value of
the sheep he lost, 35s. to 40s. per head. There
was a clear case of injustice due to the neglect
of the Government. We want a measure like
this to enable justice to he done in such cir-
cumstances, andf therefore I have pleasure
n supportiuwP the Bill.

MR. ANGELO (Unscoyne) [8.29] : Since
the Bill was introduced by the 'Minister for
Lands, I have considered it carefully and
also discussed its provisions with quite a
number of pastoralists. The result is that
I intend to support the second reading. I
consider that tile Minister is to he thanked
for his desire to improve the provisions of
the parent Act.

HON. G, TAYLOR (Mlt. Margaret)
[8.30]: When a man selects pastoral coun-
try, he plots- his homestead, and puts down a
dam, well, or tank, on what he believes is
his own land. onl tile land which the
Government have ap~proved of his talc-
ing.-, over, it is only when the sur-
vey' or comues alOng that the muan finds
hie is a few chains in on Crown laud, or land
apl~pied for since by someone else. I know
of a distres9sing case of flint band which

-occurred some timec ago, and the error W-10,
nut found out until the survey was acluallY
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made. It was then discovered that the im-
provements had been carried out somec three
chains from the boundary On Crown land.
Fortunately no one else had taken up) the
land, and the owner of the property was
able to take uip another block, whichI em-
braced the improvements that he had made.
In that way lie saved some £500 or £600
worth of improvements. The Bill will give
anyone falling into a similar error the op-
portunity to secure compensation for the
capital invested. In another instance 1 know
of a holier who, in order to save his property,
was compelled to take up another block of
laud that lie was hardly capable of handlling,
at the time. I air convinced that the Bill
will not work a hardship upon any pierson;
therefore I shall support the second read-
ing.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (lion.
IV. C. Angwvin-Nortli-East Fremantle---
in reply) [8.32]: 1 am surprised at the re-
marks made aganst the Bill by the Leader
of the Opposition. I did not think that any
possible objection could be raised to it. The
hon. member stated that the Bill would prove
dangerous. I really cannot understand sueh-
a remark. ].it the past pastoral leases have
been taken uip from some given point from
which to work. Then everything went on ill
right until someone else came along to take
tip land adjoining. A survey perhaps re-
vealed that the holder had carried out his
improvements on what he thought was his
own land, when, as a fact, the improvements
had been made outside what proved to be his
boundary. Of course there were no survey' s
to work upon; it would cost the State too
much to carry out surveys so far inland.
Only to-day 3 case was brought under my
notice which will be affected by the Bill.
Sonme returned soldiers desired to sell their
area, and it was discovered that their fence
was a small distance from the boundary.
Then the person who wished to buy declined
to do so. I cave an assurance that there
would be no dfifficulty because the adjoiig
load was Crown property. If the adjoining
land had been privately held I could not
have made the promise. If a person wil-
fully erects a fence, or sinks a well, or effects
other improvements, outside his boun-
dary, the position will be different, but that
is hardly likely to occur.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I do not object
when a man has made his improvements out-

sidle his boundary and the improvements are
on Crown lands.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In the
ease quoted by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, after the improvements had been made,
certain alterations were made to the boun-
daries, and the person who took up the land
found that his neighbour's improvements
were on the land that he had taken up.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: 1 suppose the
imiprovements were made when the land was
Crown land; you should adjust that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But it
was not Crown land wvhen it was discovered
that the improvements had been made.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: In that case
it is all right.

The MINISTER FOR LANDSZ There
is still another instance which, to some ex-
tent, was responsible for the introduction
of this Bill. An old family had a pastoral
lease. They sank wells and constructed
daims and eventually found that those im-
pirovements were made outside their boun-
dary. Someone else took up that adjoining
area and, of course, claimed the improve-
ments. WVe had no power to rectify that
position.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: On Crown
land?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It Was
Crown land when the bores and wells were
put down.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I would not
object to an adjustment there.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Bill
will apply to areas taken up many years
ago, and where other people have since
come along and taken up adjoining pro-
perties. We propose by the Bill that the
new selector may have the improvements,
provided he pays the value to the person
who made them, and if be does not agree
to do that, the boundary will be altered so
as to preserve the improvements for the
man who made them.

Mr. Teesdale: How will you arrive at
their value?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In the
same way as in regard to the resumption
of land for agricultural purposes. A
referee will be appointed.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Oominntee.
Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister

for Lands in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.

Clause 2-Amendment of Sedtion 105:

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I agree
that wvhere improvements are made on land
whilst it is Crown land, the boundaries
-should be adjusted. Where a pastoralist
makes improvements deliberately on an-
other man's land, perhaps with the idea of
securing a good wvell site, he should not be
pr otected.

Mr. Marshall: This clause will not apply
to cases of that description.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: With all
due deference to the hon. member, and with
all due respect for his judgment, I say it
will apply to the man who deliberately
mak Ies improvements on his neighbour's
property.

Mr. Marshall: He would be trespassing.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS; Every

care wi~ll be taken in the direction to which
the Leader of the Opposition refers. What
lie suggests may happen, but it is not at all
likely to happen. I do not think anyone
would run the risk of spending £1,000 in
putting down *a bore if he knew it to he
outside his boundary, unless he had made
some arrangement with the other man first.
The alterations we have to deal with are in
regard to areas that were taken up many
years ago and where the adjoining land has
b~een taken up since.

Mr. ANGELO: There is a safeguard in
the last portion of the clause which says
"unless the holder of such other land is
willing to pay the applicant the fair value
of such imp~rovements." That means that
if the adjoining lessee puts down a bore on
the other man's property, the proper owner
of the lease simply pays a fair value for
the improvements. If the bore is a failure.
the owner pays nothing.

Mr. TEESDALE: When these boun-
daries are adjusted, surveys will have to be
made. The applicants or contestants will
have to pay the cost of the surveys. This
may men a sumn that is greater than the
value of the land.

The Minister for Lands: It is not likely
there will be any surveys for some time.

Clause put and passed.

Title-ageed to.
Bill reported without amendment, and

the report adopted.

BILL-VERIUN ACT AMENDMENT.
Message.

Message from the Governor received and
read, recommending the Bill.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
thami) [8.50] : This is another of those
measures which mean a heavy tax upon
the people, particularly upon the land
owners. The Minister has said that dingoes,
foxes and rabbits are doing much damage,
])articularly the first named. We agree
with that, but wvhen it comes to a question
of dealing with the matter I am afraid
many of us will he objecting to the
p~roposal. The Minister is right in saying
that muchi morm stock can be carried on
the land if these pests can be eradicated.
Land owners must destroy the dogs on their
holdings. In various parts of the State
there are boards that control the wvork. The
same trouble has been experienced in the
other States. I should have been g lad if
the 'Minister had told us what hand happened
there, wvhat steps had been taken to meet
the diffIiculty, aid what success had fol-
lowed. When dealing with a matter of such
vital importance we ought to be told what
has happened ia other parts of Australia,
and what the cost has been to the man coi
the land. The 'Minister has brought down
a Pill to set up another board. It would be
agood thing if this work were regarded as

a national undertaking-. We have iflspec-
tors emiploy' ed, who could just as well com-
pci landowners to play' their part as a board
could do. It would be right for the Govern-
nient to deal wvith the matter because it is
a national one. Three-quarters of the land
in the South-West is Crown land, and one-
quarter of it is owned by the purchasers.
Dingoes and rabbits do iiot care where they
go. Their breeding grounds arc nearly all
on Crown lands. It unil-it he as well to
treat this as a national question to the ex-
tent that the work of destruction should be
a matter for the Crown, to regulate. This
Bill is a tax upon a tax. It is a super tax.
The present boards are to continue. They
are to exercise their powers and responsi-
hilities, and the present right to tax will
stand. The ' will collect the tax, so that
there will be two taxes for this one purpose.
That is had in principle. The Minister did
not 'explain why hie proposed this. Appar-
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ently the idea is held that the juan on the
land can stand any kind of taxation.

Mr. Thomson: He is getting it well ii,
the neck.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes.
le has had it in the neck during the last
few weeks. The water rates have been in-
creased from 3d. to Is. in the pound.

The Mlinister for Lands: Nothing of the
kind.

Mr. Lambert: It is a terrible thing to
think thant they will have to pay for their
water.

lon. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: We
passed the Bill here, and unfortunately it
passed another, place, increasing the maxi-
mnum rate front 3d. to is. in the pound.

The Minister for Leads: We. have power
to strike a rate of 5d. nowv, but they are
only' paying 3d. Do not make statements
that amount to misrepresentation.

Hon. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: I repeat
tlhat we passed thle Bill here, and another
place passed it too.

The Minister for Lands: It did not raise
the rate a fraction.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It gave
power to raise it.

The Minister for Lands: That is quite a
different matter.

Mr. Mann: Then why did you wvant it?
The M1inister for Lands: To use in some

areas where there is now no water.
Hon. Sir JAMES 2ITCHELL: I have

been, taught that when we arc dealing with
legislation we must expect the worst that
the House says may happen, to happen, and
it generally does happen in the end. I do
not knowv if nmembers thought that in pass-
ig that Bi it would be necessary to im-
pose a rate of is. If they did not intend
that the Government should go beyond 5d.,
as provided in the Act, why were we asked
to allow them to go to is.?

The A'iinister for Lands: In some eases
the water could not be provided for that.
If the rate could not be struck, it wvould
mnean that the farmers would not get any
water.

Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: The
work has been done previously by agree-
ment. it is one thing for people to say
they arc willing to pay-

The Minister for Lands: One man is to
be allowved to stand out while another man
has to pay for it.

Hou. Sir JA,1ES MITCHELL: It is an-
ottier thing for the Government to say they
ale going to tax people right through the
country, aid that they will have to pay for
their wvater whether they wrant it or not.
I knowv more about these matters than the
Minister does.

The Minister for Lands: You know what
you say is incorrect.

Mr. Lambert: You did not bother about
what the goldfields had to pay.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Glovernncnt will charge Uf) to is. There is
it.' doubt about that. They said so.

The Minister for Lands: We said we
would not do it.

Mr. Lambert: What about the Is. 6d. in
the pound that the goldflelds had to find
until they had paid for the water scheme?

The Msinister for Lands: What has
water got to do with it?

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
dealing with the tax. It is impossible to

go0 on increasing the taxes.
'the Minister for Lands: Put the ttn.ition

fairly and squarely, and do not imike mis
relpresen ta tionas.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL- I an
not misrepresenting the position. I can-
imt. understand why, when one is repeatin~g
the words of time Bill, one should bie thought
unfair.

The AMinister for Lands: Yet, say it so
often that you will come to believe it.

Hlon. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: I know
it is so. Now we are asked to give greater
power uinder this Bill, and to impose an-
other tax.

The %Minister for Lands: This is what
has been asked for by your people.

Hon. Sir JAMIES 'MITCHELL: 'Never.
The Mfinister for Agriculture: Who are

.Your people?
The 'Minister for Lands: I admit you do

not represent the farmers.
lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I (10 not

misrepresent them.
The Mlinister for Lands: You are doing

so in this ease.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Thant is

more than I can say for some members in
this House.

The SPEFAKER: Order!
Hon. Sir JAMES IMIT(HELL: It may

be a laugh ing matter with some members.
They are not going to pay. They will live
confortnblv in Perth, and go to picture
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shows or other attractive entertainments.
What we have to do is to consider seriously
this new proposal. There is to-day a ver-
mill tax, and we have vermin hoards deal-
ing with the qnestion. Inspectors and
other people arc employed throughout the
State. All that is expended to-day will be
expended when this Bill is passed. Al that
happens to-day in connection with the ad-
ministration by the boards will happen
when the Bill is lpassed.

The Minister for Agriculture: That is
not so. Wherever vermin rates are paid
to-day they will cease if the Hill passes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: TI'e
vermin rates are not affected by this p~ro-
posal.

The Minister for Agriculture: Verin
hoards will not be required to tax for the
destruction of dingoes wvhile this Bill oper-
ates. It is a matter for themselves.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The ver-
minl rate as it applies to-day under the vet-
ini boards system will stand.

Th le Minister for Agriculture: It is no use
trying to convince the hon, member.

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is the
duty of every member to read this Bill care-
fully and compare it with the Act. That it
what we are paid to do, and what we ought
to do. The Minister proposes to tax holders
of pastoral lands to the extent of id. in the
pound and to levy a tax of I/2d. in the Pound
against agricultural land. He proposes to
collect from the pastoral lessee onl the ordin-
ary basis of taxation. Pastoral leases, of
course, are not valued, but for taxation pur-
poses the valuation is arrived at by taking
what the lessee pays as rent and multiply-
ing it by 20, the result being regarded as
the taxable unimproved value of the land.
If a man pays £1 for 1,000 acres of pastoral
land, the unimproved value is assumed to be
£20. The Minister, therefore, will tax that
1,000 acres of pastoral land to the extent
of Is. 8d. On the other hand, the Minister
will tax 1,000 acres of agricultural land at
Bruce Rock, for instance, where the uninm-
proved value is £2-it is more in some in-
stances-and that means that the tax oin
that 1,000 aci-es of agricultural land will
be £4 3s. 4d. That is to say, the Minister
will tax 1,000 acres of agricultural land fifty
times as much as he will tax 1,000 acres of
pastoral land in the Murchison district. I
do not know whether members representing
agricultural districts agree with that pro-

1)0501. It is largely an acreage benefit in
these districts.

Mr. Angelo: The pastoral country will
carry a shee) to 12 acres, but the ag-ricultural
lands should carry a sheep1 to tile acre.

The Minister for Lauds: You will lose
mnore in one night from dogs than the whole
thing, would cost in live years.

Air. Angelo: That is so.
The Minister for Agriculture: 1 have bad

that experience myself.

Honl. Sir JAMES MITCHELL; However,
the benefit is largely on an acreage basis.
If we take it that 10 acres of pastoral laud
on the Gascoyne wvill carry one sheep, it
will be seen that to protect one sheep in the
Gascoyne, the tax will be one-fifth of a
penny lpcr sheep. If it takes four acres -it
land in the South-West to carry a sheep,
the tax will he 4d. per sheep. Let us be just
and reasonably fair. I am not prepared to
ask the land owners in the South-West to
pay twenty times as much for the protection
of a sheep there as the land owner has to
pay in the Glascoyne.

Mr. Marshall: You have not protested
during years past against the people in the
North paying- 50 times as much as those in
the South-West, in order to keep down the
dogs.

HQD. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It would
have come well from the member for Mur-
chison (Mr. Marshall) if he knew that, had
he himself protested. I did not know of it,
and it would take a good deal to convince
mue.

Mr. Marshall: Your land in the South-
West has been protected for years Ibecause
of the payments made in the North to keep
down the dingoes.

Holl. Sir JAMNES MITCHELL: Dingoes
were destroyed onl the land referred to be-
fore the hors, miember was born and before
lie cuts his wisdom teeth they will still be
destroyed in the North.

Mr. Chesson: Do you say that it takes
four acres to keep a sheep ia the Beverley
district?

Mr. Angelo: That is merely tin exaggera-
tion.

Hon. Sir JAM.ES MITCHELL: There are
4,000,000 sheep on 28,000,000 acres held in
the South-West, and that works out at a
sheep to seven acres.

Mr. Angelo: That is because the dogs.
have cut down the flocks.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
here to legislate for the whole State and not
merely for the spot we come from.

Mr. Chesson: The Bill is for the Slate
as a whole; it is not legislation for one part
only,

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: Of
course, and therefore the State as a whole

houl1 aI atvi reasonable amount and we
should not!5ay that a men holding 1,000 acres
in one part should pay 50 times as much
as a man holding 1,000 acres elsewhere. It
is not fair. Neither, if we regard it from
the standpoint of the protection of a sheep,
is it fair to say that for that protection a
mail in one part should pay one-fifth of at
penny as against the payment of 4d. by a
mail in another part of the State. Again,
the Minister said he would receive £34,000
frYom this tax. I do not know how those
figures were prepared for the M11inister.

The Minister for Agriculture: The only
difference is that you have taken the im-
[-roved values and we have taken the unim-
proved values. You refer to improved values
;A Bruce Rock,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
not so.

Mr. Thomson: That is the basis on which
they are taxed, as suggested by the Leader
of the Opposition.

The Minister for Agriculture: I have to
pay the tax and I should know something
about it.

H[on. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We can
take the Minister's own figures and convince
him that he is wrong.

The 'Minister for Agriculture:. You are
speaking of taxes on the improved value,
not onl the unimproved values at all.

Hon. Sir JAMIES 'MITCHELL: I assure
the Minister thiat I am dealing with the unim.-
proved values in each case.

The Minister for Agriculture: But I have
to pay.

I-on. Sir JA-MES M1ITCHELL: Not for

the whole State. At Bruce Rock the unim-
prov~ed value is £2, although land is selling up
to £8, including improvements.

iMr. Thomson: And people are taxed
there on an unimproved value of £2.

Hon, Sir JAM_%ES MITCHELL: On the
10th December, 1024, the Minister gave this
information to the House. He told us that
the total taxable unimproved value of the
lands amounted to £40,000,000. Of that total,
£19,000,000 represented the unmproved
value of agricultural land, while the unim-

proved value of Crown lands, such as pas-
toral leases, was £2,500,000. When those
figures were made up last the land had not
been revalued. If we may take the Treas-
u~rer's estimated revenue from land tax as an
indication, this amount will he nearly double.

The Minister for Agriculture: And a good
job.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have no
objeetion to that, because the value is there
in the land to-day. The Minister, however,
says it is a good job, because he will get
more taxation! On the Minister's own
figures, however, it shows that on the basis
of £09,000,000 as the unimproved value Of
agricultural land, he will get, under the Bill,
£0,417, or nearly twice the sum he men-
tioned. On the pastoral lands, based on the
figures I have quoted, the tax wvill be £10,414.
Thus, he will get, on the basis of his own
figures, taxation amounting to £E49,831. On
the top of that there will be the additional
tax due to the increased unimproved values of
the land. Therefore, the Minister will get
not less than £060,000. Yet he told the House
that he would get only £34,000!

The Minister for Agriculture: You know
the tax is not to exceed Id., and it may not
be Id.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: When we
are dealing with taxation we must deal with
the worst that can happen. If the Minister
does not want this amount of money, let him-
say so.

The Minister for Agriculture: What a
pessimist you are when in opposition.

Hon. Sir JAMES MAITCHELL:- I am not
pesimistic, but I do not want to act like a
fool here.

The Minister for Agriculture: You are a
Jeremiah.

Mr. Chesson: Do you exempt from your
calculations the people who have vermin-
proof fences round their holdings?9

Hon. Sir JA'MES M1ITCHELL: There
will be no money spent there. If everyone
fenced their properties there would be no
neressity for this.

Mr. Chesson: Then how can you arrive it-
your figures?

Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: I am bas-
ig them on the figures supplied to this House
by the Government. Under the 'Minister's
proposal, timber leases are to be included.
I do not know why that is so, because
there are no grazing rights in connection
with timber leases.

1483
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Mr. Chesson: Timber country is a breed-
ing ground for dingoes.

Hon, Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: In the
Soutlh-West a timber permit gives the holder
the right to cut the tme, but it may be
that the MNinister will give grazingc rights over
the same area.

IMr. Heron: That has been done already.
Hon. Sir JAM1ES MITCHELL: Then that

mhan will have to pay. Are both the timiber
lessee and the man baring grazing rights
to pay! I do not know how the payments
will be arrived at. Then, too, this money has
to ho collected by the Minister, and he will
spend it as hie pleases. He -will get this
£60,000 and disburse it as ho likes. Under
the Bill he could pay £6 for a dingo at Nor-
thain and £1 for a dingo at York. No one
can say him nay. He keeps a war chest, sets
uip a. t-reasury unto himself, and the Pre-
nijer and the Government will have no con-
trol over him, Are we going to agree to that?
The Minister has no right to have absolute
control over the money to do with it as he
Pleases. He could collect all the money in
the South-West and spend it in the North, or
alternatively he could collect it in the North
and spend it in the South-West.

Mr. Lamnbert: Who do you suggest should
administer it?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Not the
lion. member. I suggest it should be nees-
sarv for this money, when collected, to be
re-voted by Parliament to the Minister or
somebody else.

Mr. Lamnbert: What about the Forests
Act?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We have
taken possession of most of the mnoney col-
lected under that Act. In any event, the
department's estimates of expenditure have to
lie submitted to Parliament for approval.

Mr. Lambert: It is the first time you have
miade a protest against a department spend-
ing money.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
always asked Parliament to vote the money
I required. If all revenue were to he dealt
w~ith in the way proposed in the Bill, we
shiould not require Estimates at all. Much
as I respect the judgment of the Minister, I
do not propose to support a Bill containing
z clause giving to the Mfinister this extra-
ordinary unlimited power.

Mr. Lambert: The subsidy on a few din-
ges!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Very few
Jingoes hut a great many pounds, and it is

the pounds we are discussing. Thea the Min-
ister provides in the Bill a penalty on the
muan who defrauds the Government. In South
n, hstralia only 5s. is paid for a scalp, and
the Minister fears that if hie gives £1
or £2 for a scalp South Australian
sc~alps will be brought over the border. The
penalty is £60. The man who will do that
sort of thing is the worst kind of thief, and
if caught should be imprisoned.

Mr. Heron: It is being done now as be-
tween road hoard districts.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
not fair, but it is a great deal worse when
the scalps are brought in from anotheil
State. The punishment provided does not
fit the crime at all. I repeat that this is a
tax upon a tax. The boards are to exist.
1 think the Minister, rather than taking
the matter in hand in this way, ought to
abolish the boards and control the whole
thing himself. Certainly that would be
very much better than having two taxes for
the same purpose.

Mr. Lambert: It is only a tax [or services.
Eon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is a

tax superimposed on the existing tax. It
may he regarded by the Minister as a simple
Bill. He says it is payment for services.
But sometimes we pay too much for ser-
vices. We shall be paying far too much if
we pass the Bill. The tax will yield, not
what the M1inister says, but twice that
amount, and it will be paid very largely by
the agriculturists. It is true that if they
fence their holdings with vermin-proof
fencing they will be exempt. That is right.
But there are many other holdings where
there are no dogs, no pests, and where con-
sequently vermin-proof fencing is not
wanted. Those holdings have just as much
right to he exempted.

The 'Minister for Agriculture: My own
is amongst those, yet I will pay the tax.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What
is the difference between the Minister's
holding, served with a six-wire fence to
keep the sheep in, and another holding
served with a vermin-proof fence? Land
at Osborne Park, where there are no dogs,
will be taxed under the Bill, So, too, will
land at Jandakiot be taxed.

Mr. Heron: So it should be.
Hon. Sir JAMES IlTCHELL: But

there is nothing there to protect the hold-
ings against.

Mr. Heron: Because the other holding.,
arc keeping the dogs hack.
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Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: There
have been no dogs at Northam for the last
35 years.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough1: Because the
pioneers eradicated them.

Hon, Sir JAMNES MITCHELL : Of
course they did, and that without any tax
at all.

.Ir. Chesson: They would soon find the
dogs there again were it not for thle people
outback.

Hon. Sir .IJA3ES MI1TCHELL:- The
people in the older settled districts hare
fought the dogs and eradicated them, and
the piest cannot got in there again. In the
South-West, of course, where kangaroos
and rats are iplentiful, the dogs increase
i-apidly. The trouble is, that people in dis-
tricts where there are no dogs will have to
pay tax, and that upon the unimproved
valuie of laud, which has applreciated in
-value because of its wheat-growing eapa-
tilites.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: And the only
vermin they have, the rabbit, is not in-
cluded in th Bill.

Hon. Sir JAMNES MITCHELL: Muclh
land within reasonable distance of Perth
has become very valuable. That Wvill be
taxed. I do not knoxv whether we have in
the Rouse the voting strength to defeat the
Bil, but at any rate we -wilt test the feeling
of the House.

The Minister for Lands: In the Toodyay
district the dogs are so bad that the sheep
have to he brought in at night?

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: Where-
aoots in Too dyn 'y is that ? The district
reaches almost from the sea to Newearnic,
200 mnil es.

The Minister for Lands: Around Dowerin
there arc any number of dogs.

H~on. Sir JA1MES MITCHELL: Well, I
shall let the dog& experts have a say on this
mnatter. The Minister proposes to impose
taxation on land that has acquired consid-
erable value, not because of its stock-carry-
ing capabilities, but because of its agricul-
tural capabilities. Orchard land and wheat
laud will be taxed on the value as found
by the Taxation Department. We are not
entitled to levy tax after tax hupon the
people. The Government were never in a
better position to do something to eradicate
this pest than they are in to-day, when the
finances have greatly improved. We are
going to collect over £8,000,000 this year,
one wray and another. Of that money surely

scme amount could be set aside for this
work without imposing a special tax! If
it is to be the custom to impose special
taxation for every purpose, I do not know
where we shall get to. High taxation is
retarding the progress of the country now.
Factories cannot start here, beamuse oar
taxation is so much higher than that in the
Eastern States.

The Minister for Agriculture. What has
this to do with thle Bill?

Hon. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: Every-
thing, because the Bill is a taxation mea-
sure. We have in this country very many
taxes. The Federal taxation strikes the
man on the laud very heavily; our own
taxation strikes him heavily, and the local
authorities tax him heavily. Then we have
water rates and vermin rates, and on top of
the vermin rate we are to have this new
'vermin rate. I hope we are getting neai
the end of the many% taxes imposed upor
the individuial

The Minister for Agriculture: Why does
he pay a water rate?

Hon. Sir JAMNES MITCHELL: Be.
cause he is compelled to.

The Minister for Agriculture: But ivhvl
Mr. Clieson; For gvif@ rsn@rrd.
The Minister lor Agriculture: Does he gel

no service for it?
Hon. Sir JIAMES MI1TCHELL: T woui

be glad to he cross-examined by the Mliniste,
it you, Sir, could permit him to do it. 01
couirse lie gets some service, but Ii do nol
know that the Minister would like to pa)
thle excessively high rates that have to hN
paid for water.

Thc Minister for Agricuilture: Because ]
did not Jean on thle Government for water

Mr-. Thomson: There are not maa3
farmers who have leaned on the Govern.
nient for water.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then(
are many farmers paying water rates to-
day who had their lands well supplied witt
water before the goldfields scheme was pul
in. There arc men who are paying- the ;vatei
rates and not drawing on the scheme,

Mr. Lambert interjected.
Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It ise

shoc king adm iss ion th7at for 20 years the hon
member did Dot see a cup of water. M3
sympathy cannot go out to him; he musi
hare had something decidedly better. Othci
people are paying for miany cupifuls of watei
thaqt they do not get. I hope the House will
not agree to this measure, and I suggest tc
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the member for Coolgardie that he had bet-
ter devote careful attention to the Bill be-
fore he endorses it.

MR. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [9,323:-
Apparently it has become a practice to put
up a wail on behalf of the farmers directly
the slightest amount is charged them for
services i-endered.

Hon. G. Taylor: Do not you think there
is justification for it after having heard the
Leader of the Opposition?

Mr. LAIIBERT: I cannot remember hav-
ing Award the Leader of the Opposition to
greater disadvantage or more barren in argu-
ment than hie was to-night.

IMAr. Teesdale: Except when he voted
against you on the "Tin tizzy" Bill.

Mr. LAMBER1T: Under this measure the
farmers and pastoralists will be coiled upon
to pay an amount representing only a very
slight insurance tar the service rendered.

Mr. Sampson: 1t means an added tax.
Mr. LA-1BERT: I agree that taxation is

high. E very industry in this State, with the
possible exceptions of drink, gamblinig, and
fanning, is outlawed; no one has any in-
terest in it.

Mr. Latlham: Surely you do not include
farming!1 That is taxed heavily enough.
The farmers pay nil the taxes.

Mlr. LAMBERT: Largely on account of
our unfortunate position in Federation, all
our activities are overtaxed, hut Parliament
wvill not deal comnprehiensively, with taxation
in order to levy it upon those -who should
bear it.

Hon. G. Taylor: You are on the side to
do it.

Mr. LAMBERtT: We have not the power
to get it done. 'Members know that taxation
in this State is too heavy. They know that
we ouglIft to be taxing absentees, who are-
merely using the State as a medium for
amassing wealth while they pay taxation
elsewhere. To strike a rate for vermin da-
struction is analogous to imposing a rate for
any other service performed by the Govern-
ment. If there is one question surpassing
all others in importance, it is that of deal-
ing effectively with the vermin menace, and
it can be dealt with rightly only by asking
those to pay who benefit from the lands of
the State. Why should a poor man on a
living, wage be asked to contribute to the
eradication of vermin?

Mr. Thomson:- He does not contribute.
Mr. LAMBERT: He does!

MUr. Lat-ham: He does not.
Mr. LAMBERtT. The Premier has sug-

gested thnt, on account of the state of the
finances, it will be possible to draw fromu the
general revenue to subsidise vermjin boards
for the eradication of the dingo. Whby shouid
we ask the people generally to perform a
service for the pastoralists of the State?

Mr. La thaw: Who pays the taxes?
Mr. LAMBERT: The worker, to a very

great extent, It would be unfair to draw
money from general revenue for the eradi-
cation of vermin. I do not suggest that
the pastoralists are not prepared to pay for
effective service to eradicate the pests that
are cauising so maclh damage. 1 believe the
day wvill come when the whole of our lands
right through to the South Australian bor-
der will be carrying flocks and herds, but
it will first be necessary to adopt a compre-
hensive scheme of water conservation. All
sections of the House extend the ,greatest con-
sideration to the farmers and they deserve
it, but they shouLld at least pay for effective
services rendered by the State. The dcstruc-
tion. of vermin will not be effectively under-
taken until we view the question from a
really broad standpoint.

Hon, G. Taylor: Under this Bill some
people 'will be taxed who will get no ser-
vices.

MNr.' LAMBERT:- That is true. The inein-
her for Murchison could cite many instances
where, immediately efforts to deal with the
dingo pest were relaxed, a big encroachment
occurred.

Mr. Sampson: Do you support the imupo-
sition of the tax in a road board like Bays-
water?

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, all over the State.
Why make exemptions. apart from the gen-
oral exemp~tion contained in the Bill for the
henefit of the man who has already provided
for the safeguarding of his flocks?

M1r. Sam psons: There is no possibility of
dogs at Bayswater.

'Mr. LAM1BERT: The petty amount that
would he involved in place like Bayswater,
Osborne Park, and Jandakot-

Hon. G. Taylor:. That kills your argui-
ment about Paying for services rendered.

)fr. LAM1BERT: T hope that member,
will not be influenced by the mere argument
that the passing of this Bill will infliet upon
pastoralists and farmers additional taxa-
tion.

Hon. G. Taylor: And nothing, for it.
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.1r. LA-NBERT: I do not say that. The
hion. member knows that a few dingoes in
an hour could do damage equivalent to the
small amiount that would be paid by a big
jiastoralist.

Hon. G. Taylor: Such a man should pay.
Mr. LAM1BERT: Yes. I think I would

be prepared to go so far as the hon. mem-
ber and say' that, if we could exempt cer-
tain areas where no service tan be per-
formed for the tax, we should do so. I do
not know whether it would be possible to
make exemptions of that kind, but if it was,
I would go that far.

Mr. Lutey: The people outside are stop-
ping the invasion.

Air. LAMiBERT: To a great extent they
are. I know of one -Murchison property
where effective steps were taken on three
sides to conmat the dingo pest, but on the
other side where no provision was made,
considerable damage was done. It is prob-
ably impossible to exempt certain portions
of the State. However, we should deal with
this matter more comprehensively. When
I was in the Eastern States recently, I saw
a machine designed to exterminate rabbits,'
and a very, simple and effective contrivance
it was.

Mr. Thomson: This Bill does not deal
with rabbits.

Mr. LAMBERT1: I refer to that only to
.show the lack of knowledge displayed in
our own State where we have a big spend-
ing department dealing with the question.
I hope members will take a broad view and
insist that where service is given, it shall he
paid for by the people who benefit.

MR. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [9.42]: 1 am
afraid the Leader of the Opposition cannot
count upon my vote to assist in defeating
the Bill. I intend to support the second
reading.

Mir. Teesdale: He does not want to see
it defeated.

Mr. ANGELO: A Bill to deal with the
rapmidly increasingr dingo and fox menace
has been asked for b -y the pastoralists and
farmers for the last six or seven years. I
consider that ever 'y member representing a
pastoral or farming comm unity should vote
for the second reading. Then, if be is not
satisfied with all the provisions of the Bill,
hie should do his best in Committee to get it
altered in conformity with his ideas. We
are told that this Bill is to benefit only the

farmers and pastoralists. I wish to correct
that statement. The pastoral and fannoing
industries of this State are so important
and so far reaching and exercise such a big
effect on the financial position generally as
to react upon every person living in the
State. If the dingoes are allowed to in-
crease so rapidly as to cause the flocks of
sheep to disappear, merchants, traders,
transport workers, shearers, and in - fact
every class of the commaunity will suffer.
The dog menace must be cheekpid, and
checked immediately. If we look back upon
the papers we find that deputation after
deputation has approached various Minis-
ters of Agriculture, and pointed all this out.

Mr. Heron: Every time.

Air. ANGELO: Yes. They have brought
forward their desire that some Bill like this
should be introduced. Every time Ministers
have gone into the country the matter has
been brought11 before them. Governments in
the past have done very little in the way
of checking the dingoes. They have not
done half enough. That can be proved by
the fact that dingoes are rapidly increasing
in number, as well as those that are crossed
with the one-time domesticated dog. Our
Ministers from time to time have not rea-
lised the importance of this matter.

Mr. Teesdale: We would have had a
good Bill years ago hut for another place.

Mr. ANGELO: Last year, after several
efforts, we had a Bill brought down to deal
with the subject, but unfortunately it re-
ceived the axe in another place. I hope this
Bill will nut meet wvithi the same fate.

Mir. Heron: Some there will meet with
the axe if it does.

Mr. ANGELO: From what I gathered
from the utterances of pastoralists and
farmers, and their representatives, I should
say wvhat they wanted was the legislative
machinery necessary to enable them to look
ofter this menace on their own behalf.

31r. Teesdale: That is the point.

Mr. ANGELO: They were not in a posi-
Lion to do it themselves, and invited the
Minister for Agriculture, as the official head
of the pastoral and agricultural industries,
to give the lead. They said, "We want you
to call a conference, and allow us to discuss
the best methods of dealing with the dingo
and fox menace. Give us the necessary
legislation and we can tax ourselves, and
control the campaign for getting rid of
these pests."
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Hon. G. Taylor: How did you get on
with the last lot of money you had for the
Gascoyne 9

Mir. ANGELO: The Gascoyne people arc
sticking to the agreement they made with
a previous Government, and I defy any
member to prove otherwise. The pastoralists
go further and say that, because there are
large. areas of Crown lands, they expect the
Government to contribute to the fund. That
is what they hoped the B1ill 'would provide
for.

Mr. Thomson: Crown lands are the breed-
ing grounds.

Mir. ANGELO: Yes. That is why the
pastoralists. and farmers, ,Justly and fairly,
ask the Government to give their quota to-
wards (lie funds for the extermination of
the pest. They are quite prepared to tax
themselves. What they want is a uniform
rate throughbout the State. There should also
be a uniform bonus paid for the destruction
of dingoes.

Mr. Thomson: That is one of the reasons
why they wanted the Bill,

Mr, ANGELO: Yes. Most road boards
have, been paying- a considerably higher
bonuis for the destruction of dogs than their
neiglibonrs, with the result that they have
been compelled to pay bonuses for dogs that
have cnoime from other districts as well as
their owni. This makes the uniform bonus
a necessity. Members have asked why cer-
tamn poriions of the State should contribute
when there are no dog-s there. We might
just as well ask why the mining industry,
through1 tile general tax, was asked to contri-
bute towards cleaning op the rinderpest at
Fremnantle. They had to contribute their
quota towards time general tax on that occa-
Sion.

Mr. Sampson : There are sonic cattle on
the goldfields.

Mr. Lutey: They were the frontier then.
Mir. ANGELO: Yes. If a smallp.-ox out-

break occurred in Fremantle, the pastoralists
of the North-West would have to pay their
share in suppressing it. Knowing what this

pest w'ill mean to thle people of the State,
I do not think it is too mnuch to ask them
to contribute. If the wool industry disap-
pears, we shiall hare only wheat and one or
two other smaller things, left with which to
carry on. Cattle owners should contribute,
because they have to a large extent been
responsible for the increase in the pest.
They- have donQ nothing in their areas.

Mr. Heron: A~nd also for the defeat of
the last Bill.

11lr. ANGELO: Yes. They have dune
nothing to cope with the pest. 1. know of a9
sheep station adjoining a cattle stetion,
where the pest has been far more seriouts
itan it has been onl other sheep stations
away from cattle runs. Membhers should
understand what this pest will mean to the
State. The Minister quoted sonic interest-
ing- figures last night,1a and was kind enough
to recall an article that I read last year taken
fromi the "Bulletin" of the 31st .Iuly, 1924.
The article is headed "Thle Tragedy of West-
eiri 'New South Wales." It says--

A group of iun who know every phase of
time tragedly communicate this as their consul-
ered appeal to the Parliaument and people: -
The following comparison of sheep liuimbers
onl properties in 'the West Darling before and
after the invasion will indicate the effects of
the dingo:-
Thle article goes, onl to give the number of
sliest that were there before thme ding-oes
really started to increase in numbers, and
.the reduced number that was left alfter-
ward-, One station had carried 490,000 sheep,
but following upon the dingo pest there
were no sheep left -it the time the article
was written. There are about a dozen sta-
tions whvlich carried ovri a million sheep,
and on these only 41,54S sheep were left.
The article proceeds-

Similar figures could be giveni as to ether
properties, but the instances are ample to show
thle great loss to thle State. ,.. .. By this time
the sheep numbers had fallen fronm 16.028,022
to 3 ,770,345; the great *Monha station, which
at one tinie carried 490,000 sheep and returned
7,000 hales of wool from one clip, hail genee
right out of sheep and was given over to
cattle; see ret of lessees, admirable luoneers,
who had fought the dlogs for years and unde' r-
stood the cotintry and know its needs, gave uip
in despair; thousands of square miles of some
of Australia's finest sheep country saw the
last mnerino go; stations which had employed
80 or 90 men all the year round supported loss
than half a dozen; Wilcannin, a thriving towvn-
ship with a population of over 3,000, drifted
almost beyond recognition; stagnation snper-
soiled prosperity, and the country was fast
losing the very type of mn for whom the Out-
back calls. Where 1,000 persons are required
in this country under cattle, 15,000 woold be
sup potted under sheep.

'Te last sentence is one which every member
should consider. If dingoes are going to
drive sheep away, and sheep are to 1)e re-
placed by cattle, it will mean that only one
man will be required where 15 were required

before. There will be no droving, no shear-
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juig or transport of wool to ports. It is de-
sirable that the House should tackle this men-
ace to the best of its ability. If anything
llapJpened to the wool industry it would have
a serious effect upon the finances. I have
many friends who have lived in the Gascoyne,
w:nd who have travelled through the country
t bout which the article was written. They
,ay it is similar country, and that what ap-
plies to one would certainly apply to the
ot~her unless the menace were checked. In
P-91 there were 106,421,068 sheep in Austra-
I1i;. In 1922 there were only 78,803,261
sheep.

Ron. G. Taylor: That was partly due to
the dryv season.

M.ANQELO: i'o a certain extent, but
(L; ingoe-s 1 eaccountable for the fact that

aome of the stations are turning from sheep-
to cattle. They say that sheep raisin-, can-
nor be carried on in safety in order to make
the necessary profit. In 1918 we had 7,1831-
7-47 sheep in Western Australia. In 1923, the
l::st 6t-ures available, the numbers hadl fal-
len to 6,53.S67. I (10 not say this reduction
was due to the dingoes, hut if we had had
our iiatuiral development, and it had not
livenk retarded by the dino pest, there would
not have been this reduction. WVhen speak-
ing in Queensland the other day the Prime
Minister said-

The wool industryv was the backbone of the
Country, and the backbone of our finances.
The question of the continuance of our great
w-aol industry and the maintenance of Ans-
trulia's positioa in the world was probably the
miost vital onie in Auistralia. at the present timne.
If wool failed every single person in the Coin-
71i0UjieanIt would be affected. The world to-
dlay' wants wool, and wool was the best in-
duistry wve had in Australia. The world's sup-
ries of wool were short, and if they could inl-
crease Australia's production by 23 per cent .
they coulil sell the whole of their wool. In-
creased production might xaeaii decreased
pieR, hut that might be an advantagc, and
not a disadvantage hy the way.
We all know that Australia produces 24 per
cent. of the wool of the world, and also pro-
*hmces- 7Uk per cent. of tie merino wool oC
ile world.

Hfon. f. Taylor: And thle h~est wool of
tile lot.

Mr. ANUiELO: Yes. It appears that
Awusralia i., specially favoured, among, the
counltries of the earth, for time production
aof inerino wool. Therefore, no menace
must he allowed to (dev-elop that will affect
hlis -urea;, industr-y,. Australiau exports.

according, to the littest figures available,

in 1924 totalled £:117,870,000, of which sum
pastoral productsi represented £71,974,000,
and wool by itself approximately 611
millions sterling. Wool represented 48 per
cent. of the whole export trade of Aus-

inaim. These figures. refer only to export
front Australia, and take no note of our
home consumption. If the latter were ini-
eluded, the valne would be a great desi
more. Western Australia's wool exports
last year were of a value of £4,031,000. It
is surprising that a small com1MUnity like
that of Australia, comprising only 3
millions of people, can produce 70 per cent.
of the merino wool of the world. The
dingo is not only dangerous as regards
wool' production, hut is a big- abstale
to funrher development. Two years ago,
thanks to the member for Leonora, mem-
bers of this House had the opportunity
of paying a visit to that town. Those of
us who had not previouisly seen that part
of the State were greatly surprised at the
wonderful area of splendid pastoral land
practically lyingr idle there. We were told
that there were 23,000,000 acres of the
particular class of country we saw, with
water available almost everywhere at a
depth of 30 or 40 feet. At that time
the land in question was carrying about.
12,000 head of big stock. it should be
carrying at least 2,000,000 sheep.

I-Ion. G. Taylor: It will be, too, with
fencing.

.Mr. ANGELO : The development and
peopling of that huge province-for such
it is-has been helh back and is still being
held back by the dlingo menace. The same
thing applies in a smaller degree to our
huge wheat belt. Every one of our farms
should lie carrying sheep. Last year I
travelled through practically the whole of
the eastern wheat belt, and wherever I
went I heard of the desire to carry sheep.
All the farmers want to carry sheep, but
are afraid to do so because they cannot
afford the necessary wire nietting and know
what it would mean if they attempted to

cary seepwithbout proper provision in

be given to these people to get rid of the
dingr), and thereby enable themselves to
carry sheep, because increase in our flocks
means increased population, increased
earnings, and increased wealth for the
whole of the State. What is required is
some legislative authority to enable the
producers to tax themtselves and control
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their own finances in this particular direc-
tion. They need a contribution from the
(jovernwent because of the area of Crown
lands at present creating breeding- grounds
for the pest. One or two mnatters in thle
Bill will certainly have to be amended.
'Tile measure includes a clause bringing the
whole State under the provisions of the
Vermin Act of 1918. It will be remem-
bered that there was serious objection to
the inclusion of the North-West in that.
Act, the provisions of which wvere not at
all applicable to that portion of the State.
Anyone could see that they were designed
for the smaller holdings in the south. One
glaring provision of this nature w'as the
insistence that waters should be fenced. I
do not know how the Mlinister of the day
thought that the pastoral lessee was going
to fence anl artesian bore drain running
10 or 12 miles. It is said that the
pastoralists of the North could fence
their windmills and troughs. It would be
impracticable to fence the troughs at night,
because in the hot areas the sheep come in
to drink at night. Under tile taxing see-
tion of the measure, the North-West pas-
toralist with 1,000,000 acres would have
had to pay £500 annually, as against £50
payable by the holder of a similar area in
the south. A point as to which the present
Bill does not inform us is what will be the
GAovernmenit's contribution to the fund. Tn
answver to ain in tcrjcci ion of mnine last night
the -Minister said the Government would
subsidise the fluid. But we want to knowv,
to what extentq What will he the amiount
of the Government contribution? That is
a thing we shall have to consider seriously
in the Conmmittee stage. Another provision
which I hoped to see in the Bill, but which
is not there, is the appointment of a cen-
tral advisory ])card to control the funds,
and dictate the policy of the various
boards. The Minister, no doubt, will tell
us that that will be done by the various
vermin boards; but we know very well that
the vermin boards will not lbe unanimous
regarding methods for dealing with thle -pest.
Therefore, a central authority should be
created to dictate a policy of eradication,
and also to control the funds. I am per-
fectly certain that the central board could
be almost an honorary board so far as pas-
toralists and farmers are concerned. If,
however, farmers and pastoralists are to
contribute two-thirds of the total amount of
the fund, each industry should certainly be

represented on the administrative authority
by one or two mnembers The remaining
members, or member, as the case might be,
would of course be nominated by the Gov-
erment. The measure would be adminis-
tered by Government officials, but the people
providing the sinews of war, the money,
should certainly have some say in the ex-
penditure, and as to the policy or policies
to be pursued in.' carrying out the eradica-
tion of the pest. Another provision of the
Bill is that any person who has fenced his
area shall be exempt from taxation. WVith
that I heartily agree, but I think the M),inis-
ter could improve the provision by allowing
u .-real) of producers who have adjacent
properties to put a ring fence round their
holdings. 'That would be anl economical
miethod of fencing. The Minister will agree
that it is rather bad economics to have sev-
eral divisions of netting fences when one
w-tting fence could do the job) just as

effectively' . I hope that during the Corn-
inittee stage the Alinister will agree to an
amendment in that direction The question
of netting is highly important. After nll,
to extermi .nate dogs by trapping is one wvay
to. get rid of themi; but nsetting is undoubtedlv
the most effective miethod, because it deals
not only with the dog, but also with the
rabbit pest.

ITr. Teesdale: The cost of netting is £90
a mile.

*Mr. ANGELO: I have obtained quota-
tions to-day, cad find that rabbit netting
is procurable at £37 per mile in Perth, while
dog netting which would he erected above
it, costs £13 per mile. The cost of the comn-
plete fence per mile would, therefore, be
£50; and in addition there is the cost of
erection.

Hon. G. Taylor: It takes £90 per mile to
do the wvork to-day.

'%r. ANGELO: The matter is so im-
portant that the Government should seri-
ously consider the advisableness of raising
a special loan for the purchase of wire and
dog netting, or its manufacture in the State.
WeT want thousands of tons of netting to
deal with the poests effectively. Only tile
(Government can do it, because nearly all
our holdings, both pastoral and farmingI
are mortgaged, though perhaps only to a
smuall extent. To obtain the necessary' money' s
'o purchase netting themselves, the holders
"-mild have to give a second or a
third mortgage. If the Governiment did the
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business, however, they could get the first
claim over the property on account of net-
ting supplied. I am perfectly certain that
the present mortgagees would not object
to the Government becoming first mortga-
gees in such circunmstances, as the value of
their security would be enhanced. I repeat,
the matter is so urgent and important that a
special loan is warranted. I think the Min-
ister will agree that in addition to this Bill
an amendment of the flog Act is required.
Sheep owners in the vicinity of towns are
heavy losers by stray town dogs getting in
amongst their sheep. As these dogs usually
do the killing at night, it is very hard in-
dleed to discover the culprits. Then there is
the question of native dogs. An amendment
of thie law is necessary in that direction. I
have known the police in my district to
come home from a tour and report having
shot from 200 to .300 dogs, mostly found
around the native camps The law allows
the aborigines to have one dog each, but
unless checked they collect as many as 20
and 30 apiece. I welcome the Bill, and I
will support the second reading, while hop-
ing- that in the Committee stage the measure
will be improved. I trust that the Minister
will listen to reason, especially on the point
that this proposed fund shall be controlled
hy a board, one member of which will be
appointed by the Minister, and the remain-
der by the pastoralists.

On motion by Mr. Thomson, dehate ad-
journed.

hrouse adjourned at 10.17 p.m.

1coialative council,
Thursday, 22nd October, 1925.
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BILINDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. E. H. HARRIS (North-East)
[4.35]: To rectify the unjust conditions
that exist in employment and to minimise
strikes, the Legislature in its wisdom
passed an Arbitration Act and wade it
compulsory for litigants to go before the
Arbitration Court. Experience has made it
p~erfectly plain that it is useless to expect
to get 100 per cent, peace. From time to
time different conditions will exist, and
while we were hopeful when the measure
was placed on the statute-book that it
would prevent strikes, we find that it can-
not maintain peace. I am afraid the spirit
of mankind will have to alter considerably
before we reach that stage because, not-
withstanding the bitter experience of want
and poverty to women and children, strikes
still occur and we may look forward to
further outbreaks in future. The stubborn,
reckless natures of different men, not only
amongst employers bint also on the em-
ployees' side, have not recognised the duty
they owe to the community, but at their
own sweet will they have brought about in-
dustrial conflict. We should therefore re-
tain arbitration as a means to settle indus-
trial strife. I mention this because Mr.
Holmes suggested that we should abolish
arbitration on the ground that it did not
prevent strikes. It might be opportune to
refer to the earliest recorded strike which
was meutioned in a Brisbane journal re-
cntly. This occurred about 308 B.c.

Hon. J. Cornell: There were some before
that. Was it Adam or E'e that struck?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS :The earlier
strikes may not have been settled so amic-


