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voing on. The State Mining Enginver
had been asked to go specially into Lhi-
yuestion, and there was a hope of a ter-
mination being arvived at in the very
near future. If the papers containing
the repoerts from the inspectors of mines
and the inspectors of maehinery were
presented to the House, action must be
dclayed wntil these papers were re-
turned. Fhe hon. member's desire would
he achieved by perusing the papers ai
the department, and then later on, if le
so desived, he could bring the matter be-
fore the House again. At the present
time it eerlainly would interfere, to a
great extent with the work in hand, and
it would be doing an injury where il
was desired to do a serviee, If the hon,
member pressed lhe motion, no objee-
tion would he offered, but he must take
the responsibilily for the delay  ihal
would arise in conneclion with the in-
vestigation and the subsequent deeision.

Mr, SCADDAN was prepaved to ac-
cepl the suggesiion of the Minister {o
neruse the files al ihe depariment. U
wonld he passible there to ohtain  all
the nformation that was desired, with-
ont nterfering with the work of the de-
partment in conneetien with the bring-
ing about of reforms. Tl was his inten-
tion to ask leave lv wilhdraw the motion
if only to cause the Minister to hurey
on these reforms which had been so lony
promised. The Minister had long sinee
promised o effect reforms in the machi-
nery department, but up to date he had
made no attempt so far as it was pos-
sible (0 obiain information. By permis-
sion of the Fouse he would withdraw
the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

House wadjourned ut 10.10 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Thursday, 16th Seplember, 1509.
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The PRESLDEXT took the Chair
at 4-30 p.m.. and read prayers.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE,
On inotion by Hon. R. 1. McKenzie,
leave of absence fur twelve  consecitive
sittings pranted to Hon. J. W. Kirwan

on the ground of urgent private business,

MOTION STANDING ORDERS
AMENDMENT. LAPSED BILLS,

Hon. W, KINGSMILL (Metropolitan-
Suburban) moved- -

That for the greater expedition of public
business it is desirable, in the npinion
of this Horwar, that Standing firders be
adopted by this House similar to those
i foree (n the Commonwcalth Senate,
providing that the consideration  of
lapsed  Bills may be vesumed at the
stage reached by such Bills during the
preceding scasion.

He said :  This motion will e fiuniliae
to most members of the House, and if not
familiar in its formal condition. will at all
events, 1 am sure be very familiar as a
subject of frequent rveference on my
part. | am sorey it has been necessary
for e to reiterate this mmotion, but it
is not my fault. nor vet the fault of this
Chamber. Hon. members will reeollect
that in Octoher 1907, just on two years
ago, | had the honour of mtreducing
this  motion. which in a somewhat
amended form was sent to unother place
and concurred in by that branch of
the: Legislature, 1 say Somewhat smnen-
ded form. bhecuuse an amendment was
moved by Hon, E. MeLarty to the
effect that instead of asking an ex-
pression of opinicn from another place
as to the advisahility of taking the
action sot forth in the motion. a desire
should be expressed that the nuestion
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be referred to the Joint Standing Orders
Committee. To this course the members
of another place agreed. Unfortunately.
however, some difficulty was experienced
in getting the Committee together,
and upon repeated remonstrances being
made by onr Standing Orders Committee
an answer was returned from the Standing
Orvders Committee of another place
to the cffect that no more alterations
to the Joint Standing Orders would be
considered by that body until certain
alterations were made in the Standing
Orders relating to money Bills.  What
on earth that had to do with Standing
Orders rclating to lapsed ills can only
be determined at some time in the
Greek Walends when the Joint Standing
Orders Committee meet to decide this
guestion. Tt seemed that they really
had no objection to the motion itself,
but wished to make use of the apparent
anxiety of this House to place it among
the Standing Orders as a lever by which
to remove certain, to them, objeetionable
Standing Orders in relation to money
Bills. Tt is scarcely nccessary for me
to do inore than touch upon, in very
brief manner, the terits of this motion.
1 have gone fully into this question on
many oceasions. I think, however, the
present  oceasion offers a very good
illustratiovn of what is to be gained by
placing the proposed Standing Orders
amongst. ours.  We have, thiz session,
for consideration a good many lengthy
Bills. We are, in this House. now
called upon to consider a Bill relating
to public health ; and apparently from
the progress which is being made it
will take some considerable time for
that Bill to get through the House.
And there are wars and rumors of war—
more, perhaps, rumors than actual—
in conncction with certain clauses which
have yet to he considered in that Bill.
And while 1 hope for the utmost expe-
dition, still T fear it may be some little
time before the Bill gets through. offering
as it does, with its 300 odd eclauses,
innumerable points of attack to any
opposition. Then it will have to undergo
e second ordeal in its passage in another
Chamber, and T venture to say that if
the Government get it throngh, this

+03

sesgion, they will be very leky indecd.
This is the fourth attempt made to get
the Bill through Parliament. As 1
have said. it is a lengthy Bill of many
clauses, a Bill which has cost no incon.
siderable sum to print on each oceasion
on which it has been placed hefore the
Legisloture. A lurge sum of money
i8 required for the printing of the measure.
Three or four drafts have been printed
before finality was reached in the Bill
And now the trouble only begins.
Amendments are made ;  further Bills
have to be printed containing the amend-
ments ;  interminable  debate ensues ;
then there is more debate ;  this has to
be printed ; it finds a record in the pages
of Hansard,—and [ venture to say
if it were possible to arrive at an accurate
estimate. jt rust have cost Detween
£2.000 and £3,000, and nothing has yet
been done. 1 say that any steps that
can be taken to obviate this should be
taken ; and this House and the other
House are justified in taking those
steps s0 long as they do not interfere
with the deliberative nature of the
proceedings, The Standing Orders T
am advocating are so surronnded with
safepnards that T do not think the point
can be taken by anybody that sufficient
deliberation will not he given to a
measure bcefore it is reinstated on the
Notice Paper at the stage at which it
lapsed through the prorogation of Par-
liament. The first Standing Order which
was passed by the Federal Parliament
with this object in view was passed in
1903, and appeared then as Standing
Order 234. Tt is as follows :—

“If in any session the proceedings
on any Bill shall have been interrupted
by the prorogation of Parliament, the
Senate may in the next suceeeding
session by resolution, order such pro-
ceedings to be resumed : providing
a periodical or general election for
the Senate has not taken place between
two such sessions.”

Then, in order to further safeguard the
possibility of Parliament aeting in a
hurry, the following Standing Orders
were added in 1903, and are now In
force and are availed of every session,
sometimes on two or three oceasions,
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by the Commonwealth Parliament. These
are the Standing Orders 234a, 234b,
and 234¢, which hon. members will
find in the Standing Orders of the
Scnate. I may say that they take
the place of the Standing Order which
I have just read. Standing Order 234ais
as follows :—

by reason of & prorogation before
it has reached its final stage may be
proceeded with in the next ensuing
session at the stage it had reached in
the preceding session, if & periodical
election for the Senate or general elec-
tion for either House has not taken
place hetween such two sessions, under
the following conditions :—(a.) If the
Bill be in the possession of the House
in which it originated, not having been
sent to the other House. or, if sent,
then returned by Message, it may be
proceeded with by resolution of the
House in which it is, restoring it to the
Notice PaperSo

I would point out to hon. members that
the amount of safeguard of this proceed-
ing is that the restitution of the Bill to the
Notice paper is not automatic. It is to
be restored by a definite resolution of the
House. which may be adopted after
having becn carefully congidered ; and if
it i3 decided by the branch of the Legis-
lature in which the Bill finds itself that it
is fit and proper that it should be restored

then it is done. The BStanding Order
l‘ea.dsmn —
S TR { ] J If the Bill be in the posseqsmn

of the House in which it did not origi-
nate it may bc proceeded with by
resolution of the House im which it is,
restoring it to the Notice Paper, buf
+  such resolution shall not be passed un-
less a message has been received from
the House in which it originated.
requesting tllat. its consideration” may
vibe resumed.’>
I'36 not think that Standing Order needs
any comment. because it appears to he
clear in itsell. The second of the series,
namely, 2340, reads as follows :—-

* Any Bill so restored to the Notice
Paper shall thenceforth be proceeded
with in both Houses, as if its passage
had not been interrupted by the proro-

f;..
3_3(4 0. Any public Bill which lapses

[COUNCIT.]

gation, and, H finally passed, be pre-

sented to the Governor General for His

Majesty’'s assent.”

That too is perfectly plain,
reads as follows : —
f, * Should the motion for restoration
+ -0 the Notice Paper he not agreed to by
the House in which the Bill originated,
the Bill may be introduced and pro-
w_ceeded with in the ordinary menner.”
That is to say, if the House in their
wisdom do not wish to restore the Bill
to the Notice Paper—it having, perhaps,
got so far that its consideration would be
merely formal—they are quite at liberty
to refuse to so restore the Bill, but that
refusal to restore a Bill shall not act as a
deterrent to the Government or private
member introducing the Bill de nove. 1
do not intend to say much more as the
Bill has been pretty well thrashed out and
considered {rom &ll its aspects. In
moving this resolution 1 am actuated by
a wish, which 1 suppesv also actuates
every member, to expedite the business
of the country, and to do s0 in 0 manner
which will, I think, at once tend to having
the business of the country more thorough
ly done and more cheaply done. Further-
more, if members will think for a moment,
they will agrec with me in the idea that
this Standing Order must have a good
effect both on the CGovernment and
Opposition. 1 have heard it said. it is
hard to believe, but I have Leard it said
occagionally, that Covernments intro-
duce Bills merely as a sort of friendiy
demonstration.

The Colonial Secretary : You should
know, for you were a member of a GGov-
ernment for some time.

Hon. W. KINGSMILL: Nothing of
the sort could be said about any Govern-
ment of which 1 was a member. Shall
we say Governments of long ago used to
introduce Bills as a sort of friendly
demaonstration, not taking them seriously.
But if this Standing Order is adopted
Governments will have to realise that if
a Bill is introduced it may be taken up
very seriously. 1t may not be so easy to
get rid of it at the end of a session as it i3
now. The adoption of the Standing
Order may have w good effect in that
connection.  In s House where party

Clause 234¢,
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Government prevails it must have a good
effect, for members of any Opposition will
see that tactics which are, I believe,
adopted at times, of stonewalling would
not lead to the destruction of a measure,
but merely. perhaps, to some slight post-
ponement.  Therefore an Opposition is
more likely to settle dovwn to serious work
and try to amend & Bill if they cannot
end it, when they know that stonewalling
will not have the effect of throwing the
Bill out altogether. This will be & much
better course, than for an Opposition to
kil a Bill by lapse of time and by end.
less debate.

Hon. J. W. Langsford : Ts this Standing

QOrder in force in both Houses of the

Fuderal Parliament.
Hon. W, KINGSMILL: Yes. The
Standing Order belongs to both Houses.
Hon. J. W. Hackett: Has any State
adopted the Standing Order ?

Hon. W. KINGSMILL : Not that I
know of. I hope that this sensible course
will be adopted first in Western Aus-
tralia. v v

Hon. J. W. Hackett : Fathered by the
hon. member.

Hon. W. KINGSMILL : I do not claim
the patent rights in this connection. T
hope members will agrec with the reso-
lution, for the reasons I have stated, for
the reasons, further, of expedition of
business, of economy, and for the better-
ing of the conduct both of Governments
and Opposition. Furthermore, I would
ask this House not to endeavour on this
occasion to amend the Standing Order,
but should invite, as I think they are
justifed in doing, & definite expression
of opinion from another place, so that it
might not be shelved by being sent to any
joint committee, which may not meet for
some time. I would ask that the question
be put to the Legislative Assembly as it
is put here, and for that purpose, if this
motion is carried, I shall move that a
Message be sent to the Legislative
Assembly acquainting them that the
Council have agreed with this motion and
asking for their concurrence. I have
much pleasure in moving the motion.

L N

Question put and passed.
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On motion by Hon. W. Kingsmill, the
resolution wag transmitted to the Assem-
bly for concurrence.

BILL—EMPLOYMENT BROKERS.
s Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Assembly.

*

BILL—FISHERIES ACI' AMEND-
MENT.
Second Reading.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : {Hon.
J. D, Connolly) in moving the second
reading said : This is a very small amend-
ment of the Fisheries Act of 1905, but
though small it is very important. Under
the Act power is given to the Governor-
in-Council to grant exclusive licenses for
coastal waters for the gathering of any
product of the sea other than food fishes,
or marine animal lifs being food fishes.
A turtle has been classed under the defi-
nition of a food fsh, inasmueh as it iIs an
edible marine animal. Certain appli-
cations have been made from time to
time for o lease of the foreshore of some”
of our coastal waters in the North-West
for the purpose of gathering turtles which
live there in great numbers, but it was
discovered when a lease was granted to
one of the companies that it was not in the
power of the Govermment to give an ex-
clusive right to gather turtles, as they
came under the category of food fsh.

Hon. F. W. Hackett : What is & turtle ?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : Tt is
a marine animal. In order to get over the
difficulty an alteration is made in the
definition of food fish so that turtles shall
be excluded. Power is also given to lease
a portion of the foreshore in order to en-
courage other industries, for which appli-
cations have been made by, for instance,
fertilising companies, to gather seaweed,
etcetera, to turn into manure. This pro-
vigion will allow leases to be granted for
that purpose. As to the exclusive license
granted for the gathering of turtles, at the
present time the Government have before
them several applications, more particu-
larly one irom a London company, who
undonbtedly have shown their bona fides
as they are prepared to take a lease on
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terms which, [ think, will be very satis-
factory to the country, and have under-
taken to put up within a few months a
substantial sum to start the industry in &
good way. It is unnecessary to grant
any extent of water ior a turtle license,
as these animals are captured on the shore
and it is more particularly the foreshore
that is needed rather than the actual
water. It does not lie within the power
of the Government to grant any ex-
clusive license of ocean water, for they
can only grant licenses for the waters in
the bays along the shore. No govern-
ment can o beyond the boundary line of
the State. I beg to move

That the Bl be now read a second time,

On motion by Hon. W, Kingsmill,
debate adjourned.

BILL—LICENSED SURVEYORS.
Seccond Reading.

The COLONTIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. D. Connolly) in moving the second
reading said : The object of the Bill is to
consolidate and somewhat amend the
law relating to the granting of licenses
to land survevors. This Bill has been
brought forward as the resalt of n con-
ference held in Brisbane last year. at
which were present representatives of all
the Australian 8tates and New Zcealand,
the objoet of the conference being to agree
upon a uniform measure to govern the
licensing of land surveyors. Since the
conference. thiz Bill. which embodics the
report of the conference, has been care-
fully scrutinised by the Surveyor-General,
the Under Secretary for Mines, who is an
inspecting surveyor, and the inspecting
surveyot of the Lands Titles Department.
The underlying principle of the Bill is that
one license may be granted to surveyorsg
for all purposes. Under the present Act
& surveyor has to obtain practically three
certificates ; first, one under the Land Act,
then one under the Transfer of Land Act,
and {urther, he has to obtain permission
from the Mines Department hefore he can
engage in mining surveys. The Bill
nakes one certificnte cover the three
licenses.  The Bill also makes a new pro-
vision for the examination and registra-
tion of members of the profession. and

[COUNCIL.]

generally, has for its object the protection
of members of the profession as well as the
public generally. The standard of exarn-
ination for a licensed surveyor is to be
uniform through the Australian States.
This measure is practically a copy of the
Queensland Act, and similar ones are to
be in force in the other States, so that in
the future there will be reciprocity be-
tween the Australian States and New
Zealand, and it is hoped that later on
there will also be reciprocity between all
parts of the British Empire. Clauge 3
gives a definition of an authorised sur-
veyor and provides that one certificate
shall entitle the holder to make surveys
under any Act affecting titles or tenure
of land. The personnel of the board for
granting licenses and holding examina-
tions will be practically the same as at
present ; that is to say, it will consist of
five gentlemen, with the Surveyor-General
as an ex officic member and chairman.
Provision is made in the legislation of the
other States that two representatives of
the Institute of Surveyors shall be on the
board, but as there is no institute in exint-
ence in Western Australia, no provision
of that kind has been made. Should an
ingtitute of surveyors Dbe established
here at any other time an amendment
can be tmade to the law to allow the
institute to be represented on the board
as in the other States. Clanse 5 makes
the'rules for the conduct of the business of
the board, and schedule of the Bill instead
of, as at present, being drawn up separatc-
ly. Clause 6 is exactly the same as the
provision in the present law. Clause 7
is based on resolution of the conferences
dealing with reciprocal registration and
recognition of licenses and certificates.
Clause 8 is a machinery clause taken from
the Queensland Act to provide for secur-
ing the attendance of any person in con-
nection with the issue of n license. Clause
9 provides in the Bill what has heen the
practice with the reciprocating States for
past years. Certain practices have sprung
up in the past that have not been strictly
legal, and this Bill seeks to legalise them.
Clauses 10, t1, and 12 are the same as in
the present Act. Clause 14 contains a
provision to enable the register of licensed
surveyors to be kept up to date. © Tt is
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very difficult now to say if the register
is & correct one. There is no machinery
for removing the names of persons who
may have died or for other reagons.

Hon. J. W. Hackett: How is the
registrar to know that a8 man is a licensed
surveyor ?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
board will supply that information,

Hon. J. W. Hacketi: Subelause 3
of Clause 14 nakes him linble io a
penalty.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : That
is in thé case of death. The clause
"says that every district registrar of
deaths in Western Australia on regis-
tering the death of any licensed surveyvor
shall forthwith give notice thereof by
post to the secretary.

Hon. J. W. Hackett :  And subject to
a penalty if he does not.

The COLOXNTAL SECRETARY: A
certificate of death is issued on the death
of a licensed surveyor.

Hon, J. W. Hackett : But he may not
know he is a licensed surveyor,

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : If
he does not know he cannot bhe satd to
offend.

Hon. J. W. Hackett:
liable to a penalty.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : He
cannot be penalised for doing something
which he did not know was wrong.
Clause 17 is similar to the present Act.
It gives power of entry on lands. There
is no provision in the Transfer of Lands
Act or the present Licensed Surveyors
Act to meet the case. The remaining
clauses although not exactly similar to
the present sections of our law are much
the same and for the same purposes.
The main obhject of the Bill is consoli-
dating and to amend the existing law
in the way T have mentioned ; to allow
surveyors to be registered under one
Act, instead of having to take out
three licenses, as at present. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

But he is

Question put and passed.
Bill read a sccond time.
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BTLT—REA CARRIAGE OF (GOODS.
In Commitiee.

Clauses 1, 2, 3—agreed to.

Clause 4—Application of Act:

Hon. M. L. MOS3S8: This Bill was a
complete copy of the Sea Carriage of
Goods Act as passed by the Feceral
Parliament except Clause . The Federal
Act contains a second subclause, which
reads as follows:—" T'his Act shall not
apply to any bill of lading or docunent,™
Then it gives the date when the Bill was
introduced in the Federal Parliament. and
$8YS--—"* in pursuance of a contractoragree-
ment entered into before ™' adate in 1904,
Fersons might have entered into contracts
for the carriage of goods under the
existing law, and a provision was inserted
in the Federal Bili that as to binding such
contractors, the alteration of the law
should have no effect. ft was con.
ceivable there imight be similar contracts
existing in Western Australia with respect
to the carriage of goods from aone port
in Western Australin to another port
in Western Australia. He moved as an
amendment, that the following be added
to stand as Subclause 1:—

This Aet shall not apply to ang bill
of lading or document wmade before the
S20th day of June, 1910, in pursuence
of a contract or ayrecmend enteved nto
before the first day of September. 19011,

If any contract had been entered into
by carriers to take goods from one port
in Western Australia to another port in
Western Australia, then the contract
would remain as at present. and the
Bill would have no effect on them so long
us the contract lasted. Under the Com.
monwealth Aet a bilt of lading could be
iasned under any contract entered into
before the Ist September, 1804, uncil
the 30th June. 1910. Tt was usual
to put in & complete saving clause to
protect all existing contracts. His pro.
posal was merely to protect themn for
nine months.

The COLONTALSECRETARY : Mem-
bers should not agree to the amendinent.
Shipowners were not deserving of the
protection the hon. member claimed.
They had certainly been guilty of wrong
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practices in contracting themselves out
of their just liabilities.

Hon. . Randell: They have been
declaved illegal many a tirme.

The COLONTAL 8ECRETARY : ‘They
contracted themselves out of, if not
their legal liabilities, certainly their
just liabilities.  Shippers were forced
to ship their goods under conditions
they should not he asked to ship under,
and the shipowners accepted no liability.
Tov give them nine months’ exemption
was a great deal longer than they were
eutitled to. Long exemption might be
granted in a case where there was an
alteration to the law proposed, but in
this case there was no alteration to the
law as it was supposed to exist, though
there might be an alteration to what
was the law in fact. The Bill might
be recommitted. if members wished it.
so that the Act could be made to come
into force three months after the date
proposed in Clanze 2 that had already
been passed.

Hon. R. 7. SHOLL : The amendment
was misunderstood. It was to protect
existing contracts, whereas the object of
the Bill was to prevent shipowners
putting unreagonable conditions in a hill
of lading.

The Colonial Secretary : They have
these unreasonable conditions in the con-
tracts you wish to protect.

:Hon. R, F. SHOLL : All existing con-
tracts. reasonable or unreasonable. should
be preserved and not interfered with by
Parliament. The Bill should certainly
come into force at once to prevent un-
reasonable conditions heing put into bills
of lading, but existing contracts should
continue until theyv expired. It was not
likely that many shippers had entered into
contracts for an extended period along
the Western Australian coast. but whether
they were few or not they should not be
interfered with.

Hon. G. Randell : When one party to
the contract is not & free agent ?

Hon. R. F. SHOLL: If two parties
enteredt into a contract for an extended
term the one contracting party must get
some concession, otherwise he would not
enter into the contract.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. M. L. MOSS: To the language
used by the Colonial Secretary in regard
to the shipping companies, one must ex.
press strong opposition. The hon. gentle.
man did not know the position in elaiming
that the shipping companies had been
carrying on, il not an illegal practice. at
least a wrong practice. The position was
that it was perfectly legal and proper to
put in as many conditions as possible
in a bill of lading exempting ship owners ;
because there was no compulsion ta send
goods by the ships. The Western Aus-
tralian coast was not the only place where
there were these conditions in bills of
luding. Al goods carried on ships cut of
Great Britain were carried under con-
ditions equally as exacting. Ship owners
by wvears of experience continued to put
exceptions on the bill of lading until they
almost contracted themselves out of
liability, but it was by virtue of the fact
that the liability was limited in this way
that goods were carried at a limited
freight. Tf this Bill were carried the
matter would regulate itself. TIf con.
ditions were imposed on the carriers of the
goods the rates for the earriage of goods
would go up, just as occurred in every
other industry we protected. In this
case the shipping companies would natur-
ally insure themselves, and the people of
the North-West would have to pay in.
creased freights. His amendment was
that in respect to every hill of lading for
the next nine months issued under an
existing contract the relations of the
parties should he preserved, they having
entered into the contract in the supposi-
tion that the law would remain as it was,
We had heard many speak of vested rights
in the Chamber. Those arguments would
apply equally in this direction. The
Minister’s supgestion to postpone the
coming into force of the Act would be
more beneficial to the companies, and less
beneficial to the public than the amend-
ment ; because it would mean that every
bill of lading, whether under an existing
contract or in respect to new contracts,
would not be subject to the bheneficial
conditions until the extended period
elapsed.

Hon. R. LAURIE : According to the
Colonial Secretary’'s strong views re-
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garding shipping companies, one would
think that claims were never paid, and
that advantage was always taken of the
clauses in the bills of lading, but as &
matter of fact, the ship owners cheerfully
accepted the measure, expecting that it
would become the law in Western Aus-
tralia, as it had become the law of the
Commonwealth. The amendment moved
by Mr. Mqgs was periectly fair though it
would not*matter much if it failed to pass.
Ta connection with the XNorth-West.
claims had been made in the past for the
over-carriage of zoods, and the conditions
of the bill of lading had been taken ad-
vantage of by the shipping companies
for the reason that they had had to clear
out of the port and carry the goods to the
next port because of the tidal conditions.

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member
must connect his remarks with the amend-
ment.

Hon. R. LAURIE : Now that works
were to be carried out in the North-West,
contracits may have been made for the
carriage of immense quantities of material
and made under conditions of the bill
of lading. The amendment should be
carried ; it would be only fair to adopt
the provision ; it had been made in the
Commonwealth Act.

Hon. G. RANDELL : The Act should
_come into operation a5 soon A8s it was
passed, but the Colonial Secretary might
accept the suggestion made by Mr. Moss.
Tt would be quite sufficient to make it the
first of April, so as to give three months
longer to meet those cases ,wherc con-
tracta had been entered into.

Hon. R. W. PENNEFATHER: The
sooner the Act was brought into operation
the better. It was far better for shippers
to have the Act brought into operation
at once. Mr. Moss wanted to protect the
persons who had already entered into a
contract. and give them a reasonable time
to terminate that contract without loss.
While Mr. Moss desired to do that we
should not lose sight of the fact that
every month after these contracts were
entered into would prove worse for the
unfortunate shipper.

Hon. M. L. MOSS : Would the Colonial
Secretary agrec to the first of April
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Hon. R. F. SHOLL: 1t was his in-
tention to oppose the extension.

The CHAIRMAN : It was not com-
petent to move at that stage any amend-
ments on the commencing of the Act.

Hon. M. L. Moss: It would be better
to let the matter go to a division.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY -
Would the hon. member make it the
3lst March ?

Hon. M. L. MOS8 : Yes; There was
no objection to a compromise and making
it the 3lst March instead of the 30th
June,

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
would now read, That the following be
added as Subclause 2:—

This Act shall not apply to any bill
of lading or document made before the
Flst March, 1910, in pursuance of a
contract or agrecment entered into before
the first day of September, 1909,
Amendment put and passed ;

clouse ag amended agreed to.

Clanses & to T—agreed to.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with an amendment

the

BILL—HEALTH.
In Comumiltee,

Resumed from the previous day.

The CHAIRMAN : Attention had
been called to the fact that in Clause 42
there was a clerical error in the third
line of Subclause 2. In that line the
words ** forty-seven * should be ° forty-
foue” It being very evidently a clerical
error, the Clerk had been instructed to
make the necessary alteration.

Clause 44—Powers of the Minister—
agreed to.

[Clauses 45 to 57—Financial—to be
dealt with by Assembly.]

Hon. J. W, HACKETT: Before
proceeding from Clause 44 to Clause 58
the attention of the Colonial Secretary
should be called to the fact—

The CHATRMAN : There could be
no debate on the financial clanses.

Hon. J. W. HACKETT: Tt was his
desire merely to call the attention
of the Colonial BSecretary and the

attention of the Chairman also to the
fact that the Committee would not be
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able to make any amendments in these
clauses when the Bill was returned
from another place unless the clauses
were amended in the Assembly. The
Committee of the Legislative Council
would lose their right to amend these
clauses unless mnendinents were made
by the Assembly.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY
‘These clauses were to be moved in the
Assembly.

Hon. J. W. HACKETT : It should be
pointed out that the Committee of the
Council would not be able to make any
change unless the clauses were amended
in the Assembly. They would have to
be accepted as they were in the Bill

Hon. C. Sommers: Clause 435 badly
required t¢ be amended.

Hon. J. W. HACKETT:. "Just so,
and members of the Committee would
lose their right to amend them unless
they were amended in the Assembly.

Hon. M. L. MOS3:  Exactly the
same complaint had been made by him
on the previous day with regard to the
Municipal Bill. - It was & very serious
thing.

Clauses 58 to 91l—agreed to.

» Clause 92—Power to make pan charges :

Hon. M. L. MOSS5: Had the Parlia.
mentary draftsman mede any communi-
cation to the Minister in regard tg this
clause ¥

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
clause had been brought under the notice
of the Parliamentary draftsman who,
however, failed to see that any alteration
WAas Nnecessary.

Hon. M. L. MOSS : The way in which
the clause was drawn left room for grave
difficulties to arise in the case of a place
which might be untenanted at the time
the rate was struck. Untenanted houses
were not places from which receptacles for
night-soil had to be removed, and, as the
annual charge was a charge made in ad-
vance, if a place were untenanted at the
time the rate was struck, there were no
means of obtaining payment from the
_owner or oceupier during the balance of
the year, even though the place might
be tenanted shortly after the rate was
struck, and remain tenanted for the rest
of the twelve months, On the other
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hand, if & place were tenanted when the
rate was struck, the payment for the
whole year would have to be made, not-
withstanding the fact that possibly the
place would becormne untenanted two or
three weeks after the striking of the rate,
and remain untenanted for the rest of the
year. This pan rate wag in aperation in
two of the three Fremantle municipalities-
where great difficulty had heen found in
subsequently recovering payment irom
persons whose places were unoccupied at
the beginning of the year, when the rate
was struck ; whereas, as he hod said, other
places which were occupied at the be-
ginning or the year, and for which, conse-
quently the rates had to be paid for the
whole twelve months were perhaps empty
for the greater part of the balance of the
year. In view of the necessity for giving
careful consideration to this clanse he
moved—

That the clewse be postponed.

Motion passed ; the clause postponed.

Clause #3—Sanitary charge in respect
of non-rateable property :

Hon. W, PATRICK : For precigely the
reasons urged by Mr. Moss in respect of
the preceding ¢clause he moved—

That the clause be postponed.

Motion passed : the clause postponed.

Clauses 94 to 99—agreed to.

Clause 100—Power of contractor to re-
cover :

Hon. M. L. MOSS : Although himself
largely responsible for the insertion of
this clause. yet it scemaed to him thet the
clause had been drafted in & way that
did not altogether meet with his wishes.
The purpose of the clause was to evade
a decision of the Federal High Court.  In
New South Wales a certain municipal
council contracted with the contractor for
the removal of nightsoil and other refuse.
and the contract provided that the con.
tractor might sue the individual rate.
payers for the performances of his ser
vices ; but the High Court had held that
as the individual ratepayer was not a party
to the contract, the contractor could not
recover. This clause had been inserted to
ensble the contractor to recover direct
from the ratepayer, but he (Mr. Moss) had
not seen the clause until it was printed in
the Bill. There were certain dangers about
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it in its present form which he would
point out to the Committee. The lucsl
authority might contract with the con-
tractor and give him an unconscionable
amount for the performance of his services,
and the ratepayers would have to pay.
There would be no pleading that it was an
exorbitant charge. The local authority
would not be pledging their own funds,
but those of each and every of the rate-
payers. [t might be an excessive fee,
yet no opportunity would be given of
raising any defence in a court to say that
it was not a fair and reasonable charge.
It weos necessary also to draw the atten-
tion of the Committee to s very peculiar
provision in the c¢lause under which a
person who neglected to pay as not
merely a civil debtor, but would be guilty
of an offence for which recovery might be
made in a sammary manner ; and in the
event of non.payment. imprisonment
with hard labour would follow. Surely
the clause was too drastie, while the
penalty for non.payment. was too serious
altogether. He moved—

That the clouse be postponed.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : There
was no necessity to postpone the claunse at
sll. Tt was extremely unlikely that a
local board elected by the ratepayers
would give a contract to a contractor at
an exorbitant rate, as the hon. rmember
feared. Tt might be that the clausc was
too severe in its latter part, but that
portion could be struck out. The re-
mainder was all right as it stood. As the
hon. member said, the clause had been
inserted to protect contractors, because
in the past the ratepayers had discovered
the legal situation, and consequently the
contractors had lost a good deal of money.

Motion passed ; the clause postponed.

Clauses 101 to 127—agreed to.

Clanse 128—Plans of buildings to be
submitted to local authority :

Hon. E. M. CLARKE : Surely there was
no real necessity for submitting the plans
of & building to a medical officer. Was it
not rather a question for the expert know-
leder of an architect, and the common
sense of the health board ? He moved
an amendment -~

That the words * after report by its
medical officer > in line 6 be struck owt.

31

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
clause as ths mombor proposed was
the law at present, the words he wished
to strike ont having been insertcd as
something new in the Bill. At the pre-
sent time no building could be erected
without the approval of the municipal
council, and therefore it had bheen
the practice in all large municipalities
to obtain the approval of the medical
officer ; that was always done in Perth
and, he believed, in Fremantle and Kal-
goorlie. This clause sought to make the
practice compulsory. It was really more
important that the plans of a dweling
house should be submitted for the
approval of a medical officer than for
the approval of & building surveyor.
All buildings should be constructed in
& healthy manner end be quite sanitary.
The clause only sought to legalise a
practice now generally in force.

Hon. G. Randell: I have never heard
of it before.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: It
had existed in Perth ifor the Ilast five
or six years. No permission to build
would be given under the clause unless
the plans had the signature of the
medical officer. If members would take
plans passed during the past five or
six years they would find on all of them
the signature of the medica) officer.
The clause really provided a protection
for the builder. as any defects that
existed would be found out on the original
inspection of the medical officer, whereas
if this inspection did not take place
until the house was built®it might be
that the property would be condemned
and have to be pulled down.

Hon. J. W. LANGSTFORD: If the
local councils desivred to call in their
medical officers for advice, well and good,
but it should not be specified in the clanse
that onc municipal officer should male
the inspection without the others being
treated in a similar way. The practice
as mentioned by the Leader of the
House certainly did not apply to any
other municipulity he had ever heard
of; in fact he doubted whether it
was the general practice in Perth for the
medical officer to sign plans. He per-
sonally had seen many plans but they
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did not bear the signature of the medical
officer.

Hon. J. W. Hackett: 1 have built
many houses, and none of the plans bear
the signature of the medical officer.

Hon. E. M. CLARKE : If the amend-
ment were carried it would tend to
simplify and expedite matters in con-
nection with huilding. What was the
use of showing a plan to a medical man.
Again, a medical man with a salary
from the local board of only fifteen
pounds a year would soon tell that body
he would have to get an increase in his
salary if it were necessary for him to
inspect the plans of every building
erected in the locality. Tt was for the
architect to say whether the building
was constructed in accordance with
the regulations of the Building Act
or any other Act. It was not fair to
submit a legal question to a medical man,
and that would be the result if the clause
were passed as printed.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : The
clause only applied to municipal councils
and not to heaith boards. Where there
were municipalities the health officers
would always receive more than fifteen
pounds a year, 3o that the contention
of the mover of the amendment wonid
not apply in that respect. The Building
Act did not apply to every municipality,
and it was safe to say that not more
than half 8 dozen municipalities adopted
it, therefiore there was good reason
why new buildings, at all events in those
municipalities, should be passed by the
medical officer.

Hon. G. RANDELL: The addition

to the eclause which it was proposed,

should be struck out was unnecessary,
and if the clause were passed as printed
the work set out would be performed in
o very perfunctory wmanner. FHe had
personally built & good many houses,
but had never seen the signature of a
medical officer on a plan.
The Colonial Secretary :
you plenty to.morrow.
Hon. (. RANDELL: Buildings
must be built in conformity with the
rules laid down by the municipal suthori-
ties, and there was no necessity for
providing for iurther inspections with

I will show
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their accompanying delays and annoy-
ances. There were quite sufficient of
those already. There should be pro-
vision that the buildings were sanitary,
and if the building surveyors and in-
spectors carried out their duties properly
there was very little fear of any in-
sanitary buildings being erected.
Amendment put and passed; the clause
as amended agreed to.
Clause 129—TRegisters of
houses and lodging houses :
Hon. R. F. SHOLL: This was a
drastic clause, for it seemed to provide
that a person could put up a dwelling
house and let it, and if the tenant had
a family of five it would have to be
licensed as a hoarding house. That was
practically what the clause meant, Fhe
Parliamentary draftsman, or whoever
was rvesponsible for the RBill, evidently
went to the other Australian Acts.
took ount certain sections from them,
which were probably suitable to those
States, and inserted them in the Bill,
whereas they were most unsuitable
to this State. If members looked at
the interpretation clause they would
find the interpretation of ‘‘bhoarding
hoitse " to be as follows :—
*“ Boarding house means and includes
a dwelling of any kind, and any house,
tent, or edifice, building, or other
structure, permanent or otherwise,
and any part of such premises (not
being the licensed premises of a
licensed victualler) in which more than
five persons are harboured or lodged
or boarded from weck tn week or for
more than a week.”
Then it was provided by the clause
that every local authority should keep
a register in which should be entered
the names and residences of the keepers
of all boarding houses and lodging
houses within the district, the situation
of every such house, and the number
of persons authorised by the local
authority to be received therein. There-
fore it appeared that if anyone took
in a friend who paid for his board. and
the iamily consisted of five persons or
more, the house would come under the
definition of a bhoarding house. Surely
this was not desired. There was no

boarding
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good reason for deviating irom the clause
in the old Act. The new clause was
taken from the Queensland measure,
where probably there was some other
section qualifying it which had been
left out of this Bill. It was time the
Government paid a salary of £1,500
a8 year to s Parliamentary draftsman.
The officer who performed the work
now had too much to do.

Hon. J. W. Hackett: He appears in
Court.

Hon. R. F. SHOLL : He was also the
head of the Titles Department and could
not possibly do the work of Parliamentary
Draftsman.

The CHAIRMAN : The consideration
of Clause 129 was the guestion before the
Committee.

Hon. R. F. SHOLL:
would move—

That the cliuse be postponed.

Tt would he a good thing il the Bill were
withdrawn and introduced in another
House, for this Chamber was not the
place to bring in a Bill of this kind.

Hon. C. SOMMERS: Perhaps the
wishey of Mr. Sholl would be met if the
definition of * bosrding house” were
amended on recomsmittal of the Bill,

Hon. M. L. MOSS : The definition of a
lodging house was more definite, for in
that there appeared the ierm * lodge for
hire.”

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : There
was no real rcason why the same provision
should not apply to & boarding house as
to a lodging house. The reason why the
number of persons was fixed at five, as
was the case in the definition of a board-
ing house, was that the provision should
not cover a place where a man might
have a friend living with him. It was
thought, however, that ti the number of
persons in the house exceed five, the
building should be open to the same in-
spection and regulations as a lodging
house. The definition should have been
the same as that of & lodging house.
He would have the decfinition seen to
and the clause could be recomm’tted
later on in order to allow of an amend-
ment.

Hon. R. F. SHOLL : As other clauses
would have to he considered later there

fn that case he

tiG)
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would be no obstruction to business by
postponing the consideration of the
present clause.

Motion passed ;: the clause postponed.

{Sitting suspended from 6. 15 to 7.30p.m.}

Clauses 130 to 140-—agreed to.

Clause 141—DBy-laws :

Hon. F. CONNOR : Would the inter-
pretation of boarding house aflect a
private house where five persons were
living ? oo

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : ‘the
definition of boarding house would be
altered so that these clauses would not
refer to private houses.

- Clause passed.

Clauses 142, l43—agreed to.

Clause 144—Theatres, hospitals, and
public buildings :

The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved
an amendiment—That the following be
added to stand as Subclaunse 5 :—

Y It shall be unlawfd to commence the
construction or extension of any public
building unti the plans and specificu.
tions have been approved by the central
board.” '

This provided that plans should be sub-
mitted before a building was commenced.

Amendment passed ; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Claunsges 145 to 159—agreed to.

Clause 160—Penalty for illegally carry-
ing on an offensive trade :

Hon. F. CONNQR : How would the
penalty be imposed without a conviction ?
How could the fact of a person having
carried on a business be established if
there was no conviction ?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Offen-
give trade was defined in Clause 157,
and if anyone carried on such a trade
without permission he committed an
offence.

Hon. R. F. SHOLL : Was there any-
thing in the Bill applying to slaughter
houses ?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : The
definition of offensive trade was contain-
ed in Clause 157. -

Clanse passed.

Clauses 161 to 169—agreed to.
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Clause 170—Diseased or unsound food
may be seized and destroyed :

“Hon. F. CONNOR: Subclause 3
provided that all the expenses incurred
by ‘the local authority, in this connection,
must be paid by the owner. Would
this be the case if the animal waz not
condemned ? Food was often seized
and proved to be wholesome.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
would not be legal to charge the expenses
of seizing what was proved to be
wholésome. The clause merely applied
to what was diseased or unwholesome.
Things would need to be unwholesome
to be seized.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : Tt seemed
the clause provided that any officer
oould go on premises and seize food
even it was not unwholesome, and yet
the owner had to pay the expenses.
These dfficérs made mistakes sometimes,
so"that it “would be rough on the owner
it hé 'Weré compelled to pay the expenses.

The Colonial Secretary: Theé same
thing; occ’u.r‘: in ‘the present Act. Have
there Yeer grounds for complaint ¥

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : There were
instancés where mistakes had been made.

Hon. C.° SOMMERS mO\ed as an
amendment—

That in Subclause 3 after ‘' owner™
in line 3 the following be ingerted, " if
the animal or food be disecased.’

This ‘might overcome the difficulty. '

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
amendmerit was unnecessary, because it
was cledr frem the preceding subclause
that 'if thée animal seized was proved
to be“hot diseased, the justices could
restore the anima! to the owner, and
there would be no expenses. However,
the elanse would be submitted to the
Parliartienitdry Draitsman to see if there
was any danger,

Hon. C. SOMMERS, on that under.
standing, withdrew his a.mendment

Clause put and passed.

Clavses 171 to 173-—agreed to.

Clanse 174—By-laws:

Hen. F. CONNOR:  Subclause 4
provided thet a by-law might be made
prescribing the places at which fish and
meat or perishable food must be produced
for - inspection before being sold or
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offered or exposed for sule, Would it
be compulsory to make that by-law ?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : [t
simply gave the Ioeal suthority power:
to make a by-law wlich was needed
moro in respact to fAsh, to have it sold
at a central place where it could be’
inspected. [t might he necessary "go
make a by-law in regard to neat, but
it had not been found necessary so far..
This provision was not in the existing
Act. By-laws. when made. would have
to be approved by the Governor.

Hon. F. Connor : It seems a tall order
to give roads boards this power.

Clause put snd passed.

Clause 175—Contamination of milk :

Hon. E. M. CLARKE : The provision
in this clause was very dvastic. Any
person who sold, offered, or delivered
for sale, or kept for sale, or supplied
impure or unwholesome milk committed
an offence. A person was liable if he
got the milk for someone else. Cows.
had been condernned and it had been
discovered afterwards that they were
not diseased in the way they were
supposed to be. Ignorance certainly
was no justification, but it was excusable
in the case of a cow when the experts
could not tell whether it was diseased
or not.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : The
clause was practically a reprint of Section
52 of the Act. Drastic provisions were
necessary in dealing with milk because
milk became contaminated so guickly.
It was necessary to have these powers
especially when milk was used so much
nowadays for infants’ food. Tt was not
likely a person wounld be prosecuted
under the section, but if a person was
prosecuted and could show that he
unwittingly sold the milk from a cow
that was diseased, he would not be.
fined. At present a number of cows
had been found to be affected with
tubercalosis and the cows were con-
demned, but the ownera were not prose-
cuted for seiling milk from the cows,
because they had no idea that the
cows were diseased.

Hon, E. M. CLARKE : Subelause 2
provided that any person who used any
sach milk for human consumption com_
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mitied an offence. We were putting a
penalty on & man for doing a thing he
was unaware of. .,

The Colonial Secretary : Why not apply
it to the person who uses unwholerome
milk for his family as well as to the man
who sells it ?

Hon. W. PATRICI : Tt seemed by Sub-
<lauze 2 that if & person went to a shop
and bought such milk, and used it. he
would be subject to a penalty.

Clause passed.

Clauses 176 to 204—agreed to.

Clause 205—Infectiows diseases may
bo declared : o
Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : It would be

advissble to adjourn now that the Com-
mittee had reached the clauses dealing
with infections diseases because they
covered & tremendous amount of ground,
and there had not been time to look as
carefully into them as mwembers would
have wished. Some members who were
absent were not aware that the Committee
would reach that stage of the Bill, and
members had no conception of what
might be underlying these clauses. The
Committee would he wise in poatponing
the further consideration at that stage.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
hon. member had made a statement as if
the Committee were dealing with some.
thing which was not law at the present
time.

Hon, V. Hamersley : That was right.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY dis-
agreed with the hon. member. The
clause under review which provided that
the Government might declare any in-
fectious disease to be a dangerous disease
uworvesponded with the section in the Act
of 1898 dealing with the same thing.
There was not one single word in the
+lause in the Bill which was not contained
in the existing Act. If there was any
departure in the infectious diseases clauses
of the Bill. he would be prepared to ex-
plain the reason for that departure. but
there was nothing in these clauses that
was not law at the present time and had
not been law for eleven years. The clause
in question was exactly what was con-
tained in section 112 of the present Act.
“There was no reasor whatever to adjowrn
at that juncture.

415,

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : It was just
for the reasons given by ihe Colonial
Secretary that it was necessary to give
further consideration to the imatter,
There were some serious atters in this
portion of the Bill which required at any
rate very eareful consideration.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : Would
the hon. member refer to themn.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : Tt was not
possible for him to explain the difference
because he wanted some time to go into
the clauses, The law was being altered,
and he had been informed that the Bill
was bringing into vegue certain matters
which had not been legalised before.
Therefore progress should be reported.

Hon. R. F. SHOLL : Tt would be wise
to be cautious before passing these clauses.
of the Bill. The Colonial Secretary had
stated that they were in the existing Act,
but if members looked at the.marginal
note they would find that Clause 205 had
been taken from the New Zealand Act of
1900. Tt was not so much that pagticaiar
clause, but as the Committec were dealing
with the whole of Part IX., it would be as
well if they started that Part IX., after
membera had had more time to look
through it. There was no wish to retard
business, but they should be cauntious
over a thing like this. He moved—

That progress be reported. .

The CHATRMAN: When an hon.
member wished to report progress it was
impossible for the Chairman to accept
that motion after the hon. member had
made a speech. ¥ an hon. member
desired to report progress it was neces
sary for him to merely rise and say. “ 1
move that progress be reported.”

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : There
was no objection in connection with that
or any other Bill to giving time for the
fullest consideration. but he took the
strongest exception to an insinnation that
had been made by Mr. Hamersley that
there was something underlying the Bill
which had not been explained to the
House. There was nothing whatever in
the contagious diseases clauses that had
not heen fully explained to the House.
There was no ulterior motive or any desire
to bring in anything by a gide wind. If
there was anything in the clauses in ques.
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tion on which information was desired he
would explain it to the Committee. There
was good reason for everything that was
inciuded in the Bill. and there was noth-
ing, as he had already stated, in the
clanses that was not contained in the
present Act. which had bheen law for
eleven vears.

Hon. G. Randell : There was no ex-
amination of a person provided for in that
Act.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Would
not the hon. member examine a person
for contagious disease ? There was no
objection to reporting progress, but he
would repeat that there was nothing in the
Bill that had not been fully explained and
he claimed fo know everything that was
in the Bill. In his opinion, it would be
much better to go on clause by clause, and
postpone any particularly controversial
elause. If they were going to postpone
the whole part they would never get any
further ahead.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 8.17 p.m.

s

Legislative Hssembly,
Thursday, 16th Seplember, 1909.

Pace

Quastions: Timber troubls, Mlu'm.nup .- 416
Advertising the Slate . ... 418
Hospital Visiting nrmnge-ents .. 417
Kurees from Eogland ... 417
Billg: Bastardy Laws Act Alnend-eni 1k, 417
Legul Practitioners Act Amendment, Beport 417
Public Eduention Endowment, 2. © ... 417
Abattoirs, Com. . 420
Diserict Fire Brigades. 2x., Com :gé

l.icepsing, 2R. .. .
*Employment Brokers, 1B, 447
Motion : Bill 4 Lemhmlse Chlldren wﬂ:hdlnvm 417

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

QUESTION—TIMBER TROUBLE,
MARRAXUP.
Mr. HOLMAN (wihout notice) asked
the Premier: 1, Ts he aware that owing
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to the Commissioner of Railways rvefusing
to pay the current rate paid by other em-
plovers to hewers, the hewers cutiing
slecpers at  Marrannp bhave ceased
work? 2, In view of the possibility of
the present trounble causing a serious dis-
location of the peaceable working of the
timber induostry will the Government take
the wnecessary aection to effect a settle-
ment of the present difficulty?

The PREMIER replied: 1 was not
awnre unlil the hon. wember mentioned it
that the hewers had eeased work. In-
guiries will be made from the Commis-
sioner of Railways in order that the facts
nav be aseertained.

QUESTION—ADVERTISING THE
STATE.

Mr, BOLTON (for Mr. Walker) asked
the Premier: 1, Whai is the amount to
be paid to the French firm of Pathé
Fréves for cinematographic pielures of
the State? 2, Was any offer made loeally
or by an Australian firm to do this work;
if so, by whom and what was the amount
quoted? 3, Are the Government pub-
lishing or supporting the publication by
privaie persons of an officlal guide to
the State. 4, If so, what are the terms
of the arrangement and when was it
made?

The PREMIER rveplied: 1, £300, sub-
jeet to the ‘pictures being presented and
circulated in aeccordance with Lhe terms
of the agreement entered into by the firn
wentioned with the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, 2, Yes, offers were made, con-
tnining various stipulations regarding the
purchase of the necessary plant, prepara-
tion of the pietures, ete., by Mlessrs. H.
Havward, H H. Evans, Greenham &
Evans, Sidney Cook, J. H. Naoble, G. R.
Lawrence, and J. Hindhaugh. The
amonnts fquoted in counection with the
three first mentioned were respeclively
£3,000, £693, and £645. 3 and 4, No
financial assistance has heen extended,
but Messrs. E. 8. Wigg & Son, who are
issuing a publication entitled “An Offi-
cial (luide to Western Australia.” have
been supplied with certain literary matter
relating o State departments, industries,
conditions of land setilement, statisties,



