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present board to become mixed up in the
question of eapitalisation. It might not be
desirable for them as an advisory board.
I think we shall need (o have somebody
from the Agricultural Bank on the board, be-
cause the bank will take over the proper-
ties. Aeccordingly tke bank ought to bhave
representation on the board especially as in
the first instance the responsibility was put
npon Mr. McLarty to arrange the terms
of capitalisation. The other member:
ought to be gentlemen who are competent
to give sound, independent judgment, and 1
think they ean be secured in this Btabe.
I move—

That the Bill be now read a sceond time.

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

House adjourned at 10.12 p.m.

Leaislative Council,
Tuesday, 18th September, 1928,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers.

BILIL—FERTILISERS.
Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [4.37] in moving the
second reading said: The reason for intro-
dueing this measure may be gleaned from
the memorandum attached to the Bill. This
memorandum shows that the deeision to
amend the existing Fertiliser Act arose in
consequence of a resolution passed at the
Conference of Ministers of Agriculture in
1923, when the question reesived deep and
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earnest consideration. Arising out of thi
and due to the faet that any Bill propose
would be of a technical character, the agr
cultural chemists of the various States wer
called together for the purpose of takin
the matter in hand, and ultimately they sui
mitted a deaft Bill which was intended t
emhody what were considered to be the bes
provisions of the Aets alveady in forc
throughout Australia. Tt was found o
examining this draft Bill that it differe
very slightlv in principle from the Bi
which was on the statnte book of this Stats
and the measure now suhmitied to thi
House is in the main a reproduction of thi
draft Bill as redrafied by the conference o
technical advisers. There are some mino
variations in order to meet loeal require
ments. Tn the draft Bill provision was mad
for registering dealers or vendors in fer
tilisers, as well as the brands of fertiliser:
This was at variance with the Aet now 1
force, and it has not heen adopted, as th
experience of the past has shown us that i
is sufficient to provide for the registration o
fertilisers and that it is not necessary t
insist npon the registration of dealers, T
insist that every dealer or vendor of fer
tilisers. particularly in eountry towns, shoul
he registered would, in the opinion of th
Department of Agriculture, impose an un
due burden upon the trade and also upon th
ngricultural community, withont any corres
ponding advantage. The provision therefor
has been deleted. Further, in the draft Bit
as prepared hy the agricnltural echemists
it is provided that details of the eontents o
the fertiliser should be set out on the bag
in nddition to having these details suppliec
in the registration and also on the invoie
given to the purchaser. In the presen
measure the two latter requirements onl
are insisted upon. To have the defails alsc
set out on the bag or on a label would in
valve additional expense, which would b
passed on to the purchaser. It should he
enough if they are stated in the registra.
fion and on the inveice supplied to the pur
chaser. The present Bill differs from the
existing Aet mainly in two respects. In the
first plaee it provides for an annual regis
tration of fertilisers, and also the paymeni
of an annunal fee. The present system unde
the existing Aet stipulates for a single re-
gistration which remains in force until can
celled by the vendor. As the result of thi:
the register of fertilisers hecomes, in pro
eass of time, congested with brands of fer
titisera which are no longer in general use
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This is not only the experience in this State,
but has also been the experience in other
States. Henece the suggested provision that
fertilisers should be registered annually, At
the present time there is no registration fee.
The result is that irresponsible vendors
rogister and amend fertilisers which are not
in general use, without having regard to the
adminitration expenses involved. It is anti-
cipated that the payment of a small fee for
registration will do something to prevent
the continuance or extemsion of this abuse.
The present Bill also provides for the giv-
ing of fuller and more accurate details in
connection with the fertilisers which are
regristered ; these now inelude, hesides super-
phosphate and the old-time manures, agri-
cultural lime and gypsum, which are not in-
cluded in the existing Act. Prior to this
draft Bill being prepared the proposed con-
ditions were discussed by all interests con-
cerned, and the measure now submitted con-
tains those provisions which, as the result
of the conference, it is considered will deal
equitably with the matter, and protect the
interests of the users of fertilisers and of
honest dealers in them. Owing to the elab-
oration of many of the elauses it has been
considered advisable to recast the mensure
rather than to achieve the object in view by
amendments to sections of the existing Aect.
For the information of hon. memhers I will
now explain the various clauses of the Bill.
The inferpretation clauses may be de-
seribed as  follows:—The definition of
“tAcid Soluble Phosphoric Acid'? makes
for uniformity throughout the Common-
wealth. In Sounth Australia the phosphatic
contentzs of fertilisers are described as
“phosphates,’’ as was the case originaily in
the parent Act of this State, but which
was later amended so as to deseribe themn
as phosphoric acid, as is provided in the
present Act. Because of the difference
whieh obtains in South Aunstralia, as com-
pared with the other States, farmers in all
States are confused as to the real contents
of fertilisers, and it is possible for dis-
honest merchanis to take advantage of this
confusion improperly to “hoom’’ their
particular fertiliser.  This Bill provides
for simplicity and uniformity and clearer
definitions of “bonedust” and “bone fer-
tiliser.” These are included, so as to pro-
vide that “bonedust” or “bone meal” shall be
a material derived solely from bones,
whereas “bone fertiliser” includes a ‘mix-
ture of bones and other organic material
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of animal origin. It will be noted from
the definition sot out that it is proposed to
presvribe by regulations the details of the
metheds of analysis by whieh the constitu-
ents of the fertilisers ave determined. This
provision is made so that the methods in
all the States shall be uniform, and so that
manufacturers’ analysts can also adopt
the same methods in ovder te ensure uni-
formity in every direction. The definition
of “dealer” has heen enlarged so as to in-
clude “indentors,” as well as “vendors.”
Tinder the old Aect the omission of such
provision leaves a loophole for some mer-
ehants to handle imported fertilisers with-
ont ¢emuing under the provisions of the Act.
“Fine material” is now included in the
definitions under the proposed Bill. This
is important in connection with bone
dust and basic slag, the valne of
which drpends upon the fineness of grind-
ing, as well as upon the chemical composi-
tion. The definitions of “zyvpsum” and
“lime” are additions which bring -these
two snbstances under the new Bill, thongh
not inclnded in the old Aet. The defini-
tions, thomgh uonched in technieal lan-
gnage, ave such as should make them quite
clear to these who have to refer to them.
An important additional definition is that
relating to “‘phosphate fertiliser.”’ Under
the old Aect it is possible for a merchant
te adulterate “bone dust” or “bone fer-
tiliser” with & mineral phosphate without
committing an offence against the Act. If
he placed in the fertiliser a mineral phos-
phate he would not be ecommitting an of-
fence against the Act. Under the new de-
finitions relating to “hone dust,” “bone
fertiliser,” “phosphate™ and ‘‘superphos-
phate” it will not be possible to do this.
Clausge 3 has been included to render the sale
of small lots of fertiliser simple and easy,
thongh even small lots cannot be sold unless
the fertiliser has been registered. Under
the present Act no provision is made for any
person to see the register, nor to obtain a
copy of entries therein. Sometimes copies
are supplied gratis, Under Clanse 4 it will
be possible for those desiring copies to ob-
tain them on payment of a fee. Clause 6
provides that registration commences at the
beginning of the financial year, instead of
at the calendar year. I propose to submit
an amendment in order to meef the wishes
of those engaged in the trade, and provide
that the financial year shall commence at the
date that will suit them best, Clause 7 pro-
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vides for the payment of a fee for registra-
tion. Under the present Act there is no
charge for registration or amendment, and
in consequence there is a tendency on the
part of some to abuse this privilege, and to
register a fertiliser even though it may be
only on the market for a few weeks, If is
proposed that the registration fee shall be
£5, for any number of fertilisers up to 20,
and 5s. for each additional fertiliser, This
is regarded as a fair fee to charge for the
registration.

Hon. V. Hamersley: Is £5 the annual fee?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes.

Hon. V. Hamersley: It is a new form of
taxation,

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The hon.
member always says that. If a fee is charged
for services rendered, he invariably refers
to it as additional taxation. Does he want
this measure faithfully and honestly ad-
ministered ?

Hon. V. Hamersley: T have nob seen it
yet.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He will, I
think, strongly support it when he has had
time to give it full consideration. The
clause also provides that the manuofacturer
shall indieate the material from which the
fertiliser is made. This is regarded as ex-
tremely important in the ecase of organic
fertilisers, for the raw material from which
these are made may contain plant food in
a very unavailable ferm——it may be there,
but insolmble. Unless the origin is stated, it
is likely to deceive the farmer who is buying
the fertiliser. The object of Clause 8 is to
provide farmers, and others interested in
the purchase and sale of fertilisers, with
details regarding the eomposition of those
which are on the Western Australian market.
The Minister is given sulficient latitude as
to which is the most snitable publication in
which to have the details printed in order to
meet the wishes of Parliament and serve the
reguirements of the Aet. The next is a most
important clause, It provides that only
registered fertilisers shall be sold, and these
shall have a registered brand. It amplifies
the provisions of the existing Acet. These
do not go so far, but the Bill is intended to
protect the interests of the agrienltural eom-
munity.

Hon. J. Nicholson: With whom has the
registration to be made?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is made
by the Department of Agrieulture. Clause
10 is a new clause, and is designed o pre-
vent an cvasion of the Act on technical
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peoints—there is no room for lawyers there-
by those who describe themselves as imy
porters or indentors, while, in effect, the
are merchants, Clause 11 is a machiner
clause designed to admit of information re
zarding the composition of fertilisers bein;
obtained. Clause 12 replaces Section 8 o
the original Act. It includes all the prowvi
sions contained in Section 8 of the old Act
and also provides that, in the case of locall;
manufactured fertiliser, the name and plae
of business of the manufacturer shall b
stated. In addition it provides for the neces
sary details regarding the sales of agricu!
tural lime and gypsum. It also provides, it
the ease of certain fertilisers, the degree o
fineness to which they shall be ground shal
be stated on the inveice. Clause 13 prevent:
merchants from re-filling packages witk
fertiliser ather than that which they origin-
ally contained. There is also a machinery
clause to facilitate the administration of the
Act. Clause 14 protects the purchaser of &
fertiliser in the case where a merchant has
failed to eomply with the provisions of the
Act. It has been designed to prevent fraud.
Clause 13 replaces Section 11 of the original
Aect, and provides for limits of variation or
permissible deficieney with vegard fo lime or
eypsum. It further provides for the net
fluctnations which oecur in honedust and
honemeal, and prevents gennine suppliers of
these fertilisers from being penalized through
the nef variations which are known to oceur
in bones of animals. Clause 16 provides for
the Mwmit of variation which is permissible
in conneetion with the fineness of certain
preseribed kinds of fertiliser. [t takes the
place of Section 12 of the original Act.
Clause 17 supplements Section 12 of the
original Act, and wmakes it an offence for
merchants who attempt to deceive farmers
by indirectly suggesting that their fertilisers
are manufactured from bones or similar
organic matertal when they are manufae-
tured from some other source, or from
mineral phosphates. Under Clan=e 18, if a
fertiliser is represented to bhe something
different from that which is ordered, an
offence against the Act will have been eom-
mitted.  Clause 19 also supplements See-
tion 12 of the original Aet with a view to
protecting the purchaser from having a fer-
tiliser supplied to him other than that which
he ordered, and which does not eomply with
any standards which may be preseribed. The
next is a machinery elause, replacing Sec-
tion 13 of the original Aet, and in addition
provides for the appointment of agricultural
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analysts, if they ave required. Clauses 21
to 24 replace Sections 14, 15 and 17. Clause
25 replaces Scetion 16 of the original Aect.
Such a clause as this is necessary to prevent
legal aetion against the department by mer-
chants whose fertilisers on analyses have been
found to be helow standard. In Clanse 16
of the original Aet the word “forthwith”
was included, and on several oceasions,
owing to unavoidable delays of a few days
owing, say, to the inspector being absent in
the country, prosecutions have failed on
technical grounds because of the inclusion
of this word “forthwith.” Tt has therefore
been omitted in the present Bill. Clause 26
replaces Clause 18 of the original Act. No
provision is, however, made in this clanse
for the recovery of the cost of the analysis
by the purchaser from the scller, as is pro-
vided in Claunse 20 of the original Act. This
is 2 matter for the Crown Law Department

to advise upon. Numbers 27 fo 30 are
machinery claunses; (lanse 31 replaces
Clause 21 of the original Act. Clause 32

1s a legal clause, as is Clause 33, which re-
places Sections 26 and 28 of the original
Act. Clause 34 replaces Section 24 of the
original Act. Clanse 35 is also a legal clause,
Clause 36 provides machinery for having the
actual offender, instead of the nominal
offender, punished. Clauses 35 and 39 are
lezal clauses, the latter replacing Seetion 23
of the original Aet, and providing that the
original seller may be proceeded against by
a later one. Clause 40 makes provision for
protecting officers administering the Aect in
the execution of their duty. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. H. A. Stephenson,
debate adjourned.

BILL—FORESTS ACT AMENDMENT,

Received from the Assembly and read a
first time,

BILL—EDUCATION.
In Commitiee.

Resumed from 11th September. Hon. J.

Cornell in the Chair.

Postponed  Clause
neglect:

17—Penalties for
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Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I moye an amend-
ment—

That all the words from ‘‘may be sum-
moned,’’ in lines ¢ and 5 to and inclasive of
the words ‘‘Court and,’’ in line D be struek
out and the following inserted:—'‘may be re-
quired by notice sent by registered post to or
served upon such parent at his usual place of
residence, to attend before a Court of sum-

.mary jurisdiction at the instance of a com-

pulsory officer or other person appointed in
that behalf by the Minister, to show cause
why lLe sghould not be adjudged guilty of an
offence agaiust this Act. If such parent fail
to comply with such notice he wuy be sum-
moned on the complaint of any person author-
ised on that behalf hy the Minister to attend
betore such Court, whether attending upon
notice or summons, such pareut, upon ¢eavie-
tion.’’

The Crown Solicitor has sent me another
amendment which I cannot accept, because
in that amendment the bailiff comes into the
question, and there is no bailiff attached to
the Children’s Court; therefore it would not
be applicable. What I am trying to do in
this case is fo save the 3s. costs which have
to be ordered when a parent bhas been sum-
moned, There is no option but to order the
payment of those costs, althongh the maxi-
mwn fine is only 5s., and when payment
is ordered, the amount automatically in-
creases by 4s. 6d. for the warrant of execu-
tion and other matters. So that instead of
3s., we get a total of 7s. 6d. 1 am informed
that more than half the cases that appear
before the Children’s Court are those of
parents in receipt of State relief, which is
9s. or 10s. a week, and even to take 3s. from
that amount imposes a burden on the family
and is taking bread from the mouths of
children. I wani to avoid the court being
compeiled to order the 3s. costs, The Crown
Solicitor objects to this on technieal grounds.
He contends that is not the Bill in which
to include the amendment; he says we must
alter some other Act. But in other parts
of the Bill we are altering the Child Wel-
fare Act. Therefore, why eannot we insert
the amendment I propose. However, in-
stead of submitting the amendment that has
been read, I intend to ask leave to withdraw
it and to add a new paragraph at the end
of the clanse, a paragraph drafted bv the
Crown Solicitor to this effect—

A summons uader this or any other section
may, if the court thinks fit, be issued withon
the payment of the preseribed fre for the
anmmons or complaint, and such summone
shall he deemed to iave been rdulr served if
sent by post as a. registered lotter addressed
to the pnerson summoned at his usual or last
known place of abode.
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I ask leave to withdraw ihe amendment
and later on will move to insert at the end
of the clause the paragraph I have just
read.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.
Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I move an amend-

ment—

That in line 2 of Subelause 2 the words,
‘‘or inspector’’ be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am thor-
oughly in sympathy with the objeect Mr,
Lovekin has in view, but I have to be guided
by the advice of the Parliamentary drafts-
man, I shall confer with the Parliamentary
draftsman with regard to the matter and
I will have the Bill recommitted to-morrow,
It is my intention also te submit several
other amendments. In the meantime I shall
see the Solicitor General and discuss the
matter with him. His only objection to Mr.
Lovekin’s amendment is that it makes no
provision for the bailiff to receive a fee.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: A summons is issued
snd is sent to the police fo be served by
them, ‘There is no bailiff aitached to the
Children’s Court. I move an amendment—

That the following be added to th~ clause;-—
ff{4.) A sununons under this or any other
section of this Act may, i€ the eourt thinks
fit, be issued without payment of the pre-
seribed fee for the sammons or conmplaint, and
such summons shall be dcemed to have heen
duly served if it is sent by post as a regis-

tered letter addressed to the person summoned
at his usual er last known place of abode.’’

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The re-
marks I made previcusly apply equally to
this amendment,

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

New Clanse:
Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I move—

That the following be inserted {o stand a8
Clause 20:—*‘Whenaver a parent is summoned
to attend a eourt, it shall be obligatory upon
aach parent to produce to the eourt the child
in respect of which complaint has Lieen made,
if required in writing to do so by a compul-
sory officer or other purson nuthorised in thas
hehalf. Penalty: Ten shillings.*’

I have altered the proposed new clause as
it appears on the notice paper by deleting
the words “by notice or otherwise.” Al-
though parents have to be summoned be-
cause their children do not attend schoo],
the fault often lies with the children, who
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play truant. A parent takes a child to
school and yet the child manages to get
away. When the parent is summoned the
child is not taken to the court, and truant
officers and others have thought for a long
time that it would be a good thing if the
child were taken to the court, where it might
receive a little talking-to that would prove
a deterrent in future. A child would not
be taken to the eourt unless some good was
likely to come of it. The matter is Ieft to
the diseretion of the compulsory officer,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T think the
hon. member is limiting the effcet of the
subclause, Only where a parent was sum-
moned would it he necessary to take the
child to court. Why strike out the words
by notice or otherwise”?

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The Solicitor
General objeets lo the word “notice” ap-
pearing. He says it should be “saummons.”

Hon. J. Nicholson: T think he is right.

Hon. A, LOVERKIN: Consequently I have
struck out the word.

New clanse put and passed.
First and Second Schedules—agreed to.
Third Schedule:

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
amendment—

That the words ‘'not made four-fifths of the
possible half-day attendaneces’' be siruck out,
and the words ‘‘been absent on any occasion
without satisfactory excuse’’ inserted in lieu.
The four-fifths attendances refer to private
schools. I understand that when the original
Act was amended in 1894, if a child had
attended four-fifths of the required time,
the parent counld not be prosecuted. All that
has heen changed for some years. The para-
graph on the compulsory form, if amended,
will read, “Names of all scholars between the
age of six and fourteen who have been ab-
sent on any oecension without satisfactory
excnse,” ete.

Hon. A. LOVERIXN: Clause 14 refers to
“yeasonable excuse.” I suggest that this
form Dbe kept in wunison by substituting
“reasonable” for “satisfactory.”

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The reason
will be stated on the form and it will be for
the department to decide whuether the reason
is rood or bad., If the department was
satisfied that a ehild was sick, it would be
n ratisfactory reason.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: When a court comes
to internret an Aet, difficulty arises if there
is 2 change in the language. A “‘reasonable”
excuse is dealt with under Clause 14, but

T move an
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now the Chief Secretary introduces a “satis-
Eactory” excuse. The court would have to
ask what was a satisfactory excunse, and
what was the difference between a reasonable
and a satisfactory excuse. It is better to
retain the same phrasing.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: There is con-
siderable force in Mr, Lovekin’s contention,
but the difficuity might be overcome by in-
serting “reasonable or satisfactory"” excuse.

Hon. E. H. Harris: That is a reasonable
solution, but not a satisfactory one.

Hon. J. NICHOLSOX: Clause 17 also
employs the phrase “reasonable excuse” and
in case there might be some other provision,
the safe way would be to insert the two
adjectives.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A satisfac-
tory exeuse would be one that satisfied the
requirements of the Aet.

Hon. J. Nicholson: No; according to the
measure it must be a reasonable excuse.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: If it was a
reasonable excuse, it would be a satisfactory
excuse.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Yon would need an
interpretation of “satisfactory.”

The CHIEF SECRETARY : I cannot see
that there is any difference.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The Chief Secrefary
wounld appreciate the importance of retain-
ing the same language if he had to sit in
court amd listen to lawyers arguing about
differenees of terms. The department should
pay some litile atiention to those who have
had experience of these matters. Last session
I urged uwpon the House, and pressed to a
conference, a question of trausferring an
order from the DPerth court to a country
court. It was opposed strongly in both
Houses, but the amendment was necessary,
and in consequence of its adoption those
administering the Act have already saved
expenses of more than £130. In regard to
measures dealing with the enforcement of
maintenance orders, 1 pointed out that
trouble would resalt from having two Aects
on the statute-book; and experienee has
proved the correctness of my contention, I
think the Government should give way to
the knowledge of those who are almost in
daily contact with the legislation, rather
than to those who possess hardly any ex-
perience of that kind. The Solicitor General,
a very able legal gentlemsn, does not under-
stand the procedure and practice of the
Children’s Court.

T ¢ome,
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: The phrase
has no legal significance whatever. It merely
says that the proprietor or head of a private
school must All up and send in returns from
time to time, The returns are examined by
the compulsory officer, who, if necessary,
makes inquiries. The exeuse advanced may
strike the compulsory officer as unreasonable,
and as contrary to the Act, whereupon he
will take action.

Hon. A, LOVERIN: If the department
wanted to take action, they could only do so
under this measure, and not by merely say-
ing that they considered the excuse unsatis-
factory. “Unsatisfactory” is not known to
the Bill. The department counld take action
only becanse the excuse was nnreasonable.

Amendment put and passed; the schedule,
as amended, agreed to.

Fourth Schedule, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

BILI—-PERMANENT RESERVE
(EING'S PARK).

Second Reading.
Debate yesumed from the 11th September,

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East) [5.37]:
I took the opportunity of obtaining the ad-
Journment of the debate in order to allow
myself, and possibly other members, time to
look at the block in question. While T would
strongly oppose the alienation of any part
of King's Park, I am inclined to think that
the arrangement proposed in the Bill will be
quite sntisfactory, especially in view of the
faet that the lease is to be for not more than
25 years. In the eireumsinnces T shall sup-
port the Bill.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [5.38]: On
broad principles I an opposed to any
alienation of reserves, but I kunow the
Jocality of the proposed leaschold well and
see no objection to the transaction proposed.
I would prefer, if possible, the conversion
of the ground into a tennis eourt to be con-
trolled by a public body. However, I do not
think the proposed lease would hurt the
King’s Park at all; and, further, T am of
opinion that the King’s Park Board will not
be in a position to create improvements on
the block in question for many years to
Therefore I eonsider it is in the pub-
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Jic interest that the board be assisted in the
matter. I sapport the Bill.

On motion by the Honorary Minisier,
debate adjourned.

House adjonrned at 5.3% pm.

Legislative Hesembly,
Tuesday, 16th September, 1928.
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The SPEAKER took fhe Chair at 4.30
p-m. and read prayers.

QUEBTION—-WHEAT SHIPMENTS.

Mr. LINDSAY asked the Minister for
Agrienlture : 1, How many shipmenis and
what quantities of wheat were sent away
from eaech port in each month of the year
1927-28% 2, What was the maximum quan-
tity of wheat stacked at each port during the
same year?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1 and 2, The particulars are given
in a return which has been laid upon the
Table of the House.

QUESTION—WATERSIDE STRIKE.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL (without
notice) asked the Premier: ¥as he heard
anything about the sirike on the waterfront
to-day, or has he any later news than we
read in this morning’s paper? Can he tell
us anything about the position?

The PREMIER replied: I have not beard
apything to-day except that I have been in-
formed the position has not changed from
what was reported in this morning’s paper.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: At Fremantl

The PREMIER: I am referring to Fr
mantle.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell :
hear that.

I am sorry

BILL—WATER BOARDS ACT AMEN]
MENT.

Introduced by the Minister for Mines (fi
the Minister for Agricultural Water Su
plies) and read a first time.

BILL—FORESTS ACT AMENDMENT

Read a third time and transmitted to ti
Council,

BILL—ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMEN"
Reports of Committee adopted.

BILL—DRIED FRUITS ACT AMENI
MENT.

In Commitiee.

Resumed from the 13th September. M
Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for Agr
culture in charge of the Bill.

Postponed Clause 7—Power to require r
turns from growers:

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
I asked for the postponement of this clans
becanse it seemed that the penalty for nc
furnishing returns was excessive. This elaus
wag copied from the Sounth Awustralian As
which does provide for a penalty not excee¢
ing £500. As the penalty is merely fo
failure to furnish returns, I move an amenc
ment—

That the words ‘‘and shall be liable to

penalty not exceeding five hundred pounds’
be struck out.

Hon., Sir James Mitchell:
you propose to insert in lieu?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
The Aect provides for penalties and th
amount will be left to the diseretion of th
court. So high a penalty as £300 is ne
justified in this State.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It is a five-ho
offence and a £500 fine.

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE
It is more than a five-hob offence, If return
are not supplied, the whole control will b
dislocated. Ore grower was seni seve

What fine d



