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ask the Minister to constitute a mining board
composed of men who have hung on to
ihe field, in some cases, for as long as 30
years, and give the board sufficient money to
sink one shaft from the 130ft. level to 150 or
160 feet, and then to put in a crosseut to
ascertain whether the lode exists. The Govern-
ment went to the assistance of Greenbushes
to the extent of a battery, but a battery
is unseless when the only work in progress
is drainage. Every Government owes a duty
to assist Greenbushes, because it is a erime
to let the town go down. The local residents
have already put in what money they could
afford, and £5,000 should be earmarked for
Greenbushes from the special vote. There
is a large tract of country leading 14 miles
south of Greenbushes and 12 miles west of
Bridgetown which gives good indications of
tin. 1ts name is Smithfield. Years age I
spent some hundreds of pounds in prospect-
ing for tin there, but the party found noth-
ing of sullicient value—only two or three
ounces every here and there. The Govern-
ment have money available for mining de-
velopment, and should spend it. It would
be useless for the Minister to offer even £5
subsidy for £1, because Greenbushes has not
the money t» put in. Therefore an amount
of £5,000 should be earmarked from the
special grant. My personal preference
would be for diamond drilling by an officer
of the Mines Department with the assistanee
of Greenbushes miners.

Vote put and passed.
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.10 p.m.

[COUNCIL.]

Legislative  Council,
Thursday, 3rd November, 1927,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION--MENTAL REOEIVING
HOME, STATF.

Hon. E. H. GRAY asked the Chief Secre-
tary: When arranging for the staff to be
employed at the Point Heathcote Receiving
Tlome, is it the intention of the Minister to
provide that men attendants shall be engaged
to care for male patients?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: The
Government have not yet given consideration
to the stafling of Heathcote.

BILL—INDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE AC1]
CONTINUANCE,

Read a third time and passed.

BILL—RAILWAYS DISCONTINUANCE
Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M
Drew—Central) {4.35] in moving the seeond
reading said: This is a elass of Bill that, ]
am glad to say, is seldom submitted to this
House. As a rnle we introduce Bills for the
building of railways; this is a Rill for the
pulling up of railways. There are three ir
all—the Bunbury Racecourse line, the Kal-
goorlie-Kanowna line, and the Kamballie tc
Lakeside section. The Bunbwnry racecourse
line was constructed in 1897 hefore the ad-
vent of motor cars. It consists of 1 mile 3¢
chains of line, and was plaeed in its preseni
position to serve the racecourse and show
grounds, The distance of both the race
course and the show ground from Bunbury
is two miles. In the early history of the
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siding a fair amount of traffic was conveyed
inwards and outwurds, but of late years the
motors have practically taken the whole of
the traffic. In the last three years the earn-
ings for this siding were very small, and
barely covered working expenses. The in-
terest bill on the capital cost of the line is
£68 per annum, and it is apparent that the
siding is not required by the public. In
view of the small amount of traflic and of
the fact that the line was built only to deal
with the traffic to Kanowna, combined with
the small returns and the meagre number
of trains that have been run, it has been
found necessary, owing to the condition of
the line to reduce the speed of trains to
eight miles per hour. In the circumstances
it will be seen that the line is no longer
necessary to serve the convenience of the
people. The sleepers have not been renewed
for many years and a considerable portion
of the rails require renewing. To bring
the siding up to standard between £700
and £1,000 weuld be required. In view of
the facts already given, this expenditure is
not warranted, and it is an economie pro-
position to abolish the siding. No undue
hardship will be caused as both the race-
course and the show grounds are ndequately
provided for by motor transport. As re-
gards the Kaunowna line, the length of which
is 12 miles 37 chains, which was eonstructed
in 189G, hon. members will remember that
the Royal ('omuwission of inguiry on railways
in 1922 recommended that this line be pulled
up and the materia! used elsewhere. The
present Commissioner of Railways sub-
mitfed a recommendation on the Znd April,
1921, that this eonrse should be adopted, but
the then Cabinet did not approve of the
proposal. On receipt of the recommenda-
tion of the Royal Commissioner, over a yenr
later, Colonel Pope supported the pulling
up of this line, and the then Cabinet ap-
proved of its abolition so soon as a Bill
eould be passed by both Houses, On 13th
May, 1922, the regular service was diseon-
tinved, pending the pulling vp of the line.
Of course there was opposition to the pro-
posal. Various public bodies in the gold-
fields made representation to the Govern-
menf to stay their hand in respect to re-
moving the line, pointing out that Kanowna
would probably flourish again and that sev-
eral mines would probably be in operation
at an early date. Members were cirenlarised
and the present Commissioner heard many
requests for the retention of the line. The
Government of the day, after hearing argu-
ment pro and eon, decided to let the linc
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remain, and the Commissioner of Railways
agreed to run trains when a load of traffie
of not less than 100 tons was offering, This
deciston was made in view of the develop-
ments in and around the Kanowna distriet
at that time, However, the position has
gone from bad to worse. Very few trains
have been 1un and maintenance up to 100
per cent. standard—which is the policy of
the Railway Department—had to be aban-
doned.

Hon. €. F. Baxter: Is the line ever used
now?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I will give
the House some information later. The
sleepers have Dbeen in the track for many
years and the whole mileage requires re-
sleepering, which will cost between £5,000
and £6,000. The rails are in fair order and
it would, in the opinion of the department,
be a far better proposition to pull them up
than incur the expenditure necessary to put
the track in safe running order which, if
allowed to remain, must be done at once.
To give members some idea of the loss which
15 being incurred on this line annually, [
submit the foilowing statemnent, which covers
the working for the past three yecars:—

: £
Capital cost o 54,510
Working exzpenses 630
Interest on capital 6,900
Total outgo 7,530
Earnings .. 201
Loss £7,329

With the advent of motor traffic no hardship
will be inflicted on the residents of Kanowna
by the abolition of the line.

Hon. G. W. Miles: You will lose the in
terest on the capital cost.

The CHIEF BECRETARY : The rnils are
said to be in pretty good order and ean be
used elsewhere.

Hon. H. Seddon: How much did vou say
the interest on the capital cost amounted to¥
The CHIEF SECRETARY: To £6,900,

Hon. H. Seddon: Is that on £54,510 at
12% per cent.?

The CHTEF SECRETARY : I have given
the figures that have heen supplied by the
depariment.

Hon. E. H, Harris: The interest does not
seem to be correct.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : They are the
fienves supplied to me. Hon. members ean
cheek them,
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Hon. H. Seddon: I merely wish to check
your statement.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 may say
that I am not always supplied with figures
that are aceurate. I shall explain later some-
thing on that point in conneetion with an-
other Bill that has been presented. How-
ever, in connection with this line, praetically
all the requirements of the town are being
carried by means of motor transportation.
The only commodity carried by rail, end that
on rare oceasions only, is sandalwoed. TUn-
fortunately, the position has to be faced.
Sentiment has to give place to ecomomy in
these times when money is so bard to obtain,
and I trust every member in the House will
support the pulling up of this line, which i3
a most harrassing drag on the Railway De-
partment. Dealing with the KXamballie.
Eakeside line, which has a Jength of 2 miles
3 chains, and the Lakeside-White Hope line,
which has a length of 23 miles 14 chains, the
former was opened in 1897 and the latter
was purchased from the firewood company
and opened for traffic on the 17th June, 1924,
The White Hope line was purchased to en-
sure that the mines on the Hampton Plains
would bo catered for’in the way of supplies
and to enable low-grade ore to he taken into
Kalgoorlie for treatment. It was or seemed
to be absolutely neeessary at the time of
teking over, as the prospects were of A some-
what reassuring nature. Those mines could
not be left without means of transport, and
especially did that apply to water. Gradu-
ally, however, ench mine has been closed and
there are no bright prospects of any of them
ever opening again. The hine, whick econ-
sists of vnrious sections of rails and old
sleepers, is in a poor state of repair. If it
were allowed to remain, considerable money
would have to be spent on it to bring it up
to a safe working standard, and that expen-
diture, in the opinion of the Commissioner
of Railways, would be absolutely unwar.
ranted. I have before me figures showing
the results since the Government took over
the line:—

£
Portion of capital cost to Rallway

Department - . .. 11,000
Working expenses 2,898
Interest 1,392
4,200
Earnings 2,699
Losz £1,591

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. G. W. Miles: Is that what the Go
ernment paid for it?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I thin
£11,000 was paid in cash; 1 am not eertai
As pll the mines have closed down, the ean
ings will eease. Therefore, from now eo:
wards the loss will be considerably greate
than heretofore. The material that will 1
obtained from the three sections of th
system will be used as opportunity offers i
the construction of new lines authorised b
Parliament. Members will admit, I thinl
it is impersative that every wise econom
should be practised. The pullinpg up o
those lines, although distasteful to every
body and especially to the Government, ha
to be faced soomer or later. It would b
disastrous to expend money in bringin
them up to safe standard, and unless an
until that is done the Railway Departmen
could not run a service. That is the posi
tion we have reached. In the interests o
economy and the State as a whole, it is fa
and away the best course to take up thos
lines now and use the material elsewhers:
Any delay in adopting that course wil
mean that the material will depreciate an
our losses will be greater by postponing th
inevitabls result for another vear or tw
years. I commend the Bill to members an
hope there will be nnanimity in aceeptin;
its provisions. T move—

That the Bill be now rcad a second time.

On motion by Hon. J. Cornell, debat
adjonrned.

BILL—MENTAL TREATMENT.

Returned from the Assembly with amend
ments.

BILL—LOAN AND INSCRIBED STOCK
(SINKING FUND),

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East) [4.52]:
As the Chief Seeretary pointed out, the
object of this Bill is to relieve the Con.
solidated Revenue of certain contributions
that are no longer required on loans
amounting to some £900,000. The annual
contributions are in the region of £11,000,
and this position has been attained, I take
it, as a result of the higher interest rate
earned on securities purchased by the Gov.
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ernment for the purpeses of the sinking
fund. I should like to know what the Gov-
ernment intend to do with the £11,000, of
which Consolidated Revenue will be re-
lieved by the passing of this Bill. It
appears to me that the whole matter of our
sinking fund, while more or less in the air
on account of the proposed Financial Agree-
ment, is one that needs to be investigated,
especially when we consider the statisties
contained in the Premier’s Budget Speech.
If members refer to Return No. 10 they
will find there is an amount of £19,000,000
which 18 not earrying sinking fund. Of
that £19,000,000 a considerable amount has
been issued by way of Treasury bonds,
and referencc to the report of the Auditor
General for last vear shows that no less
than £3,331,000, issued to fund the deficit,
is not carrying sinking fund. One would
think that in accordanee with the policy of
the State to provide adequate sinking funds
for public debts, it would be wise to devote
the £11,000 in a sinking fund on those
amounts. We have the reputation of
possessing the best sinking fund of any
State in Anstralia, and to maintain that
reputation it wonld be well to ensure that
as much as possible of our loans earry sink-
ing fund. T support the second reading,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central—in veply) {4.54]: T am not
prepared to give a reply now, but T shall be
ready to do so when the Committee stage is
reached. If the second reading be agreed
to. I do not propose to take the Bill into
Committee to-day. There are two matters
conneeted with this measure to which I
wish to refer. T hold in my hand some
notes that were given to me late vesterday
afternoon and I had no opportunity to
verify some ot the figures and some of the
statements.

Hon. . F. Baxter :
neeessary to do so.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I stated last
night that prior to Responsible Government
loans were raised by Crown agents and
those loans catried a sinking fund of 10s.
per eent. per anmun. That statement was
also made elsewhere, but it is not correet.
This morning I attempted to get it verified,
and I found that the sinking fund is 20s,
per cent. per annum on those particular
loans. I also stated yesterday that it was
proposed to disecontinue any further pay-
ment of sinking fund instalments, and that

It should not he
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gimilar aetion wag taken in 1923 when in-
stalments of sinking fund on the Coolgardie
Water Scheme loan were discontinued with
the approval of this House The impression
that would be gathered from those remarks
is that a Bill was brought down in 1923
and that it received the approval of Parlia-
ment. As a maiter of faet no measure was
snbmitted to Parliament, though the sinking
fund instalments were diseontinued. Mem-
bers reading my remarks later on may
recolleet that no measure was submitted
in 1923 to discontinue the sinking fund
instalments on the Coolgardie Water Sup-
ply Loan.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: The matter wag dis-
cussed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Yes. The
then Premier, Sir James Mibchell, an-
nounced in another place what he proposed
to do and Sir Hal Colebateh also statel
the intention of the Government to this
House. The payment of instalments, how-
ever, was not discontinued with the
approval, of Parliament, though there was
no objeetion to the adoption of that course.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Were the trustees
satigfled §

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Yes; it
was after consultation with the trustees
that the then Premier decided to dis-
continne payment of the instalments. In
this House the question was raised by Mr,
Cornell and Sir Hal Colebatch explained
the position fully to members here,

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

BILL—CLOSER SETTLEMENT.
In Committee,

Resumed from the 1st November; Mr.
Cornell in the Chair, the Chief Secretary in
¢harge of the Bill.

Clause 3—Tnauniries of Board (parily eon.
sidered) :

The CHATRMAN: An amendment had
been moved ag follows:—"“Strike out the
words in Subelanse 3 ‘having regard to its
economie valpe.’” :

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: 1n the interests of
those who have land that may be takem
np on the recomendation of the boara, I
hope the words will not be struck oub. If
the clause appears without these words, thers
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will be uothing to appeal on except the
-opinion of the board. Where discretionary
power has been given by the legislature the
eourts will not interfere or upset the opinions
or the findings on facts. They will interfere
only where boards or justices have given
wrong decisions on points of law. If Mr
Nicholson’s umeudment is agreed to, it will
tighten up the rosition, but it will not go
far enough. I would like if o inelude every
-area of land eapable of being uiilised for any
purpose. Someone may own & 50,000-acre
block on which jarrah timber has been eut.
The nwner may say that the best economic
use to which it e¢ould be put would be to
let the saplings grow up, as it was necessary,
in the future interests of the State, that
the forests should be allowed to grow and
mature. From that indiviiual's point of!
view, that would be the Lest economic use
to which to apply the land, and to him it
would be more profitable than the growing
of wheat. Somcone clse might come alony
and say, “We do not carc much about tim-
ber; we are growers of wheat, and the land
can be used for the growing of wheat.”
That land then might be taken from the
owner and ent wp, and unless we leave some
such words in the clanse as those that are
contained in it, there will be nothing on
which to appeal to the court.

Hon. Bir EDWARD WITTENOOM: |
intend to support the amendment. It is very
diffieult to define “economic value.”  The
whole elause in my opinion is governed by
the word “unutilised.” The other night no
one could tell us what was meant by “econ-
omic value,” though we all have a hazy idea
of the meaning.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: In 1914 one of the
fuestions pul up at the Bankers' Institute
examination was the definition of “economic
valne,” and the text writer explained to the
students what economies were and the mecn-
ing of values, and by putting the two to-
wether arrived at the meaning of “economic
value.” The text writer said that economies
dealt with those principles by which the
members of the community were guided
when they were endeavouring to make the
most of their national resources, and he
added that economics was the name given
to the study of laws underlying produetion,
distribution and exchange of wealth, all of
which had their origin in the land. As [
said hefore, if we do not have some such
words in the elanse, there will he nothing
for the court to decide an appeal upon.

. [COUNCIL.]

Hon. B, H, HARRIS: The amendment
under disemssion was submitted by Mr.
Munn, who is not able to be here to-day, and
at his request I am watehing the debate,
Hon, members have not endeavoured to find
out the meaning of economic value, but Mr.
Lovekin has put up the phase that if we
do not iuneclude the words it is proposed to
strike out, there will be nothing for the legal
fraternity to argue about should anyone
lodge an appeal, Mr. Mann takes the point
that the position will be met if we take out
the words in question and let the claunse
1end that land shali be deemed to be nnutil-
ised if it is not put to reasonable use, etc.

Hou. A Lovekin: That is the discretion
of the hLoard.

Hon. E. H. Harris: M. Lovekin argues
that that would be determined by the board,
and therc would then be nothing on which
to lodge an appeal, An appeal would not
be lodged unless a decision had been given
that did not satisfy the owner of the land.
The case will be met equitably if we strike
out the words “having regard to its
economic value.”

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The words
were inserted when the Bill was before us
previously in 1924. The amendment then
was moved by Mr. Lovekin who is to-day
Justified in the attitude he is taking wp.
I intend to sapport the retention of the
words.

Ion. J. NICHOLSON: I confess I have
difficulty in realising exactly what is meant
by the particular words. We know that
opinions on economics are divided. The
more one reads of economies, the more one
realises how divided are the opinions of
writers.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Not on the interpreta-
tion of the words used.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The retention of
the words, I believe, would be caleulated to
lead to greater harm and trouble. They
tend to a certain amount of obseurity and
to difficalty as well in arriving at the mean-
ing assigned to them.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: I think they elarify
the position.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T would like tc
be able to see that. How are we to arrive
at the meaning lo be assigned to the word:
“having regnrd to its economie value, i
not put to reasonable mse” Tf we onii
the words, the hoard will still be bound tc
inquire into the quality of the soil, afte
whieh they wonld determine whether or no
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the land was being put to reasonable use.
Whatever the economic valne of {be land
might be, they would find out what it was
useful fou.

Hon, J. J, Holmes: Is it not simply a
question whether it will grow wheat or grow
wool?

Hon, J. NICHQLSON: No. The board
will be looking lor the best and heaviest
class of land.

Hon. A, Lovekin: Suppose they don’t.

Hon. J, NICHOLSON: We can take that
for granted. That land, haviug regard to the
quality of its soil, its proximity to a rail-
way, and its rainfall, would have a certain
value.

Hon, . A. Stephenson:
its economie value?

Hen. J. NICHOLSON: Its economic
value wounld be determined by its market
value. 1t it meant market valoe and not
economie value—

fon. B, H. Harvis:
the same.

IHon. J. NICHOLSON: No. Then we
might find the board in a quandavy as to
whether they were to as<sess on the basis of
the economic value, or on the basis of the
market value, We might get two different
values altogether.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Yon don’t suggest they
will take the land on its market valne?

Hon. JJ. NICHOLSON: 1 am not sug-
gesting either the one or the other.

Hon. A, Lovekin: We require to give the
man whose land is taken a fair run.

Hon, J, NICHOLSON: THe will get a
fair run.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: This is not a question
of the price of land, but whether it should
or should not be taken.

Hon, J. XICHOLSON: The question is
whether it iz heing put to reasonable use,
apart altogether from its economie value.
This provision will simply create difficulties,
instead of removing them. TPossibly ecertain
lands might have mineral contents, in which
event the sconmmie value of the land would
be econsidered in relation to those contents.
Ohvionsly, the hoard would have to take
that intn econsideration. T do not know
where the hoard would he in such n ease. I
am afraid that if we vetain the words “hav-
ing regard to its eeonomic value” we shall be
creating great diffienlties.

Hon. Sir WILILTAM TATHLAIN: T
agree that the retention of these words is ab-
solutely necessary, for they =et np a stand-

What would be

You said they were
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ard for the use of the land, aud a3 to what
shall be expected of the man who owns the
land. 1t is essential that those words remain.

Hon. V, HAMERSLEY : 1 should like the
words to be left in, There may be a ten-
deney in the board to say that the owner of
the land is not utilising it in the right direc-
tion becanse he is not producing a big rail-
way freightage. The board will do harm if
they go about persuading a lot of people to
grow something merely to ereate freights for
the railways. The retention of those words
will give the owner a standard to work to in
the use of his land.

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: I am going
fo support Subclause 3 in its entirety.

Hon. E. H. Harris: We are all going to
do that,

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: Subclause
2 indicates why Subclause 3 is required.
Mr. Nicholson thinks thai only the heavy
elass of land will he sought by the board.
But T remember an earlter stage in the
history of the lands of the South-West. Down
there the economic value of the land has been
rapidly changed during the last 10 or 15
years, and the next corresponding period may
see even greater changes. A clause such as
this is necessary in order thaf the hoard may
determine what is the eeonomie value of the
land, and whether it shonld be reswned for
any class of work other than that to which
it is being put.

Hon. B. J. YELLAND: The subeclausge
is all right as it is. The economic value of
land is governed by its quality. 1f the qual-
ity varies, the economie value must vary,
and it is upon the variations that the hoard
will vaiue the land.

Hon, Sir EDWARD WITTENQOOM: The
remarks of members have not convinced me.
The hoard will he asked to state whether land
has been put to a suitable use or not. The
Bill says the board must be actuated by the
economie value of the land. Each member of
the hoard may have his own iden as to what
that expression means. Tt would be far
wiser to leave if to them to soy whether land
is or is not utilised.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: TIf the words are
striek ont, nothing will he left npon which
the board ean found an opinion. Ts it to be
rendered possible for & man’s property to be
taken away on the mere opinion of a board
that is based on no foundation? Further-
more, no ground of appeal wounld he left to
the owner, who hes put his land to what he
considers to be the best use.
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Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: 1 move an amend-
ment—

That in line ¢ of Subelause (3), after the
word ‘‘used,’’ the words ‘‘or is not reasonably
or profitably utilised for breeding of stud
stock, or for grazing purposes, or for cultiva-
tion,’’ be inserted.

Some provision should be imade to protect
stud stock breeders.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: I atu opposed to the
amendment, for it will limit the effect of the
clause. It may be necessary to establish in-
dustries other than these. Certain timber
may be required to mature on land, or it
may be necessary to grow wmulberry trees for
the cultivation of the silkworm. The
subelause is wide enough as it is now to
cover all industries that may be established.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: If the
amendment were earried, it would be al-
most impossible to resume any large estate
upon which shesp were grazing. It might
be rich agricultural land that would be smit-
able for grazing, and yet upon it there may
he no improvements except the provision of
water supplirs On the Mendel estate therc
were no improvements at all, and if sheep
had been running on it, it would have been
impossible, nunder Mr. Nicholson’s amend-
ment for the Government to resume it

Hon, C. ¥. BAXTER: The amcndment
would render it easy for any person to stock
his property, upon which the board had its
eve, with stud sheep or beasts, It would
render the Bill absolutely nseless.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon, A. LOVEKIN: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following provisea be added to
Subelause (3):—Provided that the land shall
not be deemed to be unutilised which is held in
reserve for the male children of the owner
who are under the age of 21 years: Pro-
vided, further, that no reservation for a child
ahali exceed 1,000 aeres of first-class land,
or the equivalent thereof in second or third-
class land.

If a father has three boys who are growing
up and has 3.000 acres of land, the board
gshould not be able to prevent him from
retaining his property so that he may hand
it over to his sons when they are ready to
assume control. Tn a few years' time the
boys come of age and want land. Then
they musl go to some other place, perhaps
Timbuctoo, to find it; they have no oppor-
tunity of farming to the best advantage and
at the least cost next to their father, who

[COUNCIL.]

has certain implements. Surely we are not
8o hard up for a little land that we cannot
allow a block of 1,000 acres to be reserved
for a few years until a boy comes of age.

The CHIEY SECRETARY : If I thought
the board to be created would dispossess a
men holding 3,000 acres, or even 5,000, I
would not have introdueed the Bill, The
proposed proviso would lock up lands for
15 years at least. Many farmers in the
State would be in a position simply to say,
“I have a thousand acres of frst-class land
in reserve for my son” Later a farmer
might have several boys, and he would re-
serve one thousand aecres of first-elass land
for each of them. The proposal is imprae-
ticable, Mr. Lovekin takes a wrong view
of the intention of the measure.

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: 1 hope
the proviso will not be adopted, because
there are striking instances of what might
happen under it. Like the running brook,
under the provisv, reservation might go on
for ever. A gentleman whom I know, if a
proviso of this sort had operated 40 or 50
years ago, would have heen able to hold
up land on behalf of his progeny for 70
years. Indeed, the proviso might result in
land being held up for a eentory. The gen-
tleman I have alluded to deserves every-
thing he has, but not the opportunity to
hold up eountry for 70 years.

Hon. H. A, STEPHENSON: T hope the
proviso will not be adopted. Tt ig, in my
opinion, the most absurd amendment Mr.
Lovekin has been known t¢ move. Its adop-
tion would retard settlement seriously. To
a farmer in Western Australin, one thous.
and acres is small inducement; he wants
three or four thousand acres. At present
there are hundreds of young men from 17
to 21 years of age looking for land and
experiencing great difficalty in securing it.
Moreover, young fellows mre coming here
from the other States to look for land. Only
a week or so ago a young Tasmanian
arrived with two or three thonsand pounds
cash, and wanted to take up two or three
thousand acres of our land. He went to
the Lands Department, and there was told
that no land was available. He asked, “Can
you tell me of a locality where some will
be available in the near future, so that I
may go and have a look at it?’ He re-
ceived a negative answer. Thereupon the
young man arranged to go back to Tas-
mania last Saturday week. I saw him and
told him not to be in hurry, that we would
fix him up somewhere with land; and he is
coming back to have another try. Thons.
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ands of our own voung men and thonsands
of young Easterners ave vainly locking for
land. Country held out of cultivation is u
hnrbour for dingoes, hawks and rabbits, and
represenis a great hindrance fo development.

Hon, Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM: 1
support the amendment, which is entirely in
accordance with remarks I made on the
second reading. I then said that such a
proviso was particularly desirable having re
gard to the eircumstances in which we are
endeavouring to seeure migrants. A mi-
zrant withk four or five children could not
afford to clear much land. Suppose such
a migrant takes up a couple of thousand
acres and clears a thonsand, and thereafter
goes on clearing a hundred or so yearly,
holding the uncleared land for his soms. I
would, however, strike out the words “for
s child” and make the proviso read “Pro-
vided that no reservation shall exceed 1,000
acres.” On the Greenough flats are many
farms which the sons have had to leave be-
cause there was no room there for them. If
the futher of several sons is provident
enough to take up 2,000 acres, though only
able to improve 1,000, his object being to
have land available for his sons later, he is
to be commended. I hope the proviso will
receive full consideration. Meantime, I move
an amendment on the amendment—

That in lincs 6 and 7 of the amendment, the
words ‘“for a child’’ be struck out.

Amendment on the amendment put and
negatived.

Amendment put, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Aves D
Noes 13
Majority againat 8
AYES.
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. A, Lovekin Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. 8ir E. Wittenonn (Teler.)
NOES.
Hon. J. R. Brown Hoa. J. M. Mactarlane
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon. H. H. Gray Hon. G. Potter
Hon. B, H. Harria Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. J. W. Hickey Hon. H. A. Biephenaon
Hon. J. J. Holmen Hon. W. H. Kitson

Hon, 8ir W. Lathlaln {Tailer.)

Amendment thus negatived.

Clanse, as previously amended, put and
passed. ’

[59]
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Clause 4—Board to report to Minister:

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM: 1
move an amendment—

That in line 1 of Subelause (1), after ‘‘is,’”

the word ‘‘unarimously’’ be inserted.
Hon. members have concerned themsetves
about precautions that must be taken when
dealing with the taking of property, so that
1 think the amendment will appeal to them
as being necessary. it is possible for Gov-
ernment officials to be as fair-minded as any
other men, but at the same time they may
have stronger views than those of the third
member of the board, who may be regarded
as the independent party interested in the
consideration of questions that will be dealt
with by the board. I wish it to be understood
that T do not desire to cast any reflection
upon the Government oflicers who may be
appointed to the beard, but I think we
should safeguard the position, so that the
practical farmer who will have a knowledge
of what is required in a distriet will have
fo agree with the proposals of the board;
otherwise they will not be given effect to.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I have not
been able to zet a decision from the Govern-
ment regarding the amendment but I regard
it with favour, not only from the standpoint
advanced by Sir Edward Wittenoom, but
from the standpoint of the State as well.
It is likely that buge interests will be ju-
volved entailing, in some instances, great
expenditure. It seems to me, therefore, that
it is advisable that the decision of the hoard
shall be unanimous when dealing with mat-
ters of such importance.

Hon. J. R. Brown: But will not the
amendment affect every other clanse in the
Bill?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This deals
with a very important matter, that of recom-
mendations for the resamption of property
at great expense to the State. The view T
take 1s that it would be wise to have a unani-.
mous expression of opinion by the board
members, and I will not take exception to
the amendment.

Hon. H. A. STEPHENSON: T oppose
the amendment, which will make the board
practieally unworkable, If it be agreed to,
one man could hang up the business of the
board every time. That wonld mean min-
ority rule. Tusually we have majority rule,
but in this instance it is the opposite that is
proposed. Tf one man would not agree,
the bhoard would not be able to funetion.
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Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I hope the amend-
ment will be agreed to. If a man is charged
with a eriminal offence, we insist upon the
verdiet of the jury being unanimous., On
the board there will be two Government offi-
cials who may be regarded as more or less
prejudiced, so that we have one unpreju-
diced person only on the board. If we
insist on the decisions of a jury, supposed
te he composed of men without any pre-
Judice against an accused person, being
unanimons, the least we ean expect from the
hoard, seeing that it will deal with a man’s
property and may influence the expenditure
of huge sums of State money, is that their
decision shall be unanimous as well.

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: T support
the arendment because the practieal farmer
who will be appointed on the hoard will not
be a permanent member, but will be ap
pointed from time to time when matters
concerning a district, of which he has ex-
pert knowledge, are being invesfigated. If
such a man were to prove ohstinate, as Mr.
Stephenson suggested—he would have to be
appointed permanently before full effect
could be given to the objection raised by
that hon. member—he wounld not he ap-
pointed again at all. As various farmers
will be appointed from time to time, I do
not see that that objeetion applies. If an
obstinate man were encountered in one dis-
trict, should the hoard have to deal with
further matters there, it is obvious that the
ohstinate man would not be chosen again.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J. NTCHOLSON : T move an amend-
ment—

That after '‘forthwith,’” in line 1 of Sub-
elanse (3), the words '‘after making cach
such report serve a copy thercof on the person
or persons appearing to be the owmer or
owners and mortgagee or mortgagees of the
land referred to in such report, and also ghall’’
be inserted.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannot see
anvthing to ohject to in the amendment if it
is enrrectly drafted from the lezal point of
view, For instance. T presume the mort-
gagee or mottagees would have to be regis-
tered.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Yes, thev are referred
to in an earlier part.

Hon. V. WAMERSLEY: I think the
smendment I have on the Notice Paper
would be preferable to that moved by Mr.
Nicholson. I propose to strike out the sub-
clanse altogether and to substitute another.

[COUNCIL.}

Hon, A. LOVEKIN: Mr. Nicholson's
amendment wmay lead to trouble because of
the inclusion of the word “appearing.” Tt
might happen that notiees would be served
on someone who was not the rightful owner
of property at all. Subsequently the owner
might ask why he bad not received the
notier, and he would be informed that it
had been served upon someone who “ap-
peared” to be the owner.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I will agree to
the suggestion made by Mr. Hamersley, but
it will be necessary to awmend his amend-
ment, because some provision should be
made to proiect registered agreements in
respect of land. If there were an unregis-
tered agreement, how would it be possible
for the Government to know of its existence?
I ask leave to withdraw my amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Hon, V., HAMERSLEY: I move an
amendment—

That Subelauss (3) be streck out, and the
following ingerted in lien:—‘‘The board ghell
forthwith supply a copy of the report, as sub-
mitted to the Minister, to any pereon having
an estate or interest in the land.’?

Progress reported.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

BILL—RACING RESTRICTION.
In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day. Hon. J.
Cornell in the Chair; Hon. Sir William
Lathlain in charge of the Bill.

Clause 2 — Prohibition of betting on
vacing and conrsing where mechanical de-
vices, ete., used (partly considered):

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: While
members are in accord with the prineiple
of the Bill, T have felt it necessary to alter
the phrasing in order to meet with views
expressed during the debate on the second
reading,

Hon. A. LOVEKIN : I have a prior
amendment. I move an amendment—

That the words ‘‘from and after the passing
of this Act’’ be struck out.

The Interpretation Acet provides for those
words. An Act eommences with the assent
and it is not necessary to insert those
words. If they are struck out Sir William
Lathlain’s amendment will come in as &
complete declaration. °
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The CHAIRMAN : If Mr. Lovekin's
amendment and the amendment Sir William
Lathlain hag indicated on the Notice Paper
De carried, the whole clause will disappear.
The better course would be to negative the
clause and move to insert a new ¢laupse.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I am tryiog to avowd
that. I am entitled to move for the deletion
of the words mentioned. When they have
been deleted, another member may move
that other words be substituted. My pro-
posal wiil obviate bringing in a new clauose.

Amendment put and passed.
Ilon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: T

move an amendment—

That the following be inserted in lien of
the words struck out; —‘The use of any
mechanieal device or contrivanee for the pro-
motion of or in connecction with racing by or
between animals, other than horses, at or ‘in
any place to which the public is admitted on
payment or otherwise, is unlawful, Penalty,
£300.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. LOVEKKIN: T move an amend-
ment—

That the remaining worda of the clause from
‘fit shall be unlawful’’ down to and includ-
ing ‘*‘Penalty: One bhundred pounds’’ be
struek out.

Hon. W. H., KITSON: [ was under the
impression that the Bill aimed at prevent-
ing betting. According to the amendment
agreed to, we are eliminating all reference
to betting and making the Bill a straight-
out measure to prevent tin hare raeing or
any other sport, apart from horse racing,
in which mechanical devices are used.

Hon. E. H, Harris: If mechanical devices
are not nsed, it will be all right.

Ton. W. H. KITSON: I cannot agree to
that. Sufficient bas been said to show we
ean have such sport without betting, even
thongh it may include some meehanical
contrivance. Why should we legislate
against the introduction of some other
gport? We have no right to do that. The
question of betting is an entirely different
matter.

Hon. E. H. Harris : Then why do we
differentiate as regards two-up?

Hon. W. H. KITSON: The question we
have been discussing is mainly betting, but
the whole object of the Bill has heen
altered.

Amendment put and passed: the clanse,
as amended, agreed to.
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Clause 3—Possession of mechanical de-
vices, ete., to be used in racing and coursing
unlawful:

Hon. Sir WILLTIAM LATHLAIN: I de-
sire (0 have the clause struck out with a
view to inserting other words.

The CHATRMAN: Tollowing the proce.
dure just adopted, the hon. member should
move to strike out the first three lines of
the clause with a view to inserting other
words.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Move to strike out all
the words after the figure 3.

The CHAIRMAN : If the Committee
adopt my suggestion they will retain the
penalty.

Hon, Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN : 1
move an amendment—

That the words ‘‘it shall be unlawful to
sell, lease, dispose of, or be in possession of
any meehanical deviee, contrivance or object
capable of being used for any such purpose'’
be struck out, and the words ‘“any person who
promotes, engages in, or takes part in any
racing declared to be unlawful by Section 2 of

this Act shall be guilty of an offence’’ in-
gerted in Yieu.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: There
now remains the penalty of £100, which [
suggest should be made £50.

Hon. J. Nicholson : Leave the existing
penalty.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: I am
agreeable to that beecause it means not ex-
ceeding £100,

Claunge, as previously amended, put and
passed.

Title:

‘On motion by Hon. Sir William Lathlain,
Title amended by striking out “suppress
illieit” and inserting “prohibit”; alse by
striking out “and betting and for other pur-
poses” and inserting “by and between ani-
mals other than horges”

Title, as amended, put and passed.

Bill reported with amendments, and an
omendment to the Title.

BILL-—HOSPITALS.
Recommittol.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
J. W, Hiekey—Central) [7.501: I move—

That the Bill be recommitted for the pur-
pose of further considering Clauwse 27.
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Hon. H. J, Yelland: Also Clauses 28 and
34,
Hon. A. Lovekin: And Clauses 31, 32, 34,
38 and the Title.

Question put and passed,

In Committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Honor-
ary Minisler in charge of the Bill.

Clause 27—Power of local authorities to
expend revenues on public hospitals:

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Two positions arise:
one is that certain municipalities, road
boards and local authorities do net wish to
have anything whatever to do with hospi-
tals, so far as we know at present. Onm the
other hand there are local anthorities who
do want to have something to do with the
hospitals, and the difficulty is to so frame
this elanse that it will meet the two views,
that it will give to those local anthorities who
desire to ecome under the Bill the oppor-
tunity to do so, and also give the opportunity
fo those who do not wani to come under
it, to keep out. I think I have accomplished
that in the amendment I have placed on the
Notice Paper. In order to bring about what
1 desire, it ix necessary to reinstate the clavse
as it originally appeared in the Bill. Unlees
that be done, there will be no opportnnity
for those loral authorities that want to come
in under the Bill to come in. With regard
to the validation of the actions of the Collia
municipality and the Katanning road board,
it is one thing to elean the slate for them ax
the present time and another thing to allow
them to continue to earry on the same pro-
cedure. We must meet that position by say-
ing: “We will ratify what you have done and
we give you a means of doing again what
you at first did wrongly.” My amendment
makes the position clear for the Katanning
road board. Now we come to the position
of a municipality such as Perth. It is not
desired that the municipality shounld be for-
bidden to pass a resolution to preveni its
ratepayers contribnting to the funds of a
hospital. Tt may mean that unless we tighten
up the position a little, the Government may
bring pressure to bear and make the council
contribnte to the public hospital which is
being nsed by evervbody. Assume that the
city council did want to meke this contribu-
tion to the hospital. The ratepayers should
not be prohibifed from carrying out their
wishes, but they mnst have the opportunity
to express their views. I want to protect the
ratepayers against any such proposed action

[COUNCIL.]

on the part of the council, and the amenc
ment that I intend to move will do tha
My amendment will make it quite elea
that if any local authority desires to eontr
hute tv u hospital or to borrow money fo
the purpose of erecting a hospital it ma
do so. 'In each case the proposition mus
be put to the local authority first. Then, i
earried, it 1must be puhlished in the “Gas
etie,' and at least three times in a news
paper. After the last publieation it will b
open for a month for 20 ratepayers to v
mand a poll, the result of whieh will b
final. That will enable the Collic and Kat
anning leenl outhorities to do again wha
we have aready forgiven them for doing
T move an amendment—

That Subelanses (1) and (2) be reinserted
and that the following be added at the en
of . Subelause (2) :—‘Provided that wheneve
any local authority proposes te net in manne
preseribed by this section, notice therecf shal
he published in the ‘‘Gazette,’’ and thre
times at least in a newspaper circulating i
the distriet, at intervals of not less than oni
weck., Within one month after the last publi
eiation of sueh notice any twenty resident own
ers may in writing delivered to the secretary
demand that the propesition be submitted i«
the vote of the resident owners of rateabls
land situated within the distriet, Thereupor
a poll shall be taken in manner prescribed b
the Road Districts Aet, 1919, and the decisior
thereat shall he hinding on the local authorit;
for a period of at least twelve months, '’

‘‘Resident owner,’” in this section, mean;
any person residing within the boundaries of
o local aothority, and entitled to a legal o
equitable cstate or interest in fee simple there
in.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T do not thinl
Subclause 1 onght to be re-inserted after the
full diseusison that took place hefore it was
struck out.

Hon. E. H. Harris: We did net have the
proposed amendment hefore us then.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Still the mattex
was fully discussed, and by a relativety ful
Committee.

Hon. A. Tovekin: There was an amend-
ment on the Notice Paper, but it did not
meet the case.

Hon. J. NTCHOLSON: It was suggested
that a separate Bill be brought down to vali-
date what the local authorities of Katanning
and Colliec had done. Hon. members realisad
that the retention of this Subeclause 1 im-

" posed a serious burden on the ratepayers.

The proposed amendment makes the resull
of the poll binding on the local anthority
for at least 12 months, The authority pro-
vided in Subelanse 1 is that the local aunth-
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ority shall have power to give a binding
undertaking for any number of years.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: But the refer-
ence in the amendment is to the poll.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The referendum
provided for in the amendment is to be
taken on the roll of resident owners of rate-
able land in the distrviet. I do not know of
any such roll. It would be necessary to com-
pile that roll. The amendment will lead us
into a very serious position.

Hon. A. Lovekim: This is a provision in
the Road Districts Act.,

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: But this applies
to muni¢ipalities also, and there is no resi-
dent owners roll under the Munieipalities
Act.

Hon. A. Lovekin: If we put an amend-
ment in the Municipalities Act, it will not
cover the road boards.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: It only streng-
thens my contention that we did right in
atriking out Subelause 1. If we wish to
enlarge the powers of local authorities tbere
is only one way to do it, by introducing
nn amendment, first to the Municipalities
Act and then to the Road Districts Act.
Tf we attempt to do it by the proposed
method before us it will lead to hopeless
confusion. I hope the Committee will ad-
here to their former decision.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: What is the use of
going a long way round? We ought to con-
venience the ountlying local anthorities that
require hospitals. We are not geing to in-
terfere with Perth in any way. We can
do the whole thing by aceepting the amend-
ment and applying the existing conditions
of an Act already on the statute-hook. We
improve on the Municipalities Act by mak-
ing it the resident owners of property.

Hon. J. Nicholson: But there is no “resi-
dent owner” in the Municipalities Aect.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: But he is already on
the roll. The Road Districts Act preseribes
this very method. We ean accomplish the
whole thing by this smendment.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I suggest to the
Honarary Minister that, in view of the con-
fliet of definitions between the Municipalities
Act and the Road Districts Act, he shonld
take time to consider this a little further.
After deliberation the Committee struck out
the clanse. It was suggested that the proper
method of dealing with the matter was to
do s0 by amending the two Acts referred
to. If the Honornry Minister thinks he will
gsecomplish something under this Bill that
will be tantamount to an amendment of those
two Acts, and there is this confradietion of

1623

terms existing between them, hopeless con-
fusion will be the result. It is beiter to
think over the matier.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: M.
Lovekin’s statement is scarcely correet in
regard to resident owners. My tenants have
the same voting power for municipal elee-
tions as I have. I am a resident owner, but
the owner of the house in which I live has
no vote. I do not want any toll levied upon
the ratepayers either of Perth or Fremantle,
when the intervening authorities may not
join in the scheme.

Hon. A. Lovekin: The Honorary Minister
will agree to an exemption for Perth and
Fremantle.

Hon. 3. W, MILES: We should stick to
what we did the other evening, when the
matter was well considered. The proper
place for this amendment is in the Road
Distriets Aet and the Municipalities Aet.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: We do not want to
deprive ountside loeal authorities of the ap-
portunity to get nurses or medical men or
small hospitals into their distriets.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: The road
boards have all the power they need now.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: This will give them
power they do not now possess. If the
Honorary Minister will exempt Perth and
Fremantle, what more do members want?’

The HONORARY MINISTER: I am sur-
prised at ihe attitude of some members. I
thought Mr. Lovekin’s amendment would
overcome all the objections that were pre-
viously raised. We can get all we want
here without amending the other two Acts
referred to. T will not go so far as to agree
that Perth and Fremantle should be exempt,
for I do not think that is the desire of the
people of those cities. They will still have
the right fo come under the Bill or stay
outside it. I can see no reasonable objec-
tion to the amendments, which are more
fair than the original clause. It would
be unfair to deprive ralepayers of the
opportunity to do what they thought right
in the matter of hospital accommodation. The
road boards are in favour of this legisla~
tion.

Hon. H. J. Yelland: FTave they expressed
themselves in favour of it?

The HONORARY MINISTER: T have
heard no opposition to it from that quarter.
We are only giving the local authorities the
power if they care to exercise it. Any re-
form that will improve the position in this
regard should have our support.
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Hon, H. J. YELLAND: We voted upon
this clause as to whether the diversion of the
incidence of tazation from the sboulders of
the Government to the local authorities was
a legitimate thing to do.

The Honorary Minister:
suggested in the Bill,

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: If is. The onus
of raising taxation is tri sferred to the
loeal anthorities. That is the nain objection
1 had to the clause, Mr. Lovekin bas side-
stepped the position as he fought it out on
the last oceasion.

Hon, A. Lovekin:
unless they like.

Fon. H. J. YELLAND:
pelled to do it.

Lam, A, Lovekin-
pelled.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: It the money can-
net be raised except by inereased iaxation,
then it must be raised by the local anthori-
ties. If it is necessary to vaiidaie the action
of the Collie and Katanning local authori-
ties, that can bhe done by a special Bill
The amendment places taxing by road boards
under the thumb of the Minister for Health
instead of leaving it under the conirol of
the Minister for Works, Mr. Lovekin has
overlooked that objectionable dual control.
Mr. Hickey said he had more road beards
than 1 had, but accordhing to the Iatest
figures the Central Provinee eontains 19 road
boards and the East Province 28, while the
Central Province has one municipality and
the East Province two. Th: Honorary Min-
ister has not mentioned that any road board
has informed him of its agreement with this
proposal. On the other hand I know that
namernus road boards were unaware of the
introdnetion of the Bill.  Clause 27 was
characterised to me by a road board secre-
tary as a treacherous clause. Regarding the
retention of Clauses 27 and 28, the *“West
Australian” of the 2nd& inst has the follow-
ing:—

A meeting of the Perth City Council almost
simultaneonsly with Parliament for the pur-
posc  of discnssing this partienlar elause, re-
solved that the maintenance of publie hospitals
was the coneern of the Government, and not
of the loeal authorities. 'That was the opin-
ion expressed by the city councillors at their
aljourned meeting yesterday.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! T under-
stand the hon. member is quoting from the
“West Australian,”” and T draw his attention
to Standing Order 390, which provides that
no member ghall read extracts from a news.

That is not

They need not do it
Or are com-

They ecannol he com-

|COUNCIL.]

paper or other document referring to debate
in the Council during the same session,

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: I must apologiss
Mr. Chairman. I was not aware of tha
Standing Order.

Hon. J, Nicholson:
refer to the debate bere?

Hon. A. Lovekin: It refers to a debate i
the City Council,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have give
no ruling; I have merely quoted the Stand
ing Order to the hon. member. The hon
member may proceed,

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: May I procee
with the reading of this report®

The CHAIRMAN: Provided it does no
allude to a debate in the Legislative Counci
or in Committee of the Legislative Conncil

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: It refers to a de
hate in the City Council and it goes on tc
say—

The finance committec of the Perth City
Council brought forward this resolution, ¢ ¢ That
members for the city and the provinece be re-
queated 1

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member is now on dangerous ground. He is
now dealing with a debate of this session

Hon. A, Lovekin: The hon. member is not
refering to the debate in this House, but
to a debate in the Perth City Council.

The CHAYRMAN: To » debate in this
House.

Hon. A. Lovekin: No, in the City Coun-
cil; and that does not come within the Stand-
ing Order.

The CHAIRMAN: T understood Mr. Yel-
land to read out that the Perth City Couneil
were discussing the advisability of ordering
rmembers for the Metropolitan Provinee as fo
how they should vote on thi. measure,

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: I will let the
matter drop, Mr, Chairman. I fee! that ae-
tually the report refers to a recommenda-
tion of the finance committee of the Perth
City Council to the Perth City Council as-
sembled. The recommendation was to the ef-
fect that the City Couneil object to Clauses
27 nand 38. Members can turn up the report
and see what the varions recommendations
were Of five members of the City Couneil
who expressed themselves on this subjeet,
four were fully in favour of the resolution
that the clanse wonld not operate fairly and
justly. The mayor said he thought it was
up to the (Fovernment to find the money for
hospitals by means of a charities tax. My
point of view is that while local aunthorities

Does that repor
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in the country are protesiing against these
clauses, we have a positive instance of a re-
solution passed by the Perth City Couneil
expressing  disatisfaction with the clauses.

The Honorary Ministerr Not with the
. .emlment now before the Committee,

llon. H. J. YELLAND: The amendnent
oes nol remove the obnox:ous features of
Clause 27. The limitation to 10 per
cent, according to the secretary of the
Health Department, refers tv an un-
dertaking given by the local authorities as to
future spending. However, I can hardly
read that into the elause.

Hon, A. LOVEKIN: I did not sidestep
anything at all. The position is in no way
ultered by the amendment. All the clanse
does is to give the local authority, if they
want to do a rertain thing, power to do if.
If they fle not want to do it, they need not
do it, and the (lovernment will not be able
to press the lveal authority then any more
than they could withount the clause being in
the Bill. What we do want is that outback
road boards, who neel power to do some-
thing to provide for their sick and injuresl
in cases of emergency, should have that
power if they wish it. The Perth City Coun-
cil’s resolution does not tonch the Bill at afl.
What the Perth City Council are eoncerned
about is that the Government do not push
them into supporling the hospitals and thns
mnereasing the rates. We ure tightening up
the Bill in order that the Government may
not hy any possible means be able to apply
pressure to any local authority.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Road boards can do
all those things under the Road Dis-
triets Act.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The Bill proposes a
much betier way of doing them. There is
the ehance of the Government stepping in
and saying, “Yon have power under the
Road Districts Act to raise money. Raise
it. We will do nothing.” The Bill gives
the safeguard of the 10 per cent. limitation.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Section 160, Sul-
section 20, of the Road Distriets Aect savs
that a road board may smbsidise apy dis-
trict nursing scheme or hospital, private or
publie, within or without its distriet, or any
duly qualified mediea! practitioner.  That
covers evervthing aimed at by the amend-
ment. The Road Distriets Act imposes ne
limitation. T repeat that the elause provides
for dual Ministerial eontrol. whieh is hound
to ranse endless trouhle. It seems to me
that the hon. member, who says he wants to
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exempt Perth and Fremantle, is endeavour-
ing to run with the hare and hunt with the
hounds.  The amendment wili net bring us
nearer than before tu the really vital point
that concerns the ineidence of taxation,

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: It does not seem to
have occurred to Mr, Yelland that it will
be to the advantage of the outside local
authorities to come within the scope of the
Bill. It limits them to 10 per eent, and
gives opporfunities to local hospitals that
are not to be found in the Road Dhstriets
Act. There is provision for charges to he
levied, and so forth. Onee the iocal anthori-
ties have studied the measure they will say,
“Save us from our friends.”

Hon. G. W. MILES: I move—

That the Committee do now divide,

Bells rung.

The CHATRMAN: T shall call off the
division on the question, ‘“That the Com
nittee do now divide.” As one member only
has remained on the left of the Chair, there
is no necessity to proeceed with it. I will
now put the amendment.

Amendment (to reinsert Subeclause I
struck out previously by the Committee)

put, and a division taken with the following
result:—

Ayes R
Noes 7
Majority for 1
AYES.
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon, A. Lovekin
Hon., B. H, Gray Hon. J. M, Mactarlane
Hon. J. W. Hickey Hon. H. A. Stephenson
Hon. J. J. Holmes Hon. W. H. Kitron
(Teiler.y
Noes.
Hon. V. Hamerslcy Hon. H. Beddon
Hon., B. H. Harris Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. 8ir W. Lathlain Hon. J. Nicbolson
Hon. G. W. Miles

{Teller.)

Amendment thus passed.

The CHATRMAN: The question is that
the ¢lause as amended be agreed to, to which
an amendment has been moved that Sub-
elause 2, previously struck out by the Com-
mittee, be re-inserted.

Amendment put and a division called for.

Hon. A, LOVEKTN: Have we not divided
on the question of the re-insertion of the two
subelanses with the amendment T moved¥
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The CHAIRMAN: No, 1 put the amend-
ment to re-insert Subelause 1 first and
allowed a general diseussion on the whole
(uestion.

Division taken with the following re-
sult:—

Ayes .. .. .
Noes .. .- .

Majority ogainst ..

I = | ;-

Aves,

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane

Hon. H. A. Stephenson

Hon. E. H. Gray
(Teller.)

Hon, J, M. Drew
Hon. J. W. Hickey
Hon, W. H. Kitson
Hon, A. Lovekin

Noks.

Hon. J. Nicholson

Hon, H. Beddon

Hon., H. J, Yelland

Hon. J. J. Holmes
(Teller.)

Hon. V. Hamersley
Hon, €, H. darria
Hon, 8ir W, Lathlain
Hon. G. W. Miles

Amendment thus negatived.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I shall be glad,
Mr, Chairman, it you will tell us what is
left of Clause 27. 1 understood my amend-
ment was put as a whole and there was ne
renson for submitting it piecemeal.

The CHAIRMAN: 1 put the original
question that Clause 27 stand as amended,
to which an amendment had been moved to
re-insert Subelause 1, which had been struek
ont by the Committee previously. As the
whole matler was hefore the Committee, 1
allowed a reneral discussion on the first part
of the amendment.

llon. A, LOVEKIN: 1 did not move the
amendment in that form. 1 did not want
une part put separately.

The CHAIRMAN: That is how I put the
question.

Hon. A. LOVEKIX: You struck out
something that precedes the amendment !
moved,

The CHAITRMAN: I put the guestion as
| have stated, and allowed a general discus.
sion on the whole issue, being of the opinion
that it was more simple to put it subclause
by subelause and then eventually to add the
proviso if the two subelauses were agreed to.
My attention was not drawn to any cheiee
on the part of the hon. member to indicate
that he desired the two subelanses put in
the one amendment. T was [fully of the
opinion from the tone of the discussion that

[COUNCIL.)

all members who took part in the debate
were quite eonversant with the position be-
fore them. | was also of opinion that the
vote on Subelause 1 decided the whole issue.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: I take exception to
that method of putting it because the only
authority for so doing” would be that it was
a diffienlt question. It was not a diffienlt
question. It was o new provision moved in
its entirety and I did not understand that
you were putting the first part only. Still
it does not matter now since one opinion has
been given at one time and one at another.

The CHAIRMAN: T express regret if
I have done anything confrary to the hon.
member’s desire. Every member of the Com-
mitlee will agree that I stated the question
at least three times.

Hon. G. W. Miles: That is so.

The CHAIRMAN: If Mr. Lovekin dis-
agreed with the way I was putting it, he
could have directed my attention to it. I
thought it was simpler to put it subelanse
by subeclause,

The FIONORARY MINISTER: I agree
that the question was put as you say and
I nm surprised at the remarks of Mr. Love-
kin, The debate centred on the two sub-
clanses and on the proviso and I coneludel]
that the division covered the whole question.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: I clearly under-
stood that you were putting only Subelanse
1. You stated it definitely and distinctly
and I am surprised that any member shonld
have misunderstood what he was voting on.
The one subelause has to do with the subsi-
dising of annual expenditure and the other
gives power to bind the people for a2 num-
her of years ahead. I am glad that you put
the subelanses separately, beeause it gave
us an cpportunity to express our views,

Hon. E. H. Gray: To say yes-no.

Hon. A. Lovekin: You have put the posi
tion upside down.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: Mr. Lovekin
has an amendment on the Notice Paper.

Hon. A. Lovekin: I do vot propose to
move it as it will have no effect.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: T think quite a
number of members voted on Subeclanse 1
on the understanding that Mr. Lovekin would
move another amendment. Now he declines
to do so.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Mr. Hamersley said
Subclanse 2 was rightly struck out because
it world bind the people for a long term of
years. Subclause 1 does that and it is the
objectionable subelaunse. 'We have passed
that and my amendment relates to Subelause
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2. However, I formally move an amend-
ment—

That the following provise be added to Sab-
clause (1):—*‘Provided that whenraver any
loeal authority proposes to act in manner pre-
geribed by this section, notice thereof shali be
pubhshcd in the ‘Gazette,’ and three times
at least in a mewspaper circulating in the dis-
trict, at intervals of not less than one week.
Within one month after the last publieation
of such notiee any tweuty resident owners may
in writing delivered to the secretary, demand
that the proposition be submitted to the vote
of the resident owncrs of rateable land gitu-
ated within the disprict, Thercupon a pell
shall be taken in manner prescribed by the
Road Districts Aet, 1919, and the decision
thereat shall be binding on the local aunthor-
ity for a period of at least twelve months.
‘Resident owner,” in this section, means any
person residing within the boundaries of a
loeal authority, and ontitled to a legal or
equitable estate or interest in fee simple there-
in,*’

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: I voted for
the veinstatement of Subelause 1 on the un-
derstanding thal the amendment would be
moved. T was opposed to the snbelause, but
the amendment will clarify it. The City
Counecil objects to Clauses 27 and 28, hut
as there are muanicipalities desirons of tak-
ing advantage of those clauses and as the
amendment will safeguard the position, I
offer no objection.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Mr. Macfarlane
is under a misapprehension. The amend-
ment would not meet requirements, but
would result in hopeless confusion. Under
the Road Districts Act there is a definition
of “resident owner” that does not apply
under the Municipal Corporations Act. The
pell will be taken as preseribed in the Road
Distriets Act. Why should that apply to a
municipality

Hon. A. Lovekin: Insert the words “and
the Munieipal Corporations Aet.”

Hon. J. NICIOLSON: Municipalities
have their own method of taking a poll.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, pnt and a division
taken with the following result:—
Ayes
Noes

lb—-‘lm‘-'l

Majority against

AYES.
Hon. J. M. Drew | Han. A. Lovekin
Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. H. A. Stephenson
Hon. J. W. Hickey Hon. J. M. Macfarlane
Hon. W. H. Kitson {Teller.)
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NOES.
Hon. E. H. Harris Hen. J. Nicholson
Hon. J. J. Holmes  Hoo. H. 3eddon
Hou, 8ir W. F. Lathlnin | Hon. H. J, Telland
Hon. G. W. Miles Hon. ¥V, Hamersley
I (Teller,)

Clause thus negatived.
P’rogress, reported.

House adjourned at 9.18 p.m.

Negislative Hssembly,
Thursday, 3rd November, 1927,

Pagne

Quasiions : Dr!ed Fruits Board .- .. 1627
Rallways: 1, Lake Brown Bullﬂnch 2. Re-
sumption for improvemsenta; 3, Cundeldln

and Kellezberrin Stations ... 1827.8

Bills : Mental Treatment, 38., pagsed . 10828

State Insurance, 2., Com. .. 1628

Induatries Ansl Aect Contl returned 1058

The SPEAKER tfook the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—DRIED FRUITS BOARD.

Mr SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Agriculture: In view of the provision in the
Dried Froits Act, 1926, whereby an election
in order to determine the membership of the
~econd board must be held prior to the 31st
December of this year, will he advize pro-
posed method of conducting the election?

The PREAIER (for the Minister for
Agrienlture) replied: The relations govern-
ing the method of conducting the election in
connection with the Dried Fruits Board were
jublished in the Government Gazette dated
28th October. Copy of the regulations is
attarhed hereto.

QUESTION (3)—RAILWAYS,
Lake Brown-Bullfinch.

Mr. GRTFFITHS: asked the Minwter for
Works: 1, Ts it the intention to build the
Lake Brown-Bullfinch railway in its en-



