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ing vote of the mayor. I mixed the two
questions, and T am taking the first oppor-
tunity to reetify the error.

On motion by the Hon. Minister, debate
adjourned,

House adjourned at 7.50 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.n., and read prayers.

QUESTION—LAND PURCHASERS,
PROTECTION.

Mr, NORTH asked the Minister for Jus-
tice: 1, Have any representations been made
to him regarding legislation to protect land
purehasers as recormnended by the Rowval
Commiszioner (Mr, Justice Dwyer)? 2,
Will he consider introducing legislation to
deal with the points raised?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replicd :

1, Yes. 2, The matter is under considera-
tion.

SECESSION—JOINT COMMITTEE'S
REPORT.

Ezxtension of Time.

On motion by the Premier, the time for
bringing up the veport of the joint select
commitiee on Secession was extended for
one week.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—EMPLOYMENT BROKERS ACT
AMENDMENT,

Introduced by the Minister for Works,
and read a first time.

BILL, — MORTGAGEES' RIGHTS RE-
STRICTION ACT CONTINUANCE.

Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
AL ¥, Troy—>»t, Magnet) [+.36]: [ move—

That the Bill he now reurd a third time.

MR. PIESSE (Katanning) [4.37]: [
have no desive to delay the passage of this
important measure at so late a stage, but I
do feel it necessary to make a few remarks.
I erave the indudgence of the House to per-
mit me to de so, for the reason that the
Bill was allowed to pass the second reading
and Committee stages at one sitting. Tav-
ing regard to the importance of the measure,
and knowing what it means to the future of
the State and particularly of the farming
industry, [ was somewhat surprised at this
rapidity in passing. 1 have a clear recol-
lection of the many promises made during
the general election as to the extension of
the Act for a longer peried than 12 months.
Tt dirvectly affects seecurity of tenure in fhe
farming industry. 1 appreeciate the sym-
pathetic manner in which the Minister for
Lands introdnced the Bill. With memhers
generally, and Ministers, I appreciate the
good effect of the Aet during the past two
veurs. At the same time one must express
sarprise at the making of so many applica-
tions ander the Act. On that point the
Minister did not furnish much detail. T
ean only conclude that as there has been so
little complaint, no hardship or disahility
has arisen from the operation of the At
during the past two years. I acknowledge
that the measure has been of great service
not only to primary industrv but to the
State as a whole. More especially to those
who find themselves in the position of debtor
under mortgage, the measure has been of
considerable benefit, giving protection dur-
ing a period of stress. As the Minister
has pointed out, probably there would
have been many foreclosures and much
distress had the parent Act not been intro-
dueed two vears ago. That speaks strongiv
in favour of the renewal of the Aet; bhut T
am sorry that the Government are not pre-
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pared—although 1 acknowledge they have
been in office only a brief period—io bring
down o comprehensive relief measnre co-
ordinating  farmers’ debts and morigages
generally. Not only suring the last general
election, but for some time previouzly, there
was a demand For wreater security of tenure.
Throughout the farming districts that de-
mand has been prevalent. not so much from
farmers under mortgage to private mort-
gagees, banks and Trustee companies, hut
farmers under mortgage to the Agricaltural
Bank. It is somewhat strange that Agri-
cultural Bank clients, constituting something
like 75 per cent. of the famners of Western
Australia, bave no protection under the Act.
1& has been said by the late Government, aud
no doubt by present Ministers, that clients
of the Agricultural Bank ean well leave their
clestiny to the consideration of the Govern-
ment, seeing that the Agrienltural Bank is
i Govermment institation. However, [ con-
tend that it it is right to bring mortgagors’
dealings with private institutions under the
Aet, it iz equally vight that clients of the
Agricultural Bank should enjoy the =ame
protection, The ruestion of forrelosures by
the trustees of the Agricultnral Bank may
not avise, although they have foreclosed in
one ipstance, which was a very speecial in-
stanee: hut under the provisions of the Aet
I see no reason why the trustees should not
be ¢ompelled to deal with clients in the same
manner as any other mortgagzee whe finds
it necessary to foreclose. I feel sure fhat
the Minister for Lands is svmpathetic in
the matter of farers™ disabilities and diffi-
culties as the resnlt of unprecedentedly low
prices ruling for three years. I hope that
before the session closes the Government will
take the House into their confidence and seck
the co-operation of hon. members in passing
a more comprehensive measure, such as will
ensure greater seeurity of tenure for 2 longer
period than is the case under the present
Act. I have no wish to labour the guestion,
which has heen before the conniry for the
past two vears. Relief legislation of this
rature must be associated with the rchabili-
tation of the farming industry. We appre-
ciate what has been done by the banks and
other financial institutions, and by merchants
and of course the Government, to aid the
primary producer during a period of great
stress: but in view of the knowledge and
expertence gained during the past three
vears of unprofitable prices it is not too
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early for the Government and the House
during this gession to shoulder the responsi-
bility of trying to evolve a better and
more permanent way oub of our difficul-
ties than is provided by present legisla-
tion. The renvwal of the Act for one year
will be much appreciated, and will give pro-
tection for that period; but there is great
fear, most of it probably unwarranted, on
the part of many farmmers and other pri-
mary producers throughout the State that
when prices improve there will be a greater
inelination on the part of norigagees to
realise upon tleir sccuritics than otherwise
would be the case. For that reason alone, I
think there should be some preparatory mea-
sure, something that can take the place of
the principal At when the time arrives for
a cessation of its renewal. Not for one
moment do [ believe that we shall get out
of our troubles during the next two or three,
or perhaps four or five, years. One can
never tell what will happen, of course, if
prices snddenly rise. Wool prices have im-
proved materially, and that faet will put our
wool industry on the road to prosperity; hut
it will be spme time before the State feels
the good effect of that. The same thing
applies to the price of wheat. If wheat
rises to 4s. or Bs. a bushel, that will not get
us out of our difficultics in one year.
So I hope there will be no delay, either on
the part of the Government or on the part
of the House, fully to realise responsihility,
in the first place to keep faith with the
electors, who were promised that one of
the measures to be considered during the
first session of the new Parliament would
deal with the security of tenure. I do not
wish to say anything likely to weaken our
ceredit or interfere with the existing arrange-
ments that have been faithfully carried out
in regard to the assistance of industry, but
the time has arrived when the farmer who
has struggled through the past two ar three
years and is still in diffienlties should be
assured that before this session closes (here
will be brought down some relief which will
give him a chance to escape from the
troubles in which he finds himself to-day.
We should not wait until next session, for
that would mean the loss of another 12
months. I hope the Minister will believe
there is no party feeling whatever in what
I have said. We are only anxions to give
him every possible assistance, and I hope
before the session closes the Government
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will bring down a necessary protecting
measure which, as priees improve, will bring
us back to a healthier state of finance.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted
to the Couneil,

RILL—POLICE ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee.

Resumed from the 5th September; M.
Sleeman in the Chair, the Minister for Em-
ployment in charge of the Bill.

Clause 2—Amendment of Section 66 of
the principal Aect:

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Ned-
lands (Hon, N. Keenan) has moved an
amendment that in Suobelawse 2 (a) all
words after “statement’ in line 2 down to
“eireumstances” in line 3 inelusive, be struck
oui with a view to imserting other words.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I beg leave tempor-
arily to withdraw my amendment.

Awendment, by leave, withdrawu.

Mr. MARSHALL:

ment—

I move an amend-

That after by’ in line 1 there be inserted
‘“striking ont ‘deemed to be n rogue and vagu-
bond in the meaning of this Act, and shall.” 7

If those words ave struck out I will then
move to insert the words “and by.” Apart
altogether from whether Seetion 66 of the
principal Act imposes unduly severe penal-
ties on some convicted offenders, it must be
admitted that to attach to anybody convie-
ted under the Bill before us the stigma of
being o rogue and a vagabond for the term
of his naturn] life is going a little too far.
In the first place the Bill should have been
a special one, standing alone, and making
no reference to Section 66 of the Act, For
having been convicted of some of the of-
fences dealt with in Seetion 66 of the Aect,
men are outrageously deemed to be rogues
and vagabonds for the rest of their lives.
Tf such a man should again fall foul of the
law and be a second time convicted, this
reeord, standing against him of heing offi-
cially deemed a rogue and a vagabond,
mezns that his sentence will be greatly in-
creased. I want to be assvred that nobody
who may bhe convicted under the Bill when
it heenmes law will have to earry the stigma
of rogue and vagahond for the rest of his
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life. That is the purpose of my amendment.
Let me give a case in point: A vespectable
voung fellow was caught playing two-up.
Incidentally, the Prince of Wales played|
two-up while he was in Australia, and pre-
sumahly had he been caught he would have
suffered, as this voung fellow did. However,
the man to whom I allude was advised by
the police not to oppose the charge, and in
consequence he pleaded guilty. He was con-
vieted under Section 66 of the prineipal
Act, and so for the term of his life be is
officially deemed a rogue and vagabond.
Doubtless some members of this Chamber
have played two-up, and I suggest that had
they been caunght at it they would have been
convicted and for the rest of thelr lives
would have carried the stigma of rogue and
vagahond.

The CHAIRMAN: I cannot accept the
proposed mmendment, for it is quite outside
the scope of the Bill. T rule it out of order.

Trssent from Chairman’s Ruling.

Mr. Marshall: T move—

That the Committee dissents from the Chair-
man’s ruling.

[The Speaker vesumed the Chair.]

The Chairman reported the dissent.

Mr, Marshall: I elaim that the ruling is
contrary to the Standing Orders, nene of
which e¢onforms to it. There are several
headings under which an amendment can be
introduced. For instance, an amendment
must be within the Title of the Bill, must
conform to the order of leave to introduce
the Bill, and must come within the scope of
the measure itself. Tet me base my ecase
upon a ruling given by the late Hon, T.
Walker, when Spenker of the House, on &
motion to disagree with the Chairman’s
vuling moved by the member for Fremantle
(Mr. Sleeman) himself. Let us see whether
the present ruling carries weight. The
Chairman ruled the amendment out because
it does not come within the seope of the Bill.
Tt cannot he suggested that the amendment
is not relevant to the Bill. The abjeet of
the Bill is {o amend Section 66 of the Police
Act, and my amendment also seeks to amend
that section. Hence the amendment is
within the order of leave. The Bill is de-
signed to bring under Scetion 66 certain
additional oifences, and my amendment
merely secks to restrict the severity of the
punishment for #he offences econtained in the
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Minister'> Bill. 1 submit that the scope of
the Bill vnables us to diseu=< the whole of
Section 66.  An endeavour to decrease the
severity ol the punishment cannot muake the
amendment out of order. An ex-Speaker,
the late Hon. T. Walker, ruled in favour of
an amendment on all-fours with mine. The
Minister tor Works had introdoced a Bill to
amend the Traflic Aet and had contined the
Bill strietly to the amount of fees to he
charged on certain vebicles. The member for
Fremantle moved to mmend certain fees, and
the ruling was that the amendment was in
order.  Aecording to “Hansard” of 1926,
page 983, the then Speaker said—

Aoy amemdment moved amending, not the

Bill umder considerstion boefore the Commit-
tl\‘n. -

My pvendinent wounld amend the Bill—

but the principal Aet would he out of order,
but my :utteation has been drawn to the faet
that this amemdment, moved by the member for
Fremantle, amends o section which iy inceluderd
within the scope of the Bill, aad itself awends
the principal Avt. Clause 7 of the Bill amends
Section 100 of the parent Aci, and therefore
Section 10 of the originad Act preswmably is
before the Committee. In that section the whole
subject deult with is fees.

The positivn on this occasion is precisely the
same. We are already eonsiderably re-
stricted in auy desire to amend Acts and, if
our liberty iz to be further restricted, we
shall be silenved entivelv. We arve at least
entitled o diseuss and amend that porlion
of the et which the Bill is designed to
amend.

div. Lathann: Standing Order 277 reads—-

Any amemdment may be mude tooa clouse,
providel the sgae e relevant to the subject
matter of the Bill, or pnrsuant fo any instroe-
tion, and b utherwise in conformity with the
rutes and orders of the House: hut it any
amendient shall not he within the title of the
Bil, the Committee shadl extend the tithe ae-
cordingly ol peport the same specially to the
House.

1 s not coveerned with the argument sub-
mitted by the member for Marchison as ‘to
whether the words <hould be retained in Sec-
tion 66 ot the Police Aet, but | am con-
cerned about fhe ruling of the Chairman.
We should be careful not to put on record
rulings that luter we may regret. The Bill
itself provide- Yor no penalty, hbat  the
offenves stipulated must he connected with
the preamble to Section 66, [ may be qnite
agrecable to the Bl save for the punish-
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ment provided in the preamble, and there-
fore 1 submit there is a connection hetween
the preamhble and the Bill. The Bill as it
stunds could do litkle harm seeing that it
provides for nu penalty, but it is the stigma
mentioned by the member for Murchison
that we mus=t consider. T cannot helieve that
the Chairman of Connnittees was rvight in
ruling the amendment out of order. The
Bill would he useless but for the preamble
16 the section preoviding that everv person
who shall commmit any of the stipulated
offences shall be deemed a rogne and vaga-
bond,

Mr. Rleenmn: | am in a peculiar position
beeanse 1 favour the object sought to be
attained by the member for Murchison, Still,
I am not in the Chair to dietate my likes or
dislikes or yule in aceordance with them. 1
st there te administer the roles of the
Chamber. If the dissent is upheld, no one
will he more pleased than 1 shall be.  The
Bill, however, wax introduced to provide
penalties for people making certain  false
stutenent~.

Me. Lathaw: What are the penalties!

Mr, Sleeman: Umder Section 66 one pen-
alty is that the guilty party shall be deemed
@ rogne and vagabond. 1 do not agree with
that, but the Bill should not have heen in-
troduced to inchule the paragraphs in Se:.
tion GU.

Mr. Speaker: That has nothing to do with
your ruling.

Mre. Sleewau: No, 1 mwentivned that in
an=wer to an interjection. It the amendd-
ment  is o allowed, what  will # mean !
It will wean  wiping  ont 12 cubsee
tions of Section 66 of the Dolice Aet, and
removing from all the tndivideals covered
by those sectivns the slicma ol rozue wnl
vagahond. 1t wias never intended that the
Bill <honld do that. I was net intended
that it should remove the stigm from peaple
who wilbilly  expose limselves in pnhlie
place< or any huildines or public resorts, or
Lrom people who are tound i possession ol
housebreaking tools ete.  Inmy opinjun, the
menher for Murehison i= out of order in en-
deavouring to remove the stuana from thewe
particudar people.  Tf he wishes ta prevent
that stirma attaching te the persons reter-
red to in the Bill, he s<hould brine down an
amendipent to Reetion 66 of the Polive Aot
with that obieet o view, qd  will 2ive him
all the a-zistanee T ean.
Committeez T was

As Chairman ot
unable o deeept his
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amendment, as T contend it is outside the
scope of the Bill.

Mr. Speaker: The member for Murchison
has moved to steike out certain words, not
from the Bill, but from the parent Act. The
Leader of the Oppusition has referred to
Standing Order No. 277. Tt is as follows—

Any amendment may be made to » claus:
provided the same be relevant to the subject
matter of the Bill, or purguant to any instruc-
tions, and be otlicrwise in conformity with the
Rules and Orders of the 1fouse; but if any
amendment shall not be within the title of the
Bill, the Committee shall extend the title ae-
cordingly, and report the same specially to the
House.

Where the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Murchison are making a mis-
take is in respect to the difference between
the titie of the Bill and its scope, Whilst
under Standing Order 277 it may be per-
issible to amend a clause, and then amend
the title in econformity with that amendment,
it is not permissihle to alter the seope of a
i>ul.  The member for Murchison quoted at
length a rufing given by the late Speaker,
Mr. Walker. 1 disagree entirely with the
interpretation placed upon that ruling, into
whieh I have looked most earefully to-day.
On that oceasion the Chairman of Commit-
tees, Mr. Lutey, vuled against an amenduent
introduced by the member for Fremantle.
The Speaker ruled that the Chairman’s rul-
ing was wrong, not so much heeause the
amendment was not within the scope of the
Bill, but on a question of fact. That Bill
dealt with fees, and the amendment moved
by the member for Fremantle also dealt with
fees. The late Speaker, Mr. Walker, ruled
against the Chairman on a question of fact.
That matter, however, doez not enter into
the argument. Thiz Bill proposes to insert
two new subsections, 2(s) and 2(h}, into
the Police Act. The intention of the Min-
ister is thal the persons eoming within those
paragraphs shall, in accordanece with See-
tion 66, come within the definition of rogues
and vagahonds. T take it the House has en-
dorsed that principle, because the second
reading of the Bill has heen carried. Whilst
the Commitiee, heing technically a different
body, ean reverse the decision given on the
second reading, by striking out the clause
embodying these proposed new subsections,
it is not within its power to determine that
other persons mentioned in Seetion 66 of
the Police Act, wha may he guilly of other
offences, shall not be deemed {o he rogues
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and vagabonds. It must be obvious, ns the
Chairman of Commitlees pointed out, that
if this amendment were carried it wounld
mean the defelion of 12 sulseetions of Sec-
tion 66 of the Act, and wonld remove from
all those persohs concerned in those subsce-
tions the stigma ot rogue and vagahond. To
effect such a purpose it would he necessary
to bring down a special Bill. Jn view of
what I have said, 1 have no alternative but
to uphold the Chairman’s ruling, and to rnle
the amendment out of order.

Dissent [rom Npeaker's ruling.
Mr, Marshall: 1 move—

That the MHouse dissents from the Speaker’s
ruling.

My, Speaker: Is there any seconder to
that motion?

Hon. W. D, Johnson: I second the mation.

Mr. Marshall: I do not desire to elabor-
ate on the ruling which you, Mr. Speaker,
have just given. My contention is that vour
ruling and that of the Chairman of Com-
mittees is wrong. My amendment dealz eon-
cisely with the punishment for offences. It
there is anything wrong with it, or anything
that is distasteful to the Minister or mem-
hets of the Government, it is the Minister's
Job to bring down a Bill that will not inter-
fere with the punishments that are adminis-
tered for otlier erimes.

Mr. Latham: Tt is evidently misplaced.

Mr. Marshall: The Minister admits that
my amendment is in order, because the Rill,
being an amendment to an existing statute,
15 brought down in such a way as te permit
of such an amendment being moved. I would
rather see one of those persons who lave
committed some of the bad offences referred
to in the Police Act go without the stigma of
rogue and vagabond attaching to them,
although I would not do that voluntarily,
than see one individual, who had perhaps
innocently secured employment for himself,
have this stigma attached to him. There are
two sides to every question. Although my
amendment might release from this stigma
persons to whom it should very rightlv he
attached, I wounld much rather see that than
have it attached to the other class of people
whose interests I am seeking to protect.
In contradistinetion to your ruling, Mr.
Speaker, I contend that my amendment is
in order.
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My, Speaker: I bhave no intention of going
further into this guestion, except to say 1
trust members will record their votes on the
question whether the amendment is in order
or not, in accordance with the Standing
Orders, and not on the question whether
offences and penalties come into the matter
at all. I am not concerned as to whether
the Minister was right in bringing down ihe
Bill in this way, nor am I concerned with
whai the offences and penalties are, for I
do not even know what the 12 offences are
that are covered by the suhbsections of the
Act which have heen referred to. All T am
concerned about is to give a ruling in aceord~
ance with what I believe to be a proper in-
terpretation of the Standing Orders.

Question put and negatived.

Commitiee resumed.
Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 66 of
prineipal Aet:
Hon. X. KEENAN: I move an amend-
ment—

That proposed subscction 2
out,

(i) bz struck

Later T zhall move the amendment appearing
on the Notice Paper.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
T have read the amendment on the Notiee
Paper, and have no objection to it.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: I ean see no
occasion for strengthening the Police Act in
the direction proposed. The administration
of the law in respect to those in receipt of
sustenance is being earried out in much the
same way to-day as it was two .years ago.
The previous Government were able to pro-
tect the revenues of the State. and the same
protection can be afforded to-day. Of
course, there have been frauds, and these are
not limited to men on sustenance. Beeause
we discover frauds in respect of other indi-
viduals, we do not ask for an amendment of
the TPolice Act in order to give the
Government greater power to deal with eir-
onmztances that may arice from dav fo dav.
We try (o improve the administration and
profit hy experience eained. The Minister
for Emplovment has heen very active in
hettering the conditions of sustenance
workers. He has devoted himself closely to
changing the metheds of pavments to the
men and an alteration from the former
svatem of utilising loeal enverning hodics

with reference to work for men on susten
ance. Much has been done in that directio
that is creditable to the Minister, but whe
it comes to the amendment to the Bill befor
us, I must differ from bim., He has not ha
sulficient experience regarding the oper:
tions of his own administration to really e
able Lim to degide that the provisions of th
Police Act are insuflicient for the protectio
of the revenue of the State. I desire b
Minister to have a little more experienc
T have boen a member of Parliament for
long time and [ have often seen mistake
made beranse of the early application ¢
individual opinions where more mature e:
perience would have avoided those mistake
Tt is no function of Labour to amend tt
Police Aet: we do not usually rush in {
do such a job. We fry to administer tl
Jaw in a befter way than our politieal opp
wents,  [f they find the Police Aet sufl
vient for their purposes, we alwavs conter
that we go one better. We have heen pa
ticularly eareful regarding the handling «
the Police Aet and the administration «
the Police Department. We feel o great
vesponsihility to Lbumanity than the averay
politicai entity. That is the fumection «
the Lahour movement, which was not ereat
for the purpose of passing stiffer laws £
the police to apply. On the other han
the Tabonr movement was formed to mal
ronditions snch that our people did not o
within the purview of the law, bul that

they did, if others eould find the law suf
cient to protect the State and do justiee

individuals, we could alwavs go one hette
We have nlways closely applied ouwrselv
sympathetically to consider the welfare

the State and of the individual, and to

administer the laws, as we found them,

to do justire to all without the necessity f
stiffening them up to give the police great
powers. As the member for Murehis
said, to extend the abjectionable tie
“rogne and vagabond” to human hein
merely because they did things that th
would not dream of doing were it not f
the existing social system, is going too f
altogether. Under our rotten social syste
we are driving people to desperation. Und
i, people are eulfering privation in f
midst of plenty and that, because they 2
Forced to do things, they are to be declm

rogues and vagahonds, is a proposal T sh
not support. I appeal to the Minister, 17
Lahour movement stands on a much higl
plane than that sovt of thing. The mo
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wment should not stoop to such an amend-
ment to the Police Aet before the Adminis-
tration has had time to find ont whether, in
tact, the Aet is not suliicient to meet the
vircomstanees of the position. Members of
the Lahour Pavty contended that & Minister
was required to devote the whole of his
lime to this work. We have got what we
wanted.  Surely, witih more tHme for the
devotion of the whole of hix energies to this
problem, the Minister c¢an overcome the
Mtifienlty. Tle can de it by way of adminie-
tration, withont attempting to amend the
Act far all time. Tt wust be vemembered
Lhat this iz not emergeney legislation; it is
a permanent amendment to the Poliee Act,
sne that will rellect no eredit on the Gov-
BrRmMent.

Anmendment {to strike out proposed sub-
section) pnt and passed.

Hon. X. KEENAN: I move an amengd-
nent—
That the following new subseetion, fo stand
w Subsection 2A; he inserted in lieu:—
2A. Any person who, by wilfully making
my false statement or representation—
{1) as to amy sum or smns of money in his
POSSeSSION OF power; or
as to any property real or personal then
owned by him: or
us to any sum of money ghen receivable
by him by way of income, gift, or
allowawnee; or
(4) as to any sum of money reecived by him
as sulary or wages over any period; or

(2)
M

(5) as to any employment in which he was
engaged over any period; or

{G) as to any sustenance relief received by
him over any perial: or

(7} as to the nmmber of persous then de-
pendent on his carmings; or

(8) as to the finanial positivn of persons then

dependent on his earnings,
biains or attempts to obtain under any scheme
or the relicf of unemployed destitute or in-
igent persons any work or employment or any
ienefit in money or monex’s worth either for
imself or for any other person.

‘he amendment covers all the offences that
he Minister referred to in his second vead-
ng speech. Those offences constituie a grave
thuse of the public purse in the work of
wroviding employment for those ont of wark.
Yhe Minister assured members that the
mendment of the Aet was necessary, and
1y ohject has heen to prevent the amend-
aent from wgoing hevond the lengths he in-
ieated us necessary. T svmpathise with the
hjeetion that has been taken to individuals

-
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found guilty of these offences in times such
as the present, heing termed roguer and
vagabonds, and that objection could he met
hy adding to the end of the second subsection
a proviso to the effeet that no person con-
vieted under Subsection 2A and 2B shall
be deemed to be rognes and vagabonds, but
shall he atherwise amenahle to the penaltics
provided in the section of the Act. The
amencdment meets the objections raised dur-
ing the second resding dehate, and will envry
out the intentions of the Minister who has
declared that, as the resuit of experience, the
amendments are abselutely necessary. To
that extent, therefore, 1 am prepared to
assist him,

Mre, LATHAM: The amendiment does not
meet with my approval any moere than the
provision that has heen struck ont of the
Bill. There iz no need for this class of lee~
islation.  There is not the necessity for it
now fhat there was two vears ago. T kiow
that effeet hns heen given to the poliey of
the present Govermnent regarding the pro-
vision of work for a certain period and sus-
tenanee for another period. I consider there
i3 sullicient means by which the Stnte ean
be protected without the need for this legis-
lation at all.  As the member for Guildford-
Midland pointed out, this is not legislation
of a temporary charvacter. Apart from the
Constitution and the Tnferpretation Aects, the
two most permanent enactments on  the
stante-hook are the Criminal Code and the
Police Act, and 1T am =urprised that the
Minister shonld amend the Police Aet merely
to deal with emergency eonditions. There
15 no justification for it. I remind the Min-
ister that some day he may regret having
placed sueh a provision on the statute-hook.
The powers he seeks to provide for the police
will be a permanent part of the Act and the
legislation may he used in a way he may not
contemplate.  Let me remind the Minister
of what ix happening in Treland te-day.
Under the Crimes Act, which De Valera de-
nounced from one ctd of Southern Ireland
to the other, De Valera is now availing him-
self of the powers counferred by that Act
and is using them against those who were
formerly members ol the Government. The
same thine could he done in Western Ans-
tralia,. Wonld unyone ever have sugyestod
that the provizions of the Alien Restretion
Aet would have heen used for the purpeses
for which they are used to-day?! Would
thevy have thought that the Aet wounld have
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been used to prevent Britishers from land-
ing in Australia?

The Minister tor Lands: Did you say Bri-
tishers?

Mr. LATHAM: Yes.

The Miuister for Lands: In what way?

Mr. LATHAM: They are subject to an
education test in any language.

The Minister for Lands: Do you say Bri-
tishers are treated that way?

Mr. LATHAM: Undoubtedly they are.

The Minister for Mines: But why are
Britishers subjeet to that legislation?

Mr, LATHAM: The Act is used to pre-
vent them from landing in the Common-
wealth at all.

The Minister for Mines: Yes, because they
are undesirables.

Mr. LATHAM: My memory is very
good and if the Chairman will permit me—

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I think we had
better get back to the amendment,

Mr. LATHAM: In answer to the Minis-
ter, I would remind him that the men [ have
in mind were those who eame out to start a
hat factory.

The Minister for Employment; You know
the indentured labour question entered into
that matter.

Mr. LATHAM: But the fact remains that
action was taken under the provisions of
the Alien Restrietion Act, and it came as a
surprise to many people to know that
the Aet cowdd bhe used in that way. 1
warn the Minister for Employment that
he will not be in his position for-
ever, and the administration of the
Aect may not always be in the hands of a
Labour Governmeni. For my part, I will
not make a man a rogue and a vagabond
and subject to 12 months’ imprisonment
with hard labour simply hecanse he used
any of the means indicated in the amend-
ment to obtain work se that he might pro-
vide for his wife and family.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: Even thieving and
stealing1

Mr. LATHAM: I did not say that; I re-
ferred to the offences indicated in the
amendment and in fhe clause in the Bill
Surely it is more desirable that a man
should obtain work by almost any means
so as to provide for his wife and family,
than to have them on sustenance. Surely
he is then a better citizen. I appeal
to members not to allow this legislation to
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go through. If the Minister makes it emer-
gency legislation perhaps I will support it.
The very ruling given hy the Speaker
proves that the Police Act never sbould
have been amended in this form.

Mr. MARSHALL: I have ne intention of
supporting the amendment; neither will I
support legislation of this type being in-
cluded in the Paolice Act. I do, however,
feel therc is an obligation on my part to
attempt to modify the Bill if it should be
decided to put it on the statute-hook. The
Minister, when replying to the second read-
ing debate, did not actually eharge
members with being desirous of protecting
dishonest people, but he imputed that those
who spoke against the Bill were so desir-
ous, or had some intention of assisting an
individua!l in his endeavour to be dishonest
towards the Treasuver of the State. I be-
lieve that in econnection with the ecases
quoted by the Minister something might he
done to prevent a repetition of them. At
the same time I do not want him to ima-
gine that he alone has a monopoly of hon-
esty of intention. I am still prepared to
agsist him, but the Bill goes too far; it
really punishes the honest person if he af-
tempts to obfain employment. That person
would be liable, on conviction to be deemed
a rogue and a vagabond and may get any
part of 12 months’ imprisonment with or
without hard labour. I do not endorse the
attitude adopted by some of those people.
As a matter of fact I know of one instance
where a boy, whose mother is one of the
wealthiest women in the State, approached
the department to get relief. The mother
is a particularly miserable type, and nurses
the helief that when she shuffles off she
will be able to take her wealth with her.
She sent her bov to get relief from the
State. I do not endorse that kind of action.
The amendment of the member for Neil-
lands is loosely worded. For instance, the
first paragraph refers to a person who wil-
fully makes a false statement as to any
sum or sums or money in his possession or
power. That may vefer to a person who at
the time is holding money bhelonging to
somebody else. The amendment will accept
it as being his own property when that may
not be so. Any person may he entrusted by
somehody else with cash and at the same
time the person holding the monev may
have occasion to seek relief,

Hon. N. Keenan: That is not what the
amendment means at all, '
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Mr. MARSHALL: Bat it would appear
to be so from the way in which it is worded.
It is my intention to move an amendment
to which I should not imagine there would
be any objection. So long us an individual
can prove that any money that may be in
his possession is not his owa, hie should be
protected. I move an amendment on the
amendment—

That in paragraph 1 after ‘‘money’’ the

words *‘being his personal property’’ be
added.

The paragraph will then read—

Any person who by wilfully making any talse
statement or vepresentation (1) as to any sum
or sums of money, being hig personal property,
then in his possession ar power . . . .

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
The amendment makes an effort to over-
come the ohjection raised by members last
week. Members stated they did nof want
an all-embracing clanse under, which the dif-
ferent complaints eoubd be made. 1f we
wanted it to protect the revenue we should
then put in specific veasons. The amend-
ment i3 a gesture in that respeet. All the
cases that were mentioned have been cover-
ed by the amendment. It says definitely
the class of person who will he charged un-
der the measure. It is all very well for
menthers to sav that it is the Labour Party’s
husiness to see that the revenue is protected,
but it 1s the Labour Party’s business to
legislate for all the people of the State, and
to see that the legislation introduced is uni-
form. The instances that I gave when in-
troducing the Bill, of attempts to obtain
money by dishonest menns, were actual not
hypothetical,

Hon, W, 7). Johnson: And before you
are many years older you will have many
more such experiences.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
Then I shall endeavour to cope with them.
We have now to make provision by which
the money that is available fo assist
those in want shall net go into the
pockets of those who are not in want.

Hon. W, D. Johnsen: You can do that
by administration.

The MINTSTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
Had I heen able to do that I should not
have had to ask the House for this au-
thority. It is not likely that a Minister
wonld ask Parliament to give him authority
to take action if he already had the power
to do so by other means. Previous Minis-
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ters authorised prosecutions but found that
those prosecutions could not be instituted.

Mr. Latham: Both you ant your pre-
decessor secured convictions,

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
Yes, in connection with sustenance.

Mr. Latham: T thought you said there
had been no convietions under the Tolice
Act,

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
I said that action had been taken. [ re-
mind the hon. member that 1 alse said that
a recommendation was on the file for an
alieration of the law in the dircetion in
which 1 propose to change it now, and the
hon. member replied that he was aware of
that and that the department did not go
on with it.  Later he said prosecntions had
heen lodged.

Mr. Latham:
other,

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
I am glad the hon. memher admits that.
If a man commits fraud m an attempt to
zet work, representing money, which should
go to a person in want, there is at present
o power to punish him. I have given the
Chamber numerous instanees of that kind.
T am not anxious to send anyone to prison,
but I am anxious to obtain this authority.
If, as asserted by the Leader of the Op-
position, this iz only a temporary phase,
then when the depression passes there will
be no operation of this authority, because
sustenance will not he operating. T am
prepared to aceept the amendment of the
member for Nedlands, Neither have 1 any
objection to the amendment on that amend-
ment moved hy the member for Murchison.

We  misunderstood each

Amendment on the amendment put and
passed.

Mr, MARSHALL: T agrer with what
the Minister has just said; but, still, the
Bill punishes a person for merely obtain-
ing work, punishes a person who must
lahour to obtain either cash or ecommeodi-
ties. Surely the Minister will not contend
that a person prepared to work for cash or
commodities should be c¢onvicted az a rogue
and a vagabond. Such a stigma would be
life-long. The punishment is too severe fe
the offence. The member for Guildford-
Midland atiributes the imtroduetion of the
Bill to inexperience on the Minister’s part
but I attribute it to hastiness; the Minis-
ter has not fully considered the effects of
his action. FEven with the amendment of
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the member for Nedlands, the clause goes
further than is necessary to secare what
the Minister desires. 1 move a furiher
amendment on the amendment—

That in paragraph 2 (a) the words ‘‘or

attempts to obtain’? be struck out.

Even without those weords the provision will
be drastic enough. The amendment wmerely
limits the operation of the clause to a per-
son who attains his objeetive. TUnder the
clzuse as it stands, the man who attempts by
a white lie to obtain work is to be deemed
a rogue and a vagabond for the term of his
nafural life. Surely it is enough to punish
a man for obtaining work without punishing
him for unsuceessfully attempting to ob-
tain it.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
The amendment on the amendment is in-
admi~-~ible. If it were earried, a man could
attempt to defracd the revenue as often as
he pleased, and if eaught in the attempt
could simply laugh at the law. The attempt
must be prevented as well as the complete
aet. I am about to ftest the sincerity of
some hon. memhers who have eviticised the
Bill. T am prepared to agree to the addi-
tion of a proviso to the following effect:-- -
“Pravided that persons eonvicted under
Rections 2 (a) and 2 (b) herein shall not be
deemed to he rogues and vagabonds.? We
shall now sce where certain hon. members
stand.

Sitting suspended. frow 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

AMr. MARSHALL The Minister said he
was willing to provide that the term “rogun
and vagabond” should not be applied to any
effender under the Bill. Perhaps he thought
by that means to secure my support £or the
ensure. 1 sav emphatically I would not
aceopt the provision, even on that condition.

The Minister for Fuplovment: I know
that.

Me. MARSHALL: Under the amendment
as it stands, & man need only attempt to
commiit an offence and he will he punished.
Thai i= my ohjection to it. There have hecn
in Western Australia instances of men em-
ptoved in high offices under the Siate and
vohbing the Treasmy and the taxpavers of
many hundreds of pounds: vet no one has
dared to prosecute those men. We have
had members of Parliament securing bene-
fit= that have cost this country £72,000 vet
nohory has prosecuted. Again. an ex-Mini=-
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ter is known to have collected tiravelling
expenses far beyond what was due to him,
but he has not been called to book.

The CHAIRMAXN: 1 do not know that
that has anything to do with the amend-
ment.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, it has. Before
we prosecute men in humble positions, who
by making false statements attempi to ob-
1ain work. we should prosecute those others
who, holding high office, have robhed the
couniry of thousands of pounds. There was
another man in a high position who got away
with £300 of the taxpayers’ money and was
never prosecuted. Let us prosecute these
higch offieials hefore we start on the unfor-
tunate wretch who tells a story in order
lo secure employment. As for the Minister's
proposed amendment, T had already intended
to move in the same direclion were it not
that I was afraid it would be ruled out of
arder. Tf the Minister can get his amend-
ment aceepted by the Chairman, I wil! vote
for it: but I will be no party to prosecut-
ing a humble working man for the making
of a false statement In an attempt to ohtain
employment, when far more serious offences
commitfed by those in high positions go wa-
punished.  Possibly scores of ecases ecould
be quoted in which Governments have ve-
frained from proseeuting, merely because the
offenders belonged to the privileged elass.
I hope my amendment on the amendment
will be agreed to.

Hon. W, 1. JOHXSON: The Minister
suggests that if we do not strengthen the
law, people will continue to make false rep-
resentations with a view to obtaining work
and pavment at the expense of others more
deserving.  But take the prosecutions under
the Land Tax and Tncome Tax Aet. We
have such prosecutions almost every week.
There was one hig land-owner, one of the
wealthiest in Ausfralia, who evaded taxation
to the tune of an enormous sum. True, he
was brought to book, but he was not de
clared a rvogue and wvagabond, neither was
any speeial law passed to prevent a reeur
rence.  Frequently the courts have to deal
with people who have made false deelara-
tions in order to avoid taxation: people in
a position to pay, people of wealth, wrong-
fully withholding money from the Treasurec
who might nse it for the general well-heing
of the community. There i3 no question of
amending the Police Aci to deal with such
people: thev arve zimply proseenied and
fined. We do not want what is provided in
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the Bill, and | appeal ta the Government
to drop the measurve.  Tlhe Minister, by close
administration, will find ways and means of
penalising those who dn dishonest things—as
they would do even in the face of the pro-
posed law. The Minister, as he gains experi-
ence, will find he can punish offenders under
the existing law. For instanee, susienance
workers have left their work withont per-
mission, and have been penalised by heing
deprived of all relief for a riven time. The
Minister vo-dax has ample power to cheek
wrongdoing of this kind. The AMinister,
speaking of one case, said that no penalty
could he imposed, but T make hold to sug-
gest that he found a way of penalising the
affender.  After all, it was not a very grave
offence, and the fact that the offender was
disrovered and hranded on the department’s
books as one nnworthy of further eonsidera-
tton shonld be sufliciont. T will vote against
the Bill on every oceasion, for 1 do not he-
lieve in if, andd { urge the Government to
withdraw it.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
Some menthers seem to have n new concep-
ftan of ethies. The member for Guildford-
Midland said it was our duly to =ee that owr
people were not hronght within the purview
of the law.

Hon, W . Johnsen: [ did net.

The MINISTER TOR EMPLOYMENT:
That is a new idea for the vepresentative of
any party to propound. He spoke of a
mian who had heen penalised For evading
paxment of ineome tax and sard no law was
intraduced to deal with his ense. Why? The
han. menther supplicd the answer. The
existingr law was sallicient to deal with him,
hut is not sufficient to deal with the cises
mentioned in the Bill,

Mr. Stubbs: Cannot you alter the forn
fo he signed?

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
No, the ohjeet of the Bill is to make the form
one required by law,  Althongh the men-
ber for Guildfort-Midland said it was pos-
sible to deal with these cases, he did not
show how.

Hon, W, 1D Johesan: Means are always
found to penalise croaks,

The MINTISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
The Lon. member =poke of the inexperience
of ather people. He has had vears of ex-
perience, but he suggested nothing construe-
tive to onsure (hat the rvevenue of the State
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would he protected.  He raised the point
that an offender would be declared a rozee
and vagabond

Hou. W. D. Johuson:
reet, and you know it,

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMEN :
And when that ground was cut awav, he
raised other windmills simply to knock them
dowir again.

Hon. W. D. Johnson:
what I thought.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
The member for Murehison said we onght
to alfer the law to provide fhat, if a man
attempts to stenl, he is not gmlty of 2 vrite.

AMr. Marvshall: There is no =ach word as
“sleal” in your Bill

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMEXN
Only when a man actually steals 3= he fo
he gwilty of a crime.

Ale, Marshall: T
direetly.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMPENT:
Tf we base our laws on  principles
of that kind, [ do not know where
we shall end. To adopt his saggestion would
he tantamonnt to telling people that they
might attempt to defraud the reveune with
impunity, Members have urged that the of-
fences set out in the Bill consfitnte no great
erime. When a man has £8 a week going
into his home and he Teaudulently obtains
Covernment worl, ihus depriving people in
need of the work, it is a serious cerime,

Mr. Stubbs: Making him a
vagnbond?

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOVMENT:
Tt is n crime, and we should have antherity
to prevent it. We wish to find employment
for the peuple out of work, for the people
who have no money going into their homes.
When a man with a lot of money going into
his lome ohtains, by false representation.,
Government work, which is limited enough.
e deprives people in actnal wani of that
work. Yot members hesifate to give the
Jovernment authorvity to prevent his tak-
ing or attempting to take the work under
False representation, Tt is stealing the right
of others to live, and there is no worse form
of stealing.

Mr. Doney: Ts (he aftempt to take it
quite as big a erime asz the actnal takine?

The MINISTER FOR BEMPLOYMEXNT:
Attempting to steal is a misdemeancur.

That 1= not cor-

T said definitely

will give you “steal”

roene  and
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Mr. Donrey: Mterapled wurder is not as
serious a erime as actual murder.

Mr, Patrick: The attempt is as serious in
every ense.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
Why alter it in this instance?

Mr. Patrvick: [ did not say it should be
altered.

AMr. Doney: T was merely putting the
question to the Minister,

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
Attempting to commit an offence, no less
than the actnal act, has to he provided for
in order to protect the publie Tunds,

Mr. STUBBS: The Minister lias gaid it
is impossible under the existing law to ob-
tain a convietion against n person who
makes o false declaration vegarding work
he iz secking to obtain. A few vears ago a
man of my acquaintance was charged with
having made a False declaration regarding
provements effected to farming property
in his mune, e told me his case, and T be-
lieved that he had signed a doecument under
a misapprehension. e wag committed for
trial in the police eourt, and his trial in
the Cviminal Court cextended over three
days. The jwry found him not guilty.
Would it have bheen fair to brand him a
rogue and vagabond?  Survely the sume law
that permitted him to he proseented could
e invoked in the eases mentioned in the
Rill't

The Premwier: The Crown Law anthori-
ties sav no. Do you know more than the
Crown Law authorities?

Hou. N. Keenan: The Crown Law auth-
orities are right.

The Premier: What is the nse of lahonr-
ing a point like that?

Mr, STUBBS: A man who signs an in-
correet declaration should not be deelared
a1 rogue and vagahond. Does the Premier
etand for that?

The Premier: That is another point. You
are arguing that vou know more than do
the Crown Taw authorities.

My, STUBBS: T am not. T agree that
an ofiender shonld he punished, but there
iz 9 bie diference hetween the punishment
that a lirst offence should earry and declar-
ine # man a yogue and vagahond.

Prosress reported.

BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1).

Couneil’'s Messuge.

Message fram the Council received and
rend notifving that it had agreed to the
Assembly's amendmrent to wmendment No.
3 made by the Couneil.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Couneil with amend-
ments.

BILL—SOUTHERN CROSS SOUTH-
WARDS RAILWAY.

Necund Reading—4mendmnent.

Dehaie vestumed From Tth Seprember o
umendment by the member for Guildlord-
Midland (Hon. Y. 1. Johpson) thar the
motion 'Phat the Bill e now read a
seeond time™" the word “rnew™ he struck
out, anid the Following words added to the
motion, ** When the Governmeni have =nb-
mitted to Parliament a report upon the
aren of unuzed or only partially vzed land
wilhin reasonable carting distance of exist-
ing roilways, and alse a seheme for the
mare complete utilisation of sueh land.””

MR. LAMBERT {Yilutin-Coolmrdic—
on amendment) [8.0]: T should like your
ruling, 8Sir, as to whether the amendment
moved hy the member far Guildtord-Mid-
lnd {Hon. W. D, Johnson) is in order. It
geems to me to be altogethier oulside the
seope af the Bill.

Mr, SPEAKER: I have alveady alluwed
the hon. member to move the amendment.
1t is in order,

M. LAMBERT:  The wording ol the
amendhnent 15 extraordinary. | odo net
knoaw what the hon. member is driving at,
i could mnderstind it i he were imbned
with a desive to effeet the postponement of
the second reading, witly some detinite vele-
vaney to the Bill itselt, but T cannet under.
stand hin attempt to encompass the whole
of the policy of the Government with re.
spect to future railways.  TF thiz amend-
ment is velevant to the Bill, then T am in a
fog as to what rvelevancy reallv i=. Ts it
the hon. member’s desire to gol from the
Government  their attitude townrds  the
ulilisation of Lind held alongside existing



824

railways? Does he want a declaration
from the Governcmnt as to their policy re-
specting land within reasonable carting
distance of existing railways, that is not
being utilised? But what that has o do
with the Bill I am at a loss to know. I am
sorry the hon, member should be guilty of
introdueing foreign matter into the dis-
cusgion, His amendment is totally foreign
to the Bill. If he had desired a declara-
tion of policy from the Government, he
could have brought the matter forward in
a different way, so that the merits or de-
merits of any suggestions he might have to
make could be properly and usefully de-
bated. I am surprised that he should have
brought the maiter up in this way. I do
not know how far it is permissible for me
to deal with the merits of the Bill itzelf.

My, SPEAXER: The hon. member must
conline his remarks to the amendment.

Mr. LAMBERT: ¥ hope the hon, mem-
ber will see fit to withdraw the amendment.
When dealing with another B3ill that was
before the House, many members had
grave reason to doubt the expedieney of
authorising the eonstruction of another
railway, but the Bill and the proposed
raute of the ling were debated upon their
merits. I have no desire to move, Mr,
Speaker, that yowr ruling be disagreed
with. One might as well bow to it, as no
useful purpose would be served by moving
to dizagree with it. Now that the hon.
member has ventilated the matter, I hope
he will withdraw his amendment. TUnder
1 Bill that will be hrought down shortly to
co-ordinate the railway and other services,
the whole question of transport over the
ratlway system und outside the scope of
that system, will he discussed. I regret
that in conneciion with a railway Bill, hav-
ing snch outstanding merits as this one,
and bemg one the necessity for which is
acknowledged by every person who knows
the possibilities and the production of the
district, such an amendment should have
heen iutroduced.

MR. FERGUSON (Irwin-Moore — on
amendinent) [8.3]: I oppose the amend-
ment. T am at a loss to understand the atti-
tade of the memher for Guildford-Midland
(Hon. W. D. Johason) in endeavouring to
get beliind the Bill in this way. If he waots
tc oppose the second reading, surely there
is another way in whieh he ean do so. The
method hy which he proposes fo scoteh the
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measure now does not appeal to me, The
other night he drew attention to the finan-
cial position of the railways generally, and
their heaving on the financial position of the
State.  He painted a doleful picture and
referred to the losses the railways were mak-
ing. He said how wrong it would be to add
to that loss by construecting further rail-
ways. A reference to the annual report of
the Commissioner for the year ended 30th
June lust indicates that the loss on the rail-
ways, nfter paying intevest, sinking fund
and working expenses, amounted to some-
thing like £173,000. Some four or five
years ago the loss was approximately half
a million, but that has gradually been re-
dnced yvar by vear until last vear it was in
the vicinity of the wmount I have just stated.

Mr. Marshall: You forget that we are
neglecting our permanent ways, They are
in a frighitul stute of disrepair, due to the
cconomies that have been instituted during
the last two or threc years.

Mr. FERGUSON : If they were not in a
working condition, the Commissioner would
not allow his trains to run over them.

Alv. Marshalt: Oh, no!

Ar. FERGUSON: Although the loss of
£175,000 represents a fairly large sum, it
is nothing compared to the value the rail-
ways ave to the State. Western Austrahia
is dependent for its existence upon agri-
eultural, pastoral and mining production. If
it were not for the railways, these induostries
would not be in existence, and but for them
Western Australia would be as nothing, The
loss of £175,000 represents no more than Ss,
per head of the population of the State.

Alr. Marshali: It amounts to more than
that to the people on the goldfields, whe
are called upon to make up the deficiency
by way of high freights over lony distances.

AMr. SPEAKER: Orvder!

Mr. FERGUSON: This Bill provides for
the construction of 28 miles of railway., If
the loss on that railway averages anvthing
like the loss on the 4,338 miles of line
in existence, the additional loss would work
out #t approximately 24d. per head of the
population. When we take into considers-
tion the good that would accrue to the peo-
ple by the construction of this line of 28
miles in length, we sez there is nothing in
the argument that the Bill should Le held
up until an claborate return has been pre-
pared and placed hy the Government on the
Table of the House. Tt iz wrong for mem-
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bers to attempt to judge the value of this
or any other railway on present commodity
prices. It must be apparent to all that in
the process of time there will be an appre-
ciation in the value. What are people liv-
ing in the districts south of Southern Cross
going to think of members who would deny
them almost the right to live by refusing
to give them the life-blood of tlweir existence,
namely, this railway. Without this railway
they cannot compeie in overseas narkets
with the main commodity they produce—
wheat, They caunot continue to eart their
wheat from 13 to 30 miles to the rail-head,
as they are doing now. It is wrong and a
sin that any member should aftempt to de-
prive these people of the railway which the
Government promised to give them.

Mr. Marshall: Do not you think further
construction should be stopped while a gen-
eral stocktaking takes place?

Mr. FERGUSON: I do not think there
should be any stoppage.

Mr. Marshall: Of course not,

A, FERGUSON : Western Australia can
produce wheat as cheaply as any other coun-
trv in the world can do. We should not
et np on our wheat production, hut we must
et our costs down to prove to the rest of
the world that we ean produce wheat cheaper
than it can. In course of time, those eoun-
tries which are producing wheat under arti-
ficially protected conditions are going to stop
wheat production. When that time comes,
and it is fust approching, the memher for
Guildford-Midland will be the first to ex-
press his regrei at his attempt to stop the
construction of this particular railway. He
woull then recognise that his attempt would
have done inealeulable harm to the
people living south of Southern Cross,
and to Wesiern Australia generally. The
hen. member wants the railway held up
nntil & return has heen prepared by the
Government and presented to Parliament,
showing the partially improved or idle lands
lying alongside existing railways, Who is
going to say whether the land is being put
to its best use or not. I defy any man to
sav whether any land alongside any rail-
way is heing put to ihe best use. The hon.
member knows what is the hest use to put
his farm te, and every farmer knows the
best use to make of his farm.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: I am more con-
cerned ahout the properties which are not
uzed.
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Mr. FERGUSON: JMany miles of our
railwavs pass through land whieh i= not
enltivated. That is the type of land which
exeites the envy of people like the member
for Guildford-Midland. Many miles of our”
railways run throngh York gum and jam
country, which is speecially suitable for the
grozing of sheep. A lot of that land has
not been cleared or cultivated, and that is
what is worrving the hon. member. But the
hest nse to which that land can be put 1s
not necessarily wheatgrowing. In faet, it
will not grow a profituble wheat erop; but
it is ideal eountry for sheep, as the owners
of it know very well. Ploughing and killing
the natural grasses and then attempting to
grow wheat crops would he futile. There
are seores of miles of country in the Great
Seuthern distriet famed for the production
of blue wool, That country las not been
cleared and cultivated as desived by the
mover of the amendment. The production
of high-quality blue wool would cense once
that couniry was broken up hy the plongh
and the natural herbage killed. And so the
State would he all the poorer, Highly pro-
fitable wool is far preferable to indifferent
wheat erops. The owners of such land ave
hetter qualified than any member of this
House is to judge what their land is hest
swited for, I appeal to the member for
Guildford-dLdland in the interests of the
people of the districts specially coneerned
in this railway. The miners in the locality
have put up a wonderful performance in the
development of their properties under ex-
tremely diffieult conditions, due to the un-
inviting nature of the conntry in its native
state, and also due to the physical disabili-
ties of the miners themselves consequent on
the dread disease which caused them to quit
the goldfields. What will those miner-
farmers think if this House carries a motion
to shelve the construelion of their railway
bv such a subterfuge as this? I hope the
Founse will refuse to have anything to do
with the amendment.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
M. F. Troy—>Mt. Magnet—on amendment)
[S8.18]: Like the previous speaker, I hope
the amendment will not he carmed. Tt asks
that the Government should submit to Par-
liament a report upon the area of unused
or only partially used land within reason-
able earting distance of existing railwaxys,
and also a secheme for the more complete
utilisntion of sueh land.
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How. W. . Jolmson: That is what is
heing done in Queensland.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If we
hadl the best Tnd =ettlement scherue in the
world to-lay. we conld not finanee it.

Hon. W. 1. Jolhnsen: Bnt you can fin-
aneg railways,

The MINISTER JFOR LANDS: That is
another matter.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Of course it is.

The MINISTER FOR TLANDS: It is a
muel: cheaper matter. Here we have an
established settlement in which the Agri-
cultural Bank have invested no less a sum
ihan £115,000. We have the scttloment, the
lanil and the settlers, and have spent oumr
money, and now the practical course is to
give the seftlers raijlway facilities by whieh
they can make practical propositions of
their farms. We have not the money fo
gpend on what the amendment smggests. In
even a lighly promising scheme £115,000
would not go far.

Hon. W. 1). Johnson: It would give a
valuable start.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: We bave
before ns in this conntry evers day exam-
ples of sehemes on which, in all, millions of’
pounds have heen spent without results. On
group settlement we have spent £10,000,000,
but whereas the State has to find £400,000
in interest on that expenditure we collected
Tast halt vear a beggarly €4,000 by wayv aof
interest, Personally T refuse to enter upon
anv such scheme in onr present sitnation,
when it takes all our fime and all onr monev
te keep the settlers on the land. YWhat is
the practical schieme we should adopt? Tlere
we have a seftlement of over 90 seftlers,
representing o population of 381 in the dis-
trict. Tn three vears those scttlers produeed
263,000 bags of wheat,  Thex had to be
given last vear a carting subsidy of £5.000,
Then the praetieal thing is to get some ve-
farn from the £115,000 aiready speni there,
and keep the settlers en the land and make
them snecessFul.

Houn. W. . Juhnson: As soon as you
have built this railway, vou will bave an-
other praetical railway scheme.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
quife vorreet.  Where there 1= a body of
seftlers fo  whom the Agriculinral Bank
have advanced hundreds of thousands of
peunds. and where the settlers have eleaved
Imndreds of thonzands of acres and the sue-
e of those sefflers is dependent on rail-
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way communication, it is our husiness to
Furnish them with railway eommunication,
As Menister for Lands 1 do not want any
new lund scttlement schemes at present. Our
business, [ constder, is to maintain the sef-
tlers we have, pemling better times. If the
holders of nnused lands along the existing
rallway svsteni gave the Glovernment those
lands, the Government could not make use
of them. Hlow far wounld the :wmeunt here
involved go in such n scheme?

Hon, W. D, Johnson: A long way.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: No.
Mave we not experiecnce? Have we not a
record of what we have spent on  these
schemes? When we emharked on them we
had the illuston that putting men on the
Jand meant successful settlement, whereas
the facl is that 20 per cent. of the scttlers
do not sueveed on the land,  Settlement s
not to he achieved hy putting men on the
land, We ¢an only get it by putting on the
land men who have a liking for the land
and a capacity to work it T hope there will
he no more schetes of land seftlement until
we are out of the slongh of despond in
which we find ourselves. The amendment
looks all vight. Tt seems to get ng some-
where, But veally it does not. What eoun-
try does the hon. member refer to as heing
avallable alongside existing railways?

Hon. W. D, Jolmson: Tand alongside
every existing line.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: That
will not do.  Where enn suell an aren he
got for settlers?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Between Bunbury
annt Bridgetown,

The MINISTER TOR LANDS: Apart
from the South-West, What is happening
in the South-VWest to-day? The State has
spent a great amount of monev there. and
is now faced with just ns many froubles as
existedt T years ago,  The State is still
spending £60,000 a year on those seftlers,
Having spent £10,000,000 on land setfle-
ment i the Sonih-West, shall we embark en
another scheme there? XNot if we have any
sense at all. The amendment appeals: but,
apart from the South-West, where is the
Jandl alongside existing vailways for settle-
ment?

Hon, W. 1} dohnson: Along every rail-
way.
My, Latham: Not hetween York and

Brmee Rork.
Hen, W, 1), Johnson: Also there,
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Where is
the area along the tireat Southern vailway?
What are we to do with the aven! Grow
sheep when wool doeg not pay ? Grow wheat
when wheat growing dves noi pay?  All
these industries, we are told, are carried on
ai u loss to-day except as regards o fow
jndividuals,. We wonld be merely dupli-
eating or triplicating our troubles hy fol-
lowing ount the hon. member’s ideas. Where
is there room for settlement along the East-
ern Goldfields railway ! Az regards repur-
chased estates, I do not think 2 per cent. of
the -ettlers are paxing a penny rental or a
penty interest at the present time.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: New Zealand did
not buy back land, nor is Queensland buy-
ing bhack to-day.

A+, Latham: New Zealand houeht a lot
of kud and wrote ofi £3,000,000 after buy-
ing it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If we
have any sense, the facts stare us in the
face.  We ought not to embark on any
scheme of land settlement at prices which
must prove ruinons. Who would embark
npon a scheme of wheat production to-day
when the whole world is crying out for re-
striction of wheat production? Again, who
would embark on a scheme of dairy settle-
ment when after the millions of pounds al-
ready invested in dairy set{lements here we
have to find about £60,000 annually to main-
tain dairy settlers on their holdings? Last
vear the amount was over £40,000. True,
the prospects of wool growing are now a
little brighter. I have no doubt thiugs will
improve in this eounfry, but this is not the
time to embark on a scheme of sctile-
ment.  Any scheme of settlement means that
we have to enter upon alienated lands. On
all the estates we have repurchased the set-
tlers are calling out for reduction of land
values,  As regards the two propositions—
that of the member for Guildford and the
building of the railway—in my opinion
there 1s only one choice, and that is the
raiiway. We have this existing settlement,
from whichk the wheat is being carted.
Therefore the settlers must be given this
raikway.

Mr. Stubbs: Tt is good land, ioo.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: Yes, Ts
it not far better to enter upon some
scheme where there is good land, rather
than spend if in other directions that
the country eanmot afford to-dax? T hope
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the Bill for the construction of the railway
will be passed because it will be in the best
interests of the State to give the settlers
Eneilities that ure necessary to enable them
to emrry out their work with suceess.

MR. RODOREDA (Rochourne — on
amendment) [8.31]: 1 really do not wish te
support the amendment moved by the mem-
her for CGuildlord-Midland (Hon. W. D.
Johuson), but it represents the only way by
which I can vuice iy opinions in opposition
to the construetion of this railwayr. T have
listened attentively to the debate and one
thing that has struek me is the extraordin-
ary area ol grod land tn thiz State, Wher-
ever it is proposed fo constrnet a railway,
there is muarvellously mood land,  Every
member of the Country ariy agrees with
that.

Hon, W. D, Johnson: They have been
the hoodlers.

My, Doney: Are you in a position to state
that the land to e served is not good eoun-
try?

Mr. RODOREDA: T would not say that
for one sccond. When the Bill for the
vonstruetion of the Yuna-Dortmoor railway
was before the House, it was claimed that
the land to be served was marvellous coun-
lry.

My, Tdonexy: Was that not correet?

AMr. RODOREDA : Now we are diseussing
the Southern Cross southwards railway, and
the land to be served is also marvellpus.
There seems something extraordinary abcut
the demand Ffor the constrnetion of railways
to =erve such aveas.

Mr, Patrick: Nothing extraordinary at all.

Mr. RODOREDA: The arguments ad-
vanced in favour of the railway, especially
by the member for Irwin (dr, Ferguson),
eould be applied egually to any railway pre-
pesition placed hefore Parliament.

Alr, Doney : Does it not strike vou thai the
reason setflers went to thesc aveas was that
the land was snitable?

Mr. RODOREDA: The argumen:is have
been hased on generalities all the time, and
for that reason I shall not support the eon-
struetion of the line. I opposed the Yuna-
Darimcor Railway Bill and T have not dis-
covered any renzon for changing my attitude
in the diseussion that has taken place on
the Bill now before the House, When I
spoke on the Yuna-Dartmoor railway pro-
position, T referredd to the large areas of
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unoceupied land already served by exist-
ing railways. 1 consider the Government
should use their best endeavours to seeure
the utilisation of that land before proceed-
ing with the construction of new railways.
It is useless for the Minister to say that
there is no such nnutilised land that eould
be put to profitable use. Let him consider
the number of abandoned farms there are
on his hands.

The Minister for Lands: This proposal
will not operate in that way.

AMr. RODOREDA: It would appear that
the Minister desires to build a railway in
order to have more abandoned farms on his
hands. Of course, I know the House will
vote in favour of the line. In fact, it ap-
pears to me that members will vote for any
railway proposition that is put before them.

Mr. Marshali: That applies to rural aveas
only.

Mr. RODOREDA : Members of the (oun-
try Party may be relied upon to be nuanim-
outs on that point

The Minister for Railways: The Govern-
ment would not put forward any proncsal
for the construction of a railway if they did
not think the line was warranted.

AMr. Stubbs: This looks like a vote of no-
confidence in the hon. member’s own Gov-
ernment.

My. RODOREDA : Certainly it is, in that
respect. If I think the Covernment are
wrong, I infend fo say so. [ do not intend
to act like the members of the OQpposition.

Mr. Patrick: Why not leave that to the
Country Party?

Mr. RODOREDA : Because they will mot
do anxthing.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Roehourne will address the Chair.

Hon. W, D, Johnson: The Country Party
members are responsible for sgquandering a
lot of money,

Mr. Patrick: Tn huilding a railway fo
Bruece Rock, for instance!

Mr. RODOREDA: When T disenssed the
Yuna-Dartmoor railway proposition, the
Minister for Railways agreed with me when
I said that we should not go in for the con-
struction of new railways. Yet, within a
month, he has introduced another Bill for
an additional railway to serve what is, prac-
tically speaking, a new area. If the line is
construeted, arenments will then be advanced
in favour of an extension of the line to serve
an addifional area, and we shall be asked
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to agree to a Bill with that object on 'the
strength of exactly the same arguments that
have been advanced respecting the present
propasal. I do not want the House to think
that I am opposed to the production of any
more wheat. 1 favour the production of
every bushel we can, but I am doubtful
whether it is beneficial to the State to go on
constructing new railways. I do not regard
that as the best means by which we may in-
crease production. We should strive for the
utilisation of land already served by exist-
ing railways, and see to it that we inerease
our production per aere. Quality is what
we want, not quantity. Most settlers have
altogether too much land, especially in the
new areas. They bave more land than they
ean farm properly, and that is why they
cannot show any profits on their transac-
tions. In my opinion, they never will show
profits. The Minister for Lands referred
to the enarmous amount of money owed by
farmers to the Agricultural Bank and men-
tioned the position of those settled in the
area to be served by the line under diseus-
sion. I have no donbt that they will always
owe money to the Agricultural Bank. The
propesal to build this line will merely serve
to add to the difficulties of the Commissioner
of Railways, who cannot make the existing
lines pay. The member for Avon said that
the loss on our railways was a mere £175,000
last year., Only that amount! The construc-
tion of the present line, he zaid, wonld merely
increase the loss hy a eertain smin per head.
It would he a pleasant change if the Min-
ister could introdnce a railway Bill and show
that the line would result in profitable work-
ing. This line will serve to add to the loss
and increase the hurden on the people cen-
erally. Yeb we are asked to agree to it with
almost no argnment whatever.

Alr. Ferguson: Are not the primary pro-
dueers the lurgest taxpavers?

Mr. RODOREDA.: T would not argite that
point.

The Minister for Mines: They wee int
the largest taxpayers last year, when the
wages men paid more than the farmers.

Mr. RODOREDA: T undersiand that
the earting subsidv is being paid to the
settlers in the Southern Cross distriet. Tn
my opinion, there is room for a trial of
motor transpert in that area. The Minis-
ter for Railways told the House it could
not be done for less than 6d. per ton per
mile. T have had experience, extending
over eizht years, of motor transport in the
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bush, and I hesitate to accept the Minis-
ter's figures as the basis upon which to
work, A vast improvement has taken place
in motor transport arrangements during
the last two years in particular, and bush
carting can be done at considerably less
than the Minister indicated. Petrol, too,
is down in price. I do not see why that
method of transport should not be tried for
12 months in the Southern Cross distriet,
either by calling for tenders for the cari-
age of the whole of the freight from the
Southern Cross area, or by running the
transport as a {overnment concern. There
is no reason why the wheat should not be
stacked at the poinis selected for sidings
in conneetion with the proposed railway.
The Minister, it he adopted the scheme 1
suggest, could then see at what price all
the freight for the distriet could be carted
for a period of 12 months. I have no doubt
that the result would show the work could
he done for considerably less than Gd. per
ton per mile. I do not know how the Min-
ister’s figures were determined; there is no
means of finding out, becanse the system
has not been tried. _

AMr. Ferguson: It has been tried in every
district and the eost has worked out at
about 9d. per ton per mile.

Mr, RODOREDA: But that was not
with a guarantee of the whele available
freight for cartage. It has to be remem-
hered that back loading had to be obtained.
Motor transport in the North-West is being
done for much less than 9d. per ton.

My, Ferguson: But that was with haul-
age over 100 miles and more. In the South-
ern (Cross and other distriets the hanlage
would he over 10, 15 or 20 miles.

AMr. RODOREDA: I suggest that the
Glovernment should give this scheme a frial.

Mr. Doney: Tt is not more than 28 miles
to the nearest siding on this railway.

My, RODOREDA: T have no knowledge
of the details of the line. T have advanced
my suggestion and contend it is worthy of
a trial. Tt is time the Government and the
Railway Department got away from the
old poliey of building railways in every
conceivahle direction.

Mr. Ferguson: On what basis wounld the
wheat be carted?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is getting away from the subjeet.

Mr. RODOREDA: I was referring to
motor transport as an alternative to the
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construction of the railway. I shall sup-
port the amendment.

MR. CROSS (Canning—on amendment)
{8.43): I cannot see my way eclear to sup-
port the construetion of this railway.

Mr. Lambert: No one expected that you
would. Do you want one like the railway
in the Zoo?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

AMr. CROSS: This reckless policy of con-
structing additional railways will produce
further losses and pile up the inberest bill
to greater dimensions. It is time that policy
was reviewed and a halt cried until such
time as we can get a definite assurance from
those people who will benefit from the con-
struction of « lino, that they will use it.

The Minister for Lands: There is no doubt
about this line,

Mr. CROBS: Tt iz all very well to smile
and make a joke of it. The truth of the
matter is that at present the cream of the
freight from the country areas is transported
by motor traction, not by the railways. The
people who will benefit from the line will
probably get their requirements from Kal-
goorlie or Perth by motor transport. When
they go to Perth, they will travel hy motor
car, net by train. According to the latest
report from the Commissioner of Railways,
the working cost of the system last year was
£2,111,588, of which £996,233 represented
interest. The earnings totalled £2,932,140,
thus showing a loss of £176,681. I am of
opinion that before furtber railway lines
are constructed in country areas considera-
tion shonld be devoted along the lines of the
amendinent with a view to foreing some of
the idle country into use. I will oppose the
policy of railway construetion in country
areas nntil such time as we get a definite
assurance from the producers econcerned
that they will give all their bunsiness to the
railway when it is built.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison — on
amendment) [8.467: T inlly sppreviate the
motives of the mover of the amendment. Tt
ix remarkabie that a few years ago the
Minister for Lands, who has said there is
not teo much available land adjacent to the
existing lines, was a member of the Ministry
that introduced the Closer Settlement Bilt
for the purpose of bringing inte intense enl-
ture available Jand adjacent to the railways.
T had proposed, of course, to look up “Han-
sard” to see what arguments he advanced in
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support of that Bill, but I notice that he
adds, by the way, that the position 15, and
has been for many vears that there are mil-
lions of acres of land adjacent to railways
not in a Ffull state of productivity. I xe-
member that a highly paid officer was dele-
vated by the Government of the day to ascer-
lain the area of that land for the purpose
of bringing it into intense enlture, and I
reeolleet the Fate that befell him on aceount
of his report; he lost his position, or at all
events he nussed promotion, through being
too honest in vegard to the area of land
to be found in onme of the most fer-
tile sections of owr rural areas. He re-
ported that there was approximately
12,000,000 acres of land, the bulk of it in
the Avon valley. His report was too honest,
and consequently the Government of the day
did not favour it. So the contention ihat
there is no land available is wrong. I agree
with the Minister for Lands that probahly
there is not suMieient money available to-day
fo bring it into intense culture. We have
arvived at a time when railway construction
must be seriously considered hefore heing
authorised. We have now a good gnide in
what has actually happened, not so much
coneerning the construction of railways, as
what might he =aid to bhe the land settle-
ment policy of the country. We have had
Alinisters who were members of the Coun-
try Party. An ex-Mmuster of the Crown
has on frequent oeccasions declared in this
Chamber that our land policy was aitogether
wrong, that invariably our farmers held
too much land, more than they could
properly ecultivate and develop. There
was a lot of fruth in that gentleman's
atterances.  In  the main our people
#re  land poor: nrates and taxes of
all deseriptions have to he met hy them, and
they cannot pay, notwithstanding whiel {hey
still bang on to the land. Then we have to
consider the factor of motor fransport. Tn
an old-established town like York there are
fewer people to-day than there were 25 vears
ago. The explanation is that one farmer
has, so to speak, swallowed his neighbours
one after another until he has redmeed the
population. Yet most of the land in that
district is served by a railway. What we
are doing is to permit n. monapoly of the
Iand adjacent to railways, and then go out
and settle new people in the wilderness.

Mr. Thorn: We
rirht,

are settling them all
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M, MARSHALL: Yes: we have seliled
practically every group settler, and have
pretiy well seitled the taxpavers in doing
so. Now we have motor transport in oppo-
sition to our railways. Wherever there is a
little community hwilt up, molor transport
is suceessfolly competing with the railway.
My friends opposite ave always eulogising
the virtues of motor transport. Then in the
name of goodness, why do not they get to
work, for we have in the distviet nnder con-
sideration a helt of country fully developed
and heing farmed.  Yet we find no motor
transport there, as yet. However, 1 -ng-
wrest that no sooner shall the line be huilt
than the next demand will be for a road,
after the construction of which we shall have
the ghastly spectacle of motor transport sue-
cessfully competing with the railway,

The Minister for Mines: Yes, if they are
foolish cnough to build the voad aloneside
the railway.

Mr. MARSHALL: Tu that respeet we
have heen particularly foolish in the past.

The Minister for Mines: There ean he
no doubt ahout that.

Mr, MARSHALL: That has heen our ex-
perience, and that will happen again. The
Commissioner of Railways points out in his
report that he is under an obligation to ad-
here to the pelicy of the Government, and
so has to Laul snper and wheat at unprofit-
able rates. Te =uggests that if only he
could charge = flat rate for all the commeod-
ities he hauls, including super and wheat,
charging 11d. per mile per ton, his railway
system would show a huge profit.  Bui the
position is that under direction from suc-
cessive Governments he hanls the major por-
tion of his commodities af a price helow cost,

Mr. Lambert: That is only a matter of
poliey.

M. MARSHALL: [ have already intim-
ated thal.  The poldficlds have always heen
chargred  the maximum  price for haulage,
even in lean Hmes, When the wold mining
industry was struggling for an existence, we
still had to pay the maximum eharge on all
commodities bavled.  Tn fhat, to-day = no
dilferent from yesterday, And notwithstand.-
ing that the people of the goldfields, under
protest have done that, we are now to build
another railway, and that with no gnarantee
that the whole of the haulagre of the district
will he confined o the railway. Conzequently
the loss on fhe railwavs will inerease, and
=0 wo nmst impose taxation in order io ke
up the deficieney on the railways
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Mr. Lambert: The State spent half a mil-
Iion in building the Wiluna railway in the
district you represent.

Mr, MARSHALL: And it i< the most
profitable propositien the department has
had for years; it has even exeelled the man-
ganese railway. I have been given to under-
#tand by those in authority that it is the
most profitable railway in the State,

My, Lambert : You had hefter not say any-
thing ahont the prices for haulage,

Mr. MARSHALL: IL I were the hon.
member, [ would not mention the price of
hanling anything, for he has had a faiv
issne of conecessions for all those things in
which he is intevested.

Mr. Lambert: T wish you would meniion
some of them.

Mr. MARSHALL: The people of the
goldiields have fo pay the maximum haunlage
charges on all commodities reguived, and
have to pay very heavily, On hehadl of
those people T suggest that the time has
arrived when we should hesifate about con-
structing further railwayvs until we have a
definite understanding ax to what iz woine
to happen them when constructed. When
they are huilt it is too late, for they have
to be worked and therefore the trains have
to be ran at a loss, and it is the people
of the poldficlds who have (o carry
the burden. T will not oppose the construc-
tion of this bine, for T recollect that when
the settlers went out there they were pro-
mised the line. They eircularised most of
the members then in Parlisment, and T
amongst others promised them I would sup-
port their line. However, at that time, with
the price of wheat at what it was, we could
sea nothing better than growing wheat. It
is of no use members to-day preaching the
doctrine of God help us if we cannot grow
wheat. T ean produece a little hook showing
that the same statement was used in the
Tasmanian Parliament when the hop crops
were under diseussion.  Tf was said that
Tasmania would be ruined if anything hap-
pened the hop industry. Yet the hops have
all gone from Tasmania, notwithstanding
which that State is just as prosperous to-
day as it was when it was growing hops. It
has to be horne in mind that certain other
eountries by virtue of their geographical
position ean grow and market wheat even
more economically than ean Western Aus-
tralia. 3orcover we have to remember that
the World Economic Conference decided
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upon the restriction of wheat production in
other countries in order to give us a chance
to secure a reasonable price. If is of no
use saying, “Let us spend hundreds of thou-
sands of pounds on this line, and God help
us if we cannot get a better price for
wheat.” We are cailed upon to build rail-
ways, make roads and provide earting sub-
sidies, and then the Federal Government
are called upon to subsidise the industry,
after which members say, “God help us if
we eannot grow wheat” I will not oppose
the construction of the line since T have
promised to support it; and I will not sup-
port the awendment, although undoubtedly
the time has arrived when the subject mat-
ter of the amendment should be of grave
concern to the Government, Instead of
hauling trains throngh vast areas of unused
land, we should tackle the problem of bring-
ing suech land into production before eon-
templating the development of new districts
farther out. At the moment we can only
concentrate on keeping intact what we have,
but the proposed construction of further
lines chould reeeive very serious considera-
tion hefrre heing submitted to Parliament.
The Government should nlso consider the
advisableness of comng to avrangements
with settlers in new districts supplied with
railways with a view to keeping the whole
of their trade instead of getting merely the
unprofitable portion while motor transport
aots the profitable part.

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

Ayes .. . .. ..o 4
Noes - . .- .. 31
Majority against .. ..
AYES,
Mr. Cross Vr. Rodareda
Mr. Hegrey Mr. .Inhnson
{(Teller)
NOES.
Mr. Clothier Mr. Piesse
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Raphael
Mr, Ferguson Mr. Seward
Miss Halman Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Kesnan Mr. IF. C. L. Smith
Mr., Lambert Mr. I M. Smith
Mr, Latham Mr. #tubbs
Mr. MeCallum Mr. Thorn
Mr. MceLarty Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Marshall Mr. Troy
Mr, Midinglon Mr., Wansbrough
Mr. Moloney Mr. Willeock
Mr. Munsia Mr, Wilson
Mr. North Mr. Withers
Mr. Nulsen Mr. Dopery
Mr. Patriek (Teller.y
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AYE. No.
Mr. McDonald | Mr. Collier

Amendment thus negatived.

On motion by Hon. N. Keenan, debate
adjourned.

BILL—-GOLDFIELDS ALLOTMENTS
REVESTMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
M. F. Troy—Mt. Magnet) [9.7] in moving
the second reading said: This Bill deals
with the revesting of certain surrendered
allotments in the Crown.

Mr. Latham: They are not surrendered,
are they?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
Many holders of lots on the goldficlds, not-
ably in Kalgoorlie, Boulder, Southern
Cross, Brown Hill, Trafalgar and Cool-
gardie, either being unable to pay rates
due under the Goldfields Water Supply
Act, 1902, or having no furiber use for
the allotments and desiring to be freed
from the liability for the payment of rates,
handed in their titles and the snrrendcr of
their iand to the Water Supply Depart-
ment. The arrears of rates owlng at the
time of the surrender have heen written off,
hoth by the Water Supply Department and
the local governing bodies. To register the
survenders in the Titles Office would entail
considerable expense, and it is desired to
take action towards the revestment in order
to elear the hooks of the local govermmng
bodies. etc, of charges for rates which
thev could never collect, and in order that
the lots in question might be resold by the
Crown and again become rateable if pur-
chased hy other people who desire to use
them. For that purpose it has been de-
rided te introduce the Bill to provide for
the revestment of the lands, There is a de-
mand for lots on the goldficlds. for in that
one portion of the Stafe there is consider-
able aetivity. Provision is made for the
Bill not to hecome operative until a day
to he fixed by proclamation and such day
will he not earlier than three months after
the passing of the measnre. The necessary
provizion for the revesting in the Crown,
cnabling the lots thereafter to be disposed
of under the provisions of the Land Aet,
are contained in Clanses 1 to 4. Provision
is made in Clanse 5 to the cffeet that if,
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at any time before the measure becomes
law, any one of the holders desires to pay
up the arrears of rates and obtain posses-
sion of the allotments, the Minister may
direct that the title be returned to such
person and the allotment will then become
exempt from the operation of the Act. I
move—
That the Bill be now read a second time,

On motion by Mr. Latham, debate ad-
journed.

BILL—-FEEDING STUFFS ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. H. Millington — Mt. Fiawthorn)
[9.11] in moving the seeond reading said:
This is a snll bni neeessary measure fo
amend the Aet. The main reason is to
define clearly the word ‘‘sell.”? In the
Act, the definition of ‘’dealer’” means any
person who earries on business as an im-
porter, vendor or dealer in food for stock
for the purposes of trade, whether sach
person carries on any other business or
trade, or not. It has been found necessary
to insert before ffimporter’’ the word
““manufacturer.”” Section 4 of the Aet
provides that any person who sells bran or
pollard that is not in accordance with the
standard preseribed in the Second Schedule
shall be guilty of an offence, Before any
firm could he prosecuted, even thongh
samples taken by a departmental officer
did not comply with the standard, it was
essentinl to prove that the bran or pollard
sold was actually of the lot sampled. That
has presented diffienlties. Tf the Depart-
nment of Agriculture are to police the Aet,
a simple method of taking samples must
bhe provided. If an officer purchased a
sample, he would have to prove, in the case
of a manufacturer, that it was actually ex-
posed for sale. and to do that would be
difficult. Under the amendment it will be
asswned that the manufacturer with bran
on his premises has it for sale. A depart-
mental officer will have the rizht to take
samples. In the case of bulk hran, proper
sampling iz necessary, and the inspector
would have authority to go on the premises
and take samples. On those samples he
would have the right to proceed if the
bran were found fo be not up to standard.
Tt is necessary tn protect the purchaser.
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Thi= power is given under the Fertilizers
Act as well as under the Agricultural Pro-
ducts Aet. The departmental officers under
those Aets have the right to take samples,
and if they are proved not to be up to the
standard required hy the regulations, pro-
ceedings can be taken against those con-
cerned, The seetion gives the Minister
power to publish a list of dealers who have
registered foods for stock. Such a list is
necessary in ovder to show what foods for
stock have been rvegistered. ¥t is considered
that the publication of this information will
be of great value to the settlers, and enahle
them to ecompare the various feeds that are
on the market. Although there is some
verhiage contained in the Bill, this is the
real reason for its existence. The depart-
mental inspectors will he able to take
samples, and, if these are found unsatis-
factory, to proceed against the manufae-
turver, This cannot be done now without u
great deal of dificulty, and without a goud
deal of uncertainty of getting a eonvietion.
1t is further provided that a list of mann-
facturers ean be published in the “Govern-
ment Gazette’” or the “Agmieunltural Jour-
nal” as well as particulars of the food-
stufls and their valnes.

Mr., Ferguson: Will that apply to stock
licks?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTUREL:
Yes. Farmers experience n good deal of
diftieulty in that respeet to-day, as it is not
casy for them to assess the value of the
various licks in the market. One of the
mozt expensive licks when analyzed was
tound not to ¢ontain the value that the price
seemed to suggest. IE the canstituents
of the stock licks are published in
the “Agrieultural Journal” or the “Gov-
ernment QGazette” the stock owners will
have an opportunity of gauging the value
{or themselves. Furthermore the department
will he able to make a recommendation on
the subject. We should be able to compel
the manufacturer to ohserve the law for the
protection of the producer. Tt was intended
that this should he so, but the word *manu-
facturer” was left out of the definition. Had
it not been for that omission it would not
have been necessary to introduce this small
measure. I move—

That the Bill be now read a sccond time.

On motion by Mr. Fergusen, debate ad-
journed.
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BILL—REDUCTION OF RENTS ACT
CONTINUANCE,

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 7th September.

MR, LATHAM (York) [9.18]}: This
continuance Bill is part of the Plan legis-
lation whieh bad te be introduced in 1931,
to give effect to the arrangement made be-
tween the Comnmonwealth and the States. I
am sorry the Minister for Justice is bring-
ing down this continnance legislation in
piecemeill fashion. The Bill is only part of
quite a number of pieces of legislation of
a similar character. When the Mitchell Gov-
ernment dealt with the matter ail the notices
regarding the legislation were given to-
gether. [ should like to lhave an idea
whether any material alteration will he made
16 the rest of this Pian legislation.

The Minister for Justice: You have had
two Bills. There was the Mortgagees’ Riguts
Restriction Aet Continuance Bill,

Mr, LATHAM: That was no more o piece
of the Plan legislation than the Tenants aud

Purchasers Mortgagors’ Relief Act. I am
talking ahout the Plan legislation. Behind

the whole thing was the idea of bringing
down costs by 20 per cent., not only in the
case of Governmentsl expenditure, but in
the case of other avenues, in order to assist
primary producers and others to continue
their operations. 1 do not propose to offer
any ohjection to the Bill, but wish to pro-
test agninst this legislation being brought
down piecemeal, The Minister might have
toll us what the proposalz of the Govern-
ment are in rezpect to that big picce of
legislation known as the Financial Emer-
gency Act. Is it proposed to amend it?
If there is any intention to alter the idea
hehind the Plan legislation, that is, to make
a 20 per cent. reduction in costs, it oughe
to be made fair and even all round. The
idea behind the whole thing was to treat
everyone as fairle as possible, and not to
give coneesstons fo certain individuals which
were withheld from others.

Mr. Marshall: That is nof =o.

Mr. LATHAM: T say the idea behind it
was fo treat evervone as fairly as possible.

Mr. Sleeman: You did not do that by this
legislation.

M. Marshall: You nsed the word “everv-
one.”  You henefited a section of the com-
mnnity only.
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Mr. Sleeman: And a gmall section of that.

Mro LATHAM: We did it as fairly as
possible, so far as we eould conlrol the mai-
ter.

Mr. Marshall: Having regari [or your
political task-masters outside.

Mr, LATHAM: The hon. memher should
refrain from those interjections.

Mr. Mavshall: | shall do so {o enable von
to proceed.

Mr. LATHAM: We get vather wearv of
them, I do not think there is any objeetion
to the Bill. 1t wus brought down hy the
previous Government, and as a eontinuanee
Bill is being brought down hy s Lahour
Government, which was then sitting in op-
positton. [ should, however, like the Alin-
ister to telt ws what the Government pro-
pose to do with the rest of the Plan lezis-
lation. Is it proposed to conbinue the finan-
cial emergency legislation?

The Minister for Mines: You will get it
atl in good time.

Mr, LATHAM: This is part of it, bui I
do not like it being brought down piece-
meal.

The Minister for Mines: You did a lob of
things last year that we did not like.

Mro LATHAXM: 1 enter my protest
against  dealing with these matters picee-
meal.

The Minister for Mines: You will have
to put up with it, just as we had to do.

Mr., LATTIAM: T can well tmagine what
would Tappen in the ¢ase of svme legisla-
tion we have dealt with to-night. if it had
heen introduced by mewmbers on this side of
the ¥ouse. Tears of blood would have been
streaming from the faces of members oppo-
site.

Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the Lon. member
will continue to imagine those things and
not discuss them.

Ay, LATHAM : T awm only imagining what
would happen. T have a right to protest
against this legislation being hrought down
piecemeal.

The Minister for Mines: Of
have,

Mr. LATHAM: And T an going to pro-
test against it. The idea was te endeavour
to spread this rveduction as fairly as pos-
sible amongst all sections of the commun-
itv. T am sorry we have only one pieee of
the Plan te deal with. We might hold it
up nntil we see what is going to be done with

rourse vou

[ASSEMBLY]

the vest of it. [ il is intended to continue
the Finaneinl Emergeney Aet, no ohjection
ean be rvaised to this pieee of legislafion.

The Miuvister for Justice: Tt will be con-
tinned in sonte form.

Mr. LATHAM: We want 1o know what
that form will be.

The Minister for Justice: The (Guvern-
ment will annonnee their policy within a
reasonable time.

Mr. LATHAM: Then this Bill might wait
a reasonable time.

The Minister for Justice: 1t will not mat-
ter whether this passes now or not, so long
as it does pass before the end ol the year

Mr. LATHAM: This reduetion in vents
applies only to leases in operation privr to
the passing of the Act, numely, 30th June,
1930. T suppose that many of those who
had these leases are very pleased to be gel-
ting even (he reduced rentals, that is, the
rentals less 20 per cent. This legislation
would have to he continued for some time,
[ vegret to say, and on that ground I can
offer no objeetion to the Bill. But I ap-
peal fo the Minister 1o let us have the whola
of the legislation so that we may uscertain
what alterations nre going to he made. This
is only a part of the whole. The whole was
a plan originaily  arrangal  between  the
States and the Commonwealth Govermnent.

ME. SLEEMAN (Fremautle) [9.24]:
Whilst I have ne objection to the Bill, I
think something else could have been
brought down with it. We well remember
when this legislation was introduced by the
previous Govermment how many members
objected to a section of the community be-
ing singled out for relief from rent. This
measure deals only with a small section of
the eommunity, those who are on the lease-
hold or monthly tenancy basis. Only a very
small pereentage of the people eoncerned
will be affected. Not even all the hmsiness
people are incladed. I understand ii was
the intention of the previous Government
to give relief to business people generally.
T refer particularly to those who can least
afford to pay rent, They are not going to
get any relief. There are numbers of small
husiness peaple who have no monthly ten-
anev or lease of their premises. They are
to be found all over the metrepolitan area.
They have only n small business and are
obliged to pav their way from week to week
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only. If they do not pay their rent they
have to get out. A =mall busines~ man can-
net shift hiz customers when he is obliged
to go to some other district, and he suffers
aceordingly. The average working man will
not get any relief under the Bill. 1 should
Like to know if it is the intention of the
Government to introduce some measure of a
rent rvestvietion chavacter. o Tair Reads Bill,
to provide for the neeessary reduction in
rents. Some people may say that the rents
have dropped without legislation, bt we
knerw that the rents are not down very much
in most parts of the metropolilan arca, TIn
the ponrer parvts and the ont-hack distriets,
possibly rents have come down, Tt is neces-
sary that something should be done for ten-
ants threughout the length and breadth of
the meivopolitan area and in other parts of
the State. ~o that they mav get relief and
go that it will not only be the favoured few
whe are protected by legislation. If a Fair
Rentz= Bill had been brouneht down thers
would have heen no necessity for this mea-
sure. All the cases could have been dealt
with by the fair rents tribunal. If the Gov-
ernment are not going to amend the legisla-
tion brought down hy the previens Govern-
ment as regards rents. I should like to know
if their intention is to bring down a Fair
Rents Bill to provide the necessary protec-
tion for tenants in the country.

MR. MARSHALL {Murchizon) [9.27]:
I endorse the remarks of the member for
Fremantle. I well rememher when the origi-
nal measure was hrought down, the keen dis-
appeintment that was expressed by mem-
bers sitting in opposition. We understood
from the Attorney General of that time that
the Bill would cover all forms of vent’ WWhen
it eame down the Attorney General found
no difficulty in informing us that we had
misnnderstood him. Following upon that
nisunderstanding some very heated remarks
were exchanged aeross the floor of the
Honze. The Leader of the Opposition wants
to know what is going to happen fo the
other portions of the financial emergency
legislation, which make up the full comple-
ment of the legislation decided upon at the
Premicrs’ Conference. He suggested it was
a part of the whole and that evervone had
to make sacrifices. This particular measure
was designed to make a certain section of
the community disgorge their fair share. Tt
did not apply to many people. It is frue,
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as the member for Fremantle says, it cov-
eved only very few compared with the
total number who had to make saeri-
fices. Those who work for susten-
ance get no relief whatever under the Aet,
They have partial velief under an Act now
on the statule-hbook.  Even that measure,
however, dees not permit the Commissioner
to do as mueh as it i3 desivable he should
do: and the Commissioner has stated that
froquently. What is needed is a measure to
control venis wenerally and give rvelief to the
working seetion of the community.  The
landlords of such tenements as are here in
view have not wade mueh saervifice. T do
not wisgl to be too drastie against landlords
wenerally, especially s many of them have
made ronsiderable sacrifices; hut. T am ve-
lerring to the hard. erusted landlord, who
until the law compels him fo do se will not
give any relief to tenants compelled to rent
his properties. In the main, small business
premises are held on weekly tenaneies, more
particularly if living rooms are atikached,
Therefore the Leader of the Opposition, if
sincere, would be more inclined to fight for
protection for the small tenants than to
worry abouat what will happen to an Aet
of Parliament that expires at the end of this
yvear aml must necessarily come np here for
discussion bhefove that period arrives, I
hepe the Government will give consideration
to the introdiretion of o fair rents measure,
especiatly as this Bill proposes no amend-
ments.  Goldfields residents are heing ex-
ploited owing to the demand for homes con-
sequent upon the recent influx of popula-
tion. Landlords are now charging extor-
tionate rents.  Recently a wood and iron
building eosting about £150 was let at 32s,
6d. per week, thus returning the landlord
its eapital cost in about 18 months. True,
the minimum wage in that centre happens
to be 16s, Ld.; hut taking 32s 6d. a week
for rent alone ont of that wage means that
residents are in an unhappy position. The
Government should do something, and o it
quickly. The demand for a fair rents mea-
sure is practically State-wide. I am not
concerned with the desire of the Leader of
the Opposition for infermation regarding
other Bills,

The Minister for Mines: At ihe time the
parent Aet was passed, a house could be ob-
tatned for vy 6d. a week on the goldficlds.
[ want a Bill to affect to-day’s remts, and
not the rents of 1931.
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Mr. MARSHALL: Whatever the Minister
desires, 1 also desive. We differ only as to
the procedure to be adopted. I rose prin-
cipally to stress the importance of intro-
dueing a Bill te cover eases in whieh tenants
arg nob receiving justice. There is a sec-
tion of landlords, even though small, not
making the sacrifices imposed on the com-
munity as a whole.

THE, MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
J. C. Willecock—Geraldton—in  reply)
"9.34]: Referring to the remarks of the
Teader of the Opposition, let me say that
‘the whole question of financial emergency
has been gone into by the Government. It
is not our intention to bring down & Bill
to continue the Finaneial Fmergency Act,
in which some alterations have hecome nec-
essary.  Circumstances are different now,
and some aspects of the measure have not
worked out well. Time and experience have
proved the need for amendment. The
Leader of the Opposition knows that the
Premier, when leading the Labour Party
al the last general election, said there would
bec amendments made in the TFinancial
Emergency Aect if Labour was returned te
power. The Government propose now to
give effect to that promise. We are consid-
ericg what the amendments shall he, and
they will be introduced to the Flouse before
long. The aspects raised by the members
for Fremantle {Mr. Sleeman) and Murchi-
son {Mr. Marshall) are also receiving fhe
Government’s consideration. I refer to the
ineidence of rent, and the possibility of giv-
ing effect to the Labour policy in this re
spect, Three efforts in that dirvection were
made when Lahour was last in office. We
hope that when next we bring down a Fair
Rents Bill it will have not only this Cham-
ber's suppert, which 15 more or less guaran-
teed, but also the support of another place,
and tbus become the law of the land.

Question punt and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commillee, elc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-
hate, reported withont amendment, and the
repori adopted.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—METROPOLITAN WHOLE MILE
ACT AMENDMENT.

Suecond Reading.
Debate resumed from the dth September,

MR, FERGUSON (lrwin-Moore) [9.401:
The Bill contains nothing to whieh exeep-
tion could be taken. In view of the faet
that the pavent Aet broke almost entirely
new ground in Western Australian legisia-
tion, it is remarkable that so few amend-
ments are deemed necessary by the Govern-
mtent, Last vear we found that section of
the dairying industry engaged in the supply
of wlole milk to the metropolitan area to
be in a deplovable condition. On all sides
there were demands for the introduetion of
legislation to control and organise the sup-
ply of milk to the metropolitan area. Those
demands resulted largely from the develap-
ment of the nearver South-West,  Prior to
that period the supply of whole milk for
ronsumption in the metropolitan area came
from distriets such as Osborne Park, Wan-
neroon, and the ocuter suburban area; but
nwing to the development of the nearer
South-West many people there sent in to the
metropolitan area whole milk for consump-
Hon. A great deal of undereutting took
place, and ns a result the industry fell into
a shoekingly disorganised econdition. Lasl
vear fhe parent Aet was passed, and the
fiovernment set up a board te administer it.
[ am indeed pleased with the manner in
which (he board have carried out their do-
ties. T agree with the Minister for Agrieul-
ture that they are to be congratulated on
the success which has attended their efforts.
Were I called upon to appoint another
hoard to administer this Aet, I would not
go heyond the present personnel, In my
opinien, the echairman and the members
have devoted themselves whole-heartedly to
the administration of the Aet. They have
not spared themselves in any way, and it
must be admitted that they have made a
wonderful snccess of their joh, Naturally,
there has been some criticismn ot the hoard’s
activities; but that eriticism has come From
only one section of the comununity, and an
inconsiderable seection at that. I have not
heard one producer or ome consumer
complain of the board’s activities, Whilst
the consumer is wetting a betler sup-
ply of milk at the sama price as he
paid prior to the passage of this legis-
lation, the producer, thanks t¢ the
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board’s activities, is receiving an advance
of not less than 3d. per gallon on the price
he realised a year ago. Those facts are
due to the orgunisation work put in by the
board. Criticisiu, some of it fairly veno-
mous, has eome from either the distributors
or those who, being associated with them,
see cve to eye with them. That eriticism
has taken various forms. In one instance
the board were criticised severely at a pub-
lic meeting. Some of the criticism came
from a member of the august body known
as the Perth City Council, and one of his
statements was that the members of the
Whole Milk Board should be treated as the
vermin they were, and that the Minister
who introduced the Aet should be put in
gaol.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is that what this Bill
is amending?
Mr. FERGUSON: The gentleman who

made that statemeni sought to enter the
legislative halls of this ecountry, Mr.
Speaker; and the use by him of such lan-
guage gives a clear indication of his fitness
to be a legislator, I think you will agree,
Sir, that the electors of Leederville showed
u wise diserimination in exercising their
franchise. Some eriticism has been levelled
at the charges imposed by the board.
Necessarily there must be some charges
associated with administrative work such
as that of the board. Those who receive
the benefit of the board’s activities must
expect to pay for some of the advantages
they have received. The commodity itself
must he responsible for the payment of
those charges. But what is a charge of
one farthing per gallon if as the result
the produecrs of the commodity receive
g price increased by 3d. per gallon?
The Minister for Agriculture stated a little
while ago that the hoard had not sufficient
power to control the distribution of the
commodity in the fullest sense. I have
placed on the Notiee Paper certain amend-
menis that T desire to move at the Committee
stage, and 1 helicve that, if agreed to, they
will provide the board with full control,
Members will admit that the hoard should
control all the milk that comes into
the meiropolitan area other than that
for the manufacture of butter. It was
thought they would control the whole
of the supplies, but in practice it s
found that they are not in that posi-
tion. There is a conziderable ¢uantity sold
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g ships’ milk ut Fremantle and the howrd
have no contrel over thaif milk, There is
also u large quantity seant to the metropoli-
tan area for wse in ice-cream factories, anil
the hoard have no control over that portion
of it cither. 1 regret that, in respeet of milk
that is sent (o hafter factories in the metro-
polilan area, the crewmn is not necessarily
manufactured into butter, but in some in-

stances has been used in competition
with genuine whole milk from outside
areas,  That is ubsolutely wrong, and

power should be given to the hoard to con-
trol all milk supplies so that an effective
grip can be maintained gver them, It is
interesting Lo note that just at a time when
Western Australia had taken a lead in plae-
ing on the statute-book, legislation to organ-
ise and control the consumption of milk in
the mctropolitan aren, the milk producers
in the Old Country adopted a similar atti-
tude. In the “West Australian” there ap-
peared a cablegram dated the 6th Septamber
last, reading as follows:—

1

By an overwhclming majority, 150,000 farm-
ers of England and Wales have declared them-
selves in favour of the Government’s milk
marketing scheme, under which the sale and
colleetion of milk would be econtrolled by o
Dboard. The result of the poll of farmers ve-
cently taken on the proposed formation of
national and regional milk pools, was anncunced
to-day by the National Fariners’ Union, ag fol-
lows:—In favour, 96G.42 per cent.; against,
3.58 per cent.

That indicates that ncarly every farmer in
the Old Country interested in supplying milk
to the London market, was in favour of
organising along lines similar to those that
have proved successful in Western Austra-
lia. Not only did such a large proportion
of the farmers indicate their approval of the
scheme for marketing their commedity, but
the cablegram indicated that the number of
cows owned by the people interested in the
vote totalled 1,556,858, so that the owners
of 97 per cent. of the cows approved of the
schamne and the owners of three per cent. dis-
approved. Thus, the lead we bhave set in
Western Australia has evidently borne fruit
beyond the shores of the State. I have
pleasure in supporting the second reading of
the Bill.

On motion hy Mr.
journed.

MeLarty, debate ad-

House adjourned at 948 p.m.



