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tidles may go free. In my experience, I have
found that the, law at present works; a
great hardship. There are a considerable
number of persons lodging in houses in thit'-
city, and under the lawv any of these lodgers
who takes any articles, except wearng ap-
parel, into, the room in which he sleeps,
and the person from whom he baa taken
this, lodging owes rent to his superior
landlord, if that superior landlord puts in
a distress, these articles belonging to the
lodger may be seized and sold for that
rent. In one case a great hardship camne
under my notice, before I had any idea
of introducing this Bill. A gentleman
took a room in a house, and paid for
board and lodging, and furnished the
room with his own furniture The land-
lady who let him that lodging owed the
superior landlord rent, and the superior
landlord put in a distress, and, naturally,
the bailiff seized the whole of the goods.
The incident ended by the lodger having
to pay more than two-thirds of the rent
due before he could get his goods; released,
and he had only been a short while in the
lodging-house. This Bill proposes to do
away with. that hardship, and where lod-
grers have goods of their own in particular
rooms, these goods shall be exempt from
distress. I really do, not see why it should
not be so. It waso found necessary in
England 'to alter the law% t4wenty-eight
years ago, but it has never been altered
here.

Hex. R. S. HAYN-Es: There have not
been any lodgers here until lately.

HoN. F. M. STONE: I think the Bill
should commend itself to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 1-Lodger, if distress levied, to
make declaration that intermediate
tenanit has no property in goods
distra-ined:

HoN. R. S. HAYNES said he had no
objection to the general tenour of the Bill
but a proviso should be inserted in this
clause. it was quite right that lodgers'
goods should be protected, hut it was
also right that a landlord should be pro-
tected against fraud. At present a per-
son might take an eight-roomed house
and say nothing tcw the landlord about
subletting, but might sublet seven of the

unfurnished rooms and keep one of the
rooms himself, and the tenants might
furnish the, rooms, There was a case
similar to this a. little while ago--the
case of O'Brien. O'Brien occupied one
room, and he sublet six or seven Other
rooms unfurnished to persons; who
brought in their owna furniture. The land-
lord allo-wed the rent to get into arrear,
and when he desired to seize on the
goods for rent the lodgers said, "This. is
mine, and that is mine," and so on. Was
that fairI If a lodger wanted protection
fromi the lmalord he could give notice to
the landlord that he was a sub-tenant. It
protected the lodger and the landlord
too. Notice, should be given to the latter.
He did not think his hon. friend would
ofject to that.

On the motion of the Hox. B1. S.
HA4YNE-s, progress was reported, and leave
given to sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
On the niotion of the COLONIAL Snca-

AIirY, the House adjourned at 6.20 p~nm.
until the next, day.

Tuesday, 121h July, 1898.

Papers p)resnted-Question : Small-Pox (al-
lee) on steamer at Robb's Jetty-Ques-

ien: Erection of New Supreme Court
House-Question: Law Amendment, Trial
of Election Petition s--Question : Voters in
Electoral Districts--Crown Suits Bill,
second reading-nterpretation Bill, second
reading-Inebriates Bill, second reading-
])ivorce Amendment and Extension -Bill,
first reading-Gold M-ines Bill, first read-
tug-Land Bill, first reading-Health Bill,
first reading-Return ordered, Timber
Concessions--Return ordered (as amended),
Expenditure on Ceremonial Functions-
Return ordered. Agricultural Bureau Ex-
penditure-Motion: Legislative Assembly
Buildings, Temporary Accommodation-
Mlotion : Tick in East Kimberley, Removal
of Restrictions; Amendment moved (de-
bate adjournedj-Adjourament.

Tile SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.
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PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Pnaman: 1, Perth Mfunicipal

By-laws. 2, Commissioner of Police,
Report for 1897-8. 3, Steamer Sultan at
Geraldton, Correspondence as to Berthing
while flying quarantine flag.

By the ATTORNEY Gus.NAL: Rioting at
Kalgoorlie, Papers as to imprisonment of
persons.

Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTION: SMALL-POX (ALLEGED) ON
STEAIMER AT ROBB'S JETTY.

Mn. SOLOMON, without not-ice and
by leave, asked the Premier:- Is it a
fact, as stated in the Aforn'ing Herald
of to-day, that the steamship Sultan,
with smell-pox on board, has been al-
lowed to oome alongside Robb's jetty-
(near Fremantle) to land cattle and
sheep?

Tim PREMIER: (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): I am not able to answer the
question, but I know the principal Medi-
cal Officer has the matter in head.

MnR. SiupsoN: That officer will pun
small-pox all over the country, if you do
not watch him.

QUESTION: ERECTION OF NEW
SUPREME vuU)RT HOUSE.

Ma. LEA.KE asked the Director of
Public Works, Whether it was the in-
tention of the Government to erect a
new Supreme Court House; and, if so,
when the work would be commenced.

Tus DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Ron. F. H. Piesse) replied that designs
had been prepared and approved, and
the Government would begin the work
as soon as funds were legally available.

QUESTION: LAW AMENDMENT, TRIAL
OF ELECTION PETITIONS.

MLR LE AKE asked the Attorney Con-
oral, Whether the Government proposed
to a-mend the law relating to the trial of
election petitions.

Taxm ATTORNEY GENERAL (Ron.
R_. W. Pennefather) replied that the Gov-
ernment had no intention at present to
amend the law relating to the trial of
election petition's

Mn. LEAKE: Is the Attorney General
aware that the present law is unwork-
able?

THE ATITORNEY GENERAL: I am
not at present. aware.

MR. LEAKE: I wish the learned genr
tleman would look into it, as the law is
absolutely unworkable.

QUESTION: VOTERS IN ELEUTOBAL
DISTRICTS.

Mn. KENNY asked the Premier,--1,
The estimated number of males of 21
years old, and over, in the colony on
June 30th last. 2, The number of voters
on the rolls of the respective electoral dis-
tricts on June 30th last. 3, The umber
of voters on the rolls of the respective
electoral districts last election. 4, The
number of electors that recorded their
votes in the respective, electoral districts
last election. 5, What special instruc-
tions, if any, were given to the Inspector
of Rolls in regard to the striking off of
so many names from the various rolls of
the colony, last revision. 6, What was
the principal reason assigned by the In-
spector of Rolls for the striking off of so
many names, last revismoL.

Tus PREMIER (Right Ron. Sir .
Forrest) replied :-1, Estimated 90,000.
2, 26,959. 3, 22,919. 4, 9,016. (In
I R~ electorates there were no contests] 5,
Instructions were given to see that Part
II. of the Act was carried out. 6, The
electors were expunged because disquali-
fied through leaving the districts, by
death, or parting with their qualifications
under the Act.

CROWN SUTS BILL.

SECOND BEADING.

THE ATTORNBY GENERAL (Hon. B3.
W. Pennefather), in moving the second
reading, said: This Bill, I am informed,
is practically the same one that wac-s1-
witted to the Hfouse 18 mionths ago, be-
fore I had the honour of being& amember
of this Chamber. it passed this Chai-
her, but, in consequence of the limitation
of damagres. being fixed at £1,000, it did
not receive assent in another place. The
main object of the measure is to practi-
osily give the subject the same rights
against the, Crown, with certain inodifics-
tions, as subject now has against subject.
The Bill is divided into three parts. The
first part deals, with general provisions,
which save the rights of the prerogative

[ASSEMBLY.3 Crown Suits Bill.
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of the Crown. That is a usual provision
in Bills of this kind, and no action can
be brought until the Governor's assent
has been obtained thereto. The second
part deals with the manner in which debts
and property may be recovered by the
Crown. That practically is a consolida,
ion of the present law, and contains

nothing new.
MR. LEAn:; Do you give power to take

suits into a local courti
Tau ATTORNEY GENERAL : In tbe

third part of the Bill that power is given
to the subject. Section 38 provides;

Whenever any person has any claim or de-
=nnd within the jurisdiction of any inferior

court, such person may apply to a law officer
for his consent to the hearing and determina-
tion of such claim or demand in any schi
inferior court to be named in the application.

No officer would refuse such an applica-
tion, because, otherwise, the action would
be taken into the Supreme Court.

MR. LEAn: But has the Crown the con-
verse power?7

THs ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is no provision giving the Crown the con-
verse power.

MR. LEAK: I should like to know the
reason.

Thn ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
form in which the subhject can sue the
Crown is by way of petition, but that pe-
tition. is practically a statement of claim,
and the pleadings are the same as now
exist between subject and subject. I
should like to call attention to the pro-
vision for obtaining security for costs in
certain cases. That provision is a little
more extensive than the present provision
between subject and subject. I take it
to be right in principle that as the Crown
represents the whole of the community
it should have, under certain circum-
stances, a little more power than is given
to the subject. One particular exception
stands out in clause 31 in favour of the
Crown, and this is a provision which does
not exist in favour of the subject as
against subject at the present time. This
clause provides that should the petitioner
against the Crown he proved on, affidavit
to be without visible means of paying the
costs in case of his being unsuccessful,
then the Judge may order him to give
security. That is the single, exception in
the Bill in favour of the Crown. Having

regard to the fact that the Crown may be
"shot at" rather too freely by impecuni-
ous suitors, this is a fair and reasonable
provision to prevent money being frit-
tered away in fruitless litigation. The
next clause of any importance is clause
36, which provides practically that any
subject may sue the Crown in respect cf
any breach of contract, or in respect of
tort, whether the tort is one, arising out
of contract or a tort pure and simple.
But I intend, iii Committee, to make art
alteration in this clause, and the reason
will be apparent. In sub-clause 3 of
clause 36 "public work"--and this governs
the whole of the clause-is defined as
meaning "any railway, tramway, road,
bridge, building, electric telegraph, tele-
phone, or other work of a like nature used
by the Government or constructed by the
Government." The clause goes on, and
the following are the words I have re-
ferred to: "out of moneys voted and ap-
propriated by the Legislative Assembly
of Western Australia.' This means that
if a subject sue the Government for
breach of contract, and it is found on the
hearing that the money for the work had
not been voted by the Rouse, although
the work had actually been done, the un-
fortunate suitor must be non-suited.
That, I think, is not fair. It would be
rather a startling proposition to make
from this side of the House that where
the Government had made a contract,
and the work had been done, there would
be no liability, because the money had
not been voted by the House. In Com-
mittee I shall propose that the words "out
of moneys voted and appropriated by the
Legislative Assembly of Western Austra-
,ia" be struck out. This amendment will
give the subject the same right against
the Crown, whether in breach of contract
or tort, as against his fellow subject.
Clause 37 is that which wrecked the Bill
in the other placee, the last time it was
before Parliament. At that time the
clause limited the damages which might
be claimed to £1,000- On this occasion
the Hill proposes to extend the limitation
to £2,000.

MRt. ILLrNowoRTH: Why limit it at all?
THm ATTORNEY GENERAL: That

was the argument used in another place
on a former occasion. It means that if
a man with an income of £9100 a year
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took a first-class railway ticket and met
with an accident on his journey, and an-
other traveller with an income of £5,000
a year met with a similar accident, the
Government would be practically inulcted
in £5,000 in the one case, and in the
other case. only £,100, although each man
had paid the same remuneration to the
department. There is something wrong
about that, and the clause to which I am
referring only follows what has been pro-
vided in the other colonies. In cite
colony the limitation has been placed at
£1,000; in another at £2,000; and, I
believe, in another at £3,000.

Ma. ItuiNowortrn: The Government
are only common carriers.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is all
very well to say that the Government are
only common carriers.

MR. ILLINOWORTH: Why should the
Government have the privilege proposed i

Tnj ATTORNEY GENERAL: Be-
cause the Government represent the whole
of the community, and when an indi-
vidual in the community brings an action
against the whole of the community in
regard to a contract or to negligence, to
have no limitation would be to give as-
sent to the principle that there shall be
one law for the rich and another for the
poor. It must be remembered that mn
the instance I have drawn, each man
pays the same fare to be carried.

MR. ILLIXOWORTH, So does a man t0
private companies.

Tm! ATTORNEY GENERAL: But in
moost other colonies and countries t'te
stand has been taken that it is necessaty
to limit the liability of the Government
where the Government are traders, so as
not to allow them to be unmercifully sac-
rificed.

Ma. ILLINOWORTrn: This privilege will
not extend to the Midland Railway Co.

TRE ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
railway does not belong to the Govern-
ment, and this Bill deals only with Gov-
crnment railways.

THE PnsMEn: The L2,000 limit was
proposed from the Opposition last year.

MR. ILIINGWORTH: That does not make
it any better.

THE PREMRIER: What does the hon.
member propose?

MR. ILLANOWOETH: I propose to have
no limitation at all.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
last two clauses deal with the notices that
must be given of the filing of the peti-
tion, and provide that the petition must
be filed in twelve months after one
month's notice. That, I think, is afair
limritation. These are the main prin-
oirles of the Bill, which I commend to
the favourable, consideration of the
House.

AIR. II2LINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison): The only objection I ame dis-
posed to raise, leaving all the legal
phases of the Hill to the learned gentle-
men of the law, is, the attempt to estab-
lish the principle of freeing the Govern-
mnt from responsibility that a private
company cannot possibly be freed from.
The Government are simply Sarriers, and
the Supreme Court is the best judge of
questions of damages. It may seem
from one standpoint that a man who
earns £100 a year and is injured suffers
the same kind of damage that befalls
the other man who has £5,000 a year;
hut the family of the man receiving
£100 a year would be made compara-
tively "rich beyond the dreams of ava-
rice" by the £2,000 damages, while such
an amount would be no consideration at
all to the family of the other man who
has £5,000 a year. But that is not the
standpoint from which I am arguing. I
argue that the Government of this colony
are simply common carriers. If they
are guilty of negligence or wrong, from
which injury, loss of life, or destruction
of goods result, they should be placed in
the same position as any other common
carriers, and the question of compensa-
tion. should be left to the judge and jury
of the Supreme Court. That is the
position of the Midland Railway Com-
pany, and of companies in the United
States where the railways are all private
property. No Government would under-
take to pass such a, Bill as this in
America, nor would this Government pro-
pose a Bill to indemnify or limit the dam)-
age which the Supreme Court could give
in a case against the Midland Company.
It would not be just to place the Mid-
land Railway Company on a different
footing from any other private individual
or company. Possibly the members in
another place did the country great ser-
vice in formally rejecting the Bill. I
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oppose Luis limitation clause as I op-
posed it then, and I hope the House will
se its way to leave the question of dam-
ages in the hands of the Supreme Court,
who are better able to settle the ques-
tior than is this House by any enact-
ment. A clause of this character is im-
perfect in principle and unjust. Speak-
ing of the Bill generally, I amn pleased to
give it almost unqualified support. The
prirciple underlying is that for which I
ala contending. Every other clause pro-
vides that the State shall be put in the
same position in regard to such actions
as are contemplated as one subject is
placed in with regard to another. That is
the very object and intent of the Bill,
and why there should be a departure in
this clause I really cannot see. I can
not understand how a Bill framed for the
exp~ress purpose of placing the Govern-
ment on an equal basis with subjects of
the Crown, so that the Crown shall have
no special exemption other than that
which subjects have, should yet contain
a provision such as this. I am well
satisfied with the main principle of the
Bill ; but I think the clause in question
is a departure from the main principle,
and for that reason I -shall oppose the
clause in Committee.

MR. LEAKE (Albany): It is my inten-
tion to support the second reading of the
Hill, and at the same time to express the
opinion that this is a, necessary and useful
measure. The necessity, I take it, arises
from the fact that at the present time the
Crown can, on the one hand, recover debts
due to it only by a cumbrous process, that
is by the issue of a writ of attachment or
by information filed by the Attorney'
General in certain events; and when we
rases the fact that the Government* now
really enter into competition in com-
mercial affairs with private persons in the
community and assumne the same respon-
sibilities as individual traders, it is well to
extend the same facilities to the Crown
for the recovery of debts due to the
Crown.

MR. IuLNoworrn9 : It becomes a
monopoly, too.

Mn. LEASE: I hardly see that. Of
course, this provision is new; but I would
ask the Attorney General whether the
Crown should not also take to itself the
right or the procedure, as I may call it,

of suing in the Local Courts. Suppose,
for instance, a Government contract is
carried on in an outlying district, say at
Roebourne, and that there is a question in
dispute involving £10 or £.,or any sum
clearly within the jurisdiction of the Local
Court; then why should not the agent of
the Government in that locality have the
right to sue and recover without having
to revert to the more expensive process of
the Supreme Court 7 Seeing that the in-
dividual is given a remedy against the
Crown both in the Supreme Court and in
Local Courts, there is no reason why the
Crown should not also take the same
privilege. I throw that out as a sugges-
tion for the consideration of the Attorney
General ; and, if lie does not propose such
an amendment in Committee, I will sub-
nmit one to that effect. The principle of
the Bill wvill not, I think, give rise to
much discussion. There is one provision,
in clause 15, which I am sure will be
hailed by some members of this House
with a degree of pleasure that is unusual,
and it is that, in certain events, counsel
or solicitors shall be assigned to a de-
fendant-that is, when he defends in
formnd pauperis. That, is somewhat
novel. I do not care to say at present
what action I shall take on that provision,
when we consider it in Committee. In
clause 22 there is something novel, or
rather it sounds as a novelty, though it is
not so in reality. That clause extends the
power of the Crown beyond that which
the Crown already has; that is to say,
when an action is commenced by the
Crown, the proceeding shall operate as a
lien on the personal estate of the indi-
vidual who is sued by the Crown. As the
law at present stands, the issue of process
is to attach or seize the property of the
individual; therefore, it attaches the pro-
perty only pending the decision of the
court. I ask hoen. members not to be
frightened at the provision in clause 22.
1 would ask the Attorney General to con-
sider the enactment in sub-clause 3 of
clause 22, which says the law officer shall
grant a certificate. That ought to be
made compulsory on the law officer, as it
would appear at present to be optional
for him to grant a certificate or not. On
the production of the certificate, if it is
given, then the registrar shall take certain
action. That is hardly more than a
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matter of drafting. Another important
matter which the Attorney General re-
ferred to was the provision in clause 31,
for the security of costs in certain cases
when the Crown sues. There is a great
deal to he said in favour of that sugges-
tion, and I do not at present express dis-
sent from it. One thing we wish to avoid
is that the Crown should not be unnec es-
sarily harassed by actions which may, or
may not, be of a speculative nature, and if
a person has a bona fie claim against the
Crown, there is no doubt he will in most
cases be able to provide security for costs
when called upon to do so. Yet, even
though that clause be struck out, its loss
will not materially affect the main win-
ciple of the Bill. I will here mention an
argument which may be used against that
provision, and which is that, whereas in
actions between individuals execution can
be levied only on the goods or property of
the judgment debtor, yet the Crown ham
an extra advantage in being able not only
to seize the goods, hut to seize the body
of the debtor.

THE PsEuRn: That is not of much use.
Mn. LEALKE: Well, it operates as a

squeeze, sometimes. The Crown has that
privilege now, and this Bill provides that,
whereas the ordinary writ of execution
can be issued against the goods of a
debtor, yet in addition to that a writ for
sending the sheriff to seize the person of
the debtor may issue at the same time. I
will also point out that the provisions of
clause 36 might fairly well be limited, and
particularly do I refer to paragraph 2 of
the clause. The Attorney General will
notice that, in actions for torte, a wide
scope is given; that, in fact, persons can
sue in almost all kinds of torts. Con-
sidering that the Government employ a
large number of servants in the civil ser-
vice, and that the nature of the service
is extended to the last possible limit, it
is a question whether or pot this right
should be given to sue the Government for
alleged wrongful dismissal. As the law
stands at present, the Government cannot
be sued for the dismissal of a servant,
whether rightly or wrongly dismissed;
the Crown not being held liable for the
wrongful dismissal of a civil servant. I
do not know whether it is the intention
of the Government to extend that right;-
but if they do propose to extend it, the

Crown may fairly reckon on being pelted
with writs, and I point out that con-
tingency for the serious consideration
of the Government. I am glad to find
that the Attorney General proposes to
limit the next sub-section. Another im-
portant enactment in this Bill is in clause
37, as to the limitation of damages which
may be recovered from the Government;
and, as the Attorney General has pointed
out, it was that provision which wrecked
the Bill when it was before Parliament on
the last occasion. Here I find I am not
altogether opposed to the Government a-s
to the desirability of this provision ; and,
in fact, I am inclined to think it is an ad-
vantage, and I will explain my reason.
Having heard the arguments advanced by
my hon. friend, the member for Central
Murchison (Air. Illingworth), I will point
out that this principle is not a..new one,
for it is already recognised in that section
of the Railways Act which limits the
liability of the Commissioner of Railways,
in his corporate capacity and as a com-
mon carrier, in certain events. For in-
stance, unless the value of the goods is
declared, such as jewellery and valuable
things of that kind, the sender of the
goods by railway cannot recover for lose
of the goods more than a certain amount;
and there is a provision that a person can-
not recover for the loss or injury of a
horse to the extent of more than £20,
unless there has been a special declara-
tion as to value.

THE ATrvomy GEN'xAL: And a spe-
cial contract made.

Me. LEAKiE: Yes. I understood
the argument of the ham member (Mr.

Illingworth) was that this is a vicious
principle introduced into the Hill; and
I nify say that I amn criticising this Bill
rather with a view to assisting the House
than to raise objections or cause trouble.
The limitation which is placed on the
carriage of certain goods affirns the
principle as, it is intended to apply now to
the liability of the Government in cases
of personal injury to persons travelling
on a Government railway ; and it is a
question for this House to consider
whether or not in ordinary circuxn-
stances the sum of £2,000 would not be
a sufficient compensation, having in view
the advantages which are provided for the
travelling public by the railway ; whether

Second reading.[ASSEMBLY.]
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that sum is not a reasonable limit to
place on the liability of the Crown in
such an event as is contemplated. We
must expect the travelling public to ae>
cept some of the risks of travelling by
railway; and when we realise the fact
that the Crown% is always considered to
be fair game to be shot at, in actions
for damages, and that as a rule the
Crown, or the Government pays some-
what more than would be paid if a pri-
vate individual were the defendant, I
think it is in the interests of the State
that this matter should be considered
,with a view to providing a. reasonable
limitation. If, for instance, a labouring
man sues the, Government for injury as
a. railway passenger, the chances are that
he will not get more than £2,000 from a
favourable jury. Indeed, I do not know
that in all the actions which have been
brought in the Supreme Court, to re-
cover compensation for injury on the
railway, any larger sum than £2,000 has
been awarded to any person as damages&
On the other hanad, supposing a. man
in a high social position, a wealthy
man in a good way of business, is injured
on the railway, it is in ;such event that the
compensation may be increased. And,
mark you, it is not to the man who really
needs the da-magres that protection is
given;- but it is to the man who ought in
other ways, such Ea by insurance, to pro-
tect himself. Therefore, if you fix the
limlit at £2,000, there will be far more
chance of justice being done to the or-
dinary impecunious individual. I do not
like the word "impecunious," and I will say
the poorer man.

Tim Conuissiosras OF RAILWAYS: The
moan of moderate means.

AIR. LEAKE: The man of moderate
mueans;- the man who really needs this
assistance. I ask hon. members to agree
with me on that point. We do not want
to make the Government a mulch cow for
those who ought to be able to protect
themselves. The rich man can avail him-
self of the advantages of insurance, and all
that sort of thing, and does avail himself
of them to a. much greater extent than the
poorer man;- therefore, you will find, on
the whole, that the, limit of £2,000 will
operate fairly; that the effect of it upon
the man of moderate means will be that
he will be more likely to get nearer the

£22,000 limit fixed in the Bill than he
would be likely to do at the present time.
That is my chief reason for a~pproving of
the clause as drafted. I throw this out
for the consideration of hon. members;
and it is not an absolutely essential part
of the Bill, which would be a good one
even though this clause were thrown out.
With these observations, I suggest to hon.
members that they should assent to the
second reading; and when we get into
Comnmittee we can, by suggesting different
points, make the Bill a really useful and
workable measure. Neither clause 37
nor clauso 31 is essential to the life of the
Bill ; and, if hon. members think fit to
throw these out, we shall still have a good
and useful enactment. It will give to the
subject of the Crown an advantage which
he does not at present possess, that of en-
Surng the trial of an action which he may
bring for any supposed wrong whichb be
may have sustained at the hands of the
Government. We know that, at the pre-
sent moment, we have to lodge petitions
of right; and we know that petitions of
right are not always answered with that
rapidity whicb we are entitled to expect.
I think hon. gentlemen opposite know that
they have some in hand now, which they
have had for some six weeks or two months
wit hout answering. But there is no, ques-
tion of petitions of right under this Bill.
The subject may go to tho court and
practically present his petition to the
court; and, very fairly, that petition is to
he heard and inquired into. So I shall
support the second rending of the Bill.

MA. EWING (Swan): Taking the whole
measure, it is really ab good one. But
clause 31, to which attention has been
drauwn, is one in which a new lprinciple is
adopted, and one which, I submit, the
House should be slow fb approve. Clause
31 provides that when a person is an un-
certificated bankrupt, or has arranged with
his creditors, or is -a person without fixed
domicile in this colony, he shall give
security for c osts. So far, that is good,
and I think it is fai r and reasonable;- but,
when the Bill goes on to say that
if a& man who- is bringing an action
against the Government happens to be
a poor man, the Commissioner of Rail-
ways or the law officers of the Gorvern-
ment can make an affidavit that the
claimant has not sufficient means to pay
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the costs if he loses--a privilege which
is not extended to any private individual
when defending a civil action-

Tus CoMms.sioXna oF RAILWAYS: It
ought to be.

AIR. EWING: Perhaps it ought to be;
and if it were extended to everybody,
perhaps it might receive approval ; but
why should a man, simply because he
happens to be a, poor man, be debarred
of his right of suing the Covernmentl
I do not think the law officers of the
Crown, where they can win a, case, are
always very scrupulous as to how they
win it. They win it if they can, and
they take every possible legal and tech-
nical advantage in order to do so. If this
clause be adopted, the first thing that
will be done when a man brings an action
against the Commissioner of Railways or
any other Minister will be to apply to
have security for costs fixed. The
amount of that security, in ordinary
course, would be between £160 and
£200, or thereabout. The man bring-
ing the action, would be required to pay
the money into court, or to find bonds-
men for the amount; and there are
hundreds of cases, I submit, in which it
would he impossible for such suitors to
do this; the consequence being that poor
suitors would be absolutely shut out
frcm their remedy. It is really making
one 1a~v for the rich and one for the -poor,
which should not be done. If I bould
make a person who brought an action
against me give security for costs, I
should say that what is good for me and
other private individuals is good for the
Government ; but I do submit that there
should be no distinction made between
the Government, and private persons, and
that, if the Government ask for this pri-
vilege to be extended to them, they
should at the Same time extend that
privilege to everybody. There is an-
other clause which seems to me to. be
very unfair. I agee withb the member
for Albany (Mr. Leake) that clause 37 is,
to a certain extent, reasonable; for I
think that in the case of personal injury,
Such as might be received in a railway
accident, the compensation should be
limited, say to the am~ount suggested in
the Bill. But the Bill goes further than
that-and the member for Albany did
not touch on this phase of the question

-it extends to breaches of contract to
carry g oods. I submit that if the Com-
missioner of Railways agrees to carry
goods for so much per ton, and the value
of those goods is over £2,000, and if the
Commissioner loses the goods-

THE ATTORNYr GENERAL: The clause
does not apply to such cases. It applies
only to personal injuriesa

Ma. EWING (having read the clause):
Yes, I think now, with the Attorney-
General, that this clause would not ex-
tend as far as I first thought.

Ma. MORAN : It means breach of con-
tract to carry the person.

MR, EWING: I thought it was more
comprehensive than that; but I think
that this is quite reasonable.

Mu. LEAKn: It says "or otherwise."
Mla. EWING: Yes; those words "or

otherwise" might be struck out, when in
Committee. I do not think, in regard to
the subject-matter of this clause, that the
Crown should be given an advantage
which a private individual does not en-
joy.

'Thi PREMIER (Right Rfon. Sir J. Fur-
rest): I a glad this Bill meets with
favour from hon. members. It is, I be-
lieve, more liberal than the law in Eng-
lead, because it gives a remedy atgainst the
Crown for "torts," whereas in England no
such remedy lies. It has been said that
the Crown should be in exactly the same
position as private individuals. Well, in
a matter of this sort, I do not think that
the fact that one happens to be a Minis-
ter of the Crown Should in any way in-
fluence one's opinion on his point, be-
cause other persons may be in the same
position at any time; therefore the
opinion I give is not in any way influ-
enced, I hope, by the position which I tem-
porarily occupy. I think that the Crown
is not in the Same position, and should
not be in the same position, as a private
individual in regard to these matters; be-
cause the Crown, though a very high-
sounding title, means, after all, the
people of the country. Actions brought
against the Crown are actions brought
against the people of this colony; and, if
the Crown loses, the people of this colony
have to pay. That being the case, I
think it is but right and proper that the
people of the colony should protect them-
selves, to a reasonable extent, against
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being muleted in heavy damages-in fact,
damages which might be ruinous to an
individual defendant. That is whatinight
happen; and I only wonder that, in these
free colonies of Australia, some of the
Governments have not been half-ruined
by processes in the law courts. I believe
some of them have been very seriously
injured, and that hundreds of thousands
of pounds have been paid away in
damages, whereas, if the defendant had
been aprivate individual, not the one bund-
redth part of such sumis would have been
awarded. That being so, I think every-
one will admit that the Crown, the Gov-
ernment of a country, upon going into
court, has a worse chance than a private
individual. It is the same when a, public
company is the defendant; and it is gene-
rally Said, of both the Government and
public companies, that they have neither
a soul to save nor a body to be kicked.
No one seems to care a bit about them;
and there is no doubt that they, as a rule,
come off much worse than private indi-
viduals do, in defending claims for corn
pensation. Take the case of the Crown,
the Government, the people of this
colony, and look at the position they are
in-a position, I venture to say, in which
the Government of the United Kingdom
are not placed-in regard to many mat-
ters. We run railways, telegraphs, and
postal services; we lease lands, we lease
gold mines, and we administer the Lands
and the Mines Acts of the colony.

AIR. ILLIXOWORTrH: YOU are the great
monopolists.

THP PREMIER: All those things Are
not done in Englnd-only a few of them,
As for the mines and the lands there, I
suppose there is an administration ; but
it is an administration on very certain
and well-known lines-an administration
of property that is well understood and
fully known. But what is the case in this
colonyI Anyone can apply to the Mines
Department for a gold-mining lease, for
which he pays £24 if he gets 24 acres.
A surveyor is sent out to mark out the
land. Then, perhaps, a rush takes place ;
the ground ay be pegged out all round
for miles, the original applicant having
his pegs there too. The survey takes
place, and we do, not know what haponens,
for we cannot tell what is done in these
markings. The surveyor is a licensed sur-

veyor, and he marks out the land, and
sends the plans in, and upon those plans
the department acts. Then, for any little
mistake that may be alleged to have oc-
curred, the Government may be said to
be liable ; and we know of an instance in
which there was at dispute over the survey
boundaries of a lease, in which I think
about £20 has been paid to the Govern-
inent, where a claim for £30,000 was
made. That sort of thing will occur
again, and it may not be £30,000 but
£f300,000 that will be clalimed as dam-
ages, and such a claim may possibly be
allowed because it is against the Crown.
That is not a fair position in which to
place the people of this colony, as a
whole, in the administration of the Mines
Act and the Lands Act. In fact, it would
be almost better for us to give up the
whole administration of these depart-
ments than to leave the Government in a
position to be "shot at" by means of ex-
orbitant claims which have to be fought
through our Own courts, and, perhaps,
right to the Privy Council, with the pos-
sible result of a verdict for damages of mil-
lions against us. Techilical mistakes may
occur in any department, the administra-
tion of which is scattered over an irn-
mense, territory. I do not know that
there have been any serious mistakes,
but it is possible, and almost probable,
that mistakes will occur. In any casetbe
Government are forced into court, where
they have immense liability without any
qisid Pro quo. It may be that the Gov-
ernment only receive £24 for a mining
lease, and, in consequence of some techni-
cal mistake, may be muicted in con-
nection with that lease in £100,000 or
half a million as damages. Some mines
are valued at immense amounts when
they are put on the market, so that it
will be seen the liability is great. The
Government have found that they are not
safe in the administration of these de-
partments; and speaking, not as a mem-
ber of the Government, hut as a resident
in the colony, I do not look at the present
state of affairs with great satisfaction.

Ma. Thus-oworwH These claims against
the Government are not limited in the
Bill.

Tmn PREMIER: That is why we desire
Rome other system than is at present in
vogue. If a man had paid, say, £1,000
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in respect of a mining lease, or of ]and,
in an action, could recover ten times
that amount, there might be some reason
in the law; but as the law now stands
the man who pays £24 for a mining lease
may claim £30,000 damages on somne
ground or other from the Government,
while there is no reason why he should
not claim three millions. And such sumis
as these may be sued for and recovered
on some mere technical error. That is
a position the Government can not
afford to be in.

MR. ILLINOWORrH: Why not limit such
claims in the Bifl?

Din PREMIER: That is not the point
at present. I only want to tell members
the position of the colony in this respect
at the present time.

MR. EWING: In all your experience you
cannot point to any such case as you have
mentioned.

THE PREMIER: We have been very
fortunate.

MR EWING: In fact, such cases have
not happened.

TiiE PREMIER: They have happened.
MR. EWING: Where big verdicts have

been recovered?
Tna PREMIER: The claimants did not.

go on with the trials.
Mn. ILIJNWORTH : You can trust in the

courts.
TimE PREMIER: The case of M'Donald

cost many thousands for very little re-
ceived. That was a case of £10,000 or
£20,000 which, perhaps, the country
might be able to pay. The people of the
country as a whole stand in a most in-
secure position indeed in regard to claims
which may be made against the Mines
or Lands Department. I pointed the
danger out to the Secretary of State when
I was in London, and I think I startled
him when I told him of the immense. darn-
ages which might be claimed under the
Mines Act. He sent for his legal adviser,
and I was told that such things could not
happen, and that no judge or jury would
allow the Government to be mnuleted in
such damages. But I know the Govern-
ment stand a poor chance when they get
into court.

MR. IuaNOWORrnI: Why not put a limi-
tation in the Bill?

Tme PREMIER: We will talk about
that, and perhaps get it by-and-by. I

want to show that the people of the coun-
try oz, a whole may be muleted in
humdreds of thousands of pounds for
damages, perhaps, owing to a warden
or a surveyor not doing as he should
do. L am glad a limitation is placed
in the Bill on the darmages which
may be claimed by persons travelling on
the Government railways. The Govern-
menit in the other colonies, and English
railway companies, have had to pay large
sunms as damages for injuries, which were
no injuries at all, or of the slightest de-
scription. People's "nerves"~ are disturbed
by an accident, and they immediately go
to bed, send for a doctor, and the company
or country is imposed on and swindled.

MR. ILLINQWORTH: That game is played
out.

Tuix PREMIER: I hope it is, but our
experience teaches us that it may occur
again to-day. Some members are very
fond of calling, this a democratic country.
If it be a democratic country, why should
one man get so much more damages than
another, although both pay the same fare
on the railway? People who are well off,
and are what I may, perhaps, call without
offence the "better classes," usually take
the precaution to insure their lives, know-
ing the danger of accident. Another man
may be too poor, or have other reasons
for not following that example; and the
poor man, without limitation, would get
very little, Where the rich man who was
able to insure himself would recover in-
mftnus damages.

MR. EWING: This Hill is going to block
the poor man from bringing any action
at all, by calling upon him to give secu-
ribv for costs.

THE PREMIER: In my opinion £2,000
is too much to fix as the limit, and the
former sum of £1,000 ought to he retained
in regard to the railways, considering
the railways arc run by the State for
the, convenience of the people. Those
who travel, and who are well off, ought
to insure themselves, and there is no
reason why the State should have a great
burden placed upon it. It is a very
serious matter, I know, to injure people,
but if a man wants more security than
is offered in the Bill he ought to insure
himself, or adopt some other means of
obtaining that end. As to actions be-
tween subject and subject, I do not pre-
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tend to understand legal intricacies; but
if a man be driveu into a court of law by
another man who has nothing, it is a
on.,-sided affair. It is a case of "heads
I win, tails you lose." Persons who
bring actions should be able to pay costs
in the event of their losing, otherwise it
wvould be an unfair business altogether.
There are always people ready to have
a "shot" at any man who possesses any-
thing, especially if the persons bringing
the action know that nothing possibly
ca~i happen to themselves should they be
unsuccessful. There are always impe-
cunious lawyers to be found very willing
to take up the Case Of a man&1 who has
nothing, as aainst the man who has
something.

A AfMsuas: Pettifogging lawyers.
THs PREMIER: I do not want to call

them "Pettifogging lawyers."
Mn. TosPRn: Call them "Dodson and

Fogg.")
THE PREMIER: There are lawyers

who are willing to charge nothing in case
of defeat, and who stipulate for a big
fee, or a division of the proceeds of the
verdict, in the case of a, win. I wonder
that before now some plan has not been
devised to get aeeurity for costs in such
cuses.

Ma. A. FORREST: The lawyers are
against that.

Tnz PREMIER: At any rate there
should he some plan of preventing impe-
cunious people from attacking those who
have money to lose. These sort or suits
have been going on for the last ten years,
and no one who has. any mouey is safe
in the colony. A provision of the kind
which I have indicated cannot be put into a
Crown Suits Bill, and there may be ob-
jections to such a. proposal, which I have
not realised, but my instincts are all in
favour of security being given for costs.

MR. ILLINGWOaTE: A poor man would
have no chance then.

Tn PREMIER: A poor man has a
good chance when he sues a. man who has
a lot, because the poor man, if he loses,
canenot pay the coas.

Mn: OLD1nAM: He must have a good
case or it would not be taken into court-

THE PREMIER: The impecunious liti-
gant has a very poor case sometimes, and
wilh that poor case he can put a person
to a& great deal of trouble and expense.

For years such cases have been brought
against the Orown in this colony.

MR. Vosnm: ' What remedy do you
propose?

Tna PREMIER: I do not knqw. The
poor man ought to get somebody to back
hi'm and find him security for costs. If
lie had a good case a lawyer would take
it- up for him. The other day the Crown
was persecuted by, a man about a non-
sensical claim, to which this House had
refused to listen, and which no one with
any sense would consider.

'Ma. GEOhou: What was it?
Tim PREMIER: It was over some land

in the bush. The Government surveyor
had tried to assist this man by diverting
a road in order not to cut his property,
and then the man brought an action
against the Government for selling him
land with a bush track through it. That
litigation lasted for years, and in two or
three days' time I hope to, put. before Par-
liament the documents relating to it, in-
cluding letters from the Secretary of
State. 1 tried to keep this man out of
court, because his case was a most fri-
volous one; but he got into court, and,
fortunately, a verdict was given for the
Government. But what did the judge do?
The judge would not give the Government
costs, even after all the persecution to
which they had been subjected. The
Government do not want costs against a
poor man, but it was strange that such
an order should be made after years of
trouble and nonsense over a frivolous
case. It was a good case for those who
u~ndertook it on behalf of the poor man.

MR. Ewmo : The reason no costs were
given to the Gorvernment was that the
Government had beha~ved so badly in the
matter of the petition of right. The
judge said that distinctly.

THE PREMIER: Then I can say dis-
tinctly that I do not agree with the
judge, because the man was treated with
every consideration. His clam had been
before this House, and members would
not listen tot it; so that, not only the
Government, but the Assembly regarded
his position as untenable. As I said
before, the Government and the people
of the country are in a dangerous posi-
tiom. There need only be one or two
actions brought against the Government
in order to show the people how great
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that danger is in administering the Mines
and Lands Departments, though the apgi-
cultural lands axe, not, of cmirse, so valu-
able as those used for mining. I am
very glad this Bill has been introducci.
All who have disputes in connection 'with
contracts with the Government should
have an opportunity of testing the matter.
At the same time, speaking as a resident
of the colony, and not as a member of
this Rouse, I do, not think we hav-e suffi-
cient security against actions by imupe-
cunious persons who demand immense
sums as compensation.

Question put and passed.
Hill read a second time.

INTERPRETATION BILL.

SECOND HEADING.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. 1?.
W. Pennefather) : I move the second
reading of this Bill, the object of which
is to consolidate the present laws on the
subject, and to insert certain provisions
which are contained in the Imperial Act,
passed in 1889. In this colony we have
two Acts treating on the subject-the
OrdinanceS8, Vict. 11, a. 1, and 16, Vict.
11, a. 3. These two enactments are now
consolidated in this measure with the ad-
ditional provisions from the Imperial Act,
and bring legislation up to date so far as
the interpretation of statutes is con-
cerned. In few words, the object of the
Bill is to give statutory definition to cer-
tain words, so that in drafting future
Acts of Parliament it wvill be unnecessary
in &rtengio to, give definitions over again.
In the second part of the Bill there are
general rules of construction which may
be followed by persons who, perhaps, are
not accustomed to construe Acts of Par-
liament as lawyers are. It will be no-
ticed the words "financial year" receive
a statutory definition as meaning that
the financial year expires on the last day
of June in each year. I commend the
Bill to the consideration of the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

INEBRIATES BILL.
SECOND EADING.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather), in moving the second

reading, said: Last session, if I remem-
ber rightly, Some members expressed a
wish that a measure should be, brought
forward dealing with unfortunate people
w-ho cannot wean themselves away from
the abuse of strong drink. I do not know
whether this Bill will meet the require-
ments of those members, It is provided
tha~t the Bill Shall come into operation on
the last day of the present year. In the
third clause it is provided that the Gov-
erment may from time to time by pro-
clamation declare any place a retreat
where inebriates may be treated. Pro-
vision is made for the appointment of
Government officers, as is common to all
measures of the kind in other colonies.
There is a "voluntary" clause which en-
ables inebriates who have sufficient
strength of mind to wish themselves in-
carcerated to be committed to a retreat.
There is further a. compulsory clause en
abling friends of persons habitually ad-
dicted to drink to take steps for commit-
tal by order of a magistrate, and on the
certificate of two duly qualified medical
practitioners. Penalties are imposed on
persons who supply inebriates of a
retreat with drink. Mode of payment
for maintenance and treatment is provi-
ded for in clause 10, which gives the
Master-in-Lunacy or a magistrate power
to make such order on a higher or lower
scale.

Tax PnanrnR: Is that paid by the Gov-
ernment?

Tmz ATTORNEY GENERAL: NO; hr
the people themselves. The enforcement
of payment is provided for.

MR. SIMPsoN: Supposing a patient can-
not pay7

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If he
cannot pay, I suppose, he cannot stay.
There is the usual provision for protect-
ing persons who boa fide act under this
Bill; and there is a general clause en-
abling the Governor to frame regulations
with a view to supervision and inspection,
and as to the fees payable. It is provi-
ded that an inebriate who misconducts
himself may be punished. The last clause
properly provides that officers shall not
act in a magisterial capacity. I com-
mend this Bill to members who desire to
assist the Government in taking steps to
deal with that peculiar class of people
who cannot protect themselves.
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MR. LEASE (Albaayl: I do not rise to
oppose the Bill, but rather to seek infor-
mation from the Government on the ques-
tion of ways and means. How is it pro-
posed to administer the Bill I That is a
point on which the Attorney General is
silent. Power is given in clause 3 to de-
clare, retreats. Is it proposed *that the
Government shall build retreats, or is the
Hill only introduced on the chance of
encouraging private enterprise 7

Tan PREMIER: That is it.
Ma. LEASE: Then any philanthropic

individual who thinks he has a building
suitable for this purpose may approach
the Governor with the idea of having the
place proclaimed a retreat.

TnE PREMIER: That is it. I believe the
Women's Christian Temperance Union are
moving in the matter.

MR. LEASE: IT the Government do
not provide buildings or subsidise the
association, I am afraid the law will be a
dead letter.

THE PREMIER: The association seem to
think they can make use of the measure.

MR. LEASE: It can do no harmo to pass
the measure, and my only object was to
ask whether the Government had any dis-
tinct ideas on the subject, or were relying
on private enterprise.

MR. WOOD (WVest Perth): I am glad
the Government have brought forward
this Bill, although they do not seemnvery
serious about the matter.

THE PREMIER: It is the second time the
Government have brought such a Bill for-
ward.

MR. WOOD: There seems to be no pro-
vision in the Bill for the supply of funds.

NIa LsnsE: Or for the supply of in-
ebriates.

A. WOOfl: I move the adjournment
of the debate.

Tm SPEAKER: The hon. member ought
to have done that before he addressed the
House.

MA. WOOD: I was only speaking by
way of explanation.

MR. MORAN (East Coolgardie): Pass
the Bill, and look for ways and means
afterwards. As an admirer of private en-
terprise, I am glad to see this measure
brought forward. I do not know I should
support a proposal to go to the expense
of erecting large buildings for the pur-

Iposes of this measure. All that is wanted
is machinery to enable people to find a
channel for their charitable feelings. As
soon as this Bill becomes law, no doubt
proposals will be made to the Governor by
certain societies asking that certain build-
ings may be declared retreats which are
required. The man who can afford to go
on a lon.- extended "jamboree" may no
doubt afford to pay for his maintenance
in such a home. The people who have
taken up this matter are very enthusiastic,
and it would be a great mistake to check
their energy and ardour.

MIR. ILL1NGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison) :This Bill is based particularly
upon the South Australian Act, aind the
object of that Act was to establish certain
places or buildings under the guidance of
persons or societies who were well quali-
fied to take care of inebriates, and who,
perhaps, are better able to deal wvith sub-
jects of this character than the Govern-
maent can possibly be. When the matter
was discussed a short time ago at a meet-
ing held in Perth, presided over by Mr.
Justice Stone, it was found indispensable
to the necessary procedure that some en-
actmnent of this kind should be passed in
this colony, and consequently the member
for West Perth (Mr. Wood) proposed and
carried in this House a resolution calling
on the Government to bring in a Bill for
the purpose of establishing a retreat for
inebriates. I have to congratulate the
Government upon having brought in such
a Bill, in order that we may establish in
this colony an institution which has be-
conic necessary, and for providing a way
of establishing it if the required funds
can be obtained. In thanking the Gov-
emnent for bringing in this Dill, I do so
on behalf of the total abstinence societies
in this colony, with all of which I am con-
nected as a member-all, I may say, ex-
cept the Women's Christian Temperance
Union; so that I trust the House will pass
the Bill, and I do not think it will require
amendment in committee.

Question put and passed.
Bill i-cad a second time.

DlIVORCE AMREND3IENT AND EXCTEN-
SICKI BILL.

Introduced by AR. Ewmxo, and read a
first time.
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GOLD MINES BILL.
Introduced by the IImSTER op MIXENs,

and read a first time.

LAND) BILLL.
Introduced by the Pssmsa,

SCoinissioner of Crown Lands.
for the

PiR8r READII4O.

Tus PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir John
Forrest): In moving the first reading of
this Bill, it may be well to explain that the
measure proposes to make an alteration
in rega-rd to the boundaries of the South-
Western Division, of the colony. The boun-
daries shown in this Bill the Government
do not intend to adhere to, but, we intend
to adhere more closely to, the boundaries
ats defined in the present Act and in the
Regulations. I mention this because
sonic difficulty might occur in the case of
persons interested in lands affected by the
boundaries shown in this Bill, and such
persons might fear they would be treated
hardly. We intend to adhere to the
boundaries of the South-Western Division,
or nearly so, m~ defined in the present Act,
with some little addition to the south
coast.

Question put and passed-
Bill read a first time.

HEALTH BILL.
Introduced by the Arnon-Er GENERAL,

and read a first time.

RETURN: TiMBER CON CESSIONS.
On the motion of Ma. VoseracR, ordered

that there he laid on the table of the
House a return showing the number of
timber concessions on which rents were
unpaid up to the end of the last financial
year, together with the amounts due and
the names of the defaulting lessees.

RETURN: EXPENDITURE ON WEE-
MXONIAI. FUNCTIONS,

MRs. VOSPER moved that there be laid
on the table of the House a return showing
the full amounts spent by the various
Governments departments, during the last
two financial] years, on hospitality and
ceremonial functions, together with details
of the seine. I

Tia PREMIER: How much detail did
the hon. miember want?

MR. VOSPElI.: Only a, return in gene-
ral terms of the expense incurred at pub-
lie functions.

Tun PitnilER: ilospitaiity" was a
pretty wide term, and would include
every amount of expense incurred on any-
thing. If it were understood that only
public functions1 such au the opening if
railways, public buildings, and occasions
of that sort, were contemplated by the
motion, he would not object to such a re
turn being made.

Ma. VOSPER:; If the right hon. gen-
tleman would move, as an amendment,
to strike out the word "hospitality," lie
would accept that.

Ma. A. FORREST asked the hon. niein-
her to withdraw the motion, as being en-
tirely unnecessary. There were many
cases of hospitality of a public kind, in
which the Govermnxit had to spend a
few pounads, such as at the opening of rail[-
way lines and public buildings; and it
was not right for the lion, member to ask
that the particular expenditu~re in all such
cases should be furnished in a. return.
There was nothing in it. He presumed
the hon, member would not like a Minis-
terial party on a public occas-ion to travc!
to the goldfields, and make no provision
for entertaining anybody.

Tim PREIR: The hon. member meant
ceremonial occasions.

MR. A. FORREST: But these were
ceremonial occasions. When great works
were opened for the first time, was it ex-
pected that the Government should not
treat the people in the district, hospit-
ably? If the hon. member got a return
showing the detailed cost of this hospi-
tality, what good would it do? He igh-t
as well ask for a return showing every-
thing that had been spent by the, Govern-
ment on every kind of object.

MR. VOSPER (in reply) said he had alI-
ready met the wish, of the Prem ier by con-
senting to strike out the word "hospitai-
lity" from the motion, and that was as
far as he degired to go. It was one of
the functions of Parliament to put a
cheek on the expenditure of public money,
and aill he wanted to ascertain was what
sums had been expended on the purposes
indicated in thoi motion, namely, on cere-
menial functions. The Premier bad con-
sented practically to the terms of the mo-
tion, with the amendment suggested;-
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and he (Mr. Vesper) must refuse to meet
the further request made by the member
for West Kimberley.

Tim COMTMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) moved, as an
amendment, that the words "hospitality
and" be struck out of the motion.

Amendment put and paed, and the
motion as amended agreed to.

RETURN: BUREAU 01' AGRICULTURE,
EXPENDITURE.

On the motion of1 Ma. VosPE, Or-
dered that there be laid upon the tablE
of the House, a return showing-i, The
total gross receipts of the Bureau of Agri-
vulture from its institution up to the time
it was taken over by the Department of
Lands, 2, The receipts derived from the
inspection and fumigation or other treat-
ment of fruits, veg'etatbles, and plants of
all descriptions at the various ports of
the colony since the establishment of the
Bureau. 3, The amounts derived frout
the advertisements published in the jour-
ali of the Bureau. 4, The amounts re-

ceived during the same period for anat-
lyses performed for the public, together
with, 5, An account of the receipts
from all sources, and a. detailed return of
all the expenditure incurred.

MOTION: LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
BUILDINGS, ADDITIONS.

Turn DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
( Hon. F. H. Piesse) moved that a Select
Uotnnii tee be appointed to consider the

question of providing additions to the pre-
sent Legislative Assembly buildings, for
temporary accommodation for the use of
the Legislative Assembly. He said.
During the last session of this House,
attention was drawn to the question of
the erection of some temporary additions
to the Assembly buildings, for the purpose
of providing more accommodation for
hon. members in the refreshment-room
an-] other parts of the Rouse, and alsgo for
the better housing of the library, the
space for which seems to he quite insuffi-
cient. A suggestion was then thrown
out, and it was almost made a request by
this House, that some consideration should
be given to the subject during the recess.
I have, during the recess, had certain plane
prt-pared, and they are laid on the table
of the House, showing additions which can

be made in connection with the Assembly
buildings; but I have been told, since
those plans were laid on the table, that
what is needed more particmiarly is some
addition that should serve the purpose of
extending the library, and providing for
the accommodation of members, in away
which would be comparatively inexpen-
sive, while also serving the present require-
ments, and obviating, the necessity of'
spending large sums of money upon these
buildings. To assist me in arriving at
some conclusion, I would like the House to
appoint a Select Committee, which could

ginto the question and have plans pre-
pared, showing how the necessary acconm-
modation may be provided without great
expense. This accommodation mnay be
provided, perhaps, by adding to the pre-
sent rooms at the back of the Chamber,
or by carrying out a portion of the new
wing of the Public Offices, which can be
extended at the back of the present pre-
mis;es, and thus provide ample space for
the library and some additional rooms.
The upper portion of the new wing could
also be made use of for the purposes of
the Government departments. If this plan
were carried out, we could save unneces,-
sary expenditure which would otherwise
be incurred by carrying out one of the de-
signs that has been placed on the table of
the House. The cost of carrying out one
of those designs would be about £3,500;3
whiereas by extending a, wing of the
Public Offices, and taking down a, small
part of the present building at the back
of this Chamber, -we could carry out that
design, and provide as long as may be
necessary the additions.] accommodation

I which is desired in connectioun with this
House. A design prepared on these lines,
upon the recommendation of a Select
Committee, 'would probably meet the
wishes of hon. members, and serve all
requirements for some time to come. I am
anxious to have this Select Committee ap-
pointed, because I consider something
should be done in the recess in the way I
have indicated. I do not wish to interfere
in any way with the project which we
are all looking forward to, namnely,
the 'new Parliament Houses for this
colony; hut what I desire now is
to make such an addition to the accommo-
dation, of this House as will meet the re-
quirements in the meantime. 'The in-
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quiry and the recommendations which a
Select Committee can make wiUl go far to
provide that this extension shall be carried
out economically, and so that the portion
which is to be built will be part of the per-
nianenit building for the Public Offices of
the future.

MR. A. FORREST (West Kimberley):
Considering the condition of affairs, I
think we should not go in for more expen-
diture on these buildings. It is under-
stood that new Parlamient Houses will be
erected in the future, on the site at the
top of St. George's Terrace. [ do not
agree that this Chamber, and the build-
inge connected with it, are seriously in-
sufficient for the requirerncnts of the pre-
sent number of members. There are
many more urgent works i-equired in the
country, on which money could be ex-
pended, rather than increase these tuild-
ings. If the number of members in this
House were about to be increased, there
would be a, reasonable necessity for some
further increase in the accommodation;
but with the present number of members,
we carn get on well.enough for some time
longer, without spending more money on
these buildings. It is also on the cards
that the Goverinment may p~urchatse the
adjoining Town Hall; and, if they do so,
it will provide so much additional accomn-
modation for any purpose that may be re-
quired. As to spending £3,500 in adding
to this building, we may as well chuck the
money into the river. I hope the Govern-
nmat are not going to consent to the ap-
pointmnent of a Select Committee; for I
think we should be satisfied with this
Chamber and its conveniences until we ame
in a position to build proper Parliament
Houses on the top of St. George's Terrace.

MRt. SIMPSON (Geraldton): I do not
in the least agree with the hon. memiber
who has just spoken. I cannot agree that
the accommodation of this Chamber is
suffiient: and althouah, personally, I
may not feel some of the inconveniences
which other members do, yet I know from
the remarks made by members represent-
ig country districts, that the facilities of

this Chamber are very inadequate for
their requirements. I do not think the
memher for West Kimberley (Mr. A. For-
rest) has much occasion to uise this
Chamber in the day time, as some country
members have. With regard to the

library attached to this Charmber, I say it
is an absolute stigma on the Legislative
Assembly to have a library so inadequate,
ansi so badly housed. Not that I imagine
our library should largely consist of bricks
arid miortar ; but, att the same time, better
accomnnodation is required for housing
the boocks which. members use for the pur-
pose of reference and information. With
regard to the additional accommodation
which has been suggested, I tin not one
to argue that we should spend money on
bunuwgs that are not likely to he per-
momaent. The suggestion of the Director
of Public Works, that the matter should
be referred to a Select Comniittee, will be
likely to secure an economical arrange-
ment that will commend itself to members
generally, by extending a wving of the
Public Offices, and so providing tem-
porarily in connection with this Chamber

considerable extension of accommodation.
The new wring of the Public Offices might
well be used in that way until the pro-
jected new Hoauses; of Parliament are
built. I know we have manty public
wvorks and crying wants upon which
money could well be expended, and I
shal oppose the expending of any large
sum in the way of luxurious ccommoda-
tion in connection with this Chamber
but I think some further acconunodation
can be provided in the wvay suggested, nt
a very small expense.

Mis. KINOSMILL (Pilbarra) : As one
of the country miembers, possibly, who
has been referred to, I must sary that the
present accommodation is inadequate,
and especially in regard to the library-.
The member for West Kimberley (Mr.
A. Forrest) bases his objection to an ex-
tension on the fact that we are likely to
have new Parliament Houses erected
before long at the top of St. George's
Terrace; but, as far as I can see, the
prospect of being able to rise that new
building is not immediate, nor very near.
Indeed, the prospect of a federation of
the Australian colonies is another con-
sideration against the probability of new
Parliament Houses being built in this
colony. I, therefore, have much p~leasure
in supporting- the motion.

MR. MORAN (East Coolgairdie) : I am
inclined to disagree with the member for
West Kimberley as to not appointing a
Select Committee, for the reasons just
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stated by the member for Pilbarra.
There is a feeling amnongst members who
come a long distance that better aceom-
modation ought to be found within the
House. There is only one small room at
the back for members; and even that is
sio situated that every police-candidate
or person seekingr a Government billet
can immediately see through the window
the member he wants. Such visitors
immediately invade the sanctumn-if it
can be called a satnctum-and members
whet want to evade themn cannot get out
of their way. Members from the gold-
fields, or from the North-like the mem-
ber for Pilbu-ra. (Air. Kingsmill) and the
member for Yalgoc (Mr. Wallace), w~ho,
are quiet and retiring gentlemen, and
who love to be in and around the scene
of their work-axe strongly of opinon
that more comfort and convenience
should be provided. I hope the Select
Committee will consider the desirability
of making this Chamber and its sur-
roundingsp suitable for the next twenty
years. I have from the first been op.-
posed to the proposal for a new building.
We have seen the results of such struc-
tures in the other colonies. There were
days when the miost comfortable Cham-
ber of any of the Australias was to be
found in Western Australia. The elabo-
rate building in Adelaide, as a, debating
chamnber, is altogether inferior to the
present chamber in Western Australia.
In the Adelaide House the acoustic, pro-
perties are so bad that the members
cannot hear one another.

Mnt. SimpsoN: That is an advantage at
times.

MR. MORAN: It is an advantage,
especially during debates on the Address-
in-Reply. The chamber in Adelaide is so
bad for hearing that it has to be draped all
round. In Western Australia it is ex-
travagant to talk about a new and elabor-
ate House of Parliament. We have room
here to accommodate more members than
the colony will want for the next twenty
years. I am not in favour of a large Par-
liament House or a large number of mem-
bers; and I fail to see the utility of in-
terfering w~ith the present arrangements,
further than to provide the accommoda-
tion necessary for those members who
have to spend most of their spare time
here. Some country members have no

business to follow in the town, where
there are few amusements, and, conse-
quently, are frequently at the House. At
present, a mian cannot write a letter wvith-
out being disturbed with the stale politics
of the talking members around him. In
the writing room there are one
chair, one table, and one pot of ink,
so that a man very often has to
use the Legislative Chamber itself
for the p~urpose of writing his cor-
respondence. There is plenty of room
at the back, I believe, for the addition
of another storey to the building. There
is also room on the ground floor; and it
might-.not prove a bad arrangement to
have the refreshment room underground.

MR. GONOLLY (Dundas): I have plea-
sure in supporting the proposal for a
Select Committee. The accommodation
for the country members like myself
should be more comfortable, Further
additions arc requjred to the members'
room, and to the library, which is incap-
able of holding the many books of re-
ference required. It is a good and econo-
mical idea that wvhatever alterations are
earnied out here should be with a view
to a permanent Rouse of Parliament at
sonie future timie in St. George's Terrace.
That will obviate any chface of the
altered buildings falling into disuse when
a move may be made to some other
place.

Quesition put and passed.

TEE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
further moved-That the Select com-
mittee consist of seven members instead
of five, as provided by the Standing
Orders.

Put and passed.
A ballot havingy been taken, the follow-

ing members (in addition to the mover)
were elected: Mr. George, Mr-. Kingainill,
Mr. Leake, Mr. Simpson, Sir Jamies G.
Lee Steere, and Hon. IT. W. Venn-

Ordered that the Committee report to
the House on Tuesday, 26th July.

At 6.40 p.m. the Srnasnn left t he
chair.

At 7.40 pam. the SPEAKER resumed the
chair.
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MOTION: TICK LX EAST KDIIIERLEY,
REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS.

Ma., MO.NGER (York) moved:
That owing to the absence of any sickness

or maort~aty 'n East Kinmberley cattle, the re-
strictions now existing be removed, so that the
consumers, as well as the producers, may*
benefit by the large number of fat stock avail-
able theme.

lie said: In submitting this motion to
the House, I have to point out that
the restrictions I am desirous of seeing
removed from the cattle in East Rim.
berley district 'were imposed as a. conse-
quence of the amendment proposed in
the last session of Parliament by the
member for the Ashburton (Mr. Burt),
upon a motion m~oved by the member for
Albany (Mr. Leaks), that motion having
been intended as one of censure on the
Government for their administration of
the Stock Diseases Act. The amendment
which this Rouse passed on that occasion
was one of the most drastic in its nature
that could possibly be framed, for it totally
prohibited the importing of cattle from
the Northern Territoiy of Queensland,
and prohibited the removal of cattle from
the East Kimberley district to the
southern markets of this colony. A fur-
ther amendment was moved and carried
by the member for the Gascoyne (Mr.
Rubble), to the effect that the service of
somne relinble tick expert should be ob-
tained by the Government, and that he
should be sent to East EKimberley to in-
spect and report as to the existence of
tick there. The result has been that the
Government did secure the services of
Mr. Hancock, an expert from Queensland;
that he was sent to East Kimberley, and
he has recently, reported upon the cattle
he saw there. To that report I will refer
later, but I may remark now that the
amendment (Mr. Hurts), which was
adopted by this House last session, has
had the effect that since December last
the settlers in the East Kimberlecy dis-
trict have been unable to send any cattle
to the southern markets or the goldfields
of this colony. I think all will admit
that this is, to say the least, a very trying
ordeal for any body of settlers to have
to go through; a-nd, if it is admitted
that the East Kimberley district em-
braces by far the finest cattle-pro-
ducing country in Western Australia,

I think all will agree that the action of
the member for the Ashiburton, in pro-
posing that drastic amendment, has been
more thnn hard in its results to those
settlers, who have risked their lives and
their mo~ney in trying to establish sta-
tions in that very remote district. I can
speak personally about East Kimnberley,
having on one occasion travelled from
Hall's Creek to Wyndhamu; and I think
it is generally admitted that there are
very few portions off Australia better
adapted for cattle-producing and cattle-
raising than is that locality. About 13
years ago the East Kimuberley dis-
trict was first stocked with about
1000 head of cattle, and to-daty there aire
close on 100,000 head in that district.
According to reports which, have been
placed before as, there are 6000 or
7000 head of cattle known to be fat in
that district, and the owners of those
cattle are prohibited from bringing them
to the southern markets. During the
years 1895, '06, and '97, something like
13,000 head of cattle were brought from
the East Kimberley district, and a ready
market was found for them at Fremantle
and on the eastern goldields. t'uring
1697, the number sent from East Rum-
berley alone amounted to nearly 51500
head; or, according to the statistics sup-
plied by the Government, very narly
one-fourth of the total number required
to meet this colony's wrants came from
East Kimberley. At the present time,
with the restriction which Parlianent
has imposed on East Kinmberley, the
settlers are unable to continue to com-
pete against other portions of Western
Australia; and for what reason?7 Simply
because it is declared that, owing to the
tick being known to exist in that dis-
trict, no cattle are allowed to come from
there. But it has been shown by all per-
sons who have visited the district tha~t
tick was known to exist there as far back.
as 1886, and we, know that during the
yearg 1895, '96, and '97, cattle were
being brought in large numbers from
East Kinmberley to Fremantle without
any bad results occurring; nor have we
any evidence before us now to show that,
while allowing cattle to again comne from
East Kim berley, the result is likely to
be any different from what it has been
in the past. In talking to some of the
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settlers in the Southern and eastern dis-
tricts of this colony, who are largely in-
terested in the dairying and cattle in-
dustry, I have gathered that they in no
wfly fear any ill result front this supposed
dreadful Scourge. They rely, to a certain
extent on the argument that nothing has
happened in the past which could justify
any fear on their part; and that owing
to the natural sturroundings about Fre-
mtantle, Perth, and the eastern districts,
the settlers are convinced that trick wvill
not live in these parts. In talking to
one large breeder of stock, who was him-
self for nmnny years a member of this
House, Mr. Barnard Clarkson (Toodyay),
I was assured by him that we have no-
thing to fear from tick, and have more
to fear from local diseases, such as. rickets
and wobbles. If the large owners of
cattle in the south-west portion of the
colony do not fear anything from tick,
why is it necessary- to prohibit East Kim-
barley from sending its Surplus cattle to
supply the wants of this big market? It
is well known that during the last few
years a settler from the East IKimberley
district brought from the, Northern Ter-
ritory of South Australia, and drove
them overland as far as the Murchison,
some 400 or .500 head if cattle, and dis-
posed of then to one of the prominent
breeders on the Murchison. These cattle
were driven through settled country, and
I do not think we have any information
to show1 that Any ill results have, been
cocasioned. They travelled through
the Northern Territory, which at the
timec was knowvn to be badly tick-
infested; they also passed through
East Kimberley district, and con-
tinued overland to the Murchison ; yet we
hear of no complaint from the Murchison
that tick exists there. Indeed, it is well
known that this miob of cattle passed
through the very worst tick-infested
country in the whole 'Northern Territory,
and also passed through this colony as far
as the Murchison. Therefore, it is only
natural to conclude that the lick fell off
these animals, and whether it is owing to
the peculiarities of the land, or what it
mar, be, I a'm unable to Say, but at all
events no sign of tick has ever been seen
on the Murchison. I will now refer
bniefly to Mr Hancock's report. I am
sorry this House is not in possession of

fuller information on the Subject. The
report, I believe, has been given by that
gentleman with every conscientious desire
to perform, as far as he can, the duty
which brought him to Western Australia.
But when we comle to read his report,
what do we find? We simply find an
account of the death of 80 head of cattle,
which were referred to in this House last
year; and all that this expert can tell us
is that they died two years ago, and that
from evidence which was placed before
hin, he is led to the conclusion that these
cattle died fromt tick fever. I may say
the evidence on this question, according,
to his report, is simply nothing better
than hearsay, for he says he was informed
that eighty head of cattle died, and that.
judging from the reports of th ,ose who saw'
Some of them die, he is led to the conclu-
sion that these cattle died from tick
fever or red-water. A rely which ap.
peared in this morning's newspaper, with
reference to that portion of the expert's
report, will be fresh in the minds of
honourable members. Mr. Durack has
sent a telegram to a man who was not in
charge, but wast a drover of the cattle to
which Mr. Hancock wakes reference; and
the reply to that telegram, wvhich is
sworn to )'efore the Resident Magistrate at
Wyndham, fairly proves that the hearsay
evidence on which Mr. Hancock bases the
whole of his report is not so accurate as
one could wish. For the benefit of the
House, I will read the telegram which
was received only yesterday:-

We started from the place of delivery,
Wave Hall. with a thousand head of cattle.
through the bushi, and the mileage of the daily
stages to Red Hill was, us follows 1-Eight,
seven, fourteen, twelve, seventeen, Six, six,
thirteen, ten, twelve thirteen, eight. ten. fi'-e,
eight. The longest distance without a drink
of water was 23 miles. I saw cattle die about
Red Hill Butts, and I thought the death was
caused by' overdriving. I sw fluff sirnot one
bullock, and examine the inside, The beast
appeared to be quite healthy. Found no
ticks. He afterwards examined two which
had just died, and he told me that lie saw
no ticks and tno symptoms of red-water: also.
that he was at a loss to account for the death.
I believe 50 would be the outside number that
cued A Red Butts The- losses were chieflrv
through rushes. At one rush alone we lost
20 odd, and I consider the cattle were shares-
fully overdriven. I have seen tailers lashed
with stockwh ips, and driven at a gallop over
rough places: and on nearly' all occasions the
cattle were rushed too quickly through water
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to allow them to get a good drink. The-
symptoms of sickness were a running from thle
nose, and a generally knocked-ap appearance,
finally giving way across the loins, then lying
down for from 12 to 36 hours. and either

dying or recovering within that time. Almost
al -were slightly sick and went off their feed,

but recovered in a few days. Tile greaterI
pert of the route is had' -watered, especiallyI
for a big mob of cattle, andl is also very stoney
and across the desert for thirty miles there* is
barely any grass&---Signed by George Hill. be'fore *me' at NVyndiain, 11th July, 1898.
(Signed) Frederick Pearce, RA.

That is entirely opposed to the statement
which was made by Mr. Hancock in his re-
port: and I say if the expert who was sent
on behalf of the Government to report on
the particular subject goes so far "rong in
one statement, it is only natural to con-
clude that the other statements contained
in his report may reasonably be treated
in the same way. Mr Hancock wxas also
asked this question: "How can you ac-
count for ticks not reappearing near Fre-
mantle since the January outbreak?1" To
th at he replies:-

I can only attribute it to the agency of
cattle placed in the infected paddock f or short
periods only, awaiting dlaughter, acting as
living trp fnr ticks which were destroyed
by the salting of the hides.
I think that in itself is very conclusive
evidence that, if the htides in the fututre
are treated its hides have been treated in
the past, there wvill he little probability
of the tick peat invading this south-
western j)ortiofl of the colony.

Ma. LEAKS: That is when they are
salted.

AIR. MONGER : I think it is necessary
to salt all] hide&.

Ma. LEAnsE: Not till you take thiem off
the beast, though.

Mat. MONGER: Theire are manny other
matters in connection with the report
which I think require further evidence and
further remtarks from that gentleman, be-
fore this House can agree entirely to
what he says. There is no doubt his re-
commendation for inoculation is a. remark-
ably good one, and one which before long
will be carried out throughout the whole
of Australia, In a, co-py of the A Plsral-
asian newspaper-I think the last issue
-there were remarks made on this ques-
tivn as follow : -

That inoculation will render cattle immune to
the disease we may regard as proven by the
experiments that have been carried nut in

Queensland. As we have no country between
us and Queensland in which the cold of winter
is sufficiently severe to destroy the vitality of
the tick eggs, we may fairly anticipate that
it is merely a question of time whien the pest
will extend from the Gulf of Casrpentaria to
Bass's Strait. It is evident, then, that our
hopes most rest upon inoculation, by means
of wrhich, if the insect pest cannot be stayed,
there is every prospect that the accompanying-
fever will be avoided.

If that is the opinion of one of the greatest
I authorities in Australia on the subject of

cattle, I mean the gentleman who wvrites
under the nm de plumt.e of ';BrunP" in t he
Australasian, and if we are going to have
tick in Australia, from the Gulf of Car-
pentaria to Basss Strait, it is evident that
the time is not distant whein the cattle ima-
p)orted from South Australia and from)
Victoria to this colony will be infected
with tick -therefore, if we do not get tick
from our own country at East Kimiberley,
wie are hound, ultiniately, according to
this authority, to get tick from the other
colonies. Surely when we have to face a
question like this, it is in the interests
of the people of this colony to take the
disease, if it may he so called, from our
own country in preference to importing
it from one of the neighbouring colonies.
Only the other day we saw in a telegram
from Sydney that--

At the annual meeting of thle delegates (if
the Stock Boards to-day, it was agreed, in
view of the danger of tick spreading, to
establish an experimental observation station
in the colony. There was, it was contended.
no need at present to further close the border
against Queensland cattle. It was pointed
out in support of this view that tick only
thrived where moisture and heavily grassed
country existed.

Well, though I am sorry to say it, if that
statemient is correct, I do not think there
is much chance of tick spreading to any
greatt extent in these parts, where we
have not got heavily-grassed country in
the south-western portion of our colony;
and if tick can exist and increase only in
richly-grassed country, there is one thing
certain, that we in these parts are per.
feutly safe from tick. We have heard
the cry from the gtoldfields and from
Perth and Fremantle of the high cost of
living in these localities, and I think that
if one item of living more than another
is felt seriously in these communities,
that item is the cost of meats and when
it is known that we have ait present
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sufficient fat cattle in the East Kim berley
district alone to meet the whole require-
mients of Western Austrolia. for at least
three months, surely it is in the interests
of everyone that the settlers in East
Kimuberley shall be given an opportunity
of supplying our local wants. The total
quantity of cattle sent down from the two
LKirnberleys. inst year was something like
nine thousand head, and the total quantity
imported into the colony was about
thirteen thousand, showing that the two
Kimberleys are enabled to supply in or-
dinary circiunstances nearly one-hall the
mteat requirements of Western Australia.
It has been argued in Mr. Hancock's report
that one way out of the difficulty is by the
erection of chilling works at Wyndham.
That is all very well, but when he was
asked how long it will take to erect these
werks, he said twelve months. Surely it
is not desired by this House that the East
Kimberley trade with the south-western
portion of the colony is to bc closed for
twelve months, and that in the meantime
the settlers there are to have no oppor-
tunity of supplying meat to these parts
of the colony, as would be
the case during the time these
chilling works were being erected
in the North. It has; been clearly pointed
o'ut that unless there are a greater num-
ber of cattle in the East Kimberley dis-
trict; than there are at present, the
ereetion of chilling works would be a big
expenditure to those who would have to
maintain them, for it would mean a
heavy loss to all concerned.. because, to
carry on chilling works at anything like
profit, as far a I can gather, where
chilling works and freesing works are
established-say, at Rockhamnpton, in
Queenland-something like one hundred
thousand head of cattle have to be sup-
plied for keeping them going in one year.
If we reckon that East Kimberley is only
one-third stocked1 and that there is a
probability of increasing its capabilities
to three times the present number, we
would then not be able to supply any-
thing like one hundred thousand head of
cattle in twelve months, to keep chilling
works going in the North. Apart from
that consideration, the natural surround-
ings of Wyndham practically prohibit
the carrying on of that industry with any-
thing like a profit to the prodftcers. See-

[ig that there is this difficulty in the way
of erection of chilling works at Wynd-
barn, I think it is absolutely necessary
to devise some other means; and the
only means on which up to the present
we have any reliable data is the inocula-
tion of the whole of the cattle in Western
Australia. Suppose the Government
started by ordering the inoculation of the
cattle in the South-Western. Province, it
would not mean a matter of hardship to
the settlers in those parts. There are
very few large cattle proprietors, in the
South-Western Province, and I tun in-
formed by 1Mr. Hancock and others that
the cost nf inoculation is something like
2d. per head. If these figures are cor-
rect, and if inoculation is proved so reli-
able, surely it is in the interests, of the
Government to issue instructions that all
cattle in die South-Western Province
shall, as soon as possible, be inoculated.
A gentleman from East Kimberley dis-
triot has during the past week or two
written several interesting letters on
this subject, Possibly some members
will say these letters are very interest-
ing, especially from that gentlemnan's oiwn
point of view. I should say that from
any point of view his letters amr interest-
ing, and have dealt fairly and most
reasonably with the subject. In all his
letters he simply asks that hon. members
should give this question a. perfectly un-
biassed consideration; and he puts, hut-
self entirely in the hands of this House,
recognising that this House alone has the
power to deal with a matter of so much
importance to himself and his particular
district. The report by Mr. Hancock has
been conveyed by telegraph to Queen-
land, and a very large cattle-owner in
that colony has sent at telegram over to
a gentleman who occupiers a seat in this
House. That reply telegram is to the
following effect: -

Have been sh~own Hancock's report. Pound.
who is the best authority in Australia, ridi-
cules suchi predictions without scientific data.

MaR. Snm~o's : Who is the sender of that
inessage 7 I could mne him at once.

MR. MONGER: At all events the tele-
gram has been received, and Pound is
stated to ridicule such predictions as. those
which Mr. Hancock says are likely to be
verified during the next summer. Mr.
Hancock, in the whole of his report, is

Pick Restrichom'. (12 JULY, 1898.]
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unable to state that he saw in the East
imnberley district cattle which had died

from the disease, but be tells us that
from his experience we may expect a large
mortality during the next few months.
It is a very strange thing, if we take into
consideration that tick has been known
to exist in that di strict for about 13 years,
that, as. yet, no mortality has occurred.
The only instance recorded is that we all
knew of mouths back. On the other
hand, it is cottended that Mr. Hancock's
statement is entirely erroneous. That
being the position, and if Mr. Pound
declares it is impossible for a, man to pre-
dict there is going to be mortality in the
future, it seems to me it is uninecessary
at the present time to place that amount
of confidence in Mr. Hancock's report
which, I believe, many people were in-
clined to place when they first read it.
There is another point which Mr. Han-
cock has rather overlooked. When he
was telegraphed to by the Premier, or by
the Commissioner of Crown Lands, asking
him to state the condition of the cattle
infested with tick, he did not send any re-
ply. I understand, however, that those
supposed tick-infested cattle are in
splendid condition. Surely if the
cattle are fat and fit for market,
the tick cannot be doing them
much harm. There is another point
which I almost overlooked. Mr. Han-
cock in his report on the mortality among
the Wave Hill cattle simply states one or
two of the symptoms wvhich are supposed
to have affected those cattle. I am in-
formed on the very best authority that
Mr. Pound states that when a beast is
perfectly healthy the spleen weighs from
211) to 31b., but when affected with red-
water or Texas fever, or whatever the
disease is termed, the spleen weighs from
711). to 9il,. I am further informed that
those who Saw these particular cattle after
death absolutely declare, that the spleen
was the normal size. That, I think, goes
to prove that these cattle did not die of
tick, hut must have died from being over-
driven in the manner stated in the tele-
gram I have read. I understand that
some hon. member is going to ask for
further time to be given, in order to getI
fresh evidence and to obtain further in-
formation from Mr. Hancock in connec-
tion with his report. Under these cir-

cumistances it is unnecessary for me to
takf! up longer the time of the House;
but- I hope, whien the question finally
comes on for consideration, the motion I
have brought forward to-night will be
carried, at all events, by a big majority
of the House.

MR. HARPER (Beverley) : I think the
speech in which the hon. member has
submtitted his motion emphasises the
nocessity for further information. I there-
foje beg to move that this subject matter
of thermotion be referred to a Select Comn-
111Ht ee.

MRi. A. FORREST (West Kimberley);
I have much pleasure in seconding the
amendment that this matter be referred
to a Select Committee.

MR. MORAN (East Coolgardie) : May
I ask your ruling, Mr. Speaker, ats to
whether a motion for the appointment
of at Select Committee can be, moved
before the motion of the hon. member
for York (Mr. Monger) is seconded.

TEE SPEAKER: I thought I saw sonme
honmeniber nod his head as a seconder.

MR. MORAN: I secoind the motion,
with your permission. It has not been
seconded so for.

THE SPEAKER : Do you want to
speak.

MR. MORAN: Yes.
MR. A. FORREST: There was at proposal

that the question be referred to a Select
Con: mittee.

Ma. MORAN: That cannot be done
until the former motion is seconded.

THEj SP EAKiER: There seems to be
some mnistake as to whether the motion
was seconded. The hon. member says
i, was not, and it ought tobe seconded.

Ma. MORAN (East Coolgardie): Before
the motion for the appointment of it
Select Committee is considered, it is just
as well T should say a word or two on
behalf of those "'ho "pay the piper,'
naimely, the consumers. T have no in-
terest in any cattle station.

Mn. S1mpqoy1: You belong to the cheap-
meat party.

Ma. MORAN: Yes; I belong to a
cheap-meat party, but, unfortunately,
that party is the party which has to pay
very dearly' for its nient. The result of
the extraordinary debate lasi 'session on
this subject was that the people of the
colony, and the goldflelds particulariy,
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%%ere asked to pay an extra 2d. per lb.
for their meat, besides the 30s. per head
on the cattle imported from other
colonies, in order that one of the best
districts in Western Australia may be
locked up. The effect of the motion was
to raise the price of meat to 80,000
people in Perth, Fremantle, and the g-old-
fields, for the special delectation of a
few cattle growers, to twice the price the
same meat is bought for in shops in Lon-
don. In other words, it means that if
the two Kimberleys are cut out of West-
ern Australia, the rest of the colony can-
no-, raise enough meat to fed the Fre-
mantle prisoners, let alone the people of
the colony.

-MR. A. FORREST: That is; not correct.
'Ni. MORAN: It is perfectly correct.

If you take the train from Perth to
Albany through the beautiful south-
western districts-and they are beautiful,
for fruit-growing and cereals in some
plates-you will not find a. dead hide, let
alone a live one, except at 50 miles, apart,
and thent it will be only so-me disconsowmte
poor old cow ruminating over the days
that used to be before Responsible
Government. Sonie 80,000 peoiple ore
asked to put their hands in their p6ckets
in order to support an industry in a
small part of this colony.

MR. A. Foanxsv: The duty was there
before the Kim berleys were founded.

Ma. MORAN: I know the hon. member
for West Kimberley is peculiarly disin-
terested, but I wish he would let me have
my say first. For the sake of a few
cattle growers in the Kimberley district,
people have been paying 30s. on every
beast imported from the other colonies.
The people grumbled a, bit at that, and
what did the startling revelations of last
session produce? Those neighbourly he-
ings who were living and growing rich
at the expense of the whole of Western
Australia quarrelled amiongst themselves.
The representative of West Kimberley
came into this House, and aided and
abetted and achieved the locking, up of
ths other Kimberley, which caused the
rise in the price of meat to which I have
alluded.

M&. Snwpsos-: Is that the sort of thing
which goes on upon the Government
benches?

Mu. MORAN: We know perfectly well
thjat the Opposition members are the
cheap-food people, who talk about- the
coarc of living. But if I mistake not, the
hion. member for Geraldton (Mr. Simp-
son), who is always fond of assisting the
working man, and doing everything he
can to cut down the cost of living, is one
of those who said to the people of
Perth, Fremantle, and the goldfields
that they should pay an increased price
of 2d. per lb., besides the 30s. duty, for
the sake of keeping opent one Kinaberley
and locking up the other. The ultimate
result was that the market was depleted,
and arrangements had not been made to
import cattle. to any large extent, it
was decided by a majority on one or two
occasions to keep on the duty of 30s. per
]Lead, thinking that in time the growth of
cattle in Kim berley would supply suffi-
cient for our own consumption. We aire
now told that the Kimberley districts can.
suF:ply sufficient for own own wants; but
ivhat avails that to the people of Perth,
Fremanntle, and the goldfields, when they
aire called upon to pay 10d., Is., and Is.
2d. a lb. for meat in order that the West
Kimiberley cattle and no ether cattle maty
come into this market?

Ma. A. FORREST: That is not so.
Mit. MORAN: I have made the asser-

tion before, and I mtake it now, and the
people mnay judge fromu the pages of
Hansard. East Kimberley was locked
up with the pretension of protecting the
large cattle growers of Bunbury and
Perth, which large cattle growers c-wn
about three cows each. These are the
only places where a few cattle are grown
in the southern districts.

Mit. A. EosaEs3T: You know nothing
about it.

Mu. MORAN: I am sure there is no
want of ignorance on the Treasury
benches in a great many things, and "those
who live in glass houses should not tb-ow,
stones." The only district outside Kim-
berley which can produce a. few cattle and
does produce themn, lies around Northamn,
Newcastle, and York. We have it on the
authority of the hon. member for York
Mr. Monger), who is perhaps one of the

most experienced and one of the oldest
settlers at York, and who knows the coun-
try well, and from Mr. Clarkson, one of
the largest landholders in that district,

5Nck Regirictimis: L12 JULY, 1898.]
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that they have no dread of the tick in
these arid plains during the dry seasons.
But, apart fromi that altogether, I am here
on behalf of the consumer. So far as mny
constituents are concerned, and so far as
I am personally concerned as a consumer,
I am) not prepared to protect those mnitch
cows in and around Perth and the south
western districts at the expense of 2d.,
3d., and 4d. per lb. on every lb, of ineat
eaten. Are consumers so anxious that
this part of the colony, which cannoz
wrow cattle, should ho protected, as to be
prepared to look up the part of the colony
which can produce cattlel' It would ap-
pear that consumers wer~e content not
only to pay the duty of 30s. per head, but
to pay another 30s. or £2 a head in order
to look up one of the most fertile of our
cattle districts. Every man, woman, and
child on the goldfields, according to the
Press in those districts, are paying ta
extra 2d. per lb.-and the retail butchers
say this, too-because there is an absurd
r'egulation prohibitingv cattle front asup-
posed tick-infested district. It has not
been proved that the cattle suffer there,
or, at any rate, that there is any moar-
tality from the disease except amiongst
the 80 head of cattle which died two years
ago. I believe the way in which the

cause of the death of those cattle was
discovered "'as that an inspector found a
stock-whip in use that had been made
from the hide of one of the beasts, and on
that "'hip he found traces of the tick fever
of two years before. At any rate, no
other part of the animal would be in ex-
istence when the whip was seen, except
the green hide from which the whip could
be made; and perhaps if that whip could
he cheniically analysed it might bea proved
that tick had existed two years before.
We are aked to continua this; absurd re-
gulation-tor continue locking up this
district. If it 'vat in New South Wales
there might be some sense in it. It is
now recognised that inoculation is the
most. effective mneans for preventing, if
not the spread, at any rate the evil
effects of tick. The official estimate of
the cost of inoculation here is 2d. pecr
head, so that it would cost aL man with
onlv, three cows 6d. for the inoculation
of his stock. The Government, therefore,
mig-ht insist on inoculation. Is it fair
that the consumners should suffer from

the enormous price at which meat is now
retailed in this colony, just to save the
producers from having to pay 2d. a head
for the inoculation of their cattle?1 How
long; is this state of things to be allowed
to lost ? Is there any other part of the
world where it would be allowed ait, allI
In London you can obtain meat at about
5d. or 6d. per lb., while here we pay 10d.
awl Is. at lb. for it. There is plenty of
poverty around Perth, Fremantle, K,
nowna, and Kalgoorlie;, and although the
Premier is not aware of the hard timnes
that exist, there are hard times, and
some people are not, able to afford meat
because of the heavy duties. We are a
long-suffering people on this meat ques-
tion. The agricultural members of this
House know that. I have not gone against
their interest in the past; but it is ab-
surd for themn to expect that the con-
sumners can. continue for ever paying this
enormnous price to shelter the nroducers.
It is our duty, not only to do auway with
this restriction, but also to do away with
the 30s. a, head duty on the live stock of
the other colonies:." If any legislative
means. can be brought into force to help
thle East liiniberley district, I will give
my assistance in that direction. The
Government might, perhaps, subsidise a
local line of steamers. They haive done
all they could by giving jetties, wharves,
public buildings, and police protection to
the north-west part of the colony. In-
deed, this House has been most generous
to residents in that part of the colony.
W,_ ask -you now to let us have meat

feed living price. A poor mann cannot
weed aris family on fresh meat, and yet

weaecooll y akdto continua this ab-
surd restriction to protect an industry
which has no existence. Is it a fair
thing to, ask the consumers to go to this
enurnious expense for the up-keep of a
few head of cattle? Let us, form a svndi-
cate and buy uip the few head of cattle
around this district.

THE PaXURsa: You could not do it.
MR. MORAN: I do not believe we

could, because the difficulty would be to,
*find themn, and not even the most expert
ithacktracker would be able to do that.
II suggest, however, that we should form
this syndicate mid buy up all the cattle
in the district.. As a matter of fact, the

*duty we pay would buy them all up. Let

Proposed Removal.[ASSEMBLY.)
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us buy them first and ea them after-
wards, and, then start importing " on our
own." I protest against the policy of
restriction in the name of the people of
my constituency, who are 25,000 strong
-working people who, have made
Western Australia what she is. The gold
industry of this colony has given a mar-
ket to the fruit grower and to every other
rower. At present 'ye aire starving for
the fruit which we are preventing from
coming in. I believe it is proposed to
fumigate and inoculate ever3' apple at
Albany.

Ma. VosErsl: That is on account of the
codlin mnoth.

MR. MORAN: On the goldfields they
say, "Let us have an apple, with or with-
out the codlin moth." I mafintain that
the people I represent are being unfairly
niuicted for the benefit of an industry
which has no existence-a problematical
industry which is no industry.

A MFIMRRR: What about ilunbury?
MR. MORAY: I have been all about

Bunbury, and I have never got anything
there but tinned milk.

Tic Pnxinn: There are 10,000 cattle
in the district.

AIR MORAN: They miust lie all stores
I have been all over the south-west dis-
trict, and I was at Bunhury during the
show time, and the Premier knows that T
told the people they had proved that
they could do without shows. They did
ndt exhibit anything of their own. There
was no local butter or cheese, nothing
but imported fish, although there is
plenty of fish to be caught there. if
these 10,000 head of cattle exist, we haqve
never heard of them. Even at Bridge-
town you will get nothing but tinned
fruits and tinned milk, and Bridgetown
is perhaps the garden of the south-west
district. At Bunbury you will also get
tinned fruits and tinned milk. The
local industry has no existence, although
I believe there are a few sly-grog stills
there. I would ask the members for
Perth and Fremantle and the members
for the goldfields to do their utmost to
remove this restriction, so that wye may
get meat on the goldfields at at reason-
able price. I would be p~repared to
sacrifice every other item on the tariff to
get meat on the goldfields at 4d. or5d
per lb.

MR. VosErn: What is the price of
Queensland mnti

Ma. MORAN: It is not more than 2d.
or 3d. per lb., and you could do more work
on a lb. of beef from there than on a
whole bullock of the lean and stringy
kind we have here. I have placed this
matter before the House from a consumi-
er's standpoint, and I will ask the House
to deal fairly with it. Let us not alarm
ourselves about those fewv ancient cattle
at Bunbury. I know well that no decent
respectable Queensland tick would come
within a mile of them. It is almost im-
possible not to be struck by the humiour-
ous aspects of the question. But in all
seriousness I would observe that on the
one hand we have the producers aking
a heap of money out of the consumers;
on the other hand we see the consumers
Pat to enormous expense for meat. This
high price of meat prohibits people from
lbringing their families here-the cost of
living is too dear. On the other hand
wye have the cattle growers at Kimaberley,
who cannot agree among themselves. A
few come here and endeavour to make
use of us as catspaws. I cannot say
that the resolution which was passed six
months ago was brought forward in a,
disinterested way. There may be men
in this Assembly to-day-I do not say
there are-who have benefited in a
monetary way from the passing of that
resolution. It is not honourable for
members of this House to vote for the
purpose of increasing their own returns.
I do not think that the good of the colony
was at the bottom of that resolution, nor
do I tbink if this restriction is continued
that the good of Australia will be at the
bottom of the vote given on this occasion.
When a 1,erson thinks thus, it is just as
well that he should say so. When the
resolution was moved in the House, six
months ago, I did my utmost to oppose
it. The restriction on the importation
of meat from the East Kimberley district
was made in order that the meat rinz of
Western Australia might be benefited
thereby. This is the first time I have
made this assertion, but I make it now.
We know of its existence. Butchers in
Kalgoorlie tell me that they have to buy
meat from particular persons, and that
they have to pay down X50, and if these
butchers attempt to lower the price of
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meat they are not served with cattle. I
have been told that. A butcher is asked
to put down a certain sum of money , is
is asked to enter into an agreement., and
if he endeavours to reduce the price of
meat he forfeits the money which he has
deposited. I have been trespassing too
much on the good nature of the House ;
but I say this was one of the .obs
perpetrated in this House. I said
it before, and I say so still. The very
danger which I mentioned wa~s non.
existent, ha~s not omne about. No ticks
have been found about Perth or Fre-
mantle. It was an absurd boundary line
to place between East and Wei.
Kimiberley ; there is no natural b-'trn-
dary between those two places. There
is an open highway between East and
West Kinmberley ; there is no coast track;
there is no habitable country there.

Tym PREmau: There is no good coach
track, did you say?

MR. MORAN: Let us ay then a, tick
track. It is not a fair thing to lock up
East Kimberley and leave West lumber-
ley open. At the same time there is no
natural barrier between those two places.
W~est Kimberley is tick-infested just as
machas East Kimberleyis, andwastick-
infested last yeair. The tick was there,
and is there to-day, and cattle from West
Kimiberley have been coining down here.
Did I not try to prevent this injustice
being done last session?7 Did I not bring
forward a substantive motion to have the
cattle in West Kimberley examined as
wvell as those in East Kimberley?

MR. VORpnR: Who resisted it?
MR. MORAN: The cattles owners of

West Kimberley. I objected last session
because it wvas an unfair thing- to lock up
one part of the country and not another.
When I asked "Why not examine West
Kimberley for tick," I was met with the
reply, "You want to find tick, and we do
not wvant to find them ; we do not want
to find the tick in our own cattle, but in
other mien's cattle." If we aire going to
keep up the quarantine regulations, we
must quarantine the whole lot of tick-
infested cattle or wipe away the regula,
tions altogether. I hope this session of
Parliament will see the whole question of
the meat sunp gone into, and the one
object kept before the House, that of a
cheaper meat supply. We have suffered

lon', enough; let us wipe these ab-
sur regulations away altogether. I
have spoken rather at length on
this question ;I did not intend to
speak so long. I have pursued a
persistent course ever since I have been
in this House, and have always pursued
what I thought to be an honourable
course, and if I can help the cattle
breeders I will do so; but it is not right

I to ask people to go on paying the high
price they aire now paying- for meat. I
shall go on pursuing- tbIs same course, no
matter what end it leads me to. I have
much pleasure in seconding the motion
brought before the House by the hon.
member for York (Mr. Monger).

MR. HARPER (Beverley): I move that
this matter be referred to a Select Coin-
11ittee.

Ma. A. FORREST (West Kimberley): 1
will second that amendment. I do not
intend to speak at any length on this
matter, but it appears to me that the
hon. member for East Coolgairdie (Mr.
Moran) has a brief for one part of the
country against another part.

Ms. MORAN: Is the hon. member in
order in saying that I hold a, briefI

MR. A. FORREST: I surely have &
right to ay, when an hon. member makes
such rearks as the hom. member for
East Coolgardie has, that he holds a
lbrief in the case He has never con-
suilted any nmember in reference to this
question. I have. not yet considered
which way I shall vote; I have not made
up my inind, and I shal not make it up
until I have seen the report of this Select
Committee. This is a. most important
question, and one of the most important
ever brought before Parliament. After
the report made by the gentleman whe
was sent up to East Kimberley at the
Government expense, I think we should
thoroughly consider the question. It is
very important to the colony as a whole,
to Perth, to Fremantle, and to the dis-
tricts in the south-west. The hon. mem-
ber for East Coolgardie, said that, except
in Kimberley, there was no, stock in the
colony. At the first blush one would
have thought the hon. member was
dreaming, because, if I recollect aright,
there are two and a half millions of
sheep to the north of Ceraldton. Last
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year 200,000 fat sheep came from that
part of the colony to the Perth market.

MR. MORAN: I am not talking of sheep,
but of cattle.

MR. A. FORREST: The hon. member
w-ho poses as an authority in the House
appears to me to run altogether off the
track. Instead of discussing the ques-
tion brought forward by the hon. member
for York, he commences a tirade against
rings and the price of meat. I may in-
form the hon. member for East Cool-
gardie that when the question of duty
on imported live stock comes up, I shall
be glad to help him, and then, no doubt,
ho will see that the price of meat is re-
duced by 2d. per pound.

THE PREMIER: Twopence per pound
cheaper?

Ma. A. FORREST: I amn simply quot-
ing the argument of the hon. member
for East Coolgardie, wvho says that the
price has been raised by 2d. a pound.

TaN Pasnma: Do you agree with it?
A. A. FORREST: I do not. The

hoan member for East Coolgardie says
that the price of meat has been increased
2d. per pound. I shall be very glad to
sell the lion, member beef at 2d. per
pound in the district he represents.[
will sell himn 1,000 head of cattle to-iior-
row at 2d. per pound.

MR. MORAN: What weight?
MR. A. FORREST: SO0lba There

are many reasons why the price of meat
is high down here.

MR. MORaN: Tell us a few of them.
Mn. A. FORREST: The wholesale

price of meat has not been increased 6
per cent. during the last 15 years, and
last seksion I gave the House, year by
year, the wholesale prices of beef during
those years. The hon. member for East
Coolgardie says that if the duty is taken
off meat, and cattle are brought from
East Kimberley, the price of meat will
be reduced. I hope the cattle will be
alk wed to come from East Kiniberely:
wve have no wish to keep them out. It
is not right for the hon. member to say
that people in one part of the colony are
against the people in another part. WYe
id) belong to Western Australia, and we
all require, the cattle to come in. I say
that, in the face of the report of the
gentleman who was sent up to East Kim-
berley to report as to, the existence of

tick, every care should be taken before
cattle are admitted. I only intended
formally to second the amendment, and
I should only have done so had it not
been for the remarks of the hon. mem-
ber for East Coolgardie. I will ask the
members of the Select Committee--I do
not wish to go on that Committee, and
I do not think anyone here who is in-
terested should go on that Committee-
but I will ask those gentlemen who are
appointed on that bommittee to consider
several questions. First, that the
steamers that are allowed to bring the
cattle from Kimberley to Fremantle
should not be allowed to call at any port
between Wyndhamn and Fremantle, and
that on the return voyage these vessels
should not be allowed to call at any port
between Fremantle and Wyndhamn. If
they are allowed to call, we might get
the disease into the ports of West Kim-
berley, and into the ports on the North-
West coast. These two matters should
come before the Select Committee. The
steamers should go direct, and not call
at any port going or coming. There is
another important factor in connection
with this question. Last year this
colony supplied half the meat consumed
in the colony, and the other half was im-
p)orted from the eastern colonies. We
must be sure that the steamers that
bring these cattle from the other colonies,
and which are engaged in this particular
trade between this colony and the inter-
colonial ports, should not be allowed to
bring cattle from tick-infested ports.
These are important matters tha~t will
have to be dealt with when this subject
comes before the Select Committee, and
I hope those members who are appointed
on the Committee will take note of what
I have said. The bon. member for York
(Mr. Monger), in dealing with this im-
portant Subject, I think was a little un-
fair. The gentleman who was sent to
East Kimberley, who was recommended
by the Government of Queensland and
appointed by this Government, bad no
axe to grind, or any interest in any cattle
in this country; he hardly knew any-
body; he went to the East Kimberley
district, and made his report to the best
of his ability. It is a, fairly worded re-
port, but I feel sorry that it should have
been found necessary to make such a re-
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port. The hon, member for York was
unfair in quoting from the report of this
inspector in the way he did. The whole
of this tick question arises. from the foot
that cattle were alowed to come from
the Northern Territory of South Aus-
tralia, and I say that certain people are
to, blame in, this matter. I do not think
there was any tick in Western Australi'
before those cattle were allowed to come
in. I do not wish to say a word against
cattle being allowed to comec in, but I
would like t%,, help) to bring thein
in all I can. I do not wvant to do any-
thing to hurt any portion of the colony
w1ithout first giving the matter gratve con-
sideration We must remember that all
the stations between Derby and Gerald-
ton are interested in this matter. The
owners are making a living out of the
stock, and we do not want the tick to
come further south than can he helped.
There is no tick there, because catttle are
coming down continually, and they are
inspected in Fremantle, and they are
clean. If they were not clean when they
arrived in Fremantle, you may be sure
they would scion be placed in quarantine.
There is quite a numoer of peoplte on the
look-out to see if they can find tiA... The
hon. member for East Coolgatrdie (Mr.
Moran) quotes. from his last session
speeches very largely, with regard to the
action he then took. Welt, I say thtt
the action the hon. member took last
year was not the action, of a patriot with
the good of his country at heart. ie4-
cause tick was found at one place- he
said: "You must have the whlole of the
colony inspected, to see if we cannot find
tick somewhere else."

Ma. MORAN%: You would not allow it.
3MR. A. FORREST: Certainly not. I

say we have no wish to find the tick ;
but, if it is found, we will have to take
the, consequences of it; and, as for coni-
tending that the whole of the country
is to, be subjected to quarantine because
tick is found in one particular place, the
idea is irrational, and the hon. member
who proposes it is anything but a friend
to his country. The member talks
about these duties. We know that the
hon. member will talk by the hour, and
that he will make people believe almost
anything. He runs in a most extraor-
dinary fashion from one suhjeet to

another-f roi Wyndhamn to Bunbury.
He says you cannot find any clean stock
in any part of the colony ; that every-
thing is bad; that there is nothing in
the country; there is no butter; there
is no milk; there are no potatoes; the
whole of the colony is a wildernessa, and
that we are all living, on Kalgoorlie.
That is the conclusion of the whole mat-
ter, in the hon. member's opinion.

'Ma. MouHAs: We are living on
'tinned dog," most of us.

Nfa. A. FORREST: Now I do ntut think
the hon. member is quite fair. He knows
better himself. There is no man in the
Hoiuse more intelligent than the hon.
member for East Coolgardie. But he

ruLns away at a tangent, and grets on a
subject which I am certain he knows
nothing about. He toad us, in respect
of the two Jiimberleys, that you would
have to travel 150 miles to6 find one
head of stock. Well, I do not know.
And he winds up by saying he is not
the owrner of a station. It is only a pity
that the hon. member does not own one
or two of our stations. If he only had
some experience of pastoral pursuits he
would be crying, not only in this House,
but out of it, for some help to enable himi
to live in those districts.

Ma. MoA:That is what I say.
MR. A. FORREST: And, if it had not

been for the colony's growth here, there
would not be one single station-holder
alive in the North-West; and the little
bit those poor people have the hon.
member wants to take away from them.
The hon. member talks about the farm-
ers and the duty on flour; but why
should the people of the northern divi-
sion have to pay a duty on flourI Flour
ithe only thing the farmers produce:

he wants to take the little tax away.
Well, I am going- to help him to take
away the tax, so that he wifl be satisfied;-
he wvill have no more axes to grind in
thisi Parliament. lfe satys he has only
got one-the price of mecat. That is
the only one. And I will tell him a.
secret: that the increased price of meat
has nothing whatever to do with any
"fring," nor has it anything to do with
the wholesale people, or with the
growers.

Ma. RUBBLE: The motion brought
for-ward by the hon. member for York
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(Mr. Monger) in refe~reiee to the doing
akway with these restrictions in the East
lilnberley disitrict i6 one which demnands
thle seriousi consideration of every hon.
member of this House. It is a very im-
portant matter indeed, not only affect-
ing that portion of the colony, but also
affecting this market here. I happen to
le the mnember who asked this House
last session to get an expert f rom Queens-
lanit to visit East Iiiniherley and report
on this very important question. The
Government have seen fit to carry out
the wish of the House, and a gentleman
named Hancock has been sent up to re-
port. His report has been sent in, and
published in the daily papers ; and I
am very sorry indeed that it has turned
out to be of such a nature as we find it
to he. Speaking in this House al few
days ago., I said I was in hopies that Mr.
Hancock's report would be one that
would lead the House 'to repeal the re-
grulation made last session with regard
to East Kimbherley, and which is still
in force. Thie member for York read a.
tclt graitm a few minutes ago, inl Which
Mr. Pouind's name is mentioned iii cml-
nection with remaruks imade iii Mr. Han-
cock's. report. I should imagine that,
when this Government asked the Queens-
hland Government for an expert, Mr.
Pound was one of the first to be con-
sulted on that matter, Therefore, not
knowing whom, the telegram came. from.
I place very little reliance on the report.*
Mr. Hancock, in his report, said that
miortality is likely to result in the near
future. Now, sir, I should like to ask
the Government at this mo-ment, it they
have lied any laiter reports fronm East
Kimberley since Mr. Hancock left
Wyndham. It is now some three weeks
since. . I should like top ask the Govern-
ment if they have had any report from
Wyndham;- whether there has been any
more mortality in any of the cattle.
Three weeks have now elapsed, and there
has perhaps been time for some other
renorts to come down.

Ma. SnrPsoN:- Do you know something,
when you suggest a question?

MR. RUBBLE: I know nothing at all.
Mn. LEARn: He says he does not ex-

pect mortality quite so soon.
Ma. HUJBBLE: There is no doubt that

great caution will hare to be taken in

introducing cattle into this part of the
country. I was very sorry indeed to
hear the remarks which fell from the
member for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran)
when talking about the small amount of
stock at this end of the country. The
hon. member seemed to forget all about
the number of stations on the Murchi-
son, the Gascoyne, the Ashburton, and
the Roebotarne districts, and the north-
western parts of this colony. There are
thousands of head of cattle ready for
shipment; and I think it is very wrong
for a member to get up in this House
and try to make this end of the colony
look so small as lie has done. I quite
agree with the member for York that in-
oculation ought to be practised in this
colony. I think that is one of the
recommendations Mr. Ezocock has made-
in his report; and I feel certain that is
the wvay to cope with this dreadful dis-
ease. I hope that the people in thisz
palrt of the colony, as well as in the Kimi-
lerley districts, will tithe proper precau-
tions, and carry out this particular
scheme of inoculation. The hon. mern-
her for East Coolgakrdie (Mr. Moran) has
made a, great fuss about the price of
meat; and the member for West Kin-
berley (Mr. A. Forrest) has informed u.,
that he is going to vote for the stock-tax
being taken off. WVeil, I suppose all hon.
nenihers. know what amount- per polund

:0st. per hea meains. We have had it
over and over again. It is a, latter of
some ," of a penny per pound : and I can
assure you that the consumer will
not get the benefit of it, if it is
talken off, Other people will im-
port cattle into this colony, and the
profits will go into their pockets, and not
to the consumers. A great fuss has al-
ways been made about this 30s. ; but
the goldfields members, for the benefit of
whose constituents this tax is to be takeni
off, do not seem to und~rstand this ques-
tion, or the difference it is going to make
in the price of meat. '*I have very much
pleasure in supnortinu the amendmeont
for the npointment of a Select Commit-
tee to innuire into this very important
question.

MR. LEAKE: It is my intentiont to
oppose the amendment for the appoint-
ment of a, Select Committee, and for
this reason, that I think it will be in-
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finitely better that this vecry implortant
subject should be well threshed out in
the House, as it well may he, instead of
in camzera, as it were.

Mat. A. FORRST: We want more evi-
dence.

Ma., LEA4KE: We do nrot want more
evidence. One hon. member who has
spoken referred to glass houses and the
folly of throwing stones, and then pro-
ceeded with great facility to indulge himn-
self with a perfect volley of missiles;. I
do not propose to Adopt that course;: nor
shall I make any serious personal state-
mnents to the effect that any member of
this House is actuated by any intention to
put money into his own pocket; nor, in.
deed, do I desire to say anything that will
run down the country. The mnotion be-
fore the House is prompted, no doubt, by
the result of the debate last session, w hen,
in the interests of the Government, A,
proposal was made that no cattle
should be removed from East Kiinberley
until that district -should he declared hy
the Chief Inspector of Stock to be free
from tick, or till Parliament war. again
consulted. That was a little rod that was
put in pickle by a Government sup-
porter; and now of course we find that it
is used, As I thought it would he, to flog
the Government with. However, the
motion which we have now to consider
asks the House to affirmi this proposition:
that, owinar to the absence of Any' Rich-
ness. or mortality in East Kimnberley of
late, the restrictions which were pieced
upon the district last session should now
be removed. I ask the House to con-
aider whether the hon. gentleman who
Moved the motion has satisfied the RFouse
that there wats an absence of sickness or
mortality amongst the Est Kimberley
cattle?

MR. CoNNoa:- You cannot bring Any
evidence to prove there is any.

Mn, LEA KY: Well, I am arguingf from
the text which the Government put before
us.

Ma. MORAN: That does not state there
is any.

Ma. LEAKE: I can only argue from
the facts that are before us:, and we
must not shut out eyes to this, that it
was considered of sufficient importance
to the aidministration to import an expert
from Quepnglfrad, who was; specially se-

lecd, -apparently by people who under-
stood the subject, in the other colony.
That gentlemn was sent here ; not a
word has been said or suggested either
against his ability or his integrity; and,
in the discharge of his duty, and with a
due sense of the responsibility which
rested upon him, he went to the Kimber-
Iey districts, made what was apparently a
thorough and searching examination, and
lae now submitted to the Admiinistration
has ,report. And what is that report? Can
it lie Paid for a nmoment that it affirms
the absence of sickness or martality
amiongst those cattle?

MR. MONGERa: It does do that.
MR. LEAKE: Then I must have car-

ried in my mind quite a false impression
fromn wha~t I read in the newspapers a few
days ago. I have not the report before
in, but what I saw particularly was that
the East Kimberley district was "hope-
lessly ticked up."

Mn. Moxosai: 'Yes, Mr. Hancock did
us-e that expression.

Ma. LEAKE:- And he -said there was
evidence of the presence of disease in the
form' of tick fever, which fever is supposed
to be of at devastating, character. What
the expe-rt tells us is that the disease only
requires developing during the next few
months of anticipated warm weather.

Ma. MONGEa: What about the warm
weather of last year?

MR. HooLET: There were only five last
yecar.

Mn.t LEAKE: Mr. Hancock said the
cases hie mentioned had only occurred re-
cently.

Ma. MoR&AN: He said that cattle had
die~d from it two years. ago.

MR. LEARE: What be said was that
the morst virulent cases only appeared ter
have Come in lately.

Mu. MIORAN: He said thatt cattle died
two years ago.

MR. LEAKE: I Am not arguing from
personal knowledge, but merely from what
I am told by the person who is supposed
to understand his business, and of whom I
have not heard anything adverse said.
That is hil report. We know that diseases
of this hind in a variety of instances
require time to develop, and such pests as
these are not acelimatized in a few weeks
or months. They may take years
to develop ; but wi- have the positive
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statemnt of the expert that the Eatst
Kiwouoiy district is "hopelessly ticked
up"-thiat there is the undoubted pre-
sence of this dread disease.

Ma. MoRA-aa: He does not prove it; he
says it.

MR. LEAKEe The hon. member really
wants aft experiment to be made in the
souithern districts, He wants tick-in-
Vested cattle to be brought down here with
the object of ascertaining whether or not
there is any harma in the tick fever or tick
disease. We have been told time after
time, and I have never heard it disputed,
that tick is dan gerous to all herds, and
y.et we are asked to encourage its presence
in the southern parts of the colony. The
report is most emphatic, and is moreover
fair. 'Ar. Hancock suggests remedies,
and takes a. practical view of the situstion,
There is no, necessity, he says, to maintain
the prohibition which exists against the
introduction of stock from Queensland
and the Northern Territory into Easit
Kimberley, because one district is now ats
lbaA as the other.

Mu. MRAYm: That is a lot of good to
u-, down here!

Ma. -SA RE: But there is a practical
wav of meeting the position, and he sug-

gss that the herds should be inocuilated,
and thus rendered immune. He (Mr.
Hancock) says that on no accountshould
tick-infested cattle be broug-ht to the
sou-thern districts. The hon. member for
Vort (Mr. Motizer) criticises the expert's
report as simply an account of 80 head
of cattle dying two years ago. The bon.
memaber naxssed. the report by in that airy
manner, and said that the statement was
liaed on hesirsay evidence. But so far as
these particular cattle are concerned, the
only possible evidence the expert could
have was hearsay evidence. The death
of the cattle hannened two, years ago,
which was long before Mr. Hancock caine
to the country, and he could only base his.
judgment on the result of inquiries he
made.

Ma. MORAN: But he does not record
his atuthorities at all.

MR. LEAKEr I know he does not re-
cord his authorities. But there is an-
other authority which has not been
quoted. and that is the sender of a par-
ticular telegrarn read to the House to-
night. I do not know, but possibly that

tulegraiii was from ii, party whot 15 int'r-
ested in the East Kimnberley or the
Northern Territory herds.

AR. MORAY: 'The sender quotes the
Chief Inspector of Stock.

MRt. LEAKE: But we have before
us-

MRt. MowA-.: The better way would he
for you to ask him for the authority, if
you want to find out.

Tm's Sv'stsEim : Order! Order!I
Ma. LEAKE: We have before us the

report of a gentleman who speaks from
Ipersonal observation, and I have not yet
heard it disputed that there is tick in the
East Kimberley district. The disease -s
there, and how can this, House affirm
that there is an absence of any sickness
or mortality amongst the East Kimberley
herds? I have recognised and realise the
delicacy of this subject as well as its iiii-
IMortancc'; buit in dealing with it we joust
regrard the interests of the State as para-
miii'ijt, and not the interesisA of the indi-
vidual.

MR. MORAN' : Who are thle State?
U. LEAKiE : I do not propose to

aniswer elementary propositions.
Ma. MORtAN I supose thle State LS

the cockatoo farmers and not the 80,000
consumers?

Ma. LEAKEr It may be a hardship
on individuals at the present momtent.
but iiy doing what is proposed we shiall
extend the disatdvantages and risks f o
other individuals. So far as I under-
stand, East Kimberley is not the only
1Ctt'rtl-n1illL'- dii-.rict in the coIany.

Ma. MoR:AN:- Where are the other
cattle districts?

aR. 'LEAKEr I will niention one or
two, or perhaps, three.

Ma. MoRa.y: Let us have them.
Ma. Leake: I may mention WVest

Kimberley.
Ma. MottAx: That is full of tick.
MR. A.. FORREST : That is not true.
Ma. LEAiKE: Then I mnaw mention the

IbeGrey, the Murchison, and, though in
this perhaps I shall not be supported by
the member for East Coolgatrdie, the
southern districts of the colony.

Mg. MORAN: There are some ancient
cows there, but I suppose they must be
kept up at all costs.

MR. LEAKEr If the tick gets into
West Kimberley it will undouhtedly do
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a g reat deal of harm. To allow the dis-
ease to spread further south would
be easier, perhaps, than to allow it to
spread fromi East to West K imberley.
Cousidering all circumstances, the proper
thing is to do the minimum amount of
harm possible. We must not forget that
the result of the introduction or spread
of the tick in East Kiimberley was the
disregard of the existing. law three or
four years ago. Had the quarantine
regulations been strictly observed and
cattle prohibited fromu the Northern Ter-
ritory, and I believe Wave Hill, the
chances are that we should not have had
the present trouble. If I understand the
expert's. report, the maintenance of exist-
tug regulations does not spell ruin to
anybody. A praetical suggestion made
is that the owners of Kimberley stock
should inoculate against the disease, and
further that freezing works might well
be established.

MR. CoNmon: How many years would
it take to establish freezing works?

MR. LEM(E: Members were told byv
the hon. inonilier for York that freezing
works were not warranted, lbecatuse the
supply of cattle was insufficient. I have
always understood that the supply of
cattle in that district was Absolutely or
practically unlimited, and I cannot see
how the argument earin he used in favour
of the motion.

Ma. MORAN : The present consuimp-
tion would not warrant freezing works.

Ma. LEAKE: That argument will
cut both ways, because if the fact be as
stated, the damage done cannot be so
serious, or the trade so great, as to war-
rant a, reckless disregard of conse-
quences.

Mn. MoRnm: Reckless disrmegard of
the people.

MR. LEAKE: It is suggested that
inoculatioin should be applied to the
southern herds in order to meet the in-
road of the pest. It would naturally be
thought that the remedy should be ap-
plied first of all on the spot where the
disease is rampant, and that it is in East
Kimberley the herds should be inocu-
lated. There would then perhaps be a
dotble remedy : but it is idle talking
shout throwing the responsibility on the
soutnern farmers, when the offenders in
the north are let off scot free.

MR. MoRA s: What has that to do
with the price of meat?

MR. LEAKiE: I do not propose to
deal with the question of the price of
ateat. I should have been much struck
with the value of the arguments of the
member for East Coolgrardie if he had
been advocating the abolition of the
mecat duties, because so far as those argu-
ments apply, to that phase of the matter
I am entirely in accoird with him.

MR. Moacs% : This matter affects the
price of meat too.

MR. LEAXE: But the hon. member
sought to apply his arguments in respect
to the motio before the House.

MR. MORAN: Quite true.
MR. LEAKE: And it seems to mie

he failed in his object.
MR. MORAN: The price of meat is

again up 2d. per pound.
Tim PRmiSSER: Not in Perth.
MR. MORAN: Rlead the goldfields

newspapers.
THE PREMIER: There has been no, in-

crease in the price of meat in Perth
since last year.

MR. LEA.KE : We could mneet the
di ,fficulty of the high price best by strik-
ing off the food duties, but I am afraid
the member for East Coolgardie and I
will not be found on the sa-me side of
the House when we come to discuss that
question later on. Whatt is the use Of
taking an expert's advice, if we do not
follow it in the absence of proof to the
contrary? I ha~ve listened very atten-
tively to the debate this evening, and I
have not been impressed by ainy argu-
mnents against that report. The gentle-
man's ability was not attacked, nor wais
his integrity, nor were his recomnmenda-
tions, nor the result of his investigations.

MR, MORAN: Oh, yes.
MR. LEAKE: You attacked the fringe

of them, but you carefully avoided that
portion of his report which established
the presence of sickness and mortality.

Ma. MoNaER: The expert spoke of mor-
taility in 80 head of cattle two years ago,
but no sickness is mentioned in his re-
port.

Mn. LEAKE: He said there was red-
water, and that is, I believe, tick fever.
He examined certain beasts, with the re-
sult that he detectet the presence of
those maicro-organisms in the aniinala'
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blood which led him from his prior
experience to believe that, under ordinary
existing circumtstances, the disease would
undoubtedly develop in the herds of
E ast imberley. To my mind, and [
sIay it after consideration and without any
feeling ait all in this matter, no justilica-
tion has been advanced for the removal
of these restrictions; and I for one will
not flout the opinions of ani expert, par-
ticularly when such opinions airc ex-
pressed so methodically, so concisely, and
so clearly as in this report, unless there
is abundant evidence and reasonable
lproof that that expert is wrong. We are
bound to support the Government in the
action which they have taken with regard
to the inquiries they have made, and un-
less some other expert's advice is given
which is equal to or better than that we
now have, there is naothing to justify us
in supporting the motion, or in refer-
ring the mnatter to a. Select Continittetc.
What end shall we gain by doing so? It
is admitted on all hands that, we have no
properly qualified expert in the colony
except the gentleman whose report we
have. It is trute we have an expression
of uopinion from a gentleman of high agri-
cultural standing, Mr. Barnard Cla rkson;
but when we come to consider that he
represents one of the southern districts
(Toodyay), and that he is one of the sup-
porters of this motion, I do not think
his opinion cant honestly and fairly be
set up against the opinion of Mr.
Hancock.
Ma. 'MORAN. Do you want to keep the

tick outl
Ma. LEA KB: I am only using your

arguments. to show how utterly fallacious
and empty they are; not really in sup-
port of my contention, hut rather to
break down-

MR. MORAN: What is your contention,
anyhow?
MR. LEAKE: That -we should prevent

the introduction of a devastating disease
into a clean district. I amn not going to
be led away fromn my suoject. hr idle intet-
jections. We may not have a many
cattle in the southern districts as there
are in the imberley district, but there
iN a. sufficiently established vested interest
in the herds; in the southern districts to
prev'ent our- allowving them to be injured.

MuR. MORAN: What rot!

M. LEAKE: Your expressions and in-
terjections are so unparliamientary that
I cannot take any notice of them.

MRt. M~ORAN: They are very effective,
all the same.

Mu., LEAns: A suggestion wvas muade
that if we were to reLInove the present re-

* tions, and admit stock into Yre-
inaitle, for instane% it must be

*brought by steamnsh.ps, and if these
steamships went to the other colo-
nies3 they would be quaranitined, and
probably if they brought stock back or
attempted to do so from the other
colonies, we, should have the same diffi-
culties as to quarantine obtaining here.
We cannot disregard the interests either
of our own citizens or of our neigboaurs,
and we are not doing that which is wrong
if we follow the example which has been
set by aat neighbours. They have re-
c-ognised the difficulty. They have re-
cognise the danger. We are only fol-
low-ing in their footsteps, and it is idle
for any inexperienced person, either in
or outside the House, to say that there
is no danger to be anticipated front the
possible spread of this disease..- Circuin-
stances and facts refute that. The pre-
sence of the disease is clearly proved in
EKimberley, and it is our bonden duty
in the interests cit the State, and in the
interests of the majority of our people,
to see that the disease is. not introduced
into the southern districts. I oppose the
motion to, refer this to. a Select Comi-
mnittee, and memuers will very likely as-
smne that I will vote against the original

*motion. rThat is my intention, as; at
pre~sent advised;- but I admit I approach
this subject with an open mind, ready,
at any rate, to receive impressions, and
I shall be oncly too glad if members cn
convince me that I am wrong. Biefore
they can do that they must be able to
shatter absolutely and hopelessly that
re-ort whichi will be lad on the table
from thle expert.

Mui. HOOLEY (DeGrey): I confess it
was with considerable surprise that I

Ifound that this motion before the Ho-use
was moved by the member for York (Mr.
Monger), a gentleman. who, whatever his
ability, has had no experience of live
stock. Therefore, I contend that a ny~
a~guments be uses are simply seenond-
hand, aind not worthy of credence.
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Mx. Moxona: Thank you.
11R. HOOLEY:- He is not speaking

from his experience of cattle. The mem-
ber for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran)
made various statements on this subject.
I may inform the Roruse that there are
sixteen owners between Kinmberley and
Gingin ~possessing 33,000 head of cattle.
If you take the number of cattle men-
tioned by the Premier as being in the
Danbury district, that will make a. total
of 43,000 cattle. I have not reckoned
any cattle under 500 head, but there are
thousands of cattle under 500 head.
43,000 is more than half the cattle in the
East Kimberley district. This matter
was threshed out at considerable seagsh
in this House last session, and the House,
in its wisdom, said that we should im-
port an expert from Queensland. That
has been done, ad the Queensland
Government, at the request of the Pre-
mier, sent Mr. Hancock, a man of very
high credentials. He spent several
months in the East Kiimberley district,
and we have seen his report. I asak you
as reasonable men: Can you advocate
that the quarantine there, should be
brokenl ir. Hancock suggests that the
cattle should be inoculated, Why not
adoot his suggestion? Insialso opposed
to referring this matter to a Commiittee,
because I think it would be better to
thresh it out in the House.

Mt. LOCKE (Sussex): I do not pro-
pose to speak on the question of the
cattle tick. I propose to speak to the
amendment. I think if the Rouse were
to appoint a, Select Commnittee we might
(get aL lot of informnation. I believe Mr.
Hancock ighot give its a. lot amore infor-
mation than he has done in his report. I
come fromn a district which is consider-
ably interested in this question. Before
I mnake up toy mind one way or- the other
I would like more infor-niation on the
subject. I certainly have my own
opinion about the matter at the present
tune, but I think it will be mtore satis-
factory for many of us if we have a Select
Committee, and take outside evidence. I
think there are other experts in the
colony who could give us information be-
sides Mr, Hncock, Titere is. not very
amch informatio-n in his report, except
that some cattle died two rearn aga. lie
has not said that any have died since.

He did not find that any cattle died last
summer.

MR. LEAan: But he says that tick
fever is present.

MR. LOCKE: It was present in the
early stages. Mir. Hancock did not find
any bad cases except two that died, and
there was a differeq~e of opinion, ats to
what they died front. It was evident
hie did not know. It is desirablo
that this House should take all the steps
possible to discover whether some means&
or other can be adopted for bringing meat
to this market. My opinion is that the
safest and surest Way to gain that end is
to appoint a Select Committee so as to
obtain all the information we can, aind
after that information is obtained t'o
bring, it before the House and let the ques-
tion be threshed out thenm We shall be
sitting here for some little time yet,
therefore there need be no hurry. There
is nothing to lose by waiting for a few
days or a, few week% so that this matter
maty be investigated.

MR. Srnrsoy:i Do you know of any
Select Committee which has done good?

Tnx Passosa: We do not want to
burke discussion.

MR. SIMPsoN: You want to smother it.
Ma. LOCKE: There are a number of

cattle in the district which the hon. mew-
bir for Geraldton represents, and there
airc a number of cattle in the district
which I represent ; therefore we both ought
to try and get all1 the information we can
before voting on this matter one way Or
another. It seems to me the only way to
gept this information is to have a Select
Committee appointed, and see what evi-
dence can be found, both for and against.
The report can then be brouitght liefor-
the House, a-nd we shall bie able to
decide on that report whether any means
can be adopted for gettingr this meat to
itiarket. I beg t-o support the amiend-
nient.

Mn. HOLMES (East Fremantle): I de-
sire to say that I am altogether opposed
to the amendment, that this matter be
referred to a, Select Committee. I desire
alsio to say that there is no member of this
House more concerned in this industry
than myself. The hnn mnember for
Suissex gave as his reason for supportin 'g
the amnendment-that the matter bep r1-
ferred to a Select Comimittee-that tlie
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Rouse required more information. As
far as I am concerned, I think we have
too much information, from the report
which has been given. to us by the ex-
pert appointed by this Government.

Ma., tocsx: Is that information cor-
rect?

Ma. HOLMES: If this report is not
correct, I do not see where we can go to
gyet correct information. Here we have
a gntlemami whose ability and whose
object were 'never disputed. He was
brought to this colony and sent to East
Kimberlcy to say whether tick existed
or not, and now we are asked by inter-
ested persons to say that the informa-
tion is not correct.

MR. MORNx: We Sometimes get in-
formation from other interested per-
sonfi-

Ma. HOLMES: I do not see that we
wvant more information than we have be-
fore us now. If it can be s;hown that
if the prohibition were removed the
cattle would be brought into the south-
ern districts without infesting the cattle
in the whole colony with tick, I would
support the motio~n. I recognise that
it is; impossible, on the face of the report
of the tick expert, to remove the cattle
from where they are without contami-
naiting the whole of the colony. The
object of the hen. member for York-
and I believe of every member of this
Rouse-is to cheapen the meat supply
to the consumer; and the hon. member
for Yor~k, having that object in view, is
convinced that the introduction of these
cattle from Kimberley would bring about
that object. I hope to show that if these
tick-infested cattle are introduced into
the southern parts of the colony, it would
have tbe reverse effect. I would like
also to state-and I think it will be
ap~parent that when I am talking about
meat I know what I amn talking, about-
that cheap meat is what we A hope for,
hut 1 alk afraid it will be a long timie be-
fore we shall obtain it. We have the
supply at one end of the colony and the
demand at the other. That is the cause
of the high rate at which maeat is retailed
at the present time. Hon. members
miust know that when a merchant buys,
say, 100 tons of flour at £8 per ton hew
receives; that flour, or he receives thiee
value of it from the insurance company

if the flour is covered by an insurance
policy. When a butcher buys 100 bul-
locks at £8 a head, immediately he re-
moves, those bullocks from the district
where they were depasturing they begin
to deteriorate. The fact is that when
stock axe bought in the northern parts
of the colony and are taken off good pas-
ture and herded together on the bo~ts
and brought to Fremantle and left to
depasrure on the sandhills there, and then
are taken to the goldfields and treated
likewise, all this goes to increase the
price. During the time of transit, hsaid
while hullocks, are waiting for slaugh ter.
the meat is depreciating. A bullock
weighing 8001b. in Kimberley, by the
time it has arrived here and is killed and
ready for delivery, weighs only about
6O01b.;- 2001b. of the best of that bullock
has gone. That is the principal item
which has done so much and will do so
much to increase the price of meat to the
consumer. The hon. member for East
Coolgardie argued that if the duty were
removed the price of the meat would be
reduced 2d. per lb.

Mn. MORAN.: I said that if the restric;-
tion were taken off, that would reduce the
price by 2d. per lb., and if the import
duty were taken off, that would be. an-
othet 2d. per lb., a reduction of Id. per
lb., all told.

Ma. HOLMES: When it was 'first
sought to introduce these tick-infested
cattle from the Northern Territory-
I was not a member of the House at
the time-I said that it would not have
the effect of reducing the price of meat,
but that it would spread the disease and
ultimately increase the price of meat to
the consumer. I made this statement
last year when it was said that there
was not a shadow of foundation in it.
But we find that the statement has been
borne out by facts and by the report of
the exper-t. I stated that if it was
sought to introduce these cattle, assum-
ing that these cattle came from the
Northern Territory to Kimberley, and
assuming that they had tick, it would
have the effect of increasing the price of
meat ultimately. I told the Acting
Premier this, and he gave me credit for

m akingr the best point at the deputation
which owaited on him. I said that the

Iintroduction would not have the slightest
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effect on the price of meat, but it would
have the effect of introducing tick into
East Kimberley; and if this miotion is
carried it will have the effect of intro-
ducing tick into the whole of Wes.tern
Anstralit There seems to be one way,
and only one way of cheapening Luent,
and that seems to be by the establishmient
of chilling works in the interior. '1hc
chilling works could be erected where the
meet is grown, and the cattle could bE
slaughitered, and the meat brought to
market, and then the persons interested
in the sale of this meat would get what
they bought.

Ma. CONNOR: Who would erect the
chilling works?

Ma. HOLMES: That would be a. matter
kkr after-consideration. The Government
might subsidise the erection of these
works. It will never do fOr it to go forth
that Western Australia is a., tick-infested
country from one end to the other. The
position we shall find ourselves in, if this
motion is carried and the prohibition is re-
moved, is that the whole market or
Western Australia. will be dependent onl
EnaL and West Iimberley for its meat
supply. That will be the result, be-
cause the eastern market at the lpresent
time controls the supplies fromt Kimiberley.
The settlers in, East Kimberley-and we
cannot blame them for it-get the best
price they can for their cattle. 'file only
way to check them is to keep up the
stci-mer trade with the eastern colonies.
If tick-infested cattle are taken to Fre-
mlantle, then Fremanitle will at once be-
cone a tick-infested port, and the whole
mneat supply from the eastern colonies
will be cut off, and the population (of this
coiony will have to depend for its mecat
supply on East and West Kimbherley. We
are told that there are 7,000 bullockls fit
for market in the East Kimberley district.
;Within the las-t eighbteen mionthis I have
niade two purchases of bullocks in New
South WVales from one firmn, and those pur-
chases represented 1,000 bullocks. The
7,000 bullocks in East liinilierlcv miean
about two monthis' supply for this mnarket.
itf we allow the 7,000 buttocks to be in-
troduced from East Kitobericy, they may
or miay not reduce the price; hot itimho'
dintely these bullocks are allowed to conic
to Perth and Fremantle, the suppliesfrom
the eastern colonies will be i-ut off-

We shall then have two Mionths' supply,
but the owners of those 7,000 bullocks
will have a monopoly, and nobody else
will he allowed to come in. The -posi-
tion is this: the supplies from the east-
era colonies having been shut off, ihe
colony will be dependeiit onl East and
W~est K inberley for its uiteat supply.
W\heni the 7,000 bullocks are gone1, What

shiall we do for a. further supply ? Thiat
is the question to be solved before we
take any action. The l10on. Meaiiber for
East Rimberley knows, as well as I do,
that during the last twelve months anyv
boat which has touched at South A1frica,
where the rinderpest exists, has been
prevented from loading stock in the
other colonies. Any boat which has
called at South Africa has not been al-
lowed to ship stock to this country.

HR. CoNxon: One carries stock now.
Miu. HOLMES: YeS, but when that

steamer went to Sydney to load in the
first instance, after returning fromn the
Cape, the timie for quarantine had not
exp-ired, and the abut-hiorities at Sydney
would nob allow her to load stock. If
that steamuer hals loaded stock since, it
has not brought the cattle to this colony.
If any steamer carrying stock touches at
Fremanatle, after tick-infested stock are
introduced her;, and if that steamer goes
bacGk to Sydney or any eastern port in
Australia, she will not be allowed to load
stock again during the period of quaxran-
tine. There are only certain boats
adapted for the cattle, trade, and what
are those boats to do during the three
months of quarantine? They must com)e
to Frema~ntle. One boat which took
timber to- South Africa, and afterwards
returned to the eastern colonies of As-
traliat, was not allowed to load stock there
because the time of quarantine had not
expired. If that steamer has been alt-
lowed to load stock since, it is because
the period of quatrantine has since ex-
pired. No one isi more anxious than I
ami to obtain a cheap supply orf ineat for
the population. Apart from that, the
position I take now is that I am virtually
standing in my ow-n light, because when
meat is cheap we in the trade have ain
opportunity of amflling a fair margin of
profit ; hot at the wh olesale rate we pay
for meait at the present time, we cannot

Iget mjore thain expenses 41ut of tho I rl,*.
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Those of you who are acquainted with
the trade know that the men engaged in
the butchering business have wvorked as
hard, and have attended to their busi-
ness as carefully as any men in the
country ; and bas any one of these men
in the business ade any money?

MR. SimPSON: They do not like the
game, but they stick at it.

MR. HOLMES : They axe situated like
some members of this House, for their
surroundings practically compel them to
stick at it. My object is to secure a
cheap supply of meat for this market,
and if hon. members came in contact with
the meat-consuming public of Perth and
Fremantle, as I do every day, they would
ask themselves, what can be done to bring
about a better state of thingsl I
contend that the working man earning
seven or eight shillings a day cannot con-
veniently pay the price of meat which is
charged at the present time ; and it is a.
wonder to me how some of them manage
to pay for the meat they are compelled
to buy. 11om members may say, why
not reduce the price to the consumer? 1
contend that under existing circum-
stances meat cannot be sold at a less
figure than that which is now charged.
If tick-infested cattle are introduced
here, the effect will be to give a mono-
poly of the meat trade to the eastern
colonies, and shutting off all the supplies
from the northern parts of our own
colony. I hope I make myself clear on
that point.

MR. MORAN: As clear as mud.
MR. HOLMES: We all know that the

law of supply and demand regulates the
price, and unless the port of Fremantle
is open to all parts of the eastern colo-
nies, I do not see that the introduction
of cattle from a tick-infested district, in
the north of this colony will benefit. the
people here. The only class benefited in
that case will be those particularly in-
terested in the far north. Therefore, to
do them this good, as is suggested by
running the risk of contaminating the
whole of Western Aistralia. with this
dreaded disease, you run a further risk
of cutting off the wvhole of the meat sup-
plies from other parts of Austra!ia, and
iiiaiing this market dependent entirely
on the Kimberley district, which cannot,
at its hest, produce .more than two

mionths' supply. I cannot see ny gr~lind
for opening this question again by refer-
ring it to a Select Committee.

Ma. OLDHAM (North Perth): I have
heard it said that "when thieves fall out,
honest men conie by their own." Now,
the squatters of the East and WYest Kim-
berley districts have proved the entire
falsity of that. We have one hon. gentle-
man in this House who states that he is
goaing to support the abolition of the duty
on stock, and it was promptly sug-
gested by ainother hon. member who is
in asjopposite line of business, that the
reason for doing so was that he is in-
terested in the importation of cattle from
the eastern colonies.

MR. A. FORRST: Don't be personal.
MR. OLDHAM: I heard both state-

ments made by hon. gentlemen Fitting
on that (the Government) side bf the
Rouse, and interested in this kind of
business.

MR. A. FOaRET: Speak about some-
thing you know.

MRt. OLDHAM: I am speaking about
something I have to pay for, aind I un-
derstiuu it to that extent. I do not pre-
tend to know anything about the scien-
tific treatment of cattle which are in-
fested with tick, but it appears also from
the statements of the member for East
Coolgardie (Mir. Moran), that if this re-
striction were removed it would not re-
duce the price of meat.

MR. MORANi: How do you know?7
MR. OLDHAM: Since this tick came

down here.
MRt. MORAN: It has raised the price of

meat nevertheless.
Ma. OLDHAM: So far as I aii, aware,

it has not done so. So far as the tick
will atfect cattle in the southern districts,
the member for East Fremnantle (Mr.
Holmnes) made a point by saying that if
we allow the importation of these cttbl
from the tick-infested districts in the
north, we shall shut out our meat suipply
from the eastern colonies, because they
will quarantine us ; but it struck me as
very peuliar that the hop,. member who
represents the West Kimblerley dis-
trir~

Mn. A. Fonss'r: There is no tick in
West Kim berley.

MR. OLDHAM: I am told upon good
aiithoiity, not that of an export, that
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there is tick in West imberley, any
amount of it; and if there is danger to
the southern parts of this colony of being
devastated by tick from East Kiimberley,
there is danger also of their being devas-
tated by tick from West liimberloy.
There is only one thing, that will alter
the price of meat in this colony, and that
is by abolishing the necessity of living
on imported frozen meat. The member
for East Fremantle (Mr. Holmes) stated
that we could not get cheap meat in this
country, because the demand was at one
end of the colony and the supply wit at
the other end ; but that is another fal-
lacy, for we see that the demand is at
one end of the world and the supply at
the other end, and that meat can be sold
in London at half the price as compared
with the price charged for meat iu
Western Australia. You will have to
take the duty off frozen meat in order
to break down this monopoly. There is
a rihg, ad the statement made by the
member for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran)
shows that not only have we a ring in
Perth, hut that there is a ring on the

guidields, where butchers before they are
allowed to engage in the trade are com-
pelled to deposit fifty pounds, and to sign
a document that they will not sell meat
at less than a certain price. These are
serious charges to be made, and they
demand inquiry, for they are made not
only against people who are outside this
House, hut they are also made against
hon. gentlemen who sit in this House.

MR. MORAN: I never made any such
iinnutation. The House may infer what
it likes from my statement, but I did not
impute what the hon. member now sug-
gests.

MR. OLDHAM: I understood the hon.
member to make a, statement to that
effect, but I accept his explanation. Still
I believe there is a ring, and I am satis-
fied on that point.

MR. MORAN: All right; the price of
meat is up now.

MR. OLDHAM: I fail to see that the
mnotion proporsed by the nmember for
York will reduce the price of meat one
iia, and I also fail to see the inecessitv
for covering up iniforation) that iniy lie
received. I intend to vote against both
propiosal.. lr the matter be seriouts
eivtughi, let it be threshied out where thie

Ipublic. will be seized of all the circtlm-
Istances.

MIR. BURT (Ashburton): I do not
know that the hon. member who sub-
initted the moation to which this amend-
meat has been pruposed would have done
so, or would have used the terms he did,
had he had before him the report of the
Queensland expert, Mr. Hancock, wvhen
the language of the motion was chosen.

Ma. MoNona: .The report was only a
telegram at, the time.
pMa. BURT: The motion starts out by
saying that, owing to the absence of
all sickness and mortality on, account of
the tick in East Kimberley, it is advis-
able to withdraw the restriction of qua-
rantine placed by this House on that dis-
trict last session. But it is evident there
is more ground for concern in regard to
this disease in that district now
than there was when the quarantine
was imposed, and when the matter was
discussed at the end of last year. It is
well to keep the question we are debating
free from that other question which has
been so often introduced by lion. mem-
bers, namely, the price of meat on the
goldfields and elsewhere in the colony.

MR. MORLAN: That is the point, so)
far as the people are concerned.

AIR. BURT: The member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) has not a~t all
appreciated what the House has been
talking about, nor did he when the ques-
tion was debated last session. The hon.
member seeks to take this occasion to
air his views as to a reduction in the
pniceof meat. No one will disagree with
him in saying that it is advisable, if pos-
sible, to cheapen food in every way.
What the Parliament of the country is con-
cerned about now is whether the herds
of the colony are in any real danger from
the disease wbich exists in the Kim-
berleys. If wve cannot apply a remedy
without increasing the price of meat uin-
duly, we should Ohesitate a great deal
before imposing another restriction which
would have the baneful effect of raising
the price of meat still further.

MR. MORAN: That has been the effect.
Muf. BURllT: Buit we most not let the

herds of the colony lie devastated 'by

diws-ase, simipily because the price of ineat
may lie raised by restrietions. If1 meat

- 1 unduly raised ill price by restrictians,
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it must, if possible, be lowered in sonme
other direction. There are plenty of
ways of reducing the price of meat with-
out introducing tick disease throughout
the length and breadth of Western Aus-
traia, I ant Sure the memnber for East
Ucolgardie can, see there aire other means
which could be taken to reduce the price
of mneat, should the price goet unduly
high. If he cannot see that at present,
a little consideration will show him that,
if the whole matter depended on the
supply from Kimberley, one way would
be to have chilling works established at
Kimberley either by the Government or
by people subsidised by the Government.
Then, the price of meat might be reduced
by removing the stock tax or decreasing
the import duty on frozen meat. The
House ought to guard against sacrificing
restrictions, and allowing the herds
throughout the colony to be open to
disease, simply because the price of meat
is going to be increased, and because
Parliament is too lazy to, find some means
of counteracting that result. It is imma-
terial to me that the price of meat may
be raised a penny or two, because I can
see at once ready means of getting rid
of the penny or two, and, perhaps, an-
other penny with it. It will be recol-
lected that when thisy tick disease was
reported in the Northern Territory of
South Australia. and in~ Queensland, this
Government acted as, other Governments
acted, and prohibited the introduction of
any cattle whatever into Kimberley.
Nothing was said against that action at
the time. It was granted by everyone
that it was not wise to. allow the introduc-
tion of diseased cattle into a. new country.
The quarantine regulation passed with-
ouit observation, everyone approving of
what was done, as similar action was alp-
proved in South Australia, Queensland,
and New South Wales. Then, unfortu-
nately, the regulation was relaxed. The
value of quarantining was ait once seen.
If the quarantine which was first esta-
blished in regard to the Northern Terri-
tory of South Australia, had not been
broken, we should not to-night have been
discussing this subject.6

MR. JAMES: That is the point.
Tan Patrumn: Tick was here ten yeas

MR. BURT: I niever heard of! it, We
are now getting wiser on the subject of
this disease,

Ma. MORAN: We are getting hungrier.
Ma. BUIRT:, The disease was said to be

"red water," which did no harm to the
cattle, and would not exist in one place
while it would flourish in another. We
got tumbled about in our ideas at the
time, and then an expert was called in to
tell us what the disease really was. Now
we want to examine that expert, and pick
him to pieces, by means of that know-
ledge which we lacked last year when we
imported him. I have seen that sort of
thing done before. Experts in harbour
schemes and gold-mining, for instance,
have been called in, and when we do
not agree with thorn, we call them fools,
and get somebody else. Let us keep the
question before the House free from that
of the price of meat, If we coma to the
conclusion that our determination must
increase the price of meat, staps must be
taken to bring the price to a propeor figure.
Consumers must not be unduly harassed ;
but if precautions are necessary against
tick, do not let us hesitate to take those
precautions because of the result. it
seems .nat tick was introduced into East
Kimnberley by the relaxing of the quaran-
tine regulations, and the opening of the
door a little, it being thought there were
no tick at all. When the subject was
last debated, a report fromn the Chief In-
spector of Stock (Hr. Craig) recom-.
mended the quarantining of the whole
of the district. That was objected to;
aud the recommendation. was not carried
out. I do not mean to say that those
who had charge of the business at the
time did not act with what they thought
wisdom. They hesitated, naturally, to
shut uip at whole district, hoping the in-
formation as to the disease was not true.
But it now appears that from the small
patch then infected, the disease has
,spread until, as we are told by Mr. Han-
cock, East Kim berley is "ticked up." it
is established by the gentleman whom Ire
all agreed to get here to inform us, that
tick disease exists in East Kimuberley,
an]1 that it has been fatal to certain
cattle.

ATn. MORNs: That is asserted, not esq-
talkhed.

[12 JULY, 1898.]Tick Bestrictions:
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Ia. BURlT: The lion. nicinber who
is pleading for cheap meat makes, an in.
terjection which I did not catch, hut
is probably irrelevant. 'rite mnatter of
chevap nt can lie argued on a fitting oc-
caision, and should not be mixed up with
MI1 ItusicuIIt Urill discIs'SiOnl Which affctS
districts where meat is raised in order to
feed that lion, member and his consti-
tuents. If cattle were brought into other
parts of the colony, the result might be
the spread of the disease througrh tall
agricultural districts; and then the
hon. member would have to pay
a bigger price than ever for his
meat. We all know that tick exists,
and know the danger of the disease.
Other colonies are taking precautions, as
were taken in this colony last. year, and
which we here, now propose to continue.
This is not the time to relax those pre-
cautions, except for some very good rea-
son indeed. It is suggested that a. Select
Committee should be appointed to make
further inquiries. This is an important
subject, and it distresses one to think
one may take a wrong view. In all
cases of quarantining and of measures of
prevention, some interests must be af-
fected and loss occur to~ some one. If
compensation can be given for losses
caused by proceedings taken for the pre-
vention of disease, such a course may be
considered. If a person, without any
fult on his part, has got into such a.
position that, for the protection of his
neighbours, he must be put under a ban
to his loss, it ought to be considered what
compensation, if any, should be granted.
In the case of scab amongst, flocks, there
was no hesitation in passing a law that
a sheep seen to have the disease must be
t once killed. But accompanying that

drastic measure waa a provision for conh-
pensation to the owners of the slaughtered
sheep. If, as we are told, you kilt cattle
by shutting them up just as surely as by
poleaxing, then the question of compen-
sation. to the owners; should 1)0 con-
sidlered. That is, a point I would not
leave out of consideration for aI momlent.
We must not shut our eyes altogether to
the oases of individual loss. Pe{,ple are
somletimies detaied at Atlbany in quaran-
tine, and kept from their friends and
'their 'correspondence, anid put to con-
ideralile inconveniencte and loss in order

to Protect those on shore from what
mkight be disastrous effects, We do not
hesitate to put people to this loss for the
protection of the community generally.
Once it is esta., shed that the tick is a
great danger to the country, then I wsay,
for Uod's sake, keep it in the district
Where it has been proved to exist, and
pirev'ent it from spreading to other parts.

MRI. MORAN:; We can't.
Ma. BURT: Other people think they

can. They mnake similar regulations,
aM.i if thte regulation we have enforced is

not effective, let some one suggest an-
other. I cannot subscribe to the argu-
ment that as we cannot prevent the
tick from spreading, we should let the
eatule come down here, and have cheap
mneat. I say it is our duty to protect
the herds of the colony. We are
now posing as a, country open to settle-
ment. Dairy herdsp have been imported,
land has been brought under cultivation,
butter and cream factories have been es,-
tablished. Is this a. time for the country
to say: "We don't care a rap about the
tick, so long as we have cheap meat!" If
we have the tick, we wonv't have anyth ing
else, We mast get rid of the tick if we
want to preserve our other industries,
and especially the industries I have
na-med. I would be sorry to stifle any
attempt to improve our knowledge on
the subject, but it seems to me (,hat the
application for a. Select Committeeconies
from the wrong quarter. If the motion
is carried, I think we may aissure hon.
members that a large majority of this
House will scrutinise the report of the
committee very closely, and all the ac-
tions of the committee, because the corn-
niittee maty get evidence of a, sort to suit
them, and may not, perhaps, get other
evidence which those not on the coin-
kinittee may think should have been ob-
tained. If it is intended that this
comnmittee should only obtain evidence
front Queensland, I would not vote for it
for a moment. I am not against appoint-
ing a committee; I do not feel I would
be justified in opposing it; but I must say
that the evidence which that committee

11m beor iteoe wel cane do
Ile >eal tr the ose wcll aedo
away with the existing regulation. I
thin~k it wrong. if I mlay h'e excused for.
P..vinc, o, thatt the Queoensland expert
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should he ridiculed in the way ho has
liven. This House agreed last session, on
the sugges6tionA of the Premier-, to leave
the question open for six months for the
purpose of getting an expert from Queens-
land to report on the subject. LnkSk

Government then asked the Queensland
Government to oblige us by sending usg
atit expert for that purpose. The Queens-
bind Oovernmont. did so at once without
hesitation, and I don't think it is behav-
ing well to a sister colony to ridicule the
report which that expert has prepared.
We ignoramuss sent o'ver to Queensland
for somebody to. tell us something ahout
this subject, And it ill becomes uts to ridi-
cule his report. Even if we could get
experts equally good from elsewhere, that
is no reason why we should say that the
expert sent us from Queensland is
incompetent. He is outspoken and fear-
less, And we do not always get men of
that stamp. In my experience, we have,
had nien of another sort before, and there
wasi something auspicious about their
reports. This man goes to the East Kim-
1)erlev district and says, "You have Ihe
tick as bad am bad can he." I was ver-y
sorry to see the expert's report stating
this. I was hoping we should find thtt
we were net justified in taking the action
we did last session, it appears, however,-
from Mr. Hncock's report, that we must
redouible our precautions, aind not relax
them. If the result is the increased nce
of the commodity, we must face, it fairly:
hut do not let us neglect the recom-'
mendations made by the expert. If the
amendment for a Select Committee is
nressed, I shall feel justified in gunport-
ing it. on the ground put forward by the
11on. memiber who- moved it:- but T warn
him at the samie time that if the com-
mittee, proceed by pickinz holes in the
report. Haying that soi-and-s9o is not right.
and this other is untrue, I for one will
not believe a, word of their report.

Tff PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir John
Ferrest): As there is a likelihood of ouir
eomiina to a conclusion on this question. I
desire to say a word or two about it.
There is a very gr&Lt deal in what the
member for the Ashiburton (Mr. Burt) said
with which I am in Accord. I do not takp
tho same view 'he does in regard to the
danger to be apprehended from the in-
troduction of these cattle to this part of

the colony, because I think the experience
we have gained shows that the clanger is
nlot so great as might he supposed. After
Ull, the experience 4,f persons in regard
toj the tick is; in the localities where it
triumphs, and no one has had any ex-
perience of the tick disease in a climate
such as curs. I may be met by the argu-
wnent, and fairly too, that if we have no
experience in one way, we have not very
miuch the other way ; but last session I
came to the conclusion I did on the
,ground that a large number of cattle
had come South and no evil results had oc-
curred. I should like to say at the out-
set that this is in no way a, party ques-
tion, any more than the Health Bill is a
party question. I regret to see ray two
hon. friends opposite cannot forget that
last session they thought they had in this
qutestion an opportunity or making a 2ood
Attack on the Governmnent. In fact, I
tink they hoped to be able to secure the
Trensury benches by means of it.

Ma. LEAKS : And they very nearly did.
THEs PREMIER: For the sake of argau-

inent I will admit that, The two hon.
jnuniers. opposite aire not, in my opinion,
so miuch interested in the question of the
introduction, or otherwise of tick as they
a"e in remembering that last session
they malide this quiestion the means of
attacking the Government. I ant. glad to
say, however, that we wvere able to defeat
their very good intentions.

Ma. Siirisox;: That was a long time
atgo.

Tim PREMIER : At any rate you can-
not forget it. The two hon. membersq
opposite do not, therefore, approach the
question in the spirit in which I think
i t ought to be app1)roached. I wvill go so fa r
as to say that hon. members on the Minis-
terial bench are at perfect liberty to rote
exactly as- they please, because it is not
a. party question. It is a, question
affecting the health of our stock, ivhicbi
f do not desire to be in any way considered
as a p)arty qUestion.-[Laughter from the
Opposition side of the Hous.]-If Ion.
membhers opposite were as genuine ia their
orposition to this regulation as I am in
trying to deal with the question in an im-
partial manner, it would be better for the
c'.untry and also better for the question
at issue.

Ma. LEAKE: What have we done now?
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THlE PREMIER :Nothing, except carry-
iug on a cannonade of interjections, and
somnetimnes of offensive remarks.

Ma. LEAKS: What have I said?
THE PREMIER: You have not said

much, but the member for Gerald-
ton (Air. Simpson) is always saying sonic-
thing. I cannot agree with the member
for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), when be
.says that all the cattle in the colony are
in the Kisuberleys, because in 18916 there
were 89,000 head in those two districts,
white in the North-West there were
47,000, and in the South-West from the
Ord River southward there were some
62,000. So that it is not quite correct
to say there are no cattle here, because
there are 10,000 in the Bunbury district,
there are 6,000 in Sussex, there are 3,500
in contiguous country, there are 4,500 in
another district, and at Toodyay there are
7,000. Therefore, it is not right to say
there are no cattle here. Nor can I agree
with the remark, which seems to find so
Much favour with the member for Gerald-
ton and others, that we should take very
re at pains to search the West Kimberley

district to see if there is any tick there.
MR. SIMPSON : I did not say that.
THE PREMIER : Well, you voted for

it.
Ma. SimpsRoy: Yes.
THE PREMIER: Then why don't you

stick to your guns.
MR. SimpsoN: So I will, and fire them

too.
THE PREMIER: You are continually

changing your opinions. You change as
quickly as the wind. You vote any way
you like. There is no evidence of the
ti':k in the West Kimberley district, and
I hope it will he a long time before any is
discovered there. As to the remarks of
some hon. members that there is no
notural barrier between the two Kiinber-
leys. they arc not quite accurate. There is a
road from East Kimberley to, Fitzroy and
to Hall's Creek; also one or two tracks;
hilt the Leopold Range runs from Fitzroy
right to the seaboard, with only one pass
through it. It is a great barrier, and
very mountainous country. There is very
little communication in that direction;
the only communication worth mention-
in~ is 1 that along the road to Hlall's Creek-
and to the Fitzroy Junction. There ig
at barrier, and if the tick disease does

existand it has been :tscrtaiidthat it
dues, there is no rason why it should not
be kept from East Kimblerley. I hope it
wrill lbe. I am not anxious personally to
discover these ticks, hut if they are there,
they will soon be discovered by people
travelling aout. 'The cattle have to be
shipped at Derby, and if the tick disease
doe.s exist in West Kimberley it will not
be long before it is found out. But I

alnot anxious to prove its existence. I
would like to prove that the disease is
not there at all.

MR. WILSON: It would soon be found
if you sent an expert there.

THE PR1EMIER: Why not send an ex-
pert to the Cannming or Bunbury to find
tick? There is no reason why 'ye should
hunt about for the tick; it will come to us
soon enough if it is there. For some rea,
son. or other hon. members opposite de-
sire that the tick disease should be found
in West IKimberley.

Mn. SnlvsoN: Not at al.
THE PREMIER: I do not want it to be

found there.
MR. SIMr.,oN: We say so, too.
MR. WItsoy: We desire to prove it is

not there.
THE PREMIER : What necessity is

there for sending an expert there?
Ma. LEAnE: We say it is not there, and

do not let it get there.
TmE PREMIER: The hon. member says

it is there.
Mn. LEAnE: I did not.
THE PREMIER: It seems to me that

we would do well to have this matter
thoroughly investigated. The prospect
looks dark, with this report of Mr. Hrar-
cock before us; he describes the situa-
tion. as not at all satisfactory ; but the
more light we bring to bear on the ques.-
tion, and the more we investigate it, the
better. There are other questions be-
saides that of the tick; the question of
utilising the large quantity of stock in the
Kimberley district'isto be considered. If
the Select Committee decides that it can-
not recommend the introduction of these
cattle into this part of the colony, the
committee may investigrate how these
cattle can best be utilised. The core-
nittee ma~y make recommendations as to

the establishment of freezing or chilling
works in Kimberley, or somewhere else.
If the committee give attention to this
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matter, the House will be in a, far better
p)osition to deal with the question than
we are now, with only the report by Mr.
Hancock before us. I cannot Understand
how any one who is really earnest in this
miatter can object to a Select Committee
to make an, investigation. We should
be better able to come to some conclusion,
with the result of the labours of a Select
Committee before us, than we are at pre-
'sent. The objection to, a Select Coin-
inittee is that we do not want to be in-
fluenced. Surely we are sufficiently in-
telligent to judge for ourselves as to
whether the conclusions arrived at by a
Select Committee are those which corn-
mend themselves to our judgment. We
shall be in a better position, at any rate I
shall be, to judge as to the best means to
be taken in regard to the tick in East
Kinberley, than I am at the present mo-
ment. In my opinion, Mr. Hancock's
report deserves to be treated with the
greatest respect by us. Mr. Hancock
came here at the request of his Govern-
nment, and at our request, to make an in-
vestigation. He has had an unpleasant
duty, because it would have been much
more pleasant for him to have been able
to report favourably or the district
than otherwise ; that goes without saying.
He has given us his opinion in regard to
this matter, and although it is very unsat-
isfactory as far as the material interests
of this colony are concerned, still he de-
serves our thanks for the trouble he has
taken in regard to the investigation. I
would like to say this in regard to this
not being a political matter in any way.
Last session there wait a resolution
passed by this House and accepted by the
Government, as to the course to be taken
in regard to the tick, that the East Kim-
berley district should be shut up for eix
months, or until Parliament should again
deal with the question. Parliament ha~s
the matter before it now, and will no
doubt come to a, conclusion which will be
wise in the interests of the whole colony.
I see difficulties in connection with this
natter, and those points mentioned by
the hon. member for West Kimberley in
reference to the vessels calling at the
norts are very important. If Fremantle
becomes an infected port. it will be a se-
rious matter, because no stock v-ill be
allmowed to he imported from the eastern

colonies to Fremnantle. That is at matter
we $hall lhave to give our attention to. I
have not chan iged miy opinion about the
ravages Af tick in these southern lati-
tudes. I believe the disease will do no
hiarmi here. I said so last year, and I
repeat the statemlent.

AIR. LnAxx: Good gracious!
THE PREMIER: "Good gracious."

Vourkeowledge isnotgreater than mine,
and iny opinion is. that the tick will
do, no h arimi in, this latitude, :32 degrees
south. We have had sonmc experience.
Fifteen thousand cattle were brought
from Easat Kimberley, where we know the
tick exists, to Fremantle, and no evil re-
sults came about. That may be a coin-
cidence; at the same time I have my
opinion, but I may be Wrong. We have
to gain our experience, because no one
can tell us that this tick disease has done
Ray damage in Australia, under conditions
and in a climate similar to ours. Our
climaite is not like, the climate of Queens-
land. We have not the rich low-lying
lands, or the humid climate such as they
have there. We have open plains, and
time sun plays on the animals, and we have
it on the best authority that the sun is
the greatest enemy of the tick; therefore
I am of opinion that the evil results that
have attended the herds in Queensland
will not attend them in our northern temi-
perate climate. That is only my opinion,
and no one would be justified in acting
Upon it.

MR. WILSON: What does Mr. Hancock
say about iti

ThuE PREMIER: He has not had expe-
r-ience here, in this latitude.

MR. LEAre: He is against it.
Tar PREMIER, He has not had experi-

ence in similar country in these latitudes.
His opinion may be right, but my opinion
is, judging from our own experience, that
the tick will not thrive in our temperate
southern latitudes.

MR. EWING: Why bring Mr. Hancock
here, if ha knew nothing about it?

THE PREMIER: We got him so as to
go to East Kimnberley to investigate.

MR. LEASE: And be gave you more
than you wanted.

MR. EWING: He gave his report, and
you do not like it.

Mrs PREMIER: I do not think that
remark is at all necessary. I did not say
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I did not like it; I complimented Mr.
Hancoick on his report just now.

ME. EwiyoG: You said you did not like
it.

'rHE PREMIER: I did not; only it
does not matter, if you like to say so. I
think it would be wise to accept the pro-
posal to send the matter to a Select Comn-
siisttee. There is nothing to lose by adopt-
ing that proposal. I cannot think that
those opposed to it ame anxious to get al
the whole truth, to investigate the matter
to the utmost. Those who are opposed
to the proposal for a Select Committee are
opposed to it for other reasons. If it is
decided by the Select Committee that
cattle cannot with safety be transported
from the East Kimberley district, the
other important questions would hare to
be considered-the best meanlsof utilisine
the large number of cattle in that country
and bringing them speedily to this
market. That being my view, I heartily
support the proposal of the hon. member
for Beverley, that a. Select Conmmittee
be appointed.

On the motion of ME. SmrssoN the
debate was adjourned.

AM)JOURNM1:N'i.
The House adjourned at 10.39 p.m.

until the next day.

XtyTrs~ahibR Sountil,
Walnesday, 13th July, 1898.

Petition: Early Closing (Shops) 1311-Paper
presented-Motion : 1,eave of Absence--
Bankruptcy Act Amendment Bill, first
reading-Lodgers' Goods Protecti, Till.
further considered in Committee ;Division
on Clause 1-Early Closing (Shmops) Hill;
second reading (moived) ;Point of Pro-
cedure, President's Ruling-AdjourninDent.

THE PRESIDENT took the chair at
4.30 o'clock, p.m.

* P1ETrITION: EARLY CLOSING BILL.
HN. A. B. KIDSON presented a peti-

tion from 600 shopkeepers and shop as-
sistants in Perth and Fremnantle, ih sup-
port of the Early Closing (Shops) Bill.

Petition received, and read by the
Clerk.

PAPER PRESENTED.
liv the COLONIAL SECRSETARIY MCI])

*sowing railways already constructed in
the colony.

Ordered to lie on the table.

MOTION: LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On the motion of the HON. A. G.

JENKINS, leave of absence for six weeks
was granted to the Hon. J. H. Taylor, on
account of urgent private business.

BANKRUPTCY ACT AMNDIMENT BILL.
Introduced by the HON. A. B. KmnsoN,

and read a first time.

LODGERS' GOODS PROTECTION BILL.
N COMMIITTEE.

Consideration in Committee resumed.
Clause k-Lodger, if distress levied, to

msake declaration that immediate tenant
has no property in goods distrained:

Hoy. R. S. HAYNES: The point to
which objection had been taken by him,
at the previous sitting, he found had
lbeen taken advantage of in England,
where such an Act was in force, and the
result had been to deprive the landlord
of his rent. The case which had been
decided in England was as follows:

A person is not the less a lodger under this
Act, although the rooms he occupies sub-
stantially constitute the whole house, and thle

Iimmediate tenant retains but one or two
rooms, or even creates a sub-tenancy in re-

setof the rooms not occupied by the im-
meite tenant, and even though the landlord

does not reside, so long as he retains con-
trol :but the lodger himself must sleep and
reside to be within the statute. The ques-
tin whether arpart y is a lodger or not ought

no o elett a jury in an action for illegal
distress, though on an application for an order
tinder section 2 it is to be determined by

*justices. The declaration aeed not state that
no rent is owing from the lodger to his own
landlord, though such he the case, nor even
that the person by whom it is made is a
lodger.
The effect of that. wait that if a tenant
took it houise containing sixteen rooms, hie


