Lodgers’ Goods Bill:

ticles may go free. Inmy experience, I have
found that the law at present works a
great hardship. There are a considerable
number of persons lodging in houses in thic
city, and under the law any of these lodgers
who takes any articles, except wearing ap-
parel, into the room in which he sleeps,
and the person from whom he has taken
this lodging owes rent to his superior
landlord, if that superior landlord puts in
& distress, these articles belonging to the
lodger may be seized and sold for that
rent. In one case a great hardship came
under my notice, before I had any idea
of introducing this Bill. A gentlemoan
took a room in a house, and paid for
board and lodging, and furnished the
room with bis 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-houese. This Bill proposes to do
away with that hardship, and where lod-
gers have goods of their own. in particular
rooms, these goods shall be exempt from
distress. [ really do mot see why it should
not be so. It was found necessary in
England to alter the law twenty-eight
years ago, but it has never been altered
here.

Hox. R. 8. Havwes: 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
tenant has no property in goods
distrained :

Hox. R. 8. HAYNES said he had no
oljection 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, but it was
algo right that a landlord should be pro-
tected against fraud. At present a per-
son might teke an eight-roomed house
and say nothing to the landlord about
subletting, but might sublet seven of the
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unfurnished rooms and keep one of the
rooms himgelf, and the tenants might
furnish the rooms. There was a case
similar to this a little while ago—the
case of O'Brien. ’Brien ocoupied one

.room, and he sublet six or seven other

rooms unfurnished to persons who
brought in their own furniture. The land-
lord allowed the rent to get into arrear,
and when he desired to seize on the
goods for rent the lodgers said, “This is
wmine, and that is mine,” and so on. Was
that fair? If a lodger wanted protection
from the landlord 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
object to that.

On the motion of the Hox. R. 8
Havnes, progress was reported, and leave
given to sit again.

ADJOURNMENT,
On the motion of the CoLoNiaL SECRE-
TARY, the House adjourned at 6.20 p.m.
until the next day.

Tegislutive Bssembly,
" Tuesday, 12th July, 1898.

Papers presented—Question: Small-Pox (al-
leged) on steamer at Robb's Jetty—Ques-
tion: Erection of New Supreme Court
House—Question : Law Amendment, Trial
of Election Petitions—Question: Voters in
Electoral Distriets—Crown Suits  Bill,
second reading—Interpretation Bill, second
reading—Inebriates Bill, second reading—
Divorce Amendment and Extension Bill,
firet reading—Qold Mines Bill, first read-
ing—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 Assembiy
Buildings, Temporary Accommodation—
Motion : Tick in East Kimberley, Removal
of Restrictions; Amendment moved (de-
bate adjourned)—Adjournment.

Thne SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o'olock, pm.

PrRAYERS,
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PAPERS PRESENTED,

By the Paemer: 1, Perth Municipal
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 ArTorNBY GBNERAL: Rioting ab
Kalgoorlie, Papers as to imprisonment of
persons.

Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTION : SMALL-POX (ALLEGED) ON
STEAMER AT ROBR'S JETTY.

Mr. SOLOMON, without notice and
by leave, asked the Premier: Is it a
faot, as stated in the Morning Herald
of to-day, that the steamship Sultan,
with small-pox on ‘board, has been al-
lowed to oome alongside Robb’s jetty
(near Fremantle) to land ocattle and
sheep!

Tue 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 hand.

Mr. Smpson: That officer will put
small-pox all over the country, if you do
not watch him.

QUESTION: ERECTIUN OF NEW
SUPREME wUURT HOUSE.

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

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

QUESTION : LAW AMENDMENT, TRIAL
OF ELECTION PETITIONS.

Mr. LEAKE asked the Attorney Gen-
eral, Whether the Government proposed
to amend the law releting to the trial of
elaction petitions.

Tme ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
R. W. Pennefather) replied that the Gov-
ernment had no intention at present to
amend the law relating to the irinl of
election petitions.

Mzs. LEAKE: Is the Attorney General
a.lx:'la.t;e that the present law is unwork-
able
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C'rown Suite Bill.
Tee ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am
not at present. aware,

Mgr. LEAKE: I wish the learned gen-
tleman would look into it, as the law is
absolutely unworkable.

QUESTION : VOTERS IN ELECTORAL
DISTRICTS.

Mr. 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 number
of voters on the rolis 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 Ingpector
of Rolls in regard to the striking off of
50 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
manv names, last revision.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied:—1, Estimated 90,000.
2, 26,959. 3, 22,919. 4, 9,016. [In
1% 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 SUITS BILL.
BECOND READING,

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Penpefather), in moving the second
reading, said: This Bill, I am infornied,
is practically the same one that was snh-
mitted to the House 18 months ago, be-
fore 1 had the honour of being a mewmber
of this Chamber. It passed this Cham-
ber, but, in consequence of the limitation
of damages being fixed at £1,000, it did
not receive agsent in nnother place. The
main ohject of the measure is to practi-
cally give the subject the same rights
against the Crown, with certain modifica-
tions, as subject now has against eubject.
The Bill is divided into three parts. The
first part deals with general provisions,
which save the rights of the prerogative
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of the Crown. That is a usual provision
in Bills of this kind, and@ a0 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-
tion of the present law, and contains
nothing new.

Mgr. Leake: Do you give power to take
suits into & local courdy

Tag ATTORNEY GENERAL: In the
third part of the Bill that power is given
to the subject. Section 38 provides:

Whenever any person has apy claim or de-
mand 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 such
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. LesgE : But bas the Crown the con-
verse powerf

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is no provigion giving the Crown the con-
verse power.

Mg. Leakz: I should like to know the
reason. '

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
form in which the subject cam 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. 1
should like to call attention to the pro-
vision for obtaining eecurity for costs in
certain cases. That provision is a little
more extensive than the present provision
between subject and subject. 1 take it
to be right in principle that as the Crown
repreegents the whole of the community
it should have, under certain circum-
stances, & 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 be 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
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regard to the fact that the Crown may be
“ghot at” rather too freely by impecuni-
ous suitors, this 18 a fair and reasonable
provigion to prevent money being frit-
tered away in fruitless litigation. The
next clause of any impartance ia clause
36, which provides practically that any
subject may sue the Crown in respect ci
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, ix Committee, to make an
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
oot been voted by the House, although
the work had actually been done, the un-
fortunate suitor must bhe 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-
lia” 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 place, the last time it was
before Parliament. At thai time the
clause limited the damages which might
be claimed to £1,000. On this occasion
the Bill propoees to extend the limitation
to £2,000.

Mr. InuveworTH: Why limit it at all?

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
was the argument used in another place
on a former occagion. It means that if
a man with an income of £100 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 £3,000
a year met with a similar accident, the
Government would be practically mulcted
in £5,000 in the one case, and in the
ather ¢ase only £100, although ench man
had paid the same remuneration to the
department. There is gomething wrong
about that, and the clause to which T am
referring only follows what has been pro-
vided in the other colonies. In cue
colony the limitation has been placed at
£1,000; in another at £2,000; and, I
believe, in another at £3,000. ’

Mr. IungwortH: The Government
are only common carriers.

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

Mg. TuuweworTH: Why should the
Government have the privilege proposed?

Tue 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 ne 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 in
the instance I have drawn, each man
pays the same fare to be corried.

Mr. Iiuxowortr: So does s man o
private companies.

Trn ATTORNEY GENERAL: But in
most other colonies and countries {'e
stand has been taken that it is necessary
to limit the liability of the Government
where the Government are traders, so as
not to allow them to be unmercifully sac-
rificed.

Mg. Iuuiveworrn: This privilege will
not extend to the Midland Railway Co.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
railway does not belong to the Govern-
ent, and this Bill deals only with Gov-
ernment railways.

Tue PremEr: The £2,000 limit was
proposed from the Opposition last year.

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

Tae PrEMIER:
member propose?

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

What does the hon.
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Tre 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
maonth’s notice.  That, I think, is afair
limitation.  These are the main prin-
ciples of the Bill, which I commend to
the favourable consideration of the
House.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison): The ounly objection I am dis-
posed to raise, leaving all the legal
pkases of the Bill to the learned gentle-
men of the law, is the attempt to estab-
lish the principle of freeing the Govern-
ment from responsibility that a private
company cannot possibly be freed from.
The Government are simply carriers, and
the Supreme Court is the best judge of
questions of damages. It may reem
from one standpoint that a men 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;
Lut 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, whilesuch
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
stondpoint from which I am arguing. 1
argue that the Government of this colony
arc gimply 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 ke 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
Siates where the railways are all private
property. No Government would under-
take to pass such s 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 againet the Midland Company.
It would not be just to place the Mid-
land Railway Company on a different
fooling 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



Crown Suits Bill:

oppese s limitation clause as I op-
posed it then, and I hope the House will
sez 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 jis this House by any enact-
ment. A clause of this character is im-
perfeet in principle and unjust. Speak-
ing of the Bill generally, I am pleased to
give it almost unqualified support. The
pricciple underlying is thai for which 1
ain contending. Kvery other clause pro-
vides that the State shall be put in the
same position in regard to such actione
a8 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
exprees 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 provigion such as this. T am well
sotisfied with the main principle of the
Bill; but T think the clause in question
is a departure from the main principle,
and for that reason I shall oppose the
clause in Commitiee.

Mr. LEAEE (Albany): Itis my inten-
tion to support the second reading of the
Bill, and at the same time to express the
opinion that this is a necessary and useful
measure. The necessity, I toke 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 & writ of attachment or
by information filed by the Attorney
General in certain events; and when we
realise the fact that the Government now
really enter into competition in com-
mercial affairs with private persons in the
community and assunie the same respon-
gibilities as individual traders, it is well to
extend the same facilities to the Crown
for the recovery of debte due to the
Crown.

Mr. InuvawomTH @ It
monopoly, too.

Me. LEAEE: I hardly see that. Of
course, this provision is new ; but 1 would
ask the Attorney General whether the
Crown should not also take to itself the
right or the procedure, as I may call it,

becomes a
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of suing in the Local Courts.  Suppose,
for imstance, s (Government contract is
errried on in an outlying district, say at
Roehourne, and that there is a question in
dispute invalving £10 or £&4v, or any sum
clearly within the jurisdiction of the Local
Court ; then why should not the agent nf
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 he does not propese such
an amendment in Committee, I will sub-
mit one to that effect. The principle of
the Bill will 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
formé pauperis. That is somewhat
novel. I do not care to say at present
what action I ghall 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 5o in reality. That clause extends the
power of the Crown heyond 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. Asthe
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 hon. members not to be
frightened at the provision in clause 22.
I 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, asz 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 imporiant
maiter 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 be said in favour of that sugpges-
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 unneces-
sarily harassed by actions which may, or
may not, be of a speculative nature, and if
a person has a bona fide 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 prin-
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 hawn
an extra advantage in being able not ouly
to seize the goods, but to seize the body
of the debtor.

Tux Premier : That is not of much use.

Mr. LEAEKE: Well, it operates as a
squeeze, gometimes. The Crown has that
privilege now, and this Bill provides that,
whereas the ordinary writ of execution
can be issued againet 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. 1
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.
notice that, in actions for torts, 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 not this right
should be given to sue the Government for
alleged wrongiul dismissal. As the law
stands at present, the Government cannot
be sued for the dismissal of a servanmt,
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
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Crown may fairly reckon on being pelted
with writs, and I point out that con-

-tingeney for the serious consideration

of the Government. I amn 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 Parlinment ¢n
the last occasion. Here I find I am not
altogether opposed to the Government as
to the desirability of this provision; and,
in fact, I am inclined to think it is an ad-
vantage, and I will explain my resson.
Having heard the arguments advanced by
my hon. friend, the wemiber for Central
Murchigon (Mr. Illingworth), I will point
out that this principle is not a_new one,
for it is already recognised in that sectiou
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 loss
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.

THeE ATrorNEY GexsraL: And & spe
cial contract made.

Mz. LEAKE: Yes. 1 understood
the argument of the hon. member (Mr.
Ilingworth) was that this is a viclous
principle introduced into the Bill; and
I may say that I nm criticising this Bill
rather with a view to aasisting the House
than to raise objections or cause trouble.
The limitation which is placed on the
carriaze of certain goode affirms 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 roilway; and it is a
question for this House to consider
whether or not in ordinary circum-
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
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that sum is not a reasonable limit to
place on the lisbility of the Crown in
such an event as is contemplated. We
must expect the travelling public to ac-
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 Govermment pays some-
what more than would be paid if a pri-
vate individual were the defendant, 1
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
& railway passenger, the chances are that
he will not get more than £2,000 from a
favoursble jury. Indeed, 1 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 hand, 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 damages that protection is
given; but it is to the man who ought in
other ways, such as by insurance, to pro-
tect himself.  Therefore, if you fix the
limit at £2,000, there will be far more
chance of justice being dome to the or-
dinary impecunious individual. I do not
like the word “impecunious,” and I will say
the poorer man.

Tue CoxMI1SSIONER OF RAILways:
man of moderate means.

Mr. LEAKE: The man of moderate
means; 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 Governnient a milck cow for
those who ought to he able to protect
themselves. The rich man can avail him-
gelf of the advantages of insurance, and all
that sort of thing, and does avail himself
of them to e much greater extent than the
poorer mar ; 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 mearer the

The
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£2,000 limit fixed in the Bill than he
would be likely to do at the present time,
That is my chief reason for approving 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
Committoe we can, by cuopesting different
points, make the Bill a really useful and
workable mensure.  Neither clause 37
nor clause 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-
suring the trial of an action which he may
bring for any supposed wrong which he
may have sustained at the hands of the
Government. We know that, at the pre-
gent moment, we have to lodge petitions
of right; and we know that petitions of
right are not always answered with that
rapidity which 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
without answering. But there is no ques-
tion of petitions of right under this Bill.
The subject may go to the cowrt and
practically present his petition to the
court ; and, very fairly, that petition is to
be heard and inquired into. So I shali
support the second reading of the Bill.
Mg. EWING (Swan) : Taking the whole
measure, it is really a good one.  But
clause 31, to which attention has been
drawn, is one in which a new principle is
adopted, and one which, I submit, the
House should be slow fo approve.  Clause
31 provides that when a person iz an un-
certificated bankrupt, or has arranged with
his creditors, or is & persom without fixed
domicile in this colony, he shall give
seeurity for costs.  So far, that is good,
and I think it is fair and reasonable ; but,
when the Bill goes on to say that
if & man who iz bringing an action
against the Government happens to be
a poor man, the Commiesioner of Rail-
ways or the law officers of the Gowern-
ment can make an affidavit that the
claimant has not sufficient means to pay
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the gosts if he loses—a privilege which
is not extended to any private individual
when defending a civil action:

Tue Coumissiover orF RalLways: It
oupght to be,

Mr. 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 Government}
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. Ifthis
clause be adopted, the first thing that
will be done when a man brings an action
against the Commisgioner 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 hetween £150 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, 1 submit, in which it
would be 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 law for the rich and one for the poor,
which should not be done. If I could
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 aad 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. T agree with the member
for Albany (Mr. Leake) that clause 37 is,
to a certain extent, reasenable; for I
think that in the case of personal injury,
such as might be reccived in a railway
accident, the compensation should be
limited, say to the amount 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
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—it, extends to breaches of contract to
carry goods. I submit that if the Com-
missioner of Railways agrees to carry
goods for go much per ten, and the value
of those goods is over £2,000, and if the
Commissioner loses the goods—

ToE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The clause
does not apply to such cases. It applies
only to personal injuries.

Mr. 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.

Mg. Morax: It means breach of con-
tract to carry the person.

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

Mr. LBAEE: It says “or otherwise.”

Mer. 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-

0y.
J Tue PREMIER (Right Hon Sir J. For-
rest): I am glad this Bill meets with
favour from hon. members. It is, I be-
lieve, more liberal than the law in Eng-
land, because it gives aremedy against 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
o 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 this 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 ocoupy. T 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. Actione 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, 1
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 what might
happen ; and I only wonder that, in these
free colonies of Australia, some of Lhe
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 & private individual, not the one hund-
redth part of such sums would have been
awarded. That being so, I think every-
one will admit that the Crown, the Gov-
ernment of a country, upon going inte
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 Govermment 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 com.
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.

Mg, ILungworTh: You are the great
monopolists.

Tre PREMIER : All those things dre
not done in England—only a few of them.
As for the mines and the lands there, I
suppose there iz an administration ; but
it is an administration on very certain
and well-known lines—nan administration
of property that is well uaderstood and
fully known. But what is the case in this
colony? 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 may 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 hapnens,
for we cannot tell what is done in these
markings. The surveyor is & licensed sur-
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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 1n
which there was a dispute over the survey
boundaries of a lease, in which I think
about £20 has been paid to the Govern-
ment, where a claim for £30,000 was
made.  That gort of thing will occur
again, and it may not be £30,000 but
£300,000 that will be claimed as dam-
ages, and such a claim may possibly be
allowed because it is against the Crown.
Thet 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-
orbilant 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. Technical mistakes may
ocour in any department, the administra-
tion of which is scattered over an im-
mense territory. I do not know that
there have been any serious mistakes,
but it is possible, and almost probnble,
that mistakes will occur. In any case, the
Government are forced into court, where
they have immense liability without any
guid pro guo. It may be that the Gov-
ernment only receive £24 for a mining
lease, and, in consequence of some techni-
cal mistake, may be muleted 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 linbility 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, but as a resident
in the colony, I do not lock at the present
state of affairs with great satisfaction.

Mr. IuuxewortH : These claims against
the Government are not limited in the
Bill.

Toe PREMIER : That is why we desire
some other gystem than is at present in
vogue. If a man had paid, say, £1,000
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in respect of & mining lease, or of land,
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 lense
may claim £30,000 damages on some
ground or other from the Government,
while there is mo reason why he should
not claim three millions.  And such sums
as these may be sued for and recovered
on some mere technical error. That is
n position the Government can not
afford to be in.

Mgz. IuunNaworTtH: Why not limit such
claims in the Bill?

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

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

Tue PREMIER: We have been very
fortunate.

Mr Ewmxa: In fact, such cases have
not happened.

Tug PREMIER : They have happened.

Mr. Ewina: Where big verdicts have
been recovered?

Trae PREMIER : The claimants did not.

go on with the trials.

Mr. IutavewoRrTH : You ¢an trust in the
courts,

Tae 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 whern I told him of the immense dam-
ages which might be claimed under the
Mines Act. He sent for his Yegal adviser,
and I was told that such things could not
happen, and that no judge or jury would
allow the Government to be wmulcted in
such damages. But I know the Govern-
ment stand & poor chance when they get
into court.

Mr. ILLiveworrH : Why not put a limi-
tation in the Bill?

Tae PREMIER: We will talk about
that, and perhaps get it by-and-by. 1
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want to show that the people of the coun-
try 8: a whole may be mulcted in
hundreds of thousands of pounds for
damages, perhaps, owing to a warden
or a surveyor not doing as he should
do. T am glad a limitation is placed
in the Bill on the damages which
may be claimed by persons travelling on
the Government railways. The Govern-
ment in the other colonies, and English
railway companies, have had to pay large
sums as damages for injuries, which were
no injurics at all, or of the alightest 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. [LuinaworTH : That game is played
out.

Tueg PREMIER: T hope it is, but our
experience teaches us that it may occur
arain to-day. Some members are very
fond of ealling this & democratic country.
If it be & 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 [ 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 im-
mense damages.

Me. Lwing : This Bill is going to block
the poor man from bringing any actien
at all, by calling upon him to give secu-
rity for costs.

Trae PREMIER: In my opinion £2,000
is too much to fix as the limit, and the
former sum of £1,000 ought to be retained
in regard to the railways, considering
the railways are run by the State for
the convenience of the people. Those
whn 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 & 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 actioms be-
tween subject and subject, I do not pre-
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tend to understand legal intricacies; but
if a man be driven into & court of law by
another man who has nothing, it is a
one-sided affeir. 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, otherwiseit
would be an unfair business altogether.
There are always people ready to have
a “shot” at any man who possesses any-
cung, especially if the persons bringing
the action know that nothing possibly
¢an happen to themselves ghould they be
unsuccessful. There are always impe
cunious lawyers to be found very willing
to take up the case of a man who has
nothing, as against the man who has
something.

A Mexeer: Pettifogging lawyers.

Tee PREMIER : I do not want to call
them “pettifogging lawyers.”

MR. Vosper: Call them “Dodson and

Fogg.” .
Tre PREMIER: There are lawyers
who are willing to charge nothing in case
of defeat, and who stipulate for a big
fez, 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 security for costs in such
coses.

Mn. A. FoRmREsT:
against that.

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

Mg. ILiNeworTH: A poor man would
have no chance then.

Tae PREMIER: A poor man has a
good chance when he aues a man who hag
& lot, because the poor man, if heloses,
cannot pay the costs.

Mr: Owprax: He must have a good
case or it would not be taken into court.

Tae 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.

The lawyers nre
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For years such cases have been brought
against the Crown in this coleny.

Mr. Vospgr: What remedy do you
propose?

Trs PREMIER: 1 do not know. The
poor man ought to get somebody to back
him and find him security for costs. If
he had a good case & lawyer would take
it up for him. The other day the Crown
was persecuted by a man about a non-
sersical claim, to which this House had
refused to listen, and which no one with
any sense would consider.

Mg. Georom: What was it?

Tae 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
againgt 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. I 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 bad 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
undertook it on behalf of the poor man.

Mr. Ewiva: The reason no costs were
given to the Government was that the
Government had behaved so badly in the
matter of the petition of right. The
judge said that distinctly.

Tae PREMIER: Then I can say dis
tinctly that T do not agree with the
judge, because the man was treated with
every consideration. His claim had been
before thiz House, and members would
not listen to it ; so that, not only the
Government, but the Assembly regarded
his position az untenable. As I gaid
before, the Government and the people
of the country are in a dangerous posi-
tion. 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 agri-
cultural lands are not, of course, so valu-
able as those used for mining. I am
very glad this Bill has been introducel.
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 wewmber of
this House, I do not think we have suffi-
cient security against actions by impe-
cunious persons who demand immense
sums as compensation,

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

INTERPRETATION BILL,
SECOND READING.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
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 trenting on the subject—the
Ordinance 8, Vict. 11, 8. 1, and 16, Viet.
11, 8. 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 ig to give statutory definition to cer-
tain words, so that in drafting future
Acts of Parliament it will be unnecessary
i1 extenso 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 ss 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 RRADING.

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather), in moving the second
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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
who cunnot wean themselves away from
the abuse of strong drink. 1 do not know
whether this Bill will meet the require-
ments of those members. It is provided
that the Bill shall come into operation on
the last day of the present year. In the
third clause it is provided that the Gov-
ermment may from time to time by pro-
clamation declare any place a retreat
where inebriates may be treated. Pro-
vigion 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
geale.

TrE Premisr : Is that paid by the Gov-
ernment?

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: No; by
the people themeelves. The enforcement
of payment is provided for.

MR. Siupson: Supposing a patient can-
not pay? .

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL: If he
cannot pay, I suppose, he cannot stay.
There is the usual provision for protect
ing persons who bone fide act under this
Bill; nnd there is a general clause en-
abling the Governor to frame regulations
with n 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
ach In a mapisterial capacity. I com-
mend this Bill to members who desire to
aasist the Government in taking steps to
deal with that peculiar class of people
who cannot: protect themselves.
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Mr. LEAEKE (Albany): 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?1 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
Bill only introduced on the chance of
encouraging private enterprise |

'T'ee PrEmiEr: That is it.

Mr. LEAKE: 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.

TaE PrEMIER : That igit. I believe the
‘Women's Christian Temperance Union are
moving in the matter.

Mr. LEAKE: I? the Government do
not provide buildings or subsidise the
association, I am afraid the law will he a
dead letter.

Tue Prexaer: The asscciation seem to
think they can make use of the measure.

Mr. LEAKE : It can do no harm 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.

Mgr, WOOD (West Perth): T am zlad
the Government have brought forward
this Bill, although they do not seem very
serious about the matter.

Tue 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.

Mr Leagg: Or for the supply of in-
ebriates.

Mr. WOOD : I move the adjournment
of the debate.

Tue SrEAKER: The hon. member ought
to have done that before he addressed the
House.

Mr, WOOD: I was only spenking by
way of explanation.

Mr. MORAN (East Coolpardie): 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-

[12 Jovry, 1898.}

Divorce Bill, 385
poses of thia meagure. 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 afiord to go
on o long 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.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison): This Bill is based particularly
upon the South Australian Act, and 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 eare of inebriates, and who,
perhaps, are better able to deal with sub-
jects of this character than the Govern-
ment can possibly be.  When the matter
was discussed o 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-
actment 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-
come necessary, and for providing & way
of establishing it if the required funds
can be obtained. In thanking the Gov-
ernment for bringing in this Biil, I do so
on Lehalf of the total abstinence societies
in this colony, with all of which I am con-
nected as & member—all, I may say, ex-
cept the Women’s Christian Temperance
Union ; 30 that I trust the House will pass
the Bill, and T do not think it will require
amendment in committee.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time,

AMENDMENT AND EXTEN-
SIOKN, BILL.

Introduced by Mr. Ewixg, and read a
first time.

DIVORCE
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GOLD MINES BILL,
Introduced by the MixisTER oF MINEw,
and read a first time.

LAND BILL.
Introduced by the Premier,
Comissioner of Crown Lands.

for the

FIRST READING.

Tue 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 regard to the boundaries of the South-
Western Division: of the colony. The boun-
daries gshown in this Bill the Government
do not intend to adhere to, but we intend
to ndhere more clogely to the boundaries
a3 defined in the present Act and in the
Regulations. I mention this because
some 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 nenrly so, as defined in the present Act,
with some little addition to the south
coast.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a firat time.

HEALTH BILIL.
Introduced by the Arromxer GENERAL,
and read & first time,

RETURN: TIMBER CONCESSIONS.

On the motion of MR. VosreRr, ordered
that there be 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 CERE-
MONIAL FUNCTIONS,

Mgr. VOSPER moved that there be Iaid
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 same. '

Tue Premier : How much detail did
the hon. member want?
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Ceremonial Functions.

Mg, VOSPER: Ozly a return in gene-
ral terms of the expense incurred at pub-
lic functions.

Tae Prewrer: “Hospitality” was a
pretty wide term, and would include
every amount of expense incurred on any-
thing. If it were understood that only
public functions, such as the opening «f
railways, public buildings, and occasions
of that sort, were contemplated by the
motion, he would not object to such o re
turn being made.

Mr. VOSPER: If the right hon. gen-
tleman would move, ags an amendment,
to strike out the word “hospitality,” he
would accept that.

Mr. A. FORREST asked the hon. mem-
ber to withdraw the motion, as being en-
tirely unnecessary. There were many
cases of hospitality of a public kind, in
which the Governtnent had to spend a
few pounds, such as at the opening of rail-
way lires and public buildings; and it
wns not right for the hon. member to ask
that the particular expenditure 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 occagion to trave!
to the goldfields, and make no provision
for entertaining anybody.

Tre Preausr : The hon. member meant
ceremonial occasions.

Mr. A. FORREST: But these were
ceremonial occasions. When great works
were opened for the firat time, was it ex-
pected that the Government should not
treat the people in the district hospit-
ably? TIf the hon. member got a return
showing the detailed cost of this hospi-
tality, what good would it do? He might
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 sl
ready met the wish of the Premier by con-
senting to strike ont the word ‘“hospita.
lity” from the motion, and that was as
far as he dedired to go. Tt was one of
the functions of Parliament to put n
check on the expenditure of public money,
and all he wanted to ascertain was what
sums had been expended on the purposes
indicated in the motion, namely, on cere-
monial functions. The Premier had con-
sented practically to the terms of the mo-
tion, with the amendment suggested ;
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and he (Mr. Vosper) must refuse to meet
the further request made by the member
for West Kimberley.

Tee COMMISSIONER 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 paseed, and the
motion as amended agreed to.

RETURN: BUREAU OF AGRICULTURE,
EXPENDITURE.

Oun the motion of Mgr. VoOsPER, or-
dered that there be laid upon the table
of the House a return showing—1, The
total gross receipts of the Bureau of Agri-
culture 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 fruite, vegetables, and plants of
all descriptions at the various ports of
the colony since the establishment of the
Bureau. 3, The amounts derived frowm
the advertisements published in the jour-
nal of the Bureau. 4, The amounts re-
ceived during the game period for ana-
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.

Tue DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
Hon. F. H. Piesse) moved that a Select
ommistee be appeinted to consider the

question of providing additions tothe pre-
gent Legislative Assembly buildings, for
temporary accommodation for the use of
the Legislative Asgembly. He said:—
During the last session of this House,
attention was drawn to the question of
the erection of some temporary additions
to the Assemblv buildings, for the purpose
of providing more accommodation for
hon. members in the refreshment-room
ani other parts of the House, and also for
the better housing of the library, the
space for which seems to be quite insuffi-
clent. A suggestion was then thrown
out, and it was almost made a requesthy
this House, that some consideration should
be given to the subject during the recess.
I have, during the recess, had certain plane
prepared, and they are laid on the table
of the House, showing additions which can
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be made in connection with the Assembly
buildings; but I have been told, since
thoge plans were laid on the table, that
what is needed more particuiarly 1z 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 uponthese
buildings. To assist me in arriving at
some conclusion, I would hike the Houseto
appoiné a Select Committee, which could
go into the question and have plans pre-
pared, showing how the necessary accom-
modation may be provided without great
expense.  This accommedation may be
provided, perhaps, by adding to the pre-
gent 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-
mises, 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
thz 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 ;
wherens 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 additional accommeodation
which is desired in connection with this
House. A design rrepared 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. 1 am
anxious to have this Select Committee ap-
pomted, becanse I consider something
should be done in the recess in the way I
have indicated. 1do not wish to interfere
in any way with the project which we
are all looking forward to, namely,
the mew Parlinment Houses for this
colony; but 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 ¢he recommendations which a
Select Committee can make will go far to
previde that this extension shall be carried
out economically, and so that the portion
which is to be built will be part of the per-
manent building for the Public Offices of
the future.

Mr. A. FORREST (West Kimberley):
Considering the condition of affairs, 1
think we should not go in for more expen-
diture o these buildings. It is under-
stood that new Parlament 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-
ings connected with it, ave seriously in-
sufficicnt for the requiremncnts ef the pre-
sent number of members. Thers are
many more urgent works required in the
country, on which money could be ex-
pended, rather than inerease these tuild-
ings, If the nunber of members in this
House were ahout to be increased, there
would be a reasonable necessity for some
further increase in the accommodation;
but with the present number of members,
we cuan get on well enough for some time
longer, without. spending more money on
these buildings. Tt is also on the cards
that the Government may purchase the
ndjoining Town Hall; and, if they do so,
it will provide so much additional accom-
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-
nient are not going to consent to the ap-
pointment of a Select Committee; for I
think we should be satisfied with this
Chamber and its conveniences until we are
in & position to build proper Parliament
Houses on the top of St. George’s Terrace.

Mg. SIMPSON (Geraldton): T do not
in the least agree with the hon. member
who has just spoken. I cannot agree that
the accommodation of thix Chamber is
sutticient : * and although, personally, |
nay not feel some of the inconveniences
which other members do, yet T know from
the remarke made by members represent-
ing country districts, that the facilities of
this Chamber are very inadequate for
their requirements. T do not think the
member for West Kimberley (Mr. A. For-
rest) has much oceasion to use this
Chamber in the day time, as some country
members have. With regard to the
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library aitached to this Chamber, I say it
is an absolute stigma on the Legislative
Assembly to have a library so inadequate,
and so badly housed. Not that I imagine
our library should largely consist of bricke
and mortar ; but, at the same time, better
accommodation is required for housing
the books which members use for the pur-
pose of reference and information. With
regard to the additional accommodation
which has Leen sugzested, T um not one
to argue that we should spend money on
bunaings that are not likely to be per-
manent. The sugpestion of the Director
of Public Works, that the matter should
be referred to a Setect Committee, will be
likely to secure an economical arrange-
ment that will commend itself to membere
generally, by extending a wing of the
Public Offices, and so providing tem-
porarily in connection with this Chamber

congiderable extension of accommodation.
The new wing of the Public Offices might
well be used in that way until the pro-
jected new Houses of Parliament are
built. 1 know we have many public
works and crying wants upon which
money could well he expended, and I
shall oppose the expending of any large
sum in the way of luxuricus accommoda-
tion in connection with this Chamber :
but I think some further accommodation
can be provided in the way suggested, at
a very small expense.

Mg, KINGSMILL (Pilbarra): As ome
of the country members, possibly, who
hag been referred to, T must say that the
present accommodation is inadequate,
and especially in regard to the library.
The member for West Kimberley (Mr.
A. Forrest) baees his objection to an ex-
tension on the fact that we are likely to
have new Parlinment Houses erected
before long at the top of St George's
Terrace ; but, as for as [ can see, the
prospect of being able to use that new
building is not immediate, nor very near.
Indeed, the prospect of a federation of
the Australian colonies is another com-
sideration against the probability of new
Parlinment Houses being built in this
colony. I, therefore, have much pleasure
in supporting the motion.

Mg, MORAN (East Coolgardie): I am
inclined to disagree with the member for
West Kimberley as to not appoinfing a
Select Committee, for the reasons just
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stated by the member for Pilbarra.
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business to follow in the town, where

There is o feeling amongst members who | there are few amusements, and, conse-

come # long distance that better accom-
modation ought to be found within the
House. There is only one small room at
the back for members; and even that is
so situated that every police-candidate
or person seeking a Government billet
can immediately see through the window
the member he wants. Such visitors
immediately invade the sanctum—if it
can be called a sanctum—and members
who want to evade them cannot get out
of their way, Members from the gold-
fields, or from the North—like the mem-
ber for Pilbarra (Mr. Kingsmill) nnd the
member for Yalgoo (Mr. Wallace), who
are quiet and retiring gentlemen, and
who love to be in and around the scene
of their work—are strongly of opinion
that more comfort and convenience
should be provided. I hope the Select
Committee will consider the desirability
of making this Chamber and its sur
roundings suitable for the next twenty
vears. 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 most comfortable Cham-
ber of any of the Australias was to be
found in Western Australin. The elabo-
rate building in Adelnide, as a debating
chumber, is altogether inferior to the
present chamber in Western Australin.
In the Adelaide House the acoustic pro-
perties are so bad that the iuembers
cannot hear one another.

Mn. Simpsox: That is an advantage ab
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 neccommeodate more members than
the colony will want for the next twenty
years. I am not in favour of a large Par-
linment House or & large number of mem-
bers; and I fai! to see the utility of in-
terfering with 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

quently, are frequently at the House. At
present, a man cannot write a letter with-
out being disturbed with the stale politics
of the talking members around him. In
the writing room there are one
chair, one table, and cne pot of ink,
so that a man very often hae to
uge the Legislative Chamber itself
for the purpose of writing his cor-
respondence. There is plenty of room
at the back, I believe, for the addition
of nnother storey to the building. There
is also room on the pround floor; and it
might not prove a bad arrangement to
have the refreshment room underground.

Mg, CONOLLY (Dundas): Ihave plea-
sure in supporting the proposal for a
Select Committee. The accommodation
for the country members like myself
should be more comfortable.  Further
additions are required to the members’
room, and to the library, which is incap-
able of holding the many books of re-
ference required. It is & good and econo-
mical idea that whatever alterations are
earried out here should be with a view
to a permanent House of Parliament at
some future time in St. George’s Terrace.
That will obwiate any chance of the
altered buildings falling into: disuse when
a move may he made to some other
place.

Question put and passed.

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

T'at and passed.

A ballot baving been taken, the follow-
ing members (in addition to the mover)
were elected : Mr. George, Mr. Kingsmill,
Mr. Leake, Mr. Simpson, Sir James G.
Lee Steere, nnd Hon. H. W. Venn.

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

At 640 pm. the Sreaxen left the
chair.

At 7.40 p.m. the SPEAKER resumed the
chair.
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MOTION: TICK IN EAST EKIMBERLEY,
REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS,

Mr. MONGER (York) moved:

That owing to the absence of any sickness
or mortality in East Kimberley 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 there.

He 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 Kim-
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 & motion moved by the member for
Albany (Mr. Leake), that motion having
been intended as one of censure on the
Government for their administration of
the Stock Diseases Act. The amendment
which thiz House 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 Territory of Queensland,
and prohibited the removal of cattle fromn
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.
Hubble), to the effect that the service of
some reliable tick expert should be ob-
tained by the Government, and that he
should be sent to East Kimberley to in-
gpect. 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 gent to Eagt 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. Burt’s), which was
adopted by this House last session, has
had the effect that since December last
the settlers in the East Kimberley dis-
trict have been unable to send any cattle
to the sputhern 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; and, if it is admitted
that the East EKimberley district em-
braces by far the finest cattle-pro-
ducing country in Western Australia,

[ASSEMBLY.)

Proposed Removal,

I think all will agree that the action of
the member for the Ashburton, in pro-
posing that drastic amendment, has been
more than hard in its results to those
settlers, who have riaked their lives and
their money in trying to establish sta-
tions in that very remote district. I can
gpeak personally about East Kimberley,
having on one occasion travelled frowm
Hall’'s Creek to Wyndham ; and I think
it is generally admitted that there are
very few portions of Australia better
adapted for cattle-producing and cattle-
raising than is that lecality., About 13
years ago the Kast Kimberley dis
trict was first stocked with about
1000 head of cattle, and torday there nre
close on 100,000 head in that district.
According to reports which have been
placed before us, there are 6000 or
7000 head of cattle known to be fat in
that district, and the owners of those
cattle are prohibited fromn bringing them
to the southern markets. During the
years 1893, '96, 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 goldfields. .. uring
1897, the number sent from East Kim-
berley alone amounted to nearly 5500
head ; or, sccording to the statistics sup-
plied by the Government, very nearly
one-fourth of the total number required
to meet this colony’s wants came fromn
East Kimberley. At the present time,
with the restriction which Parliament
has imposed on East Kimberley, the
settlers are unable to continue to com-
pete against other portions of Western
Australia ; and for what reason? 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 that
tick was known, to exist there as far back
ng 1886, and we know that during the
vears 1895, '96, and 97, cattle were
being brought in large numbers from
East Kimberley to Fremnntle without
any bad results ocowring ; nor have we
any evidence before us now to show that,
while allowing cattle to ngain come from
East Kimberley, 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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gettlers in the southern and eastern dis-
triets of this colony, who are largely in-
terested in the deirying and cattle in-
dustry, I have gathered that they in no
way fear any ill result from 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; nnd that owing
to the paturnl surroundings about Fre-
mantle, Parth, and the eastern districts,
the settlers are convinced that tick will
not live in these parts In talking to
one large breeder of stock, who was him-
self for mnny years & 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 lurge 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-
berley 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 Kimberley
district brought from the Northern Ter-
ritory of South Australia, and drove
them overland as far as the Murchison,
some 400 or 500 head Jf cattle, and dis-
posed of them 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 show that any ill results have bheen
secagioned. They travelled through
the Northern Territory, which at the
time was known 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 mob 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. Therefyre, it is only
uatural to conclude that the tick fell off
these animals, and ‘whether it is owing to
the peculiarities of the land, or what it
may be, I am unable to say, but at all
events no sign of tick has ever been seen
on the Murchison. I will now refer
briefly to Mr, Hancock’s report. I am
sorry this House is not in possession uof
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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 te Western Australia.
But when we come 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
him he is led to the conclusion that these
cattle died from tick fever. I may soy
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 those who saw
some of them die, he is led to the conclu-
sion that these cattle died from tick
fever or red-water. A reply 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
gent a telegram to a man who was not in
charge, but was a drover of the cattle to
which Mr. Hancock makes reference: : a.n_d
the reply to that telegram, ?Vhlch i
sworn to efore the Resident Magistrate at
Wyndham, fairly proves that the hearsay
cvidence on which Mr. Hancock bases the
whole of his report i not so accurate as
one could wish, For the benefit of the
House, I will read the telegram which »
was received only vesterday:—

We started from the place of wdelivery,
Wave Hall, with a thousand head of cu,t.t}e.
through the bush, and the mileage of theﬂ{jmly
stages to Red Hill was as follows : —Fight,
seven, fourteen, twelve. seventeen, €IX, SIX,
thirteen. ten, twelve, thirteen, eight. ten, five,
eight. The longest distance without a drink
of water was 23 miles. I saw cattle die about
Red Hill Butts, and T thought the death was
caused by overdriving. I saw Duff shoot e
hudlock, and examine the inside.  The beast
appéared to be quite healthy.  Found no
ticks. He afterwards examined two which
had just died, and he told me that he saw
no ticks and no symptoms of red-water : also.
that he was at a loss to account for the death.
I believe 50 would be the ontside number that
died at Red Butts. The. losses were chiefly
through rushes. At one rush alone we lost
20 odd, and I consider the cattle were shame-
fully overdriven, T have seen tailers lashed
with stockwhips, and driven at a gallop over
rough places: and on nearly all ocecasions the
cattle were rushed too quickly through water
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to allow them tu get o good drink. The
symptoms of sickness were o ruaning from the
nose, and & generally knocked-up appearance,
finally giving way across the loins, then lying
down for from 12 to 36 hLours, and either
dying or recovering within that time. Almost
aﬁ were slightly sick and went off their feed,
but recovered in a few days. The pgreater
part of the route is badly watered, especially
for a big mob of cattle, a.na is also very stoney ;
and across the desert for thirty miles there is
barely any grass.—Signed by UGeorge Hill, be-
fore me at Wyndham, 1lth July, 1898,
{Signed) Frederick Pearce, R.)M.

That is entirely opposed to the statement
which was made by Mr. Haneock inhisre-
port : and I say if the expert who was sent
on behalf of the Government to report on
the particular subject goes so far wrong 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 was also
agked this question: “How can you ac-
count. for ticks not reappearing near Fre-
mantle since the January outbreak? To
that he replies : —

I can only attribute it to the agency of
cattle placed in the infected paddock for short
periods only, awaiting slanghter, acting as
living traps for ticks which were destroyed
by the salting of the hides.

I think that in itself is very conclusive
evidence that, if the hides in the future
are treated as hides have been treated in
the past, there will be little probability
of the tick pest invading this south-
western. portion of the colony.

. Mg. Leake: That is when they are

salted.

Me. MONGER : I think it is necessary
to salt all hides.

Mg. Leske: Not till you take them off
the beast, though.

Mp. MONGER : There are many other
matters in connection with the report
which I think require further evidence and
further remarks from that gentleman, be-
fore this House can agree eniirely to
what he says.  There is no doubt his re-
commendation for inogulation is a remark-
ably good one, and one which before long
will be carried out throughout the whole
of Austrnlia. In a copy of the dustral-
asian newspaper—I think the last issue
—there were remarks made on this ques.
tien as follow : —

That inoculation will render cattle immune to

the disease we muy regard as proven by the
experiments that bave been carried out in
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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 fuirly anticipate that
it is merelg' a question of time when the pest
will extend from the Gulf of Carpentaria to
Bass's Strait. It is evident, then, that our
hopes must rest upon inoculation, by means
of which, if the inseet 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
authorities in Australia on the subject of
cattle, I mean the gentleman who writes
under the nom de plume of “Bruni” in the
Australesian, and if we are going to have
tick in Australia from the Gulf of Car-
pentaria to Bass’s Strait, it is evident that
the timne is not distant when the cattle im-
ported from South Australia and from
Victoria to this colony will be infected
with tick ; therefore, if we do not met tick
from our own country at East Kimberley,
we are bound, ultimately, according to
this authority, to get tick from the other
colonies. Surely when we have to face o
question like this, it is in the interests
of the people of this colony to take the
disease, if it may be 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 annuval meeting of the delegates of
the Stock Boards to-day, it was agreed, in
view of the dunger of tick spreading, to
estublish an experrmental observation station
in the colony.  There was, it was contended,
no need at present to further close the border
agninst Queensland cattle. It was pointed
out in support of this view that tick only
thrived where moisture and heavily grassed
country existed.

Well, though 1 am sorry to say it, if that
statement is correct, I do not think there
is much chance of tick spreading to any
great extent in these parts, where we
have not got heavilyprassed 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.
fectly safe from tick. We have heard
the cry from the poldficlds and from
Perth and Fremantle of the hirh 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 meat; and when
it is known that we have at present
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sufficient fat cattle in the East Kimberley
district alone to meet the whole require-
ments of Western Austrglia for at least
three months, surely it is in the interests
of everyone that the settlers in East
Kimberley shall be given an opportunity
of supplying our local wants. The total
quantity of cattle sent down from the two
Kimberleys last 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 circumstances nearly one-half the
meat requirements of Western Australia.
1t has been nrgued in Mr. Hancock’s report
that one way out of the difficulty is by the
erection of chilline works at Wyndham.
That is all very well, but when he was
asked how long it will take to erect these
werks, he said iwelve months. Surely it
is not desired by this House that the East
Kimberley irade with the south-western
portion of the colony is to be closed for
twelve months, and that in the meantime
the settiers there are to have no oppor-
tunity of supplying meat to these paris

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
out that unless there are a greater num-
ber of cattle in the East Kimberley dis-
trict than there are nat present, the
ereotion of chilling works would be a hig
expenditure to those whe 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, ns far as I can gather, where
chilling works and freesing works are
established—say, at Rockhampton, in
Queensland-—somethingr like one hundred
thousand hend of cattle have to be sup-
plied for keeping them going in one year.
If we reckon that East Kimberley is only
ono-third stocked, and thet there is a
probability of increasing its capabilities
to three times the present number, we
" would then not be able to supply nny-
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 prodicers. See-
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ing that there is this difficulty in the way
of erection of chilling works at Wynd-
ham, I think it is absolutely necessary
to devise some other means; and the
only means on which up to the present
we have any relinble data is the inocula-
tion of the whole of the cattle in Western
Australia.  Suppose the Government
started by ordering the incculation of the
cattle in the South-Western Province, it
would not mean s matter of hardship to
the gettlers in those parte. There are
very few large cattle proprietors in the
South-Western Province, and I am in-
formed by Mr. Hancock and others that
the cost of inoculation iz something like
2d. per head. If these figures are cor-
rect, and 1f inoculation is proved so reli-
able, surely it is in the interests of the
Government to issue instructions that all
eattle in the South-Western Province
shall, as soon as possible, be inoculated.
A gentleman from East Kimberley die
trict 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 gentleman’s own
point of view. I should say that from
any point of view his letters are interest-
most
reasonably with the subject. In all his
letters he simply asks that hon. members
should give this question a perfectly un-
Liasged consideration; and he puts him-
self entirely in the hands of this House,
recognising that this House alone has the
power to denl with a matter of so much
importance to himself and his particular
district. The report by Mr. Hancock has
been conveyed by telegraph to Queens
land, and a very large cattle-owner in
that colony has sent a telegrnm over to
2 gentleman who occupies a seat in this
House. That reply telegram is to the
following effect: —

Have been shown Hancock’s report. Pound,
who is the best authority in Australia, ridi-
cules such predictions without scientific data,

Mz. Srursox : Who is the sender of that
message? I could name him at once.

Mr. MONGER : At all events the tele-
gram has heen 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
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unable to state that he saw in the East
Kunberley district cattle which had died
from the disense, but be tells us that
from his experience we may expect a large
wortality during the next few months.
It is & very strange thing, if we take into
consideration that tick has been known
to exist in that district for about 13 years,
that, as-yet, no mortality has occurred.
The only instance recorded is that we all
knew of months back. On the ather
hand, it is contended 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 unnecessary
at the prezent time to place that amount
of confidence in Mr. Hancock's report
which, I believe, niany people were in
clined to place when they firsi read it.
There is another point whick Mr. Han-
cock has rather overlooked. When he
was telegrapbed 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  ocondition. Surely if the
cattle are fat and fit for
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 eattle simply states one or
twe of the symptoma which are supposed
to have affected those cattle. I am in-
formed on the very best authority that
Mr. Pound states that when a beaat is
perfectly healthy the spleen weighs from
2, to 3lb., but when affected with red-
water or Texas fever, or whatever the
disease is termed, the spleen weighs fromn
71hb. to Mb. I am further informed that
those who saw these particular cattle after
death absolutely declare that the spleen
wns the normal size. That, I think, goes
to prove that these cattle did not die of
tick, but 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 get
fresh evidence and to obtain furiber in-
formation from Mr. Hancock in conmec-
tion with his report. Under these cir-
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cumatances it is unnecessary for me te
tale: up longer the time of the House;
but I hope, when the question finally -
cowes on for consideration, the motion I
have brought forward to-night will be
carried, at all events, by a big majority
of the House.

Me. HARPER (Beverley): I think the
gpeech in which the hon. member has
submitted his motion emphasises the
nccessity for further information. I there-
fore beg to move that this subject watter
of the motion be referred to a Select Com-
miccee.

Mg. A. FORREST (West Kimberley):
I have much pleasure in seconding the
amendment that this matter be referred
ta a Select Committee.
~ Mr. MORAN (#ast Coolgardie): May
I ask your ruling, Mr. Speaker, as to
whether a motion for the appointment
of a Select Committee can be moved
before the motion of the hon. member
for York (Mr. Monger) is seconded.

Tug SPEAKER: I thought I saw some
hon.member nod his head as a seconder.

Mr. MORAN: I second the motion,
with your permission. It has not been
seconded so far.

Tug SPEAKER: Do you want to
speak.

Mr. MORAN: Yes.

Mr. A. Forresr: There was a proposal
thnt the question be referred to a Select
Cemmittee,

Mr. MORAN: That connot be done
until the former motion is seconded.

Tne SPEAKER: There seems to be
some mistake as to whether the motion
wag seconded. The hon. member says
1 was not, and it ought to be seconded.

Mgr. MORAN (East Coolgardie): Before
the motion for the appointment of a
Select Committee is considered, it ia just
as well T should say a word or two on
behalf of those who “pny the piper,”
namely, the consumers. T have no in-
terest in any cattle station.

Me. Sivpsoxn: You belong to the cheap-
meat party, '

Mr. MORAN: Yes; I bhelong to a
cheap-meat party, but, unfortunately,
that party is the party which has to pay
very dearly for its meat. The result of
the extraordinary debate last “session on
this subject was that the people of the
colony, nnd the goldfields particulariy,
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were 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 Australin 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 gold-
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 c¢an-
no. raise enough meat to fed the Fre-
mantle prisoners, let alone the people of
the colony.

Mgr. A. Forrest: That is not correct.

Mg. MORAN: It is perfectly correct.
1If you take the train from Perth to
Albany through the beautiful south-
western districts—and they are beautiful,
for fruit-growing and ceresls in some
places—you will not find a dead hide, let
nlone a live one, except at 50 miles apart,
and then it will be only some disconsomte
poor old cow ruminating over the days
that wused to be before Responsible
Government.  Some 80,000 people ere
asked to put their hands in their pdckets
in order to support an industry in a
small part of this colony.

Mr. A. Forgest: The duty was there
before the Kimberleys were founded.

-Mr. MORAXN : T 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 & 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 be-
ings who were living and growing rich
at the expense of the whole of Western
Australia guarrelled amongst themselves.
The representative of West Kimberley
came nto this House, and aided and
abetted and achieved the locking up of
thz other Kimberley, which caused the
riys in the price of meat to which I have
alluded.

Mr. Smwpsox: Is that the sort of thing
which goes on upon the Goveroment
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Mg, MORAN: We know perfectly well
that the Opposition members are the
cheap-food people, who talk about. the
cosc of living.  But if I mistake not, the
hon. 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 open one Kimberley
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 extens, It
wag decided by a majority on one or two
oceasions to keep on the duty of 30s. per
head, thinking that in time the growth of
cattle in Kimberley would supply suffi-
vient for our own consumption. We are
now told that the Kimberley distriets can
supply sufficient for ownown wants; but
what avails that to the people of Perth,
Fremantle, and the poldfields, when they
are called upon to pay 10d., le., and 1s.
2d. o lb. for meat in order that the West
Kiniberley eattle and no other cattle may
come into this market?

Mgr. A. Forresr: That is not so.

Mr. MORAN: I bave made the asser-
tion bhefore, and I make it now, and the
people 1nay judge from the pages of
Hensard. East Kimberley was locked
up with the pretension of protecting the
large cattle growers of Bunbury and
Perth, which large caitle growers cwn
nhout three cows each. These are the
only places where a few cattle are grown
in the southern districts.

Mn. A. Forrest: You know nothing
about; it.

Mg, MORAN: I am sure there is no
want of ignorance on the Treasury
benches in & great many things, and “those
who live in glass houses should not throw
stenes,” The only district outside Kim-
berley which can produce n few cattle and
does produce them, lies around Northam,
Neweastle, and York. We have it on the
authority of the hon. member for York
(Mr. Monger), who is perhaps one of the
most experienced nnd one of the oldest
settlers at York, and who knows the coun-
try well, and from Mr. Clarkson, one of
the Iargest landholders in that district,
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that they have no dread of the tick in
these arid plains during the dry seasons.
But, apart from that altogether, I am here
on behalf of the consumer. So far asmy
constituents are concerned, and so far as
I am personally concerned as & consumer,
I am pot prepared to protect those milch
cows in and around Perth and the south
western districts at the expense of 2d.,
3d., and 4d. per lb. on every 1b, of meat
eaten. Are consumers 8o anxious that
this part of the colony, which cannot
grow cattle, should be protected, as to be
prepared to lock up the part of the colony
which can produce eattle? It would ap-
pear that consumers were content not
only to pay the duty of 30s. per head, but
to pay another 30s. or £2 a head in order
te lock up ope 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 an
extra 2d. per Ib.—and the retail butchers
say this, too—because there is an absurd
regulation prohibiting cattle from asup-
posed tick-infested district. It has not
Lbeen proved that the cattle suffer there,
or, at any rate, that there is any mor-
tality from the disense except amongst
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 was that an inspector found a
stockwhip in use that had been made
from the hide of one of the beasts, and on
that whip 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 eould
he made ; and perhaps if that whip could
be chemically analysed it might be proved
that tick had existed two years before.
We are asked to continue this absurd re-
gulation—to continue locking up this
distriet. If it was in New South Wales
there might be some sense in it. It is
now recogmised that inoculation is the
most effective means 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. ner
hend, so that it would cost & man with
onlv three cows 6d. for the inoculation
of his stock. The Government, therefore,
might insist on inoeculetion. Is it fair
that the consumers should suffer from
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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! How
long; is this state of things to be allowed
to last? Is there any other part of the
world where it would be allowed at all?
In London you can obtain meat at about
5d. or 6d. per Ib.,, while here we pay 10d.
and ls. a b, for it. There is plenty of
poverty around Perth, Fremantle, Ka-
ncwnoa, and Ealgoorlie ; and although the
Premier is not aware of the hard times
that exist, there are hard times, and
some people are not able to afford ment
because of the heavy duties. We are a
long-sufiering 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-
gurd for them to expect that the com-
sumers can continue for ever paying this
enormous price to shelter the nroducers.
It is our duty, not only to do away 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
the East Kimberley district, 1 will give
my assistance in  that direction. The
Government might, perhaps, subsidise n
local line of stemners. They have done
all they could by giving jetties, wharves,
publi¢ 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.
We ask you pow to let us have meant
at a living price. A poor mnn cannot
feed his family on fresh meat, and yet
we are coolly asked to continue this ab-
surd restriction to protect an industry
which has no existence. Is it a fair
thing to nsk the consumers to go to this
entrmous expense for the up-keep of a
few head of eattle? Let us form a syndi-
cate and buy up the few head of cattle
around this diatrict.

Tre Premer: You could not do it.

Mr. MORAN: T do not believe we
could, hecause the difficulty would be to
find them, and not even the most expert
blacktracker would be able to do that.
T suggest, however, that we should form
this syndicate and buy up all the cattle
in the district. As a matter of fact, the

. duty we pry would buy them all up. Let
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us buy them first and eat them after-
wards, and then start importing * on our
own.' 1 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 rold
industty of this colony bas given a ar-
kes to the fruit grower and toevery other
grower. At present we are starving for
the fruit which we are preventing frowm
coming 1. I believe it is proposed to
fumigate and inoculate every apple at
Albany.

Mg. Vosrer: That is on nccount of the
vodlin moth.

Mgr. MORAN: On the goldfields they
say, " Let us have an apple, with or with-
out the codlin woth.” I maintain that
the people I represent are heing unfairly
mulcted for the benefit of an industry
which has no existence—a problematical
industry which is no industry.

A Maurer: What about Bunbury!

Mr. MORAN: I have been all about
Bunbury, and I have never got anvthing
there but tinned milk.

Tre Prexier: There are 10,000 ecattle
in the district.

MRr. MORAN: They must be all stores
1 have been all over the south-west dis-

trict, and T was at Bunbury 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, wehave
_ never heard of them. Even at Bridge-
town you will get nothing but tioned
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 slv-grog stills
there. T would ask the members for
Perth and Fremantle and the members
for the goldfields to do their utmost to
remove this restriction, so that we may
ret meat on the goldfields at a reason-
able price. I would be prepared to
sacrifice every other item on the tariff Lo
get meat on the goldfields at 4d. or 5d.
per 1b.
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Mr. Vosper: What is the price of
Queensland meat?

Mgr. MORAN: Tt is not more than 2d.
or 3d. perlb., and you could do more work
on a )b, of beef from there than on a
whole bullock of the lean and satringy
kind we have here. [ have placed this
matter before the House from a consum-
er's standpoint, and T will ask the House
to deal fairly with it. Tet us not alarm
ourselves about those few ancient cattle
at Bunbury. T know well that no decent
respectable Queensland tick would come
within & mile of them. It is almost im-
possible not to be struck by the humour-
ous nspects of the question.  But in all
seriousness I would observe that on the
one hand we have the producers mnking
a heap of money out of the consumers;
on the other hand we see the consumers
put to enormous expense for meat. This
high price of meat prohibits people from
bringing their families here—the cost of
living is toe dear, On the other hand
we have the cattle growers at Kimberley,
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 nre—who bave 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 of the bottom of that resolution, nor
do I think if this restriction is continued
that the pood of Australia will be at the
bottom of the vote given on this occasion,
When a nerson thinks thus,itis just as
well that he should say so. When the
resolution was moved in the House six
months ago, I did my utmost tooppose
it. The restriction on the importation
of meat from the East Kimberley district
was made in order that the meat ring of
Western Australian might be benefited
thereby.  This is the first time T have
made this assertion, but T make it now.
We know of its existemce. Butchers in
Kalgoorlie tell me that they have to buy
weat from particular persons, and that
they have to pay down £50, and if these
hutchers attempt to lower the price of
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meat they are not served with cattle. 1
have been told that. A butcher is asked
to put down a certain sum of money , .e
is agked to enter into an agreement, and
if he endeavours to reduce the price of
meat he forfeits the money whick he has
deposited. I have been trespassing toc
niuch on the good nature of the House;
but 1 say this was one of the Jobs
purpetrated in this House. I said
it before, and I say so still. The very
danger which I mentioned was non-
existent, has not some about. No ticks
have been found about Perth or Fre
mantle. It wns an absurd boundary line
to place between East and Wesl
Kimberley ; there iz no natural boun-
dary between those two places. There
is an open highway between East and
West Kimberley ; there is no coast track ;
there is no habitalle country there.

Tre Premyer: There is no good coach
track, did you say?

Mk, MORAN : Let us say then & tick
teack. It is not a fair thing to lock up
East Kimberley and leave West Kimber-
ley open. At the same time there is no
natural barrier between those two places.
West Kimberley is tick-infested just ns
much as East Kimberley is, and was tick-
infested last year. The tick was there,
and is there to-day, and cattle from West
Kimberley have been coming down here.
Did I not try to prevent this injustice
being done last zession? Did I not bring
forward a substantive motion to have the
cattle in West Kimberley examined as
well ag those in Easgt Kimberley?

Mg. VospeEr: Who resisted it?

Mr. MORAN: The cattlel owners of
West Kimberley. I objected last session
because it was an unfair thing to lock up
one pnrt 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 dn
not want to find them ; we do not want
to find the tick in our owncattle, but in
other men’s cattle.” If we are going to
keep up the quarantine regulations, we
must quarantine the whole lot of tick-
infeated cattle or wipe away the regula-
tions altogrether. I hope this session of
Parliament will see the whole question of
the meat sunply gone into, and the one
object kept before the House, that of a
cheaper meat supply. We have suffered
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long enough; let us wipe these ab-
surd regulations away altogether. [
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 T thought to be an honoursble
course, and if T can help the cattle
breeders I will do so; but it is not right
to ask people to go on paying the high
price they are now paying for meat. [
shollgo on pursuing thissame course, no
matter what end it leads me to. T have
much pleasure in seconding the motion
brought before the House by the hon.
member for York (Mr. Monger).

Mr. HARPER (Beverley): T move that
this matter be referred to a Select Com- -

_mittee,

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

Mr. Morax: Is the hon. member in
order in saying that I hold a brief?

Mr. A. FORREST: I surely have a
right to say, when an hon. member makes
such remarks as the hon. member for
East Coolgardie has, that he holds a
brief in the case. He has never com-
swted any member in reference to this
question. I have not yet considered
which way I shall vote; I have not made
up my mind, and I shall not make it up
until I have seen the report of this Select
Committee. This is o most important
question, and one of the most important
ever brought before Parliament.  After
the report made Ly the gentleman whe
was Bent up to East Kimberley at the
Government expense, I think we should
thuroughly 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 bon. member was
dreaming, because, if I recollect aright,
there are two and a balf millions of
gsheep to the north of Geraldton. Last
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year 200,000 fat sheep came from that
part of the colony to the Perth market.

Mg, Morax: I am not talking of sheep,
but of cattle.

Mn. A. FORREST: The hon. member
who poses as an authority in the House
appears to me to run altogether off the
track. Instead of discussing the ques-
tion brought ferward 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 Cocl-
gardie that when the question of duty
on imported live stock comes up, I shall
be glad to help him, and then, no doubt,
he will see that the price of meat is re-
duced by 2d. per pound.

Tee Prexagr: Twopence per pound
cheaper?

Mr. A, FORREST: I am simply quot-
ing the argument of the hon. member
for Enst Coolgardie, who says that the
price has been raised by 2d. a pound.

Tuae Prermier: Do you agree with 147

Mr, A. FORREST: I do not. The
hon. member for East Coolgardie says
that the price of meat hag been increased
2d. per pound. I shall be very glad to
sell the hon. member beef at 2d. per
pound im the district he represents. [
will sell himn 1,000 head of cattle to-mor-
row at 2d. per pound.

Mr. Moran: What weight?

Mr. A, FORREST: 800lbs. Therc
are many reasons why the price of meat
is high down here.

Msa. Moran: Tell us a few of them.

Ma. A. FORREST: The wholesale
price of meat has not been incrensed $
per cent. during the last 15 years, and
last session I gave the House, year by
year, the wholesale prices of beel 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
allcwed to come from East Kimberely:
we heve no wish to keep them out. Tt
is not Tight for the hon. member to say
that people in one part of the celony are
against the people in another part, We
al) 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
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tick, every care should be taken before
cattle are admitted. I only intended
formally to second the amendment, and
I should only have done s¢ had it not
been for the remarks of the hon. mem-
ber for East Coolgardie. I will ask the
members of the Seleet 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 T will ask those gentlemen who are
appointed on that Comuuttee to consider
several questions. First, that the
ateamers that are allowed to bring the
cattle from Kimberley te Fremantle
should not be allowed to call at any port
between Wyndham and Fremantle, and
that on the return voyage these vessels
should not be allowed to call at any port

| between Fremantle and Wyndham, I1f

they are allowed to call, we might get
the disease into the ports of West Kim-
berley, and into the ports on the North-
Weat 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 7year this
colony supplied half the meat consumed
in the colony, and the other half was im-
ported from the eastern colonies. We
must be sure that the steamers that
bring these eattle 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 ecattle from tick-infested ports.
These are important matters that 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 hon. 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, had neo
axe to grind, or any interest in any cattle
in this country; he hardly knew any-
body; he went to the East EKimberley
district, and made his report to the best
of his ability. It is a fairly worded re-
port, but T 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 fact
that cattle were allowed 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
tlere was any tick in Western Australin
before those cattle were allowed to come
in. [ do not wish to say a word against
caitle being allowed to come in, but ]
would like 1o help to bring them
in all I can. T do not want to dor any-
thing to hurt any portion of the cotonv
without first giving the matter grave 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 nct wani the tick to
come further south than can be helped.
There is no tick there, because cattle are
coming down continually, and they are
inspected in Fremantle, and they are
clean. If they were not clenn when they
arrived in Fremantle, you may be sure
they would soon be placed in quarantine.
There is quite a numoer of people on the
lock-out to see if they can find tuk. The
hon. member for East Coolgardie (Mr.
Moran) quotes from his last session
speeches very largely, with regard to the
action he then took. Well, T say that
the action .the hon. member took last
year was not the action of a patriot with
the good of his country et heart. Be-
cause tick was found at one place he
snid : “You must have the whole of the
colony inspected, to see if we cannot find
ticl: somewhere else.”

Mn. Morax: You would not allow it.

Mr. 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 con-
tending that the whole of the country
is to be subjected to quarantine hecause
tick iz found in one particular place, the
iden is irrational, and the hon. member
who preposes 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 subject to
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ancther—from Wyndham 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 1in
the country; there is no butter; there
is no milk; there are no potatoes; the
whole of the colony is a wilderness, and
that we are all living on Kalgoorlie.
That is the conclusion of the whole mat-
ter, in the hon. member’s opinion.

Mr. Morax: We are living on
“tinned dog,” most of us,

Mr. A. FORREST : Now 1 do uot think
the hon. member is quite fnir. He knows
better himself. There is no man in the
Homse more intelligent than the hon.
member for East Coolgardie. But he
runs away at a tangent, and gets on a
subject which I am certain he knows
nothing about. He told us, in respect
of the two Kimberleys, that you would
have to travel 150 miles tok find one
head of stock. Well, T do not know.
And he winds up by saying he is not
the owner of a station. Tt is only a pity
that the hon. member dees 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 him
to live in those districts,

Mg. Morax: That is what I say.

Mz. A. FORREST: And, if it had not
been for the colony’s growth here, theve
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 tnke away from them.
The hon. member talks about the farm-
ers and the duty on flour; but why
ghould the people of the northern divi-
gion have to pay a duty on flour? Flour
15 the only thing the farmers produce:
he wants to take the little tax away.
Well, T am going to help him to take
away the tax, so that he will be satisfied ;
he will have no more axes to grind in
this Parliament. He says he has only
zot one—the price of meat. 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
“ring,” nor has it anything to do with

the wholesale people, or with the
growers.
Me. HUBBLE: The motion brought

forward by the hon. member for York
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{Mr. Monger) in reference to the doing
away with these restrictions in the East
Kimberley district is one which demands
the serious consideration of every hon.
member of this House. It ig 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 member who asked this House
last session to get an expert from (Jueens-
lan:il to visit East Kimberley and report
on this very important question. The
Government have seen fit to earry out
the wish of the House, and a gestleman
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 be. Speaking in this House a few
days ago, I said I was in hopes that Mr.
Hancock’s report would be one that
would lead the House to repeal the re-
gulation made last session with regard
to East Kimberley, and which is still
in force. The member for York read a
telirram o few minutes ago, in which
Mr. Pound’s name is mentioned in con-
nection with remarks made in Mr. Han-
cock’s report. I should imagine that,
when this Government asked the Queens-
land Government for an expert, Mr.
Pound was one of the first to be con-
sulted on that matter. Thercfore, not
knowing whom the telegram came from,
I place very little reliance on the report.
Mr. Hancock, in his report, said that
mortality is likely to result in the near
future. Now, sir, 1 should like to ask
the Government at this moment, if they

have had any later reports from East

Kimberley since Mr. Hancock left
Wyndham. It is now some three weeks
since. . I should like to ask the Govern-
ment if they have had any report from
Wyndham ; whether there has been any
more mortality in any of the ecattle.
Three weeks have now elapsed, and there
has perhaps been time for some other
renorts to come down.

Mg. Supsow: Do you know something,
when you suggest a question?

Mr. HUBBLE: I know nothing at all.

Mr. LEakn: He says he does not ex-
pect mortality quite so soon.

Mr. HUBBLE : There is no doubt thai
great caution will have to be taken in
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introducing cattle into this part of the
country. 1 was very sorry indeed to
hear the remarks which fell from the
uwember 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 Roebourne 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 he has done. I quite
agree with the member for York that in-
oculation ought to be practised in this
colony. 1 think that is one of the
recommendations Mr. Hancock has made
in his report ; and I feel certain that is
the way to cope with this dreadful dis-
ease. 1 hope that the people in this
part of the colony, as well as in the Kim-
herley districts, will thAke proper precau-
tions, and carry out this particular
scheme of inoculation.  The hon. mem-
ber for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) has
made a great fuss about the price of
meat; and the member for West Kim-
berley (Mr. A, Forrest) has informed uas
that he ie going to vote for the stock-tax
betng taken off.  Well, T suppose all hon.
members know what amount. per pound
30a. per hend means. We have had it
nver and over again. It is a atter of
sonie ¥ of a penny per pound : and I can
agsure you that the consumer will
not get the benefit of it, if it is
taken 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 mnade about this 30s.; but
the goldfields members, for the benefit of
whose constituents this tax is to be taken
off, do not seem to understand this ques-
tion, or the difference it is going to make
in the price of meat. I have very much
pleasure in supnorting the amendment
for the anpointment of a Select Commit-
tee to inaquire into this very important
question.

Mr. LEAKE: It is my iaotention to
oppose the amendment for the appoint-
meni of n Select Committee, and for
this reason, that T think it will be in-
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finitely better that this very important
subject should Le well threshed out in
the House, ns it well may be, instead of
in camera, as it were.

Mr. A. Fogrresr: We want more evi-
dence.

Mgr. LEAKE: We do nct want more
evidence. One hon. member who has
gpoken referred to glass houses and the
folly of throwing stomes, and then pro-
veeded with great facility to indulge him-
self with a perfect volley of missiles, I
do not propose to adopt that conrse ; nor
shall I make any serious personal state-
ments 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 motion be
fore the House is prompted, no doubt, by
the result of the debate last session, when,
in the interests of the Government, a
proposal was made that no cattle
should be removed from East Kimberley
until that district should be declared by
the Chief Inspector of Stock to be free
from tick, or till Parliament was again
congulted. That was a little rod that was
pil in pickle by a Government sup-
porter ; and now of course we find that it
is used, as I thought it would be, to flog
the Government with. However, the
motion which we have now to consider
asks the House to affirm this proposition:
that, owing to the absence of any sick-
ness or mortality in East Kimberley of
late, the restrictions which were placed
upon the district last session should now
be removed. 1 ask the House to con-
gider whether the hon, gentleman who
moved the motion has satisfied the Houge
that there was an absence of sickness or
mortality amongst the East Kimberley
cattle?

Mg. Cowxor: You cannot bring any
evidence to prove there is any.

Mg. LEARE: Well, T am arguing from
the text which the Government put before
us,
Mg. Morax: That does not state there
is any.

Mar. LEAEKE: I can only argue from
the facts that are before us; and we
musf. not shut out eyes to this, that it
wae considered of sufficient importance
to the administration to import an expert
from Queensland, wha was specially se-
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lected, apparently by people who under-
stood the subject, in the other colony.
That gentleman was zent 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 recponsibility which
rested upon him, he went to the Kimber-
ley distriots, made what was apparently a
thavough and searching examination, and
hag now submitted to the Administration
lus report.  And what is thatreport? Can
it be said for a woment that it affinns
the absence of sickness or mortality
amongst those cattle?

Mr. Monger: It does de that. _

Mr. LEAEKE: Then I must have car-
ried in my mind quite a false impression
from what I read in the newspapers a few
dayz ago. I have not the report before
me, but what I saw particularly was that
the East Kimberley district was “hope-
leasly ticked up.”

Mgr. Moweer: Yes, Mr. Hancock did
use that expression.

Mr. LEARE: And he said there was
evidence of the presence of disease in the
form of tick Fever, which fever is supposed
to be of a devastating character. What
the expert tells us is that the disease only
requires developing during the next few
months of anticipated warm weather.

Mr., Mowcer: What about the warm
weather of last year?

Mg, HooLer: There were only five last
Year.

" Me. LEAKE: Mr. Hancock said the
cases he mentioned had only occurred re-
cently.

Mr. Morax: He said that cattle had
dizd from it two years ago.

Mr. LEAKE: What he said was that
the most virulent cases only appeared te
have come in lately.

Mr. Morax: He said that cattle died
two years ago.

Mr. LEAEE: T 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 T
have not heard anything adverse said.
That is his report. We know that diseases
of this kind in a variety of instances
require time to develop, and such pestsas
these are not acclimatized in a few weeks
or months. They may take years
to develop; but we have the positive



Tiel: Reslrictions :

stateincut of  the expert that the Bast
hunberley district is “hopelessly ticked
up”—that there is the undoubted pre-
sence of this dread disease.

Mg. Morax: He does not prove it; he
says it.

Ma, LEAKE: The hon. member really
wants an experiment to be made in the
southern districts. He wants tick-in-
fested cattle to be brought down here with
the object of ascertaining whether or not
there is any haro in the tick fever or tick
dirense. We have been fold time after
time, and I have never heard it disputed,
that tick is dangerous to all herds, and
y=t we are asked to encourage its presence
in the southern parts of the colony. The
report is most emphatic, and is moreover
fair. Mr. Hancock suggests remedies,
and takes a practical view of the situation.
There is no necessity, he says, to maintain
the prohibition which exists against the
iniroduction of stock from Queensland
and the Northern Territory into East
Kimherley, because one district is now as
kil ns the other.

Mr. Mograx: That is a lot of good to
us down here!

Mza. .ZARE: But there is a practical
way of meeting the position, and he sug-
gests that the herds should be inoculated,
and thue rendered immune. He (Mr.
Hameock) says that on no account should
tick-infested cattle be brought to the
southern districts. The hon. member for
York (Mr. Monger) criticises the expert’s
report as simply an account of 80 head
of cattle dying two years ago. The hon.
member nassed the report by in that airy
manner, and said that the statement was
hased on hedrsay 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 haooened two years ago,
which was long before Mr. Hancock came
to the country, and he could only base his
judgment on the result of inquiries he
made.

Mr. Morax: But he does not record
his authorities at all.

Me. LEAKE: T 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 nar-
ticular telegram read to the House to-
night. T do not know, but possibly thai
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telegraan was from w party whoe s inter
ested in the East Kimberley or the
Northern Territory herds.

Mr. Morav: The sender guotes the
Chief Inspector of Stock.

Mr. LEARKE: But we have before
us——

Mr. Moraxn: The better way would be
for you to ask him for the authority, if
you want to find out.

Tug Segaker: Order! Order!

Mr. LEAKE: We have before us the
report of a gentleman who speaks from
personal observation, and I have not vet
heard it disputed that there is tick in the
East Kimberley district. The disease ‘s
there, and how can this House affirm
that there iz 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 hu-
portance ; but in denling with it we must
regard the interests of the State as para-
momnt, and not the interests of the indi-
vidual.

Mr. Monax: Who are the State?

Mr LEAKE: T do net propose to
answer elemnentary propositions.

Mr. Morax: I suppose the State is
the cockatoo farmers and not the 80,000
consumera?

Me. LEARE: It may be a hardship
on individuals at the present moment.
but by deing what is proposed we shall
cxtend the disndvantages and risks fo
other individuals. So far as I under-
stand, Enst Kimberler is not the only
¢ Hle-rrowing district in the coleny,

Mg. Morax: Where are the other
cattle districts?

Mgr. LEAEKE: 1 will mention one or
two. or perhaps three.

Mg. Moran: Let us have them.

Mr. Leake: I may mention West
Kimberley.
Mg, Morax: That is full of tick.

Mr. A. Formest: That is not true.

Mgr. LEAKE: Then I mav mention the
beGrey, the Murchison, and, though in
this perhaps I shall not be supported by
the member for East Coolgardie, the
southern districts of the colony.

Mgr. Morav: There are some ancient
cows there, but I suppose they must be
kept up at all coats.

Mr. LEAKE: If the tick gets into
West Kimberley it will undouhbtedly do
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a greal deal of harm.  To allow the dis-
casc to spread further south would
be ensier, perhaps, than to allow it to
spread from East to West Nimberley.
Considering 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 Kimberley was the
disrezard of the existing law three or
four years ago. Had the quarantinc
regulations been strictly observed and
cattle prohibited from 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-
ing regulations does not epell ruin to
anybody. A practical supgestion made
is that the owners of Kimberley stock
should inoculate against the disease, and
further that freezing works might well
be established.

Mg. Coxvor: How many years would
it take to establish freezing works?

Mr. LEAKE: Members were told by
the hon. memher for York that freezing
works were not warranted, because the
supply of cattle was insufficient. T have
always understood that the supply of
cattle in that district was absolutely or
practically unlimited, and I cannot see
how the arcument can be used in favour
of the motion.

Mr. Monaw: The present consump-
tion would not warrant freezing works.

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

quences.
Mr. Monax: Reckless disregard of
the peaple.
Mr. LEAKE: It is suggested that

inoculatiom 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 spoi 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
about throwing the responsibility on the
soutnern farmers, when the offenders in
the north are let off scot free.
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Mr. Morax: What has that to do
with the price of meat?

Mr. LEAKE: 1 do not propose to
deal with the question of the price of
meat. I should have been much struck
with the value of the arguments of the
member for East Coolgardie if he had
been advocating the abelition of the
meat duties, because so far as those argu-
ments apply to that phase of the matter
I ain entirely in nceord with him,

Mr. Moran: This matter affecis the
price of meat too.
Mzr. LEAEKE: But the hon. member

sought to apply his arguments in respect
to the motion before the House.

MRr. Moraxn: Quite true.

Mz, LEAKE: And it seems to me
he failed in his object.

Mz, Morax: The price of meat is
ngain up 2d. per pound.

Tue Presaer: Not in Perth.

Mr. Moran: [Read the goldfields
newspapers.

Tue Premier: There has been no in-
crease in the price of meat in Perth
since Inst year.

‘Mr. LEAKE: We could ineet the
difficulty 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 he found on the same side of
the House when we come to discuss that
question later on. What is the use of
taking an expert’s ndvice, if we do not
follow it in the absence of proof to the
vontrary? 1 hnve listened very atten-
tively to the debate this evening, and 1
have not heen hnpressed by any argu-
ments agninst that report. The rentle-
man’s ability was not attacked, nor was
his integrity, nor were his recommenda-
tions, nor the result of his investigations,

Mr. Morax: 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,

Mer. Monapr: The expert spoke of mor-
tality in 80 head of cattie two years ago,
hut no sickness is meantioned in his re-
port.

Mzr. LEAKE: He said there was red-
water, and that is, I believe, tick fever.
He examined certain beasts, with the re-
sult that he detected the presence of
those micro-organisms in the animalg
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blood which led himn from his prior
cxperience to believe that, under ordinary
existing circumstances, the disease would
undoubtedly develop in the herds of
East Kimberley. To my mind, and [
say it after consideration and without any
feeling at all in this matter, no justifica-
tion has been advanced for the removal
of these restrictions; and I for one will
not Hout the opinions of an expert, par-
ticularly when such opinions are ex-
pressed so methodically, so concicely, and
s0 clearly as in this report, unless there
is abundant evidence and reasonable
proof 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 nothing to justify us
in supporting the wmotion, or in refer-
ring the matter to a Select Counnittec
What end shall we gain by doing sol 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 true we have an expression
of opinion from a gentleman of high agri-
cultural standing, Mr. Barnard Clarkson ;
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, 1 do not think
his opinion can honestly and fairly be
set up against the opinion of Mr.
Hancock.

Mr. Morax: Do you want to keep the
tick out?

Mr. LEAKE: I am oznly using your
arguments to show how utterly fallacious
and empty they are; not really in sup-
port of my eontention, but rather to
break down

Mr. Morax: What is your contention,
anyhow?

Mk, LEAKE : That we should prevent
the introduction of a devastating disease
into a clean district. T am not going to
be led away from wy sunject by idle inter-
jections. We may not have as many
cattle in the southern districts as there
are in the Kimberley district, but there
is a. sufficiently established vested interest
in the herds in the southern districts to
prevent our allowing them to be injured.

Mz. Moran: What rot!
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Mg. LEAKE: Your expressions and in-

i terjections are so unparliunentary that

I connot take any notice of them.

Mg, Morax: They are very effective,
all the same.

Mr, Leakb: A sugeestion was wmade
that if we were to remove the present re-
strictions and admit stock into Kre-
muntle, for instance, it ust be
brought by steamships, and if these
eteamships went to the other colo-
nies they would be quarantined, and
probably if they brought stock back or
attempted to do so from the other
colonies, we should have the same diffi-
culties s to quarantine obtaining here,
We cannot disregard the interests either
of our own citizens or of cur peighbomurs,
and we are not doing that which is wrong
if we follow the example which has been
set by our neighbours. They have re-
cognised the difficulty. They have re-
cognised the danger. We are only Fol-
lowing in their foetsteps, and it is idle
for any inexperienced person, either in
or outside the House, to say that there
is no danger to be anticipated from the
possible spread of this disease.. Circum-
stances and facts refute that. The pre-
sence of the disease is clearly proved in
Kimberley, and it is our bounden duty
in the interests of 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 o Select Com-
wmittee, and mempers will very likely as-
sume that I will vote against the original
motion. That is wy intention, as at
present advised ; but I admit 1 approach
this subject with an open mind, ready,
at any rate, to receive impressions, and
I shall be only loo glad if members van
convince me that I am wrong. Before
they can do that they must be able to
shatter absolutely and hopelessly that
ve~ort which will he laid on the tnble
from the expert.

Mu. HOOLEY (DeGrey): I confess it
was with comsiderable surprise that [
found that thizs motion before the House
wng moved by the member for York (Mr.
Mongrer), a gentleman who, whatever his
ability, has had no experience of live
stock. Therefore, T contend that any
ayguments he uses are simply second-
hand, and not worthy of credence.
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Mz. Moxoer: Thank you.

Mr. HOOLEY: He 18 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 House that there are
sixteen owners between Kimberley and
Gingin possessing 33,000 head of  cattle.
If you tanke the number of cattle wen-
tioned by the Premier as being in the
Bunbury 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 hend.
43,000 is more than half the cattle in the
East Kimberley district. This matter
was threshed out at considerable tenygth
in this House lnst session, nnd the House,
in it wisdom, said that we should im-
port an expert from Queensland. That
has been done, end the Queensland
Government, at the request of the Pre-
mier, sent Mr. Hancock, o man of very
high credentials. He spent several
months in the East Kimberley district,
and we have seen his report. I ask you
as reasonable men: Can you advocate
that the quarantine there should be
broken? Mr, Hancock suggests that the

~ cattle should be inoculated, Why not
adoot his suggestion? Iamalso opposed
toreferring this matter to a Committee,
because I think it would be better to
thresh it out in the House.

M. LOCKE (Sussex): I do not pro-
pose to speak on the gquestion of the
cattle tick. I propose to speak to the
amendment. I think if the House were
to appoint a Select Committee we might
et & lot of information. I believe Mr.
Hancock might give us a lot more infor-
mation than he has done in his report. T
come from a district which is consider-
ably interested in this question. Before
I mnke up my mind one way or the other
I would like more information on the
subject. 1 certainly have my own
apinion about the matter at the present
time, but I think it will be more satis-
factory for many of ue if we have a Select
Committee, and take outside evidence. I
think there are other experts in the
eolony who could give us information be-
sides Mr, Hancock. There is not very
much information in his veport, except
that soine eattle died two years ago. He
has not said that any have died since.
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He did not find that any cattle died last
summer.

Mgr. Lmagg: But he says that tick
fever is prosent.

Mr. LOCKE: It was present in the
early stuges. Mr. Hancock did not find
any bad enses except two that died, and
there was n differenee of opinion as to
what they died from. It was evident
he did not know. It is deairable
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 c¢an, and
after that information is obtained fto
bring it before the House and let the ques-
tion be threshed out then. 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 weeks, so that this matter
may be investigated.

Mr. Siveson: Do you know of any
Select Committee which hns done good?

Tre Premigr: We do not want to
burke discussion.

Mn. Sivpsox: You want to smother it.

Mr. LOCKE: There are a number of
cattle in the district which the hon. mem-
L for Geraldton represents, and there
are & number of cattle in the district
which I represent ; therefore we both ought
to try and get all the information we cnn
before voting on this matter one way or
another. It seems to me the only way to
get 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 brought lLiefor-
the House, and we shall be able to
decide on that report whether any means
can be ndopted for getting this meat to
market. I beg to suppert the amend-
ment.

Mr. HOLMES (Enst Fremantle): T de-
sire to say that I am altogether opposed
to the amendment, that this matter be
referred to a Select Committee. 1 desire
alyo to sav that there is no member of this
House more concerned in this industry
than myvsell. The hon, member for
Sussex gave as his reason for supporting
the amendment—thnt the matter he ve-
ferred to a Seleet Commitiee—ihat the
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House required more information. As
far as I am concerned, I think we have
too much information, from the report
which hes been given to us by the ex-
pert appointed by this Government.

Mgr. Locre: ls that information cor-
rect?

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

Me. Moran: We sometimes get in-
formation from other interested per-
BODS.

Mgr. HOLMES: 1 do not see that we
want more information than we have be-
fore us now. If it can be shown 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 motiom. 1 recognise that
- b 1y impossible, on the face of the report
of the tick expert, to remove the cattle
from where they are without contami-
pating the whole of the culeny. The
object of the hon. member for York—
and I believe of every member of this
House—i1s o cheapen the meat supply
to the consumer; and the hon. member
for York, 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 the reverse effect. [ would like
also to state—and I think it will be
apparent that when I am talking abour
meat I know what T am talking about—
that cheap meat is what we all hope for,
but 1 am afraid it will be a long time 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 meat is retailed
at the present time. Hon. members
raust know that when a merchant buys,
say, 100 tons of flour at £8 per ton he

. . L J
receives that flour, or he receives the

value of it from the insurance company
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if the flour is covered by an insurance
policy. When & butcher buys 100 bul-
locks at £8 a head, immediately he re-
moves those bullacks from the district
where they were depasturing they begin
to deteriorate. The fact is that when
stock are bought in the northern parts
of the culony and are taken off goed pas-
ture and herded together on the boats
and Dbrought to Fremantle and left to
depasture on the sandhills there, and then
are taken to the goldfields and treated
likewise, ali this goes to increase the

rice. During the time of transit, and
while bullocks are waiting for slaughter.
the meat is depreciating. A bullock
weighing 800lb. in Kimberlsy, by the
time it has arrived here and is killed and
ready for delivery, weighs only about
6001h. ; 2001b. of the best of that bullack
has gone. That is the principal item
which has done so much and will do so
much to increase the price of ment to ihe
consumeyr. The hon. member for East
Coolgardie argued that if the duty were
removed the price of the meat would be
reduced 2d. per lb.

Mr. Moran: I said that if the restriv-
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-
other 2d. per Ib., a reduction of 4d. per
Ib., all told.

Mg. 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 digease and
ultimately incresse 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 expert. I stated that if it was
sought to introduce these cattle, assum-
ing that these cattle came from the
Northern Territory to Kimberley, and
sssuming 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
making the best point at the deputation
which waited on him. I said that the
introduction would not have the slightest
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efiect on the price of meat, but it would
have the effect of introducing tick into
Fast Kimberley; and if this motion is
carried it will have the effect of intro-
ducing tick into the whole of Western
Australia. There seems to be one way,
and only one way of chenpening weat,
and that seems to be by the establishment
of chilling works in the interior. The
chilling works eould be erected where the
meat is grown, and the cattle could be
slaughtered, and the meat bLrought to
market, and then the persons interested
in the sale of this meat would get what
they bought.
Mz. ConNyoR:
chilling works?
Mg. HOLMES : That would be a matter
for after-consideration. The Government
might subsidise the erection of these
werks, 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 thie
motion is carried and the prohibition iz re-
moved, is that the whole market of
Western Australia. will be dependent on
East and West Kimberley for its meat
supply. That will Le the result, be-
cause the eastern market at the present
tune controls the supplies from Kimberley,
The settlers in East Kimberley—and we
cannot blame them for it—get the best
price they can for their cattle. The only
way to check them is to keep up the
stermer trade with the eastern colonies.
If tick-infested cattle are taken to Fre-
mantle, then Fremantle will at once be-
cume a tick-infested port, and the whole
meat supply from the eastern colonies
will be cut off, and the population of this
coiony  will have to depend for its meat
supply on East and West Kimberley. We
are told that there are 7,000 bullocks fis
for market in the East Kimberley district,
Within the last eighteen months T have
made two purchases of bullocks in New
South Wales from one firm, and those pur-
chases represented 4,000 bullocks. The
7,000 bullocks in East Kimberley mean
about two months’ supply for this market.
If we allow the 7,000 bullocks to he in-
troduced from East Kimberley, they may
or may not reduce the price ; hut imme-
dintely these bullocks are allowed to come
to Perth and Fremantle, the supplies from
the eastern colonies will be et off,

Who would crect the
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We shall then have two wmonths' supply,
but the owners of those 7,000 bullocks
will have a momopoly, and nobody else
will be allowed to come in. The posi-
tion is thiz: the supplies from the east-
ern colonies having been shut off, ihe
colony will be dependent on Easi and
West Kimberley for its weat supply.
When the 7,000 bullocks are gune, what
shall we do for a further supply? That
is the question to be solved bLefore we
take any action. The hon. member for
East Kimberley knows as well as I do
that during the last twelve months any
boat which has touched at South Africa,
where the rinderpest exists, has been
prevented from loading stock in the
other c¢olonies. Any boat which has
called at South Africa hag not been ul-
lowed to ship stock to this country.

Mr. CoxxoRr: One carries stock nuw.

Mu. HOLMES: Yes, but when that
stenmer went to Sydney to load in the
first instance, after returning from the
Cape, the time for quarantine had not
expired, nnd the authorities at Sydney
would not allow her to load stock. TF
that steamer bag londed stock since, it
has not brought the cattle to this colony.
If any steamer carrying stock touches at
Fremantle, after tick-infested stock are
introduced here, and if that steamer goes
back to Sydney or any eastern port in
Australia, she will not be allowed to load
stock again during the period of quaran-
tine. There are only certain hoats
adapted for the cattle trade, and what
are those boats to do during the three
months of quarantine They must come
to Fremantle. One boat which took
timber to South Africa, and afterwards
returned to the eastern colonies of Aus
tralin, was not allowed to load stock there
hecause the time of quarantine had not
expired. If that steamer has been al-
lawed to lond stock sines, it iz hecause
the period of quarantine has since ex-
pired. No one is more unxious than T
am to obtain a cheap supply of meat for
the population. Apart from that, the
position I take now is that T am virtually
standing in my own light, because when
meat is cheap we in the érade have an
opportunity of making n fair margin of
profit ; but at the wholesale rate we pay
for meat at the present time. we cannof
et more than expenses out of the irade
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Those of you who are acquainted with ;

the trade know that the men engaged in
the butchering business have worked as
hard, and have attended to their busi-
ness as carefully as any men in the
country ; and bas any cme of these men
in the business made any money?

Mz, Smurson: They do not like the
gone, but they stick at it.

Mu. HOLMES: They are situated like
some members of this House, for their
surroundings practically compel them to
gtick 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-coneuming 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 things? 1
contend that the working man earning
seven or eight shillings @ day cannof 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. Hon members mny say, why
not reduce the price to the consumer? 1
contend that under existing circum-
stances meat cannot he 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 peint.

Me. Morav: As clear as mud.

Mz HOLMES: We all know that the
law of supply and demand regulates the
price, nnd 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 Wesiern Australin with this
dreaded disease, you run a further risk
of cutting off the whole of the meat sup-
plies from other parts of Australia, and
maning this market dependent entirely
on the Kimberley district, which cannot,
at ita hest, produce .more than two
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months’ supply. I cannot see anv ground
for vpening this question again by refer-
ring it to a Select Comumittee.

Mr. OLDHAM (North Perth): I have
heard it said that “when thieves fall out,
honest wmen come by their own.” Now,
the squatters of the last and West Kim-
berley districts have proved the entire
falsity of that. We have one hon. gentle-
man in this House who states that he is
¢oing to support the abolition of the daty
on stock, and it was promptly sug-
gested by another hon. member who is
in an, opposite line of business, that the
reason for doing so was that he is in-
terested in the importation of cattle from
the eastern colomies.

Mr. A. Fonmesr: Don’t be personal.

Mgr. OLDHAM: I heard both state-
ments mede by hon. gentlemen sitting
on that (the Government) side of the
House, and interested in this kind of
business.

Mg. A. Forrmst:
thing you know.

Mer. OLDHAM: I am speaking ahout
gomething I have to pay for, and I un-
derstanc it to that extent. 1 do not pre-
tend to know anything about the scien-
tific treatment of vattle which are in-
fested with tick, but it appears also from
the statements of the member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), that if this re-
striction were removed it would not re-
duce the price of meat.

MEg. Moran: How do you know?

Mr. OLDHAM: Since this tick came
down here.

Me. Morax: It has raised the price of
meat nevertheless,

Mg, OLDHAM: So far as T am aware,
it has not done so. So Far as the tick
will affect cattle in the southern districts,
the member for East Fremantle (Mr.
Holuies) made a point by saying that it
we allow the importation of these enttls
Erom the tick-infested districts in the
nerth, we shall shut out our meat supply
from: the enstern colonies, hecnuse they
will quarantine us; but it struck me as
very pevuliar that the hon. member who
represents the West Rimberley dis-
trict

Mr. A. TForresr:
West Kimberley.

Mr. OLDHAM: I am told upon good
anthority, not that of an expert, that

Speak about some-

Thete is no tick in
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there 18 tick in West Kimberley, any ‘r
amount of it; and if there is danger to |
the southern parts of this coleny of being |
devastated by tick from East Kimberley, |
there is danger also of their being devas- |
tated Ly tick from West Kimberley. |
There is only oue thing that will alter |
the price of meat in this cvlony, and that |
it by nbolishing the necessity of living
on imported frozen meat. The member '
for Bast Fremantle (Mr. Holmes) stated |
that we could not get cheap meat in this °
country, because the demand was at one
end of the volony and the supply was at |
the other end ; but that is another fal- i
lacy, for we see that the demand is a*
one end of the world and the supply at
the other end, and that meat can be sold
in London at hali the price as compared
with the price charged for meat in
Western Australia.  You will have to
take the duty off frozen meat in order
to break down this monopoly.  There is
a ring, and the statement made by the
member for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran)
shows that not only have we a ring in
Perth, but that there is a ring on the
goldfields, where butchers before they are
allowed to engage in the trade are com-
pelled to deposit fifty pounds, and to sign
& document that they will not sell meat
at less than a certain price.  These are
gerious charges to be made, and they
demand inquiry, for they are made not
only against people who are outside this
House, but they are also made against
hon. gentlemen who sit in this House.

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

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

Mg. Momav: All right; the price of
meat 18 up now.

Mr. OLDHAM: I fail to see that the
motion propesed by the member for
York will reduce the price of ment one
iota; and T also fail to see the nccessity

for cavering up information that may he
received. I iutend to vote against hoth
proposals. It the wmatter hbe serious

encugh, let it be threshed out where the
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public will be seized of all the circum-
stances

Mr. BURT ({(Ashburton): 1 do not
know that the hon. member who sub-
mitted the motion te which this amend-
ment has been proposed would have done
0, or would have used the terms he did,
had he had before him the report of the
Queensland expert, Mr. Hancock, when
the language of the motion was chosen.

Mg, Monoer: The report was only a
telegram at the time,

Mgr. 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 seszsion. 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 hon. mem-
bers, namely, the price of meat on the
goldfields and elsewhere in the colony.

Mr. Morax: That is the point, so
far as the people are concerned.

Mr. BURT: The member for East
Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) has not at all
apprecisted what the House has been
talking about, nor did he when the ques-
tion wus debated last session. The hon.
member seeks to take this oceasion lo
air his views as to a reduction in the
price of 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 disense which exists in the Kim-
berleys. If we cannot apply a remedy
without increasing the price of meat un-
duly, we should hesitate a great deal

' before imposing another restriction which

would have the baneful effect of raising
the price of meat atill further.

Mr. Morax: That has been the effect.

Mr., BURT: But we must not let the
herds of the colony he devastated hy
disease, simply because the price of meat
may be raized hy restrictions. 1f meat
be unduly raised in price by restrictions,
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it must, If possible, be lowered in some
other direction. There are plenty of
ways of reducing the price of meat with-
out introducing tick disease throughout
the length and brendth of Western Aus-
tralia. I an sure the member for Kaat
Coolgardie can see there are other means
which could be taken to reduce the price
of meat, should the price get 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 subsidized by the Government.
Then, the price of meat might be reduced
by removing the stock tax or decreasing
the import duty on frozen ment. 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 inoreased, and because
Parliament is too lazy to find some menns
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, ap-
other penny with it. It will be recol-
lected that when this 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 inte Kimberley.
Nothing was said against that action at
the time. It was pranted by everyone
that it was not wise to allow the introduc-
tion of diseased cattle into a new country.
The quarantine regulation passed with-
out observation, everyone approving of
what was done, as similar action was ap-
proved in South Australia, Queensland,
and New South Wales Then, unfortu-
nately, the regulation was relaxed. The
value of quarantining was at once seen.
If the quarantine which was firat esta-
blished in regard to the Northern Terri-
tory of South Australin had not been
broken, we should not to-night have been
discussing this subject. .

Me. James: That is the point.

Tre Premigr: Tick was here ten vears
ago

[12 Jury, 1898.]

Proposed Removal. 411

Mz, BURT : I never heard of it. We
are now getting wiser on the subject of
this disease.

Mg. Morax: We are getiing hungrier,

Mg, BURT: The disease was ssid to be
“red water,” whivh did no harm to the
vattle, and would not exist in one place
while it would flourish in another. We
got tumbled about in our ideas at the
tiwe, and then an expert was called in to
tell us what the disease reaily 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
tlung done before. Experts in barbour
schemes and gold-mining, for instance,
have been called in, and when we do
not agree with them, 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 come to the
conclusion that our determination must
increase the price of meat, steps must be
taken to Lring the price to a proper 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 vhat tick was introduced into East
Kimberley 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 wae
last debated, a report from the Chief In-
spector of Stock (Mr. 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 up n whole district, hoping the in-
formation as to the disease was not true.
But it now appears that from the aroall
patch then infected, the disease has
spread until, as we are told by Mr. Han-
cock, Bast Kimberley is “ticked up.” It
ig established by the gentleman whom we
nll agreed to get here to inform us, that
tick disease exists in East Kimberley,
anl that it hns heen fatal to certain
cattle.

Mr. Morax: That is asserted, not os-

. tablished.



412 Tick Restrictions:

Me. BURT: The hon. member who
is pleading for cheap meat makes an in-
terjection which I did not catch, but
is probably irrelevant.  The watter of
cheap nient con be argued oun a fitting oc-
casion, and should not be mixed up with
an agricultural discassion which affects
districts where meat is raised in order to
feed that hon. member and his consti-
tuents. If cattle were brought into other
parts of the colony, the result might be
the spread of the disease through all
apricultural districta; oand then the

bon. member would have to pay
a bigger price than ever for his
meat. We all know that tick exists,

and know the donger 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 iz an important
subject, and it distresses one to think
one may take a wromg view. In all
cases of quarantining and of measures of
prevention, some interests must be af-
fected and loss ocour to some ome. IE
compensation can be given for losses
cpused by proceedings taken for the pre-
vention of disease, such a course may he
considered. If a person, without any
fuult 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
» sheep seen to have the disease must be
At once killed. But accompanying that
dragtic measure wag a provision for com-
pensation to the owners of the slaughtered
gheep. If, as we are told, you kill cattle
by shutting them up just as surely as by
poleaxing, then the question of compen-
sation to the owners should he con-
sidered. That is a point I would not
lenve out of consideration for n moment.
We must oot shut our eyes altogether to
the cnges of individual loss. People are
rometimes detained at Albany in quaran-
tine, and kept from their friends and
their 'correspondence, and put to con-
siderable inconvenience and loss in order
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to protect those on shore from what
wight be disastrous efiects. We do not
hesitate to put people to this loss for the
protection of the community generally.
Once it is estno..shed that the tick is n
great danger to the country, then I any,
for God’s sake, keep it in the district
where it has been proved to exist, and
prevent it from spreading to other parts.

Mg, Morax: We can’t.

Mgr. BURT': Other people think they
can.  They ake similar regulations,
and if the 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
vawcle come down here, and have cheap
meat. 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 herds have been imported,
land has been brought under cultivation,
butter and cream factories have been es
tablished. TIs 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 won’t have anything
else. We must get rid of the tick if we
want to preserve our other industries,
and especially the industries I have
named. 1 would be sorry to stifle any
attempt to improve our knowledge on
the subject, but it seems to me that the
appucation for a Select Committee comes
from the wrong quarter. If the motion
is corried, I think we may assure hon.
members that a large majority of this
House will serutinise the report of the
committes very closely, and all the ac-
tions of the committee, because the com-
mittee may get evidence of n sort to suit
them, and may not, perhaps, get other
evidence which those not on the com-
mittee may think should have heen ob-
tained. If it is intended that this
committee should only obtain evidenece
from Queensland, I would not vote for it
for a moment. I am not against appoint-
ing a committee ; I do not feel I weould
be justified in opposing it ; but 1 must say
that the evidence which that committee
niay bring hefore the House will have to
he veally to the naint hefore we can do
awny with the existing regulation. |
think it wrong, il T may be cxcused for
gaving s, that the Queensland expert
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should be ridiculed in the way he has -

Lieen. This House agreed last session, on
the suguzestion of the Premicr, to leave
the question open for six months for the
purpose of getting an expert from Queens-
land to report on the subject. Tuis
Government then asked the Queensland
Government to oblige us by sending us
an expert for that purpose. The Queens-
land Government did se 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 ignoramuses sgent over to Queensland
for gomebody to tell us something about
this subject, and it ill becomes us to ridi-
cule his report. TEven if we could get
experts equally good from elsewhere, that
is no reagson 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 men of another sort before, and there
waa gomething suspicious about their
reports. ‘This man goes to the Enst Kim-
berlev district and says, “You have ihe
tick ns bad as bad can be.” T was very
sorry to see the expert’s report stating
this. I was hoping we should find that
we were not justified in taking the action
we did last session.
from Mr. Hancock’s report, that we must
redouble our precantioms, and not relax
them, If the result is the increased nrice
of the commodity, we must face it fairly :
but do not let us neglect the
mendatinns made by the expert. If the
amendment for a Select Committee is
vreased, T shall feel justified in support-
ing it, on the ground put forward hy the
hon. member whe moved it: but T warn
him at the same time that if the com-
mittee proceed by pickine holes in the
report. saying that so-and-so is not right.
and this other is untrue, I for one will
not helieve a word of their report.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir John
Ferrest): As there iz a likelihood of our

It appears, however,

recom-’

‘party question,

" eoming to a conclusion on this question, T .

desire to say a word or two about it.
There is a very gréit deal in what the

member for the Ashburton (Mr. Burt) said

with which I am in accord.

I do not take |

the same view he does in regard to the °

danger to be apprehended from the in-
troduction of these cattle to this part of
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the colony, becnuse T think the experience
we huve gained shows that the danger is
not so great as might be supposed. After
all, the experience of persons in regard
tu 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 ours. T may be met by the argu-
ment, and fairly too, that if we have no
experience in one way, we have not very
much 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-
get that this is in no way a party ques-
tion, any more than the Henlth Bill is a
I regret to see my two
howu. friends opposite cannot forget that
lase session they thought they had in this
question an opportunity of making ngood
attack on the Government. In fact, I
think they hoped to be able to secure the
Trensury benches by means of it.

Mz. Leake: And they very nearly did.

Tne PREMIER : For the snke of argu-
ment I will admit that. The two hen.
members opposite are not, in iy opinion,
s0 muuch interested in the question of the
introduction or atherwise of tick as they
ae in remembering that last session
they made this question the means of
attacking the Government. I am glad to
sny, however, that we werc able to Jefeat
their very pood intentions,

Me. Siurson: That was a long time
ago.

Tue PREMIER : At any rate you can-
not forget it.  The two hon. members
opposite do not, therefore, approach the
question in the spirit in which I think
it ought to be approached. I will goso far
as to say that hon. members on the Minis-
terial bench are at perfect liberty to vote
exactly as- they plense. because it is not
a party question. It is a question
affecting the health of our stock, which
[ de not desire to be in any way considered
as a party question.—[Laughter from the
Opposition side of the House.]—If lLon.
members opposite were as genuine ia their
oppotition te this regulatior as T am in
trying to deal with the question in an im-
partial manner, it would be hetter for the
cruntry and also better for the question
at issue.

Mnr. Lesgrz: What have we done now{
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The PREMIER : Nothing, except earry-

ing oo a cannonade of interjections, and

scmetimes of offensive remarks.

Mr. Leagg: What have I said?

Tue PREMIER: You have not said
much, but the member for Gerald-
ton (Mr. Bimpson} is always saying some-
thing, I cannot agree with the member
for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran), when he
says that all the cattle in the colony are
in the Kimberleys, becnuse in 1896 there
were 89,000 head in those two districts,
white in the North-West there were
47,000, andin 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 eattle 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
oreat pains to scarch the West Kimberley
district to see if there is any tick there.

Mr. Sitproxn: I did not say that.

Tug PREMIER: Well, you voted for
it.

Mr. Sivpson: Yes.

Tne PREMIER : Then why don’t you
stick to your guns.

Mr. Sivraon:” So I will, and fire them
too.

Tae PREMIER: You are continually
changing vour opinions. Ynu change as
quickly as the wind. You vote any way
you like.  There is no evidence of the
tick in the West Kimberley district, and
I hope it will be a long time before any is
discovered there. As to the remarks of
some hon. members that there is na
notural barrier between the two Kimber-
leys, they are not quite accurate. Thereisa
road from East Kimberley to Fitzroy and
to Hall’s Creek ; also one or two tracks;
but the Leopold Range runs from Fitzroy
tight to the seaboard, with only one pass
through it. It is a great barrier, and
vury mountainous country. There is very
litile communication in that direction ;
the only communication worth mention-
ing is that along the road to Hall’s Creek
and to the Fitzrov Junction. There ig
a barrier, and if the tick disense does
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exist, and it has been ascertained that it
dues, there is noreason why it should not
be kept from East Kimberley. I hope it
will be. T an not anxious personally to
discover these ticks, but if they are there,
they will soon be discovered by people
travelling about. The cattle have to he
shipped at Derby, and if the tick disease
does exist in West Kimberley it will not
be long before it is found out. But I
am not anxious to prove its existence, T
would like to prove that the disease is
not there at all.

Mgr. WiLsox: It would soon be found
if you sent an expert there.

Tue PREMIER : Why not send an ex-
pert to the Canning or Bunbury to find
tick? There is no renson why we should
hunt about for the tick ; itwill cometo us
soon enough if it is there. For some rea-
a1 or other hon. members opposite de-
sive that the tick disease should be found
in West Kimberley.

Mr. Sivrrow: Not at all.

Tur PREMIER: 1 do not want it to be
found there.

Me. Smupsox: We say so, too.

Mr. Wincon: We desire to prove it is
not there.

Twe PREMIER: What neceasity is
there for sending an expert there?

Mr. Leake: We gay it is not there, and
do not let it get there,

Tue PREMIER : The hon. member says
it is there.

Mer. Leage: T did noi.

Tne PREMIER: It seems to me that
we would do well to have this matter
thoroughly investizated.  The prospect
looks dark, with this report of Mr. Han-
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-
sides that of the tick; the question of
utilising the large quantity of stock in the
Kimberley district'is to be considered. 1f
the Select Committee decides that it can-
not recommend the introduction of these
cattle into this part of the colony, the
committee may investizate how these
cattle can best be utilised. The com-
mittee may make recommendations as to
the establishment of freezing or chilling
works in Kimberley, or somewhere elze.
If the committee give attention to thig
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watter, the Houge will be in i far Letter
position 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
saatter 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 Com-
mittee is that we do not want te 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 theose which com-
mend themselves to our judgment. Woe
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 Easat
Kimberley, 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-
ment, and at our request,to make an in-
vestization. He has had an unpleasant
duty, because it would have been much
more pleagant for him to have been able
te report favourably of the district
than otherwige ; 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. 1
would like to say this in regard to this
not being a political matter in any way.
Last session there was a resolution
pasged by this House and nccepted by the
Government, as to the course to be taken
in regard to the tick, that the East Kim-
berley distriet should be shut up for zix
months, or until Parliament should again
deal with the question. Parliament has
the matter before it now, and will no
doubt come to a conclusion which will be
wise in the interests of the whole colony.
T see difficulties in connection with this
matter, and those points mentioned by
the hon. member for West Kimberley in
reference to the vessels calling at the
vorts are very important. If Fremantle
hecomes an infected port, it will be a se-
rious matter, because no stock will be
allnwed to he imported from the eastern
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colonies to Fremanngle.  That is n natter
we shall have to give our attention to. 1
have not changed iy epinion about the
ruvages of tick in these southern Iati-
tudes. I helieve the disease will do no
harm here. T said so last year, and 1
repeat the statement,

Mr. Lrike: Good gracious!

Ter PREMIER: “Good gracious.”
Your krowledge is not greater than mine,
and iy opinion is that the tick will
do no haru in this latitude, 32 degrees
south.  We have had scme experience.
Fifteen thousand cattle were brought
from Esat 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 T 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
any damage in Australia, under conditions
nnd in a climate similar to ours,  Qur
climate 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
the gun plays on the animals, and we have
it on the best nuthority 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 tem-
perate climate.  That is only my opinion,
and no one would be justified in acting
upon 1t.

MR. Wirsox: What does Mr. Hancock
say about i6}

Trae PREMIER : He has not had expe-
rience here, in this latitude.

Mg. Leage: He is against it.

Tai PREMIER : He has not had experi-
ence in similar country in these latitudes.
Hig opinion may be right, but my opinion
ig, judging from our own experience, that
the tick will not thrive in our temperate
southern latitudes,

Mg, Ewiva: Why bring Mr. Hancock
here, if he knew nothing about it?

Tue PREMIER: We got him &0 as tno
o to East Kimberley to investigate.

Mr. Lpake: And he gave you maore
than you wanted.

Mr. Ewing: He gave his report, and
you do not like it.

Tee PREMIER: I do not think that
remark is at all necessary. I did not sav
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1 did not like it; T complimented Mr.
Hancock on bis report just now. ‘

Mr. Ewixg: You said you did not like
it.

Tae PREMIER: I did not; only it
does not matter, if you like to say so. 1
think it would be wise to accept the pro-
posal to send the matter to a Select Com-
niittee. There is nothing to lose by adopt-
ing that proposal. I cannot think that
those opposed to it are anxious to met af |
the whole truth, to investigate the matter
to the utmost. Those who are oppesed
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 FEast Kimberley district, the
other important questions would have to
be considered—the best means of utilising
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 Committec
he appointed.

On the motion of Mgr. Simursox the
debate was adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House ndjourned at 10.59 p.u.
until the next day.

Leqrislutive Council,
Wadnesday, 13th July, 1898.

Petition: Earlv Closing (Shops) Bill—Paper
presented—Motion: Leave of Ahsence—
Bankruptey Act Amendment Bill, first
reading—Lodgers’ Goods Protection Till,
further considered in Committee ; Division !
on Clause 1—Eurly Closing (Shops) Bill ;
second reading (moved); Point of Iro- .
cedure, President’s Ruling—Adjournment.

Tue PRESIDEXNT took the chair at
+.30 o'clock, p.m.

Pravers.

[COUNCIL.}

Lodgers’ Goods Bill.

PEITIION : EARLY CLOSING BLLL.

Hox. A. B. KIDSON presented n peti-
tion from GOO shopkeepers and shop as-
sistants in Perth and Frewantle, in sup-
port of the Early Closing (Shops) Bill.

Petition received, and read by the
Clerk.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Covoxian Sgcrprary: Map
showing railways already comstructed in
the colony.

Ordered to lie on the table.

MOTION : LEAVE OF ABRSENCE.

On the motion of the Hon. A, G
JENRIN®, leave of absence for six weeks
was granted to the Hon. J. H. Taylor, on
account of urgent private business.

BANKRUPICY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Introduced by the Hox. A. B. Kibsox,
and read a first time.

LODGERS' GOODS PROTECTION BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.
Consideration in Committee resumed.

Clause 1—Ledger, if distress levied, to
make declaration that immediate tenant
has no property in goods distrained:

Hox. R. 8. HAYNES: The point to
which nhjection had been taken by him,
at the previous sitting, he found had
been 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 the

immediate tenant retains but one or two
rooms, or even creates a sub-tenancy in re-
spect of the rooms not occupied by the im-
mediate tenant, and even though the landlerd
does not reside, so long as he retains con-
trol ; but the lodger himseli must sleep and
reside to be within the statute. The ques-
tion whether o party is o lodger or not ought
not to be left to o jury in an action for illegal
distress, though on an application for an order
under section 2 it is to be determined by
justices. The declaration need not state that
no rent is owing from the lodger to his own
landlord, though such be the case, nor even
that the person by wham it is made iz a
lodger.

The effect of that was that if a tenant

- took @ house ¢ontaining sixteen rooms, he



