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tion only the night before ne trouble
conld ensue, for if a mine was in a bad
gfate it could not be put right in a single
night. But if the inspector of maechinery
had to ispecr the mine alse, notice of
somelimes a week would have to be given
so that the boilers would be ready for in-
spection when the inspector arrived. In
that case if the two duties were combined
the manager wonld know when the in-
gpector would arrive and would have
plenty of ‘time to get ready for his visit.
It was simply a matter of expenditure,
and it was found that the Public Serviee
Commissioner spoke strongly with regard
to the large expense for inspeetion. Hon.
members would see on acecount of the
great distance of this country the impos-
sibility of having that supervison wheh
took place in disiricts like Bendigo, Balla-
rat, Broken Hill, and Newcastle. There
‘it was possible to have cheaper and more
complete inspection. He would see
whether it was possible to get wmore in-
spectors; an inquiry was taking place
io see whetler it would be possible to se-
cure the services of the machinery inspee-
tors, more with a view of helping with the
mining work,

AMr. Scaddan: Who do you propose to
appoint on that board of inquiry?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It
would consist of two engineers, one from
the Works Department and one from the
Railways Department,

Progress reported.

House adjourned af 11.3 pom.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—STATE BATTERY,
YOUANME.

Mr. TROY asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, Has all the material for the
Youanme battery heen forwarded to that
loeality? 2, Who has heen entrusted with
the work of erecting the same? 3, Is it a
fact that a start has not yet been made
with the erection of the battery? 4, What
is the reason for the delay? 5, When does
the Minister anticipate the battery heing
available for crushing the prospectors’
ore?

The MINISTER FOR MINESreplied:
1, No. 2, Mr.D. Missingham issuperintend-
ing theremovalatpresent. 3, Yes. 4, There
is no delay. The Youanme battery is
portion of the old Black Range battery,
and this could not be dismantled until
the new Black Range battery was com-
pleted. Tenders had bheen called for a
new hattery frame, other parts renovated,
and the work of removal to Yonanme is
now almost completed.  When the vari-
ous parls are on the ground the work of
erection will proceed. 35, About fhe end
of March.

QUESTION—RAILWAY SIDINGS,
WIDGEMOOLTHA LINE

Mr. TAYLOR (for Mr. Horan)
asked the Minister for Railways: Will he
delay the granting of permission te
Thomas Connoly for the construetion of
a siding on the Coolgardie-Widgemooltha
Railway until receipt of a further report
from Forest Ranger Kelso?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
veplied : The Railway Department has ap-
proved of the application.



Pypers presenied.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: 1, Papers rvelating to
the appointment and dismissal of Ex-
constable E. O'Loughlin, asked for by
Mr. Hovan. 2, Additional papers relating
to the decentralisation of the Lands De-
partent.

By the Minister for Works: Additional
by-laws passed by the Yilgarn Roads
Board,

BILL—=VERMIN BOARDS.
Council’s Message.

Awmendment vequested by the- Legtsla-
tive Council now econsidered.

In Committee.

Mr, Taylor in the Chair; the Premier
in eharge of the Bill,

Clanze 47: Add at the end of the first
proviso :—*Nor on any holding which is
already. in the opinion of the Minister,
enclozed with a proper vermin-proof fence
crecied at the cost of the owner or his pre-
decessor in title.”

The PREMIER : Hon. members would
see that there was already inserted at the
end of Clause 47, whieh had for ilzs object
the creating of a tund for earrving out
the provizionz of the Aci by the making
and levving of a vermin rafe on every
heldine within fhe distriet, the following
provizo :—

“Provided that sueh rate shall not in
any vear exceed Zs. for every 100 acres
of a holding: provided alzo ithat no
vate =hall he made or  levied on any
holding of less than 100 acres.”

To this the Legislative Couneil now pro-
posed ta add the provizo contained in their
Messaxe. The Bill provided for the Gov-
ernment’s advancing arainst the right to
rate up o 2s. (o meet interest and sinking
fund. thi= being the only =secnrity the
Government hal.  The novel idea of giv-
ing to auy person the right to fence oui
the tax eollecior, as it were, wonld not to
his mind. hear investigation. If this were
adopted it would be possible for any in-
dividual 1o fence off 1,000 vr 2,000 acres
of his be=t land, and so evade contributing
in any way towards the tax. In con-
siderin. thi= matter it would he necessary
to draw up certain reasons why it would
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Ira advizable to dacline to make the sug-

zested  amendment submifted by the
Council, One particular case had been

pointed out to him, namely, that of a
property on which two rivers junectioned.
By putting up a fence across some two or
three miles of land below the junetion,
tlte holder uf (hat property would be ex-
empt trom the payment of the tax, while
the Lolders of the adjacent country wonld
still be liable for contributions towards
the cost of keeping the country free from
pests. He would like the Committee,
when considering the quesiion, to hear in
mind that the right to levy the rale was
the only securily the Government bad.
My, Underwood: Seeurity for what?
e PREMIER: Tt was the only seen-
rily the Government would have against
any loan that might be advanced. If a
ving feitee weve to be erected by o board
around a distriet, and if some particular
property within that district weve nlready
fenced,, that praperty, while benefitting to
a large extent by the cuter fence, which
watld zerve (o lessen the rigsks of pests en-
tering through the inner fence, would not,
under the proposed amendinent, be linble
to laxation. nor conld any proper inspee-
tion he made by the board’s inspectors
with fthe view to satisfving themselves
that the private feuce met all the require-
meni= of (he Bill.  He did not know that
there were many holdings atready fenced;
nor did he think that any 2reat hardsghip
would he imposzed by adhering to the clanse
as it had left thi= Chamber. Teo dis-
tinguish hetween the holders of preperties.
already fenced and thosze whose proper-
ties were to be fenced hereafter would be
unjust, as the former would be relieved
af all liability while the latler would have
to pay the whole of the charges. And
even if a property were fenced at the
prresent time there was nothing to show
that the fence would nat be permitted to
Fall into disrepair. notwithstanding which
the holder of the properiy would not be
called upon to pay any eontribution to the
tax, which would have io he burne by other
holders for the protection of themselves
amd of the holder whose property was
already fenced. In these eireumstances
he moved—
That the amendment be nol made.
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AMr, WALKER : It wae advisable to en-
deavour to conceive the reasons why the
Conneil had sent down this message. He
took it that the Couneil had eonstdered
that some time would elapse hefore the
Bill gnt into operation. Tt was manifest
that wltimately every person possessing
a holding waould bave {o surround it by a
vermin-proof  fenee. Provision had not
been wade as vel (o supplv fences or to
erapt loans {o sertlers,  The Aet would
not come into foree direetly. The ma-
«whinery had yet to he provided, and the
ceountry divided into districis, and there
were regulatons to be provided for sup-
plying settlers with loans. In the wean-
time those wiw had taken up land and
commenced feneing in antieipation of
what must come ahout {ater on wonld re-
wceive no assistance. Thus there was a
possibility of unfairness fo them that, in
arder to enable all other owners of land
to fence by borrowing wmoney ai a cheap
rate from the Government, they should
he emmpelled v pay o fax affer having
completed their own work and fulfilled
their duty fo the State in the ereclion of
vermin-proof feneing. They could readily
claimi that the remainder of the holders
should look afier themselves as they had
been compelled to do. No doubl every-
body would henefit by the fencing carried
out by the vermin hoard, and no doubt
all should conivibute in fair proportien,
but we should start with evervbody on the
same footing. Thise who paid the cost
of fencing out of their own pockets were
certainly not on the same footing as those
who would get their fencing doene on long
terms of rvepayvment.

Mr. HUDSON : The Government
should  have aceepted -this  equitable
amendment.  Many people had already

at considerable expense, erected fences to
keep out vermin, and it would be a great
hardship on them if they were called
upon to contribute towards {he cost of
fencing or other improvements o keep out
the vermin from any vermin district that
might he ereated around them. Tn regard
to the-instances quoted by the Premier,
the amendment left it to the Jlinister to
say whether any property was enelosed
with a proper vermin-proof fence, and
the illustration given by (he Premier of
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two rivers Forning the honndary of a& hold-
ing would not eome within the definition
of a proper vermin-proaf fenee. It
would not be a ring fenee around the hold-
ing, and eertainly & river wus not always
vermin-preof. It was admitted that a
ring fence erected all round a distriet
would benefit all holdings within the dis-
trict, and also, to a limited extent, those
already enclosed by vermin-proof fences,
but the security on the remaining un-
tenced holdings shonld surely be sulfici-
ent to guarantee the expense of erecting
a ring fence around the whole distriet.
Again, it would not he fair to rate people
in isolated places. sueh as pastoralisis he-
vond the No. 1 rabbit-proot fence. many
of whom had gone to eonsiderable expense
ta put up their own fences, and who had
already to Heht the rabbits without any
assistanee from ihe Government, and now
paid tor the upkeep of the existing vab-
hit-proof fences that were of no serviee
io them. Again, in other partz of the
State infested wilh dogs. people should
not he called upon to pay the cost of a
dog-proof lence around their distriet if
they had alrendy put up dog-proof
fences enclosing their holdings.  There
wag nol much likelihood when onee a ring
fenee was pui around a distriet that the
settlers would ereet their own vermin-
proof fencing. 'The only holdings en-
closed in ihis way would be those on which
the work had already been dome. There-
fare, in this respect the Couneils sug-
rested amendmenl was not prospeciive,
hut was rather retrospective.

Mr. ANGWIN: The amendment dealt
only witl the vating elavse. Those who
had alrveady fenced would not need to
fence ngain, and eonsequently would only

hnve 1o subseribe to  the cost of ihe
zeneral  administration  of the vermin

hoard in whose district they were situated,
and that would only be a very small pay-
ment indeed. 1f the principle contained
in the suggested amendment applied in
in other instances, it would he most seri-

ons,  Many persons paying rates to road
boards received wo  henefit from ihe

boards’ expenditure. Many persons in
municipalities received no benefit from the
munieipal expendilure, but yet had to pay
their rates. 1n this case it was very cleayr
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that those who were in the fortunate fi-
nancial position of heing able to put up
fence: round their boldings should not
seek ta aveid their share of ihe adminis-

tration  charges  of their  district. 1t
hal uothing to do with the erection of
fence-.  That work was additional, and

was ellher compulsory by the board, or
on loans granted on the guaramee of the
baard,  The Couneil’s  ameadwment.  if
adaopied, would launper (he Bill. In faer.
in some disteiets it would he linpossible
for any board to earey on, beenuse suf-
ficient funds for administrative jur-
poses wonld not be secured. Every holder
in a vermin hoard distriet shounld sub-
serihe to the cost of administration.

Mr. TXDERWOOD: The amendiient
requested by the Council was an improve-
nient to the Bill. The Premier could na
have urasped its meaning in saying that a
person could fence in the hest portions
of s area and so eseape pavment of
rates. The whole holding would need to
he enciosed by a proper fence to come
within the meaning of the amendment.
Those who had already fenced in their
land were deserving of more consideration
than those who had not feneed. and when
the Bill propesed to rafe them equally
with the oihers it seetned unfawr, There
would be no delay in bringing the Aet mto
operation. The Government eonld, by
Gazelte notice, deelave voad boards vermin
hoards, and that could he done n ten
minuges.

The PREMIER: There seemed to be
some zlight element of unfairness in the
clause as it pasced the Assembly, but if
the amendinent were adopted those hold.
ers whe had alreadv enclosed their land
would be exempt from raling in per-
petuity. The same areument might he ap-
plied to the man in a municipality whe
constructed a  footpath in front of his
property. yet under the mwnicipal laws:
that man had te payv his raiez just the
same. While admitting there was a zood
deal in the eontentions raized, it seemed
thai the amendment would considerably
limit the area that could be rated. There
was a limited life to the rabbit-proof
fence=.  There might then be this po-
sition. that if sueeesz followed the ope-
ratints of fencine-in a laree area and no
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rabbits got through it would not entail
much cost on the holder in the maiter of
upkeep.  Perbaps the best course to
adopt would be to insert an amendment
providing that the exemption should not
extend over four or five vears. Tle had
not an opportunity to confer with the
Honorary Miuvister on the matier to any
great extent. bul his colleagues seemed to
think it would interfere with the Bill cou-
siderably it the amendment were ae-
cepied.

Mr. WALKER: The principal difficulty
war that if it were known that the Gov-
ernment by-and-by would supply money
for the erection of fences, those peopleon
the Jand io-day who were thinking ahout
fencing in the neighbourhond of the ver-
min would be likely to delay that work
and would noi spend the monev, thinking
that when the Act eame into operation
they would be likely to reccive Govern-
ment assistance. If was not =0 easy to
put the wmeasure inte operation as ap-
peaved ai first =ight. There were oflivers
and inspectors to be appointed and there
was the faet that all roads hoards wonld
not be suilable for vermin distriels, while
above all money had to be provided hy
Parliamient and then allocated.  In the
meantime what was ta be done hy those
who requived feneing (o be erected mmedi-
ately? Tf thase operalions were begun
now by private individoals. the owners
wounld be handicapped for they would re-
ceive no help from the Government.

The Premier: It would meef the case
if an amendment providing for exemp-
tion for a certain number of years were
inserted.

Mr. WALKER: There were people
now employed in putting up vermin-proof
fences round their holdings. but they did
not know whether to finish the work or
not.as if they did they might be penalised.
All these who had eompleted operations
hefare the Rill wax really in force should
be exempf.

The Premier: How would you fix the
time when the Bill came really into oper-
ation?

Mr. WALKER: Provision eould be
made fhat persons shonld be exempt who
had concinded their fencing before the
Government were ready either lo lend
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money for fencing or to supply wire.
Those persons shonld not be penalized.
He wonld agree to an amendment that in
eases of this kind the Bill should not take
operation until say two or three vemrs.

Hon, . 1. Piesse: Better make i 10
vyears, for these peuple should be encour-
aged.

Mr. WALKER:  The period of 10
vears was too wreat bnt there was no
doubt that those who had done work in
regard to fencing shonld not be penalised.

Me, BUTCHER @ The erection of a
rabbil-proof fenee did not render the
holding ahsolutely immume from rabbits.
The objeet of the measure was nol only
to have fences erected hut also to profect
the holdings for all time,  Certainly there
were =ome few persons who had done
something fowards protecting their hold-
ings by the erection of eabhit-proef
fenees.

Ar. Hudson: Thousands of pounds
have heen spent on thalt work,

Mr. BUTCHER: And those who had
spent the monev had protected {heir hold-
ings; but that did not render them im-
mune for all time. Tt was =ought io
exempt thoge persons for all fime and
enahle them to <hick their responsihility.
He had m his mind's eve two ar ilwvee
ecages were land holders  had  pat  up
four or five miles of rabbit-proot fencing.
Their hokdings were sifuated on a penin-
sula with the zreater portion surrvonnded
by water. By putting up a fence for
four, seven, or perhaps 10 miles they
had  absolulely  protected  themselves
againat the attaelk of the rabhii<: but hy
%0 doing possihly they might have ent
off portions of their holdings which they
were prepared 1o saerifice. These pore-
tions cut off remained as a hresling
eround amd o great menace to the hold-
ings in other parts. Then there was the
case of an izland. Was a man to he ex-
empt becanze nature provided N with
a natiwreal fenee?

My, Fnderwood: Such persous are ex-
enipt. from road board taxalion.

Mr. BUTCHER: That wax nat sa, for
the owner wa< subjeed to such taxation
the same ax 1t he lived on the main land.
Supposing  some malicious person pul
rahhits over those fences. This was not
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at all unlikely, for it had oceurred in
other parts of the Commonwealth, and
would be done again.  Was the owner
<Hll to he exempt from the operations
at the Ael ar would he be cuingrelled to
destroy the rabbits inside his fence? lle
fid not advocate that  those  persons
heneld pay the full amount, hat it would
ot be fair 1o other holders it they were
cxempled altogether.

e Walicer @ Will yon agrev to a few
vears" exempiion for these who have done
work?

The Premier : Make a five yearz' ex-
empliot.

Me, BUTCHER: This should not he
Jone unless the holders had enclused the
whole ot their area. e wanted 1o avoid
this po=ition thal because it wignt suit
a wan to pul ap a Few iles of feneing
and lierehy protecl a paciieular parg of
hiz holding, he eould throw the balanve
on to the Tinnds of {he Goverument. allow-
ing it e beesme a breeding-cronnd for
rabhitz wind placing on (he shoulders of
the re~t of the comummity the responsi-
hility af hanishing the rabbit~ from that
area.  Snelt a postlion ax thar lad oal-
ready arizen.  While tryving Lo do justice
to one person we must not Qoo sreater
njusiice lo gthers.

M. UUDSON: Under Clagees 82 ta
46 the board might destrov vermin on a
man’s holding even if he had a rabbii-
proof fenee around it. provided he al-
lowed the vermin to increase there aml
did not (ake proper steps 1o destrov if.
Tn =ucly an event the board ecald 2o om
the lLolding, destrox the verwin, and un-
der Clanse 13 copel the owner lo pay
all costs, charees, and expense~,  Conse-
gquenify ali the hon. member's areaments
weni by (he board.  Persons wha hud put
up fenees had spent their morey on ihe
work, had (o pax interest v what they
had borrowed, and had been connelled in
their pionecring stages 1o destray all ver-
min i the aren, 1f they were emepelled
to pay it wenld be ju inany cuse~ tor a
seneral provision from whiels ey wonlid
wet it rend benelit. These peoole <honld
not e wade to suffer heean-e 4 ~uited
others in o different parl of {1l Btate to
have the Bill pasced acemding i their
owny wweet will,
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Hon, F. H. PIESSE: With regard 1o
the e¢laims of (hose persons whe had
ereeted  fences, such as the Dempster
Brothers, in the distriet represented by
the menher for Dwmlas, he agreed wilh
the remarks of the previous speaker.
Scame of the settlers had goue to consider-
able expense in the disiricis the member
for Dndas had mentioued, and it would
be a hardship on thew to compel them lo
pay thiz tax, at any rate until a peviod of
exemption, (o which they were entitled,
~had elapsed. The instance cited by the
wember for (Gascovne ns to the position
a peninznla would be in, was aol at all
analogous to the enses meutioned hy the
mewbher for Dundas. The =pecial claims
of the people in the district of the latter
deserved 1o be eonsidered by the Com-
mitiee; they ~hould he exempted not for
perinds of Lwo or three vears or even live

veurs, bul fur a period of 1 vears, and’

that would pive them an opportunity Lo
recoup  themselves for - the expenditure
they had incurred. and it would also give
encouragentent (o others who had alveady
fenced their land to keep the rabhils out.
My TROY: Semething should be done
with the view of meeting those people
who had already fenced in their proper-
tivs.  These people who had fenced their
areas musl have done so within the Inst
five or #six years.  The life of a rabbil-
proof fenee was about 10 vears, and mewmn-
bers =hould take e neeount the faet
that in wany of the avea=. particularly
in los (Mr. Trov’s) eclectorate, there were
dangers of washawavs. etcetera. He had
drafted an amendment which, in  his
opinion, would meet the rireumsianees.
It was an amendment on the amendment
af the Leugislative Conneil and read—
“Nar for a term of live vears afier
the passing of (hiz Aet. on any holding
which is already. in the upinon of ihe
Minister.  enclosed  with  a  proper
vermin-pronf fence. ereeterl at the cost
of the owner or his predecessor in title.”

Mr. ANGWIN: The sugrested amend-
ment would esiablish a precedent ihe end
of which mewhers would never hear of,
and he hoped it would nol be agreed to.
It would apply to every part nf the State
when it was developed to sueh an extent
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that it would require reads boards, wuni-
cipalities. and other budies 1o control it
This rate wos to relicve the man who had
in lhe past expended a large amount of
money for big own protection. The board,
uider the Bill, could make ihose who had
nat paidl coutribute in ihe =une wanner
as those who had done so, bt the amend-
ment would have the effect of making a
seetioh of (he residents only to pay admin-
istrative expenses for the protection of the
whale area. What he objected to most, how-
cver, was the exempling of eertain parts
From Ihe system of faxatioi. Taking the
Monnt Margarel distriel, there were sev-
eral roads beards, and ilere were somme of
the areas within ihe boundaries of those
roads boards that would receive no hene-
lit, or ccarcely auny, from the adnini~tra-
tum of the board which wounld have con-
trol of the distriet, bui thev would be ex-
empted from paving rales, and if it were
necessary at any time for anvthing (o he
done in thai diglriet the board wag there
10 take the desived steps. In this amend-
ment it was asked that a person who had
been in a distriet tor n conmderable tine
aml who lhad Ffenced in his land should,
for a term of years, he relieved ot the
minministrative  expense. Yet this ex-
penze would not be reduced because this
persan was relieved.  On {he contrary, so
far as the other holders were concerned
it would be very mnch incerea-ed hy that
very fact. PBecause Zz. was the anvwnl
mentioned in the Bill it did not follow
that the rate struek would be as hich as
that, He hoped that the aiendwent
would he negalived.

Me, UCNXDERWOOD: The mewher For
East Fremantle seemed to be afraid of
eslablithing a precedent: vef it was 1o he
ztupposedd thai before followine any such

*precedent the variouz boards would rive

it every consideration. 1f ihey found
reason to conelude that ithe precedeni was
a eood one. there was no reason. why they
should not fellow it.  The part of the
State to which ihis amendment would
more  partienlarly  apply would he ihe
North, where the men who would stand for
exempiion had heen for many vear- past
contributing not only to the ahirini-ira-
tive expenses bui to the interest aud ~ink-
fund on the eonstruclion of ihe

ing
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vabbit-proof fence, from which they re-
ceived no Dbenefit, but rather smne injury.

Hon. I". H. Piesse : That applies to
all.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: 1t applied a

zood deal more Lo those outside the fence
than it did 1o those within i, Why, he
might ask, should the people of Esper-
ance be required to coniribute lo the cost
and up-keep of that fence, secing thal
but for the presence of that fence the
rabbitzs would, in all probability, have
seurried across their country. The only
effect the fence had had upon the hold-
ings at Esperance was to keep the rabbits
in ihe distriet.  The member for Gas-
coyne had urged that people having hold-
ings on peninsulas might fence off their
run across the neck of the peninsnla and
s escape very cheaply.  Seeing, how-
ever, that there was so small an aggregaie

area of sheep-raising land in the form of

peninsulas, he (Mr. Underwood} thought
that the Commiltee might safely allow
tho=e who held that land to stand oui.
Thoze people had drawn a prize in gel-
tinz #uch land, and they ougzht to he
allowed 10 keep it

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment  sngested by anoller place

praetically stopped at a point where, ap-
parently, there was no logieal reason for
ite =topping. TE il were right to say that
thoze wha had already fenced should be
exempt from liabilily under the Bill,
surely it would be equally vight to, from
time to time, grani exemptions tu those
who wounld erect their own fences after
the passing of the measure. Thoze who
alveady had their holdings feneed had in
the past enjoved every facility which the
Government eould afford them for fenec-
ing: and now they were to take all the
advantages existing and proposed, of
those fences. Tt was well known ihat for
the meve purpose of earrying on the pas-
toral industry it wns necessary that the
holdings should he subdivided and ulti-
mately fenced. Tf then it were imcum-
hent upon the halders in the interesis of
their returns from ihe indostry’ to fenee
their praperties, why say that hecanse this
mne and another had a fence of a special
aquality he should he exempt from the op-
eration of this Bill? The intention of
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the Bill was to create boards to carry out
certain works for the good of the State.
If these boards did not eome into exist-
ence private owners would. have to face
a large expenditure, the neeessity for
whieh, however, would disappear immedi-
ately upon the creation of the boards.
'he expense private owners would have
to face if these honrds were not crealed
wonld probably be qnite equivalent to the
entire tax which wonld be raised by the
respective boardz. These were considera-
tirns why {he amendment should not he
made, apart allogether from the general
priticiple trged by the member for Bast
Premantle.  He hoped hat the wmotion
made by the Premier would he accepted,
and that the Commitlee would not pul the
Bill in a form which would make it diffi-
cult for the Government of the day to
finance these boards. If the amendment
sugrested by the Council were made it
wounld be necessary in respect to each loan
to cause inquiry to be made as to what
portion of the board’s territory was ex-

Cenpl from faxation; and it might easily

he that a board would be ealled upon to
inenr large expense in an area in which
they night Jook for bat little taxation.

Mr. HUDSON: Would the Chairman
tell the Connnittee what question was be-
fore the Chair—whether it was the mo-
tien moved by the Premier, or the amend-
ment moved by the member for Mount
Magnet?

The CHATRMAN: The motion made
by the Premier was that the suggested
amendment of the Legislative Counecil be
not made. The member for Mount Mag-
net had subsequently moved an amend-
ment, which could not be put in the or-
dinary way. The Committee must first
dispose of the nwtion moved by the Pre-
niier hefore dealing with the amendment
maoved by ihe member for Mount Mag-
net: hecauge the Premier's motfion was
dealing direetly with the amendment sug-
wested hy the Tegislative Couneil, while
the amendment of {he hon. member was
to amend the sugrested amendment.

My, HUDSON: Ti would be well if the
Committee were directly instrueted as to
whether, if they necatived the Premier's
motion. they would be in a position to
move another amendment. He was in-
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to think tiat a furiher amendment could
be framed which the Premier would ae-
<ept.  Speaking generally to the question
be eould not withhold his adwiration of
the tenacity with which the member for
Fast Fremantle stuek fto his principles.
He (Mr. Hudson) would like to see the
member for East Fremantle carry bis
principles to an extent which would -
¢lude the making of a distriet compris-
ing Perth, Fremaunlle, and ihe country
intervening between these centres and the
rabbit-proof  fenee, a  vermin disiriet,
when the people of Perth and Fremantle
wonld he compelled to pay the tax levied
for the purpose of destroying vernin.
Jr. Buteher: In a general way they
are doing it now; they are contributing
to the upkeep of the rabbit-proof fence.
Mr. HUDSON: 1t would he consistent
in the memher for Bast Fremantle if he
would support the theory ihat evervhady
in the State should be called upon to eon-
tribute to this tax, whether they stood to
derive a benefit under the Bil or not.
Why, for insiance, should not the helder
of legs than 100 acres eontribute to this
tax if the principle propounded by the
member for East Fremantle were a good
one?  Did not the people in the towns
bhenefit by the increased production
throngh ihe desiruction of vermin? The
Bill was for a particular porpose, and it
was destred it should not work hardship.
The Attorney General had not explained
why those outside the rabbit-proof fence
who had in the past, aceording to the At-
torney  General’s  argument, been con-
tributing  unfatrly, should not be ex-
empted from the tax brought about by
this Bill. In Vietoria when rabbits were
sich a nuisance, the onus of eartying out
the provisions of the Vermin Destruetion
Act was cast upon the shire councils, but
it was found that the bhest way to deal
with rabbits was to advanee money 1o
settlers for fencing their own  blocks,
Nobody took much inferest in the outside
fences and in Viecioria the question was
not so much ihe upkeep of the outside
fences as destroying the vermin inside the
fences.  Here it would be the same.
Thongh a ring fence might be put aronnd
a large district, once the vermin got in
the only way to deal with them would be
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to sappiy netting to the various holders
and compel them 1o keep down the vermin
on their holdings. The Premier should
not ingist on his motion, but withdraw
it and peeept  the sugzestion thot the
Couneil’s amendment should read—
“#Nar for a period of five years after
the commencement of {his Aetr vn any
holding which, within six months of the
proclamation of the distriet in which
such  holding 05 silualed, s i the
opinion of the Minisler enclosed with
a4 proper vermin-prooft fence.”
The people outside the fence should not
lie made to suffer an injustice. and assist-
ance should be given to the fencing of
small holdings.  And as small holders
were compelled to keep down the rabbits
within their boundary fenees. we =hould
granl the exemption another place =ug-
wested. .
Mr, BUTCHER: The hon, member's
argument was hased upon the expericnce
of areas already onlside the rabbit-proof
fence. If we bad any guwarantee thar by
allowing an amendinent of chis vature
to pass it would only be used outside the
vabhit-proof fence. and if we had some
power to ecompel thusze autside the rabbit-
proof fence, exempied from the operatinn
of the Rill, to expend money in protect-
ing iheir holdings, one could agree wirh
the hon. member; but that was not the
position; there were large areas outside
the rabbit-proof fence that were still the
property of the State, and by this legis-
lation we sought to prolect those aveas in
the interests of the State as well as< in

the interests of those areas inzide the
fence. It would he dangerous to allow

the amendment to pass in these cirenin-
stances, The Atltorney General righily
asked in reference to the prineiple of ex-
empting those who had spent their money
in fencing their areas hefore the passing
of this measure: What were we poing to
do with those areas that in future would
he fenced by private means? Ii did not
follow that a fence round an avea con-
trolled by a vermin board secured the in-
side areas for all time; and no donbt all
the mdividual holdings would in time he
enclosed by rabbit-proof fences. What
would bappen then? Were we to do
away wilh all administrative expeuzes,
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were we to exempt all of those holders,
or were we to look to the State or general
taxpayer to contribute the funds for the
administration of these ecostly vermin
boards and for the payment of the inter-
est on the money spent on the construe-
tion of ihe original outside fences? The
principle pui forward by the member for
East Fremantle was perfeetly corvect.
One could not see low it was possible
to exempt those who built a fence inside
the ring fence. There were dozens of
pastoval stations that did not use a single
road in  Western Awustralia; the pro-
duce heing taken down the eoast in
hoats, and no hon. wember would sug-
gest that because the holders of those
stations pursued this course they should
he exempt from roads hoard taxation.
An argument like that would not hold
for five minutes. Why then shonld we
seek to exempt from the vermin board
rating any man who happeied to  he
more favourably situdted than others?

Question put and a divigion taken with
the fnllowing result:—

Aves .. .- .. 16
Noex .. ‘e .. 18
Majority for .. 8
AYEeSs.
My, Angwin Mr. Male
Mr. Barnett Mr. Monger
Mr. Butcher Mr. N. J. Moore
Me, Gregory Mr. 5. F. Moore
Mr. Hayward Mr. Oshorm
Mr., Helitmann Mr. Plesse
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Price
Mr, Keenan Mr. Gordon
{Teller).
Noes
Mr. Bolton Mr. Swan
Mp. Collier Mr. Underwood
Mr. Gill Mr. Walker
Mr. Hardwick Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Hudeon Mr. Troy
(Tetler).

Quesiion thus passed.

Resolution reported;
opled.

Reasons for not making the Couneil’s
requested  amendment adopted. and a
Message aceordingly transmitted to the
Terislative Couneil.

the veport ad-
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BILL— WINES, BEER, AND SPIRIT
SALE AMENDMENT.
Council's Message.
Amendmeut requested by the Legisla-
tive Council now eonsidered.

In Committee.

Mr. Paylor in the Chaiv; the Atlorney
General in charge of the Bill.

New clause to stand as Clause 4, as
follows:—Packet Licence.  (1.) Every
picket licenee granled before or afier the
passing of this Aet shall authorise the
master of the vessel therein mentioned,
being a vessel licensed to carry passen-
gers within the State of Western Austra-
lin, to sell awd dispose of any liquor to
any passenger on board of soch vessel
while sueh vessel is on her passage. Pro-
vided that the provisions of Section sixty-
one of the principal Act shall not apply
to a packet licence. Provided also that
no licence shall be necessary to authorise
the granting of allowances of liquor to
the crew of any vessel. (2.} Seetion six
of the principal Aet is hercby repealed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
his intention to move later on that the
amendment be agreed to. Under Seetion
G of the exisling law it was provided—

“A packet licence shall authorize the
master of the vesgse! therein mentioned

“heing a vessel by which passengers

ghall be conveved from any place with-

in the said eolony or, its dependencies
ta any other place within or withont
the said Colomy and exercising such
licence on his passage belween any sueh
places, to sell and dispose of liguor to
any passenger on hoard of sueh vessel.

Provided that no licence ghall he necas-

sary to authorise the granting of allow-

ances of liguor to the erew of =aueh

packet or vessel.”
Under that form of licence the “Zephyr”
and “Waestralian,” although registered at
IFremantle, had enjoyed the right to sell
liquor to persons who went out for river
trips and bevond the river on those hoats.
An application was made for the renewal
of the licences al the December sittings
of the Fremantle Licensing Beneh. and
the argument was submitied {o the hench
that in fact there was no port except
Fremantle, and that the fwo vessels in
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yuesiion bad not Leen within
the terms of the section, and had
not heen exercising their lhcences
legally. The bench aceepted the conten-
tion and refused to renew fthe licences
which authorized the boats to sell liquor
when running in the river from the wharf
at Perth to ¥reshwaler Bay or elsewhere
and 1o Fremantle and even hevond Fre-
mantle. 1t was net desirable that we
shonld have one rule applying in T've-
miangle and anvther in Perth, No appeal
was taken oayainst the decision of the
hench, as might have been done, probably
hecause it was not deemed advisable. At
1ke very same December sittings a licence
was izsued in the old form by the Perth
Licensing Bencl to the “Decov,” another
steamer competing for the trade.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30
;1.m.}
[y, Daglish touk the Chair.]

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: When

ratining

the Commitiee 1rose he was explaming
that the amendment had been drafted
for  the pwpose of meeting a

special case arvising out of the decision
given in conneetion with the packet licen-
ces for the steamers “Zephyr” and “Wes-
tralian,” No matter what our views might
be about temperaunce if the publie wished
to go ont on river exeursions on Sundays,
and indeed on other days whenever they
werr held, we shoull not deprive them of
the right to enjoxy ordinary enmforis, and
for his port. althongh he was quite willing
to acknowledge a great deal in the tem-
perance progrumme, he rvefused to be
hound by it io the extent of spoiling a
holiday which he might choose to take on
the water. TPerhaps some hon. members
held Aiffercul views, but in order that the
views he held might he given effect to
it was necessary o alter our licensing
law by inserting a elause such as the one
submitted. Before that clause was passed
by the Legislative Couneil it was sub-
milted io him and therefore in a measnre,
although it was proposed not by a mem-
ber nf the Governmeni, he was respbn-
sible for it. Tt was provided also in this
clanze that Section 61 of the principle
Aet should not apply. Section 61 of the
prineipal Aet provided that na liquor
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could be sold or eonsumed on Sunday
except by bona fide travellers, and be-
cause passengers on steamers were re-
garded as bona fide travellers it was
thought that it was legal to serve them.
Such, however, was not the ease. With
regard to these river excursions they
took place wostly on Sundays and holi-
days; on working days the masses eould
not avail themselves of the exeursions,
and if we imposed conditions that the
Hieenee would not allow ihe holder to sell
on Sundays we might as well entirely
abolish them. He asked the Committee
to accept the new clause, believing, as he
did, that it would he in the interests of
the great majority.

My, ANGWIN: It was not surprising
to hear the Attorney General say that
he would agree to the request of the Legis-
lative Couneil. In fact before the Gov-
ernment had taken lhe matter in hand
he (Mr. Angwin) passed a rvemark to
some hon. members that if he were a bei-
ting man he would be prepared to bet
that the Government would aceepf the
amendment.

The Attorney General: And you would
have won.

Mr. ANGWIN: When the Bill was
under the counsideration of the Committee
previously he expressed a desire to move
a new eclause, but the Attorney General
pointed out that it would be unwise at
that juneture to introdnce any new mat-
ter, which eould be provided for at a
later date when the House was dealing
with the comprebensive Bill. In fact the
opposition the Attorney General gave to
the proposal was ehiefly based an the
fact that that pariicular Bill had been
brought down f'or a specific purpose and
that only. Other amendmentz eould be
dealt with at a later stage in the compee-
lensive measure. Now we found the hon.
wentleman agreeing with those who wished
to make a very deecided amendment to the
Licensing Act at present in force. Thai
was not the first oceasion in which a ecer-
tain gentleman who followed the profes-
sion of solicitor, afler laving been de-
feated in the ecourts, had come o
Parliament for the express purpoze of
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having his ideas made the laws of the
State. It was time that wembers said
that they were nol going to allow any
one gentleman (o have the privilege over
others following the profession of the
law merely because he was a wmember of
Parliament,  The Atiorney  General
pointed out in the first place that this
amendment provided that those packets
trading between Perth and Fremantle
and Rottnest should hLave ihe privilewe
af zelling liguor when steaming from one
plaee Lo another, but while members knew
that Mr. Roe in Perth gave n decision
different from thut of the magistiates at
Fremanile, the Act Inid it down clearly
that the licence must be granted from
place te place, and when the decision of
the magistrates was given in Fremanile,
it was stated then that any person who
carvied a case to any of owr ecourts for
the express purpose of penalising those
who sold liguor in places between Perth
and Fremontle, sueh an aetion would be
laughed out of cowrt. The Attorney
Gieneral knew well that there was no per-
son who would take action agninst the
paekets for selling liquor, say at Fresh-
water Bay, where they stopped. The
amendmenl of the T.egislative Couneil
had gone beyend the rerquirements of a
Packet licence. He realised that we had
in his State a large eompany eommonly
ealled a eombine; a company whieh had
steh  philanthropie intentions that they
did not wish to bleed the people, they
merely wished to run their steamers at a
logs, and no person could make him be-
lieve that thal combine was not unlike
the meat ring, which ran its business for
many years at a loss and at the sane
time was volling in wealth., If any per-
son tried to make him believe that thev
would have a very diffieult joh indeed.
The combine had heen running their
steamers on the river for the express pur-
pose of benefiting the people of Perth
and TFremantle, and not for their own in-
terests; they had heen doing thal as a
philanthrepic aetion and for that reason
anly, As far as he eonld gather from the
dizeusston whieh had taken place in the
Leeislative Conneil it was found  that
such sympathy had heen awakened that
nembers there could not allow the eom-
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hine to be philanthropic auy longer, He
moved as an amendment—

That the following words be added
to the moltion:—“Subject to the dele-
of the words “Provided that the provi-
sions  of Seclion 1 of the principal
Jdet shall not apply te a packet li-
cenee”

Members knew well that those who hebd
paeket lieences in onr State were not
allowed 1o sell on Sunday, excepling on
cerfain conditions.  Why should we give
specinl privileges to those who ran such
small steamers which left our shores for
an howr or an hour and a-half, calted at
Fremantle, stayed there for a shorlt space
of time, and then proceeded to the islands,
stayed there, and (hen rvelurred to Fre-
wantle and Perth in the afternoon. It
appeared to him there was no necessity
whatever for those persons holding
packet licenses to have special privileges
with regard lo Snnday trading.  The
Attorney General pointed out thal these
excursions were conducted on Sundays.
Members knew, however, that they were
conducted on every day of the week, or
ut least every nighi, and somelimes two
or three tines a day. He was not going
te agree {o this philanthropic eompany
petfing special privilepes, and for that
reason  he wmoved the deletiun of the
words he bad rvead. He was sorry that
the Attorney General had seen fit to ap-
prove of Lhe new clause, It would have
Leen far hetter to have allowed the cques-
tion to stand over until the comprehen-
give measure was being dealt with. Ie
objected to having that cuestion hrought
in on a side issue as a lever to be used
at a futiwre date. He hoped hon. mem-
bers would agree to his amendment.

Mr. FOULKES: It was to be hoped
the Commitiee would not agree to the
amendment moved by the member for
Bast Fremantle. TIf that amendment
were to he agreed to if mighl mean the
drepping of the Bill. That being s0, he
hoped the amendmenl recuested by the
Council would be made. At the outside
it Wwould only be for a period of some
eight monthg:  hecause next session a
comprehensive measure dealing with all
the malters contained in the present mea-
sire would be brought down, if not by
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the Governmeni at leasi by the Leader
of the Opposition.

Mr. BOLTOX: If the Commitiee de-
cided not to aceept the amendment re-
quested by the Couneil the position would
prohably be left as it was to-day, and the
Perth  Licensing Beneh would go on
granting packet licences while the Fre-
mantle Licensing Bench wounld continue
to refuse to grant =uch licences.  Appar-
ently the iwo Benches viewed the question
in dilferent light=.  Another thing which
leszened his opposition to the  mgtion
made by the Attorney General was that
the sugwested amendment would he em-
bodied in a Bill which must lapse next
vear, when, in consequence, the Govern-
ment would have to provide for packet
Licences in the greater measure, and zo
the rmestim would come before the
Chamher once more. Although the nem-
ber for East Fremantle was perhaps the
last who could be charged with enter-
taining any sympathy with the Aotel-
keepers, yet his amendment would assist
them very largely. BEverybody knew that
a great deal of Sunday trading was being
carried on in the hotels, If those who
wanted drink ecould not obtain it on the
steamers they would assuredly po to the
hotels for it. Perhaps the great majority
of the passengers who travelled on these
steamers did nol parlake of intoxieating
liquors at all; sfill, in his opinion, those
who wished for sneh refreshment while
on an excursion should be allowed to pro-
cure it.

Mr. WALKER: Tt would be interesi-
ing io know what the Attormey General
had meant when he said that his motion
was in the interesis of the vast majority
of the people,

The :Attorney (reneral: The majority
of those who used the sieamers.

Mr. WALKER: That was a qualifica-
tion, indeed. However, what right had
the Committee io specially  ecater for
thoze who used the steamers? If there
were any justification at all for the grant-
ing of this privilege it should be ex-
tended io tliose who used the railwavs on
Sunday=,

The Attorney General: You ean get
aleohaolie liquor on the Kalgoorlie express
on Sunday.
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Mr. WALKER: It bad been said that
sowetimes one could not get it on the
Kalgoorlie express even on a week day.
Another elass to  whom the privilege
onght to be extended were those who had
to travel on foot, Suppusing the Attor-
uwey Genernl . bad heen unable to wet
refreshments at his own house or at his
club on Sunday last, what would he have
done?

The Attorney General: Probably have
dropped in my tracks.

Mr. WALKER: The legislation pro-
posed by the Couneil and supported by
the Attorney General was of the most
speeial kind. It proposed to grant nnt
only a monopoly but a privilege to those
awtlitg certain steamers. 1f these peeple
could not make a prolit out of their legi-
timate traffic why not gran{ them a bonug,
which would be preferable to enabling
themn to make ¢peeial profits out of keep-
ing floating public houses, He regarded
the proposed legislation as objectionable,
if ou that seore alone.

Mr. Angwin: It is the hirst invoad on
Sunday opening.

AMr. WALKER: Tf that were so he
might be with it, for he could not see
the consistency in allowing people fo
drink on six days in the week and pre-
venting them from drinking on the
sevenih: nor, by the way, could he
see the consistency in  allowing the
steamers ta  sell on  Sonday  while
the liotels were forced to eloge. Tt
was putfing a monopoly into the hands
of the owners of the steamers. Those
who, patronising the steamers, did not
indulge in intoxicants took their own re-
freshment with Lhetn; what then was there
to prevent those who wanted aleoholie
stimulants taking them with them when
they went on river excursions? The At-
torney General would admit if was not
catering to pleasure to facilitate drunken-
ness on these steamers.

The Attorney General: There is no
drunkenness,

Alr. WALKER: As one having made
many of those trips himself he was pre-
pared to say he had seen but little
drunkenness on ihe hoats.  Still he had
seen some, It was fhere. and ii was pos-
sible: and if it had not vet reached a stage



1536 Wines, Beer, ele.,
when everybody was making objections
to it, this was the way te bring it up to
that stage—this granting of a monopoly
lo the steamship owuers. Ry granting
this special privilege the Commitiee would
be encouraging drunkenness and ils con-
eomitant evile. He wanted o know the
sound reagons why this monopoly should
he granted. Me telt sate in saying that
there would be ne public complaint if no
drink were sold on these steamers.

Mr. UNDERWOOD supported the
motion.  Theve was no  great  harm

in granting the licence even from a tee-
totaller’s point of view. The member for
Easi Fremantle lad pointed out that it
wonld give a eoncession to the hoats io
sell liguor on Sundays while licensees
on land could only sell under ecertain
conditions, but the hon. member forgot
that there were conditions laid down n
reference to boats selling on Sundays.
They eould only sell while they were tra-
velling; hotels could only sell to travel-
lers and boarders; and even if it were
quite possible for these boats to =ell Ii-
quor while not on the passage, it was also
pussible that the hotels might break the
law and sell to other than travellers and
hoarders. It was absurd Lo argue that
men would go on the river boats simply
to get drink; beeanze even if the licenses
were taken away from the boats, people
could go across the river to Applecross
and get as much drink as they wanted.
The member for Kanowna elaimed ihat
granting these licences would not provide
pleasure to anyone, but on a hot night a
nieg, cool drink on a river boat was a
pleasure he (Mr, Underwood) had ex-
perienced. He had never seen any
drunkenness on  the steamers. That
charge eould not be levelled against the
hoats.

Mr, Walker: Tt is very rare I admif.

AMr. UNDERWOOD: The more laws
we could pass to prevent sinming  the
hetter.  On general prineiples he was
opposed to sin, and he held misrepresent-
ation te he a sin. No doubt the licensing
law caused a ureat many untruihs to be
told, and he would vather pay a shilling
to go down the river and get the trip in
than tell a lie on land to get a drink,
hecause any man who wanted a drink
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un Sunday eould get it in Perth or any-
where else.

Mr. SCADDAN: We should sirike oug
the proposat to allow the liquor to he
sold on the Sundays, not that there was
any harm in it, but hecause it meant
aranting a monopoly 0 tlke owners of
these hoats, though no doubt it wonld he
ineonsistent 1o strike it out. because a man
could 2o fo Appleeross and obiain as
much liquor as he required. On the gold-
fichls there had been econsiderable arzm-
ment as o whether sportz shonld be al-
lowed on Sundays, and it was  urged
agatnst Sunday sports that if permission
was wranted to have sports on Sundays
permission would also have o be mianted
to the hotels to sell Tiguer on Sundays.
To his kuowledge the Police Department
had on Sundays sent the police to some
of the hotels near the goldfields recrention
wrounds (o instruct the licensees not to
gell liquor even Lo bona fide travellers,
though there was not the slightest =igm of
drunkenness about the place. Tt was eon-
tended by those opposed to Sunday
sports that people wounld not play foot-
hall on Sundays if thex eould not get
drink. I that was so, people would not
zo own the river on lhese steamers un-
less they eould get drink. Of course,
thal was an abswdd argument; hecause
the people would go down (he river just
the same as ever, seeing it was such a
vreat pleasure,  However, he conld not
see why the people mnning the hoats
should he allowed to sell liquor on Sun-
days, while persons who might c¢hoose
to spend the Sunday with their families
in some park in Perth eould only obtain
liquer by telling a lie, and running the
risk of heing brought before a magistrate,
Therefore, unlil the time arrived when
the Government would bring down a Bill
permitting the selling of liguor on Sun-
days during limited hours, he would op-
pose the granting of this privilewe of
trading on Sundays to these particular
people.

Mr. CGILL sapported the amendment
of the member for East Fremantle, not
because he thought there was a great deal
of drinking on the river hoats at present,
but because if the Council’s supgestion
were adopted, the time would not be far
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distant when there would be a lot of
drinking. Those who now took a con-
siderable risk in order to get drink on
Sunday, would realise there wasno longer
any need for that risk, and that all they
need do would be to go to the steamer and
get as much drink as they wished. But
while supporting the amendment of the
member for East Fremantle, he supported
the other portion of the Couneil’s sugges-
tion, because it was only right that the
Fremantle people should be treated the
game as Perth people. Tt seemed possible
that the Doats ¢ould trade while ut &
wharf. '

The Attorney General : Tt says, " while
on the passage.”

Mr. GILL: Et would be sufficient
merely to cut the painter. The member
for Pilbara should support the member
for East Fremantle in order that sinning
might be made more difficult.

The ATTORNEY CGEXERAL: The
Council's suggestion would only make
legal the practice in the past. Why
ghould the member for East Fremantle,
if the circumstances he outlined had not
obtained in the past, think they would
obtain in the future ?

AMr. Hudson: This amendment is
merely to remove a doubt, is it not ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes:
it was to make legal the practice of the
past. Police Inspector McKenna of Fre-
mantle gave evidence at the hearing of
the application beiore the licensing court
as & man who had travelled on these
boats. That officer stated that the
manner in which the public on these boats
conducted themselves was exemplary.
There were no scenes he could take ex-
ception to and a constable travelled on
every stearner to observe if any disorder-
liness or breaches of the Act occurred.
In reply to a question by the gentleman
who appeared hefore the Licensing Bench
for the Fremantle publicans as to whether
the police tolerated the consumption of
Jiquor hy the publie on Sundays, he said
that in his opinion such a procedure was
not & hreach of the packet licence. If a
person went on hoard a packet, having
taken a ticket for the trip. would he not
become a traveller immediately the boat
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left the jetty ? t was possible tu argue
that in law. The very same practice
applied with regard to the railways. for
as soon as the Walgoorlie train started a
traveller was able to procure a drink at
the bar. The officials did not wait for
three miles to be traversed before the bar
was opened.
Mr. Scaddan : One cannot pet a drink
vntil after the train leaves Cooleardie.
The ATTORNEY CGEXERAL: That
was not so. To put the strongest con-
struction on Section 61 of the existing
law a8 man beeame a bona fide traveller so
soon as the stecamer had gone a distance
of three miles. 1t was only to remove
the existing doubt that the amendment
was sanctioned. None appreciated more
than he did the absurd attempt to make
people ohserve on Sundays a line of con-
duct they were not asked to obrerve on
ather days of the week. When rhe new
Licensing $3il was hefore the House he
would ask the assistance of the embher
for Kanowna {(dMr. Walker) to alter such
an absurd state of affairs as that. The
principle of insisting upon snch a pro-
vision was to attempt to dictate to the
people a line of conduct which all knew
they would not adopt. The amend-
ment would only produce a slight degree
of chaos and weould have no real effect.
Mr. TROY : The proposed alteration
to the Bill emboclied in the Legislative
Council’'s Message really provided for
class legiglation. as it meant giving packet
companies a monapoly of Sunday trading.
Whiy was not the same privilege ziven to
the holders of refreshment room licences
in Perth ? He would suppurt the amend-
ment of the member for East TFremantle.
Mr. ANGWIN : It would be hetter for
the Bill to he lost than to have the pro-
posed new clause embodied in it. 1t was
strange that the Attormex General., in
reading the evidenve given befure the
Licensing Beoch. gave that of the in-
spector of police, who was very rarely on
the boats, and whose evidence no doubt
was based upon a statement made by an
officer of the police foree stationed in
Perth. The manager of the -hipping
company pointed out in his evidence that
on all tripswhich thesteamer took.a police
officer was present at the expense of the
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company. It was used as an argument
in another place that the company pro-
vided for the safety of the public by the
presence of a police officer. and that they
had paid him. eor the Government, the
sum af £70 in two years for his services
un the boat. When it was known that
this oflicer was present on all trips made
by the boat when carrying passengers,
members must realise that the policeman
must spend all his time on the beat, 1f
he were kept there at the sole expense of
the company he was working at a sweat-
ing rate of wages, and if he were paid a
fair wage then it meant that the State
were paving for that officer being on the
vessel. [ that were =0 it was no wonder
the (overnment were supporting an
application made by the company to
obtain extra privileges. The packet
should be placed on the same terms re-
garding the licensing laws of the State as
others dealing in the liquar tmaffic.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. ANGWIX : It appeared from the
vote just given that the Committee were
not agreeable to wiping out ane portion
of the proposed new clause ; but perhaps
they would strike out the whole of it.
He would probably move in that direction
later on.

The Attorney Gencral: On a point of
order. would the hon. member be in arder
in moving that the clause be struck out ?

The CHATRMAXN : The hon. member
was in order in discussing the amendment
requested by the Legislative Council.

Mr. ANGWIN : The second portion of
the new clause provided that Section 6 of
the orioinal Act should be repealed. The
intention of that section was clearly de-
fined in the third <chedule of the Act
which rave the form of the packet licence.
It could he seen from that form that the
licenee must include the places between
which the packet travelled, There was
ne doubt in his mind that that had a
great deal to do with the deeision which
was areived at by the Fremantle bench.
In Perth where there was one boat only
with a packet licence it was pointed out
to the henel that it was a matter of im-
possibility for that steamer to go to
Fremantle.
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The Adorncy Gineral : What was the
steamer ?

Mr. ANGWIN : The “ Decoy.” That
steamer applied for a licence, and an
objection was lodged that the vessel
belonged to the port of Fremantle, when,
as a matter of {act, the vessel never
visited Fremantle ; it .was unable to go
under the bridges. JMr. Roe granted a
certificate on the grounds that the boat
way always in Perth, and he had juris-
diction. The position was clear, that the
existing law provided that the boat must
have a licence from place to place. An
amendment was brought in for the pur-
pose of leaving the matter open. He
hoped the Committee would agree to
strike out the whole of the clause, and
thus permit the existing law to remain as
it was. It was clear and had worked
well for some years, and the question that
the Attorney General now sought to pass
through Parliament could remain in
abeyance until the comprehensive mea-
sure was presented.

Question—that the amendment re-
quested by the Legislative Council he
made—put, and & division taken with
the following result ;—

Ayes .. “a . 21
Noes .. . .- 10
Mejority for .. 11
AYES.
Mr. Brown Mr. Monger
Mr. Buicher + Mr. N. L. Moore
Mr. Foulkes Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Gregory Mr. Oshorn
Mr. Hardwick i Mr, Plesse
Mr. Hayward AMr. Price
Mr. Hopkins Mr. Swan
Mr. Huodson Mr. Taylor
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Underwood
Mr. Keenan Mr. Gordon
Mr. Male (Teller). '
.
Nons.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Seaddan
Mr. Barnet( AMr. Walker
Mr. Bolten AMr. Ware
Mr. Colller Mr. Ao A, Wilson
Mr. Giil Mr. Tray
(Teller).

Question thus passed.
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BILL—YORK RESERVE,
Second Reading.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) in
moving the second reading said : It is not
necessary to detain the House at any
great length in connection with this
measure which was fully discussed in the
-short session in August last. Some ex-
ception was taken to the rededication on
-account of it being asserted hy sotne mem-
hers —the member for Mt. Margaret and
others—who were interested in running
and other sports, that there were not
sufficient Tecreation groonds in York. I
communicated with the authorities in
York, and asked the member for York
for his views, as to whether it would he
advisable to grant this rededication. The
third reading was eventually passed. If
hon. members will tarn up vol. 33 of
Hansard of last session they will find that
as a result of the message which was
received from the member for York,
the Bill was read a third time with-
out cdebate. A wire was received [rom
York to the effect that there were ample
reserves for recreation purposes, and that
it was essential that the alterations pro-
vided for in the Bill should be effected.
I would like to point out for the inform-
ation of members who were not present
then, that this lot is, at present, held by
the municipality ; it was vested in Lhem
for recreation purposes solely. The council
point out that York is exceptionally well
provided for as far as recreation reserves
are concerned, there being no fewer than
343 acres devoted to recreation purposes
in that town. The only question we had
then to consider was whether the counecil
was justified in asking for an alteration

of the purposes for which the reserve
was originally vested. The burgesses
were consulted at a public meeting

assembled. and they were agreeable to
the alteration desired by the munici-
pal council of York. The Solicitor-
General advised that an Act of Parlia-
ment should be passed. The idea of the
eouncil is to erect municipal sale yards
on this particular portion of the town
site.

Mr. Boltor.: To sell York ?

The PREMIER : To sell the products
of the district of York.
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Mr, Seuddun : Is there no other site
available ?

The PREMIER : There is no other land
situated within easy access of the railway
stavion. It is essential that these sale
yards should be in close proximity to the
railway station. This measure was sent
to the Council last session. but it was not
possible for that Chamber to deal with it
just. prior to the provrogation. Now it
has been passed by the Legislative Coun-
cil, and has been sent down to this Cham-
ber for its acceptance. 1 hope hon.
members will agree to the passage of the
measure. | beg to move—

That the Bl be now read u second timne.

Question put and passed.
Bill read & second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Daglish in the Chair ; the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—Change of purpose of reserve
York Town Lot 211:

Mr. TAYLOR : The Bill had had rather
a stormy passage in this Chamber last
session, There had been some discontent
in respect to it in York, and the passage
of the Bill had been deferred in order to
permit of finding out whether the people
of York were really in favour of it. He
(Mr. Taylor) weuld like to know whether
this information had yet come tn hand.

The PREMIER : As the hon. member
was out of the Chamber when the
second reading was moved, he (the
Premier) might be permitted to repeat
that in deference to the wishes of the hon.
member & telegram had heen despatched
to the member for York, asking whether
any injury would be done to the sporting
community if the reserve were to be de-
voted to the purposes of a sale yard.
The member for York had telegraphed
a reply to the effect that there were al-
ready in York ample reserves for recrea-
tion purposes, and that it was essential
that the proposed alteration in the pur-
pose of the reserve should be effected.

Mr. SCADDAN : Tt would have heen
betterif the Committee had been informed
as to the opinions of the people of York
rather than those of the member for
York. The question was what cid the
people of York think of the proposed
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change ? TUntil it could be shown that
there was already within the town and
district of York ample provision for recre-
ation purposes, he for one would not
support the clause.

Mr. TAYLOR : The member for York
night at least advise the Committee as
to how York was situnted in respect to
recreation grounds, and as to whether
this particular reserve could be handed
over to the municipal council without
jeopardising the interests of the athletic
community of York. There was abroad
A feeling that if the Committee were to
accept this ¢lavse they would be imposing
an injustice on the people of York.

Mr. MONGER : It was encouraging to
learn that the members for Ivanhoe
and Mount Margaret took such a deep
interest in the town of York. At a meet-
ing ealled by the mayor and councillors
of York for the purpose of considering
the proposed alteration, it had heen
agreed hy a very large majority that the
proposed alteration was in every sense
advisable. He might inform the com-
mittee that in the town of York there
were recrcation reserves aggregeting
something like 360 acres. They had in
York what, with the exception of the
association ground. might be termed the
finest recreation reserve in Western Aus-
tralia. This little Dhlock of four acres
under discussion had proved too small for
football and scarcely big enough for a
cricket ground. Tt was of little use for
recreation purposes at all,

Clause put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment ; the
report adopted.

BILL—HEALTH AMENDMENT
(No. 3.
Second Reading,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL
N. NKeenan} in moving the
reading said: This Bill basg
passedd before by this House and was
sent tn  annther place where, owing
to the crush of measures at the end of the
session, it was unfortunately rejected.
During the present session it has been
again brouzht in in another place, where
it was passed and sent here for our con

(Hon.
second
been

[ASSEMBLY.}

Secand reading.

sideration. But it appeared to me that
it was somewhat of an invasion of the
privileges of this House that such a Bill
should originate in another place. Tt
affirms an impost upon the people of
certain road districts and, therefore, in
my opinion should have originated in
this House. Consequently, although
there is a measure on the file word for
word with the measure now submitted to-
this House, I have brought this in as an
original measure in this House, and now
move the second reading in order
that we should not compromise the,
rights and privileges of this House.
‘I'he nieasure before the House is for the
purpase of amending an ervor which oe-
curred in the striking of the Lealth rate,
principally by the Kalgoorlie Roads
Board Distriet Board of Health. When
that reoads DLoard was econstituted a
distriet hoard of health, it was not borne
in mind that the finaneial vear of the
health board begins on the 1st November,
whereas the finaneial year under the
Roads Aet hegins on the 1st July, The
consenuence was they made the healtl
rate as from the Ist July and not from
the 1st November. That error was found
by people who were called upon to pay
the rate, and they set up the error to
avoid paying the rate, se that the whole
hurden of earrying on the health hoard
ltas fallen on thuse people who have not
taken advantage of this error. and have
senerously paid their rates for the ser-
vices rendered by the board—generously
becanse they were nat legally bound to
do sa, T do net think any sympathy
from any quarier of this House will be
extended to those who, to evade their
legal liabilities, took advantage of what
was after all a very natural slip on the
part of a roads board; and members will
see that i Subelanse 1 of Clause 2 of
ihe Bill it is provided that all health vates
heretnfore made and levied or hereafler
to he made and levied by the loeal hoard
of healilh shali he deemed to have heen
lawfully made and levied, notwithstand-
ingz that such rates were made and levied
under the peovisions of the Roads Aet,
12,

Mr, Taylor @ Ti is the zame with muni-
-eipalities. is it nat?
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL- [i is
much more difficult for roads boards to
do as municipalities hat are also loeal
boards of health do, to issue notices fur
the health rate and for the municipal rate
at the same time; but the object of this
subelause is to enable roads boards to do
that; that is, where the boundaries of a
health distriet are corerminus with tie
boundaries of a road district, where they
are praciically the same bodies, where
they sit for an hour as a roads board, and
for the rest of the evening as a heaith
bweard.

Me, Bolten: That i3 not so in every
case, It is what the Government have
refused to do. 1Uf they constitute a roads
hoard a health board, as they promised tu
do, let us make a start.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
hen. member has not read the clanse. We

only provide that this ghall be the law
where the boundaries of a health distrief
are coterminus with the boundaries of a
road distriet. When that is the case the
hoards are exactly the same bodies.

Mr, Bolton : No; one is o nominee
board and the other is an elective hoard.
That is the ease at Bnekland Hill.

The ATTORNEY. GENERAL: In the
great majority of cases—and I am not
the administrator of the Ronds Act—T
believe roads boards are constituted logal
hoards of healih, and it is to meet those
cases this small piece of legislation has
heen brought im. I was pointing out,
when interrupied, that municipal eouncils
are not in the same position; they have
the advantage that the muncipal year be-
gins on the lst November also. so that
there is no discrepancy in the munieipal
vear and m the year under the Healih
Act. I must eall the attention of mem-
hers to the fact that this Bill gzoes fur-
{her; because it actually validates what
has been done in the past and enables the
rate whieh was improperly struck to be
eollected by the validaiion that is now
given effect to if this measure bhecomes
law. T eonsider that the validation is
fully justified, Tt was taking a very fine
and plausible point for theze vatepayers
1o dodeze iheir liabilifies and furee others
{0 carry them on their shoulders. A new
matter is dealt with in Clau-e 3. a matter
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not dealt with when this Bill was before
the House last August; and it has ar=en
only from the facl thai the Central Boaxd
of Health had rrouble in regard to hrand-
ing catile. They were desirous of naot
taking the extreme step of ordering the
slaughter of cattle that their medical ex-
perts reported were diseased, and of only
branding them in order to identify iem
in some manner and prevent their spread-
ing through the community and being lost
sight of, but a case having been brrught
before the courts the police magistyate
decided that the board had no power to
order cattle to be branded and that tlLeir
power simply went to the extent of or-
dering the slaughter of the cattle thaf in
the uvpinivn of the board’s officers were
diseased. So the board pui the matter
hefore the Colonial Secretary, and re-
quested that they might have this most
useful power to avoid the destruction of
the cattle while enabling them ro be kept
under nbservation alb any time.

Mr. Gill : Have they not (ransferred
these eattle to the Stoek Department?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Only
for certain purposes. The Central Board
of Health still retain the power under
Section 33 of the principal Aet fo ovder
the destruciion of ecattle that may supply
impure foed, either in the furm of ment
or milk. The only other amendment iz
to Seelion 54 of the principal Aet, an
amendment  giving the Central Baard
power to make regulations for the in-
spection of articles of food, and pre-
seribe marks which may be applied to
articles of food deemed by the board to
be wholesome, and the fees to be paid,
and the persons by whom the fees shall
be payable, and enabling the fees to he
recovered in defaunlt of payment as penal-
ties under the Aet are recoverable. This
is alge a elause the Central Board of
Health have asked for in order to enable
them to carry out their duties efficiently,
One of their principal duties is to pro-
tect the public in regard to pure foods:
and in order that they may fully and
properly discharge these duties. it is
neeesFary to give the beard power fo in-
speet foods, and io preseribe marks by
which they may identify artieles inspected

by the officers: and sof ecourse there s
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the consequential right to ecolleet some
fees for the work done. In short, that is
the tull scope of the measure which, as
I have pointed onl, to a large degree was
dealt with previously by this House and,
ax regards the twe minor clauses, covers
anly a  narvow issue, one which members
will agree fully justifies legislation for
the purpose. T move—

That the Bill be now read a secomd
Hme,

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt Margavet) : While
T think the prineipal Aet should be wiped
off the statute-hook, and a ecomprehensive
measure brought down dealing with public
liealih, 1 know that Ministers do not cave
ahout undertaking a task of that eharae-
fer. as it is o very large order indeed
dealing wiih the public health of the
penple af this State; and though this
is only an amending Bi'Y), its safe passage
through this House is necessary if for no
ather reason than to validate aclions of
roads boards in the past. But the Bill
woes Farcther. There iz a clause giving
power to the Ceniral Board of Health to
Place marks wpon stoek which in their
opinion should be made known fo the
public as heing fo a eertain dJdegree a
danger to the health of the ecommunity.
From what T ean gather, a cow in milk
may he supposed to be suffering from
tuberculosis, and the experts may be of
apinion that the germ is only in some of
the milk glands, still it is neecessary for
lier to be thrown out of milk so as not
to diztribute the disease through the milk
among the community.  But the board
desire not to take the drastic step of or-
slerineg the destruetion of the beast. They
simply wish to throw her out of milk and
to put a brand on her so that she will not
be ahle to go back into the dairy herds
again as a mileh ecow. In all probability
she may be diseased in some of the milk
vlands only and the carcase may be per-
fectly free from germs. Yet she bears
the brand though in the opinion of ex-
perts zhe may be safe and sound and fit
to be put for human eonsumption on the
market=. Tf we place the brand on the
eow, mark her as being a beast diseased
with tuberculosis and as such thrown out
of the dairy herd, we place the owner of
ihe beast at great disadvantage if she isa
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healthy beast and gets fat. Getting faf
is a certain amount of proof as to her
health; and T would recommend the At-
torney General, in order to make it abso-
lutely certain the cow will never go back.
agein into the dairy herds, that she shounld
be spayed. There would be little visk in
that, and we eould rest secure that the-
beagt would never go back o the dowry
herds, but if afterwards she hecame fat
she wonld be just prime for the buteher.
Anyone knowing  anything about stock
must know that on a pastoral station when
it is not desired Lo breed any more stock
from eertain eows, when (he siation has
already suflicient of the blood of these
cows, the heasts are thrown out of the
stud and, if it be desived {o fatten them,
spaved and turned out.  After fthis
thev top-up and anyone knows that the
spayed cows top-up better than others.
This is the power that should be given to
the Central Beard; and if the cow he
spayed instead of branded, it will be no
evesore: and the hutcher will not he able
to defeet when the cow comes into market
fat and in good health and condition that
she had tubereulosis in some of her milk
glands a few months previously, and was
thrown out of the.dairv herds on that
account.  But if the hrand put on by the
Central Board is showing, the butcher will
be in a position of sayving to the owner
of the cow, “This cow has heen branded by
the Central Board of Health as heing the-
means of disseminating disease among
the people of the State ns a milely

eow;” and naturally he will ent down
the price.  The public will get no
advantage from  that, because the
meat from that cow when sold will

feteh just as high a priee as meat from
any other beast. 8o I say, it would be
far better to remove the power to brand
the cows and have them spaved. We
would be sufficiently safeguarded, there
would he no fear, once the cows are
thrown out of milk and spaved, of their
going back to the dairy herds again. Any-
one knowing anything about stoek will
realise that it would be the correct and
proper thing to do, not fo put a brand
on the ecows which would he an evesore,
one the butcher would take advantage of,
and for which the owner would suffer
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loss. 8o, I think, the Atlorney General
will recognise what I say to he the
fairest and mwost preper thing to do.
It the cow were spayed she would not
#o back into the miiking herd any move.
If afier the operation were perforined
the animal topped up well that would
prove there was not very much wrong
with ber so far as the lungs were con-
cerned. The measure is only a short one
and I do not think it js necessary to ad-
journ its further consideration now. The
last clause gives power to the Central
Boaird to regulate the inspeetion of ar-
ticles of food. I bhelieve the Attorney
General will not oppose an amendment
1 shall make to apply the inspeciion to
drugs as well. It is very necessary that
this should be inserted as it is most in-
Jurious to people suffering from ailments
to be served with inferior drugs, for the
result is Lhat the drugs will not have the
effect anticipated by the patient’s medical
adviser from the properties they contain,
I brought down a Health Bill some four
years ago. It was a very comprehensive
meuasure, but unfortunately it was near
the end of the session and the Opposi-
tion desired a select committee Lo be ap-
pointed to make inquiries, By the time
the seleet committee had gone into the
Bill and reported to the House the ses-
sion had practicaily closed and the mea-
sure went no further. Tt is necessary
that we should have a Health Bill dealing
with the question eomprehensively. The
only reason why 1 will support the Bill
i5 the expediency of the measure in valid-
ating something done by a roads hoard
who believed they were perfeetly right
in taking a certain conrse, However,
some persons who were wiser than they
on the legal aspeet fonnd it was possible
fo evade paying certain moneys levied
by the board. Advantage was taken of

the law and the money was not paid..

Those persons did not recognise their
moral obligation to the roads board but
took advantage of the wording of the
Act. It was well to validate the action
of the board.

Mr. Secaddan: For what period will
the measure he vetrospective?

The Attorsey (General: From the vear
1903-6.
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Mr. TAYLOR: The action of the
board whieh bas resulted in the iniro-

duction of the measure was taken about
two years ugo. When the Bill iz in (Com-
mitiee I will endeavour te remove the
portion relating Lo branding and insert
spaying in lieu thereof. I will also move
to add drugs lo Clause 4.

Mr. JACOBY (Swan): I hesitate to
extend the powers of the Ceniral Board
as  at  present consiituted, for I have
cume to the eonclusion that the powers
exereised by them would he more effi-
ciently fulfilled by "u depariment of the
State. T fail to understand why pro-
vicion has heen made in the Bill for the
branding of dairy cows, for it has heen
decided hy the Government that the con-
frol of these cows shall be passed over
to the Stock Department. That has al-
ready been done in effect and the depart-
ment are acting as agents, -I think, for
the Central Board, pending the framing
and passing of legislation dealing with
the question.  Why, therefore, has the
measure now been hronght down fo lega-
lise the hranding of cows by the Ceniral
Board? Ilater on probably, when the
work has been properly taken over by
the Stoek Deparlment, we shall have a
request for legrislation necessary in order
to give that department full power. If
we geb that legislation we shall probably
have placed before us fhe reasens which
make the passing of such legislation ne-
cessary.  Apparently these rveasons are
not now in the possession of the Govern-
ment in eonneetion with this parficular
measure. I would point out that the pass-
ing of this Bill in the form in which it
is framed will lead to the destruction of
a good deal of valuable property, as
the branding of cows by the Cenlral
Board of Health will practieally destroy
for ever the selling value of ihe cows so
branded. At the present fime an arrange-
ment has been made between the Stock
Department and the dairymen whereby
a secret brand has been decided upon.
This eannot be reeognised generally but
only hv the owners of the cattle and the
Stock Department. In view of the recent
publication in this State of a wvaluable
paper contributed by Professor McCon-
nell, which was read before the TRoyal
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Society of Ariz in London, dealing with
ile question of disease in dairy herds,
we should hesitate befure accepting the
opinion of the Central Board as to the
danger that exists in connection with
cows intfected with  tuberculosis. Thal
paper was read in Loudon for the pur-
pose of confradieting the conelusions ar-
rived at by a Royal Commission that had
heen sitting in England for some years.
Our Central Board of Health have acted
o the eonclusions come to by that Royal
Commission;  hut recent scientifie  dis-
coveries have demwonstiated that a good
many of thoese eonelusions liave been
Tounded on false premises. I presume
that members interested in this subject
have vead the paper published in two
1ssues of the TFest Australian and none
cant deny that it deals exhaustively with
the subject. T am not prepared to say
that T will accept evervthing set out in
that paper, but nove who have vead it
can come to any oflier conelusion than
that the evidence acled upon previously
hy inspecturs in this State has been to a
large extent evidence that has not borne
the brunt of subsequent investigation, In
addition, we find that Professor Koeh,
known as the greatest expert in (he

world in  conneciion with tubereulosis,
lhaz made further discoveries (o the
effeci  thai it 15 highly improbable

that human beings ean be infected with
tuberculosis from tubereulous cows. The
conclusions he has amived at show
that we have been entirely on the wrong
tack in fthe measures we have taken to
combat the disease. Even if the bacillus
of bovine tuberculosis got into the
human frame it would i1 a great majority
of eases rvesult in infection in a localised
form only. We should therefore
hesitate hefore passing legislation based
upon representations wade by the
Central Board of Health on information
snbsequently proved 1o be entirely
wrong. If the Government intend to in-
sizt on the maintenanee of the clanse, we
should vefer the matter to a select cum-
mitiee to make full investigation hefore
we agree fo the Bill jn its present form.
Tn eonneetion with this matter I would
like to point out what extreme measities
have been taken by a body which is to
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some exteut controlled by wmen whom I
can describe bhardly otherwize lhan as
faddists.  Some time ago an instance
came wnder my notiee where an officer of
a board of health condemned a quan-
tity of fruit which had been put
into one of the cold stores for experi-
mental purposes. Owing to an aecident
through the temperature in the stores
wetting too low, the skin of the fruit he-
came diseolonred.  The fruir was eon-
demped as uniit for haman consnmption..
When L inspected the fruit T saw that it
wax ouly injured on 1he surface and that
otherwise it was perfectly sound, and
guite fit for consumption, with the ex-
ception of one or twe fruits which had
been brnised. These cases of fruit were
condemned and burnt. During the same
season one orchardist had 300 cases of a
partienlar variety of fruit in store and
owing to a mistake in the refrigerating
chambers a very large quantity became
damaged in appearance and had to be
gold for a very small sum.  If  the
hoard. of health bad heard of this
and acted the same as they had done in
regard to the small number of cases to
which T have referved, a cquantity of
fruit which ultimately realised something
like £130 would have been destroyed ab-
solutely. 'Though its appearance was bad’
the fruit was quite fit for consumption..
If the Board follow ont the same prin-
ciple nearly the whole of the potatoes
now coming into the markets of Perth
would he condemned owing to the vege-
tahles having been bruised when being
carried on the railways. We have fo he
careful not to give extreme powers to a
bady who have not shown decent judg-
ment in the past in carrving oui the
powers they possess. If the Government
insist on earrying this Bill through I shall.
appose it strangly, but T would prefer to
see it referred to a seleet committee, so
that evidence ean he obtained from all
sonrees as Lo whether it iz wise at this
juncture to give the powers provided in
the Bill. There are not only powers in
eonnection with dairy herds—which arve
to be transferred to another department
—but there are extensive powers under
another elause which permits the hoard
to brand a certain class of food, Tf that
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power were exercised with reazon I would
not object, hut I certainly do object to
great powers being given fo a body wlw
up to the present have shown they cannot
be trusted wirh powers of that nature, T
shall appose the Bill unless T am assured
by the Attorney General that be is pre-
pared in the eircumstances to delete the
clause dealing with the dairy herds and
will hring Jdown an amending measare
to vest the control of dairy herds in the
Stock Departinent.

Mr. WATKER (Kanowna): The ob-
jeetionable feature of thiz measure is that
it does mme Than is necessary. Admit-
ledly it is a reproduction of the Bill
which was practically passed through
this Chamher on another oceasion, yet,
when it 1z brought up again there are
additions o ii. changes which were not

expected. In this way we get piecemeal
legislativi.  These new c¢lauses, 3 and 4,

dealing with the branding of catlle, are
afierthoughis: they were not in conlem-
plation when ihe general Bill was drafted.
Some new plawse comes up, something
thal the local board or the Central Board
of Health wants authority to do, and it
iz stuek down in any Bill whieh happens
to be in the hands of a Minister and it
is made to enrry the burden with it. This
is the kind of rhing which gets our statite

hooks into a must confused state. We
have to read a dozen Aets with the

prineipal Act hefore we can understand
where we are. T am sure the Attorney
General must =ee it becomes a faree to
have these piccemeal dodger sort of Aects
of Parliameni. T am inclined to think
that this is one of those Bills which has
heen prepared and when after the obhjects
soughi for have heen drafted and put inte
shape and made ready for us to consider,
an afterthouzht. or something else comes
in, something which is ill-prepared, some-
thing which is almost incongrrons, and
it i1 pinned on to the patehed Bill. and
thus it comes in when some fime has
elap=ed after the first introduetion of the
Bill. Before it ean be properly constd-
ered the necessity for the addendum has
paszed, and =o it will be found in connee-
tion with Clause 3 of this Bill. Tt deals
with a2 matter that came in at a time
when there was a great deal of alarm in
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eonnaation with discase in  ecattle, and
when, if 1T may use the expression, people
were at fever heat with regard to it, and
when the Centra!l Board of Health itself
lost its head. It wanted to do something,
and to do it spasmodiecally, and heroie-
ally, and posingly. Now steps have been
taken which seem {o render this measure
unnecessary, especially as far as cattle
around Perth and Fremantle are con-
cerned.

The Adtorney General
being done now ‘secvetly.

Mr. WALKER: Possibly, but in the
branding we arc at an hmmature stage,
and 1t was in that slate of jmmaturity
that this elanse, which had wo conneetion
with the original intention of the meas-
ure, was stuck in, and before we have
time to consider it there is another change
in the hranding methods, and in the pur-
pose of hranding, and possibly nltimately
in the necessity for branding. In the
meantime we have this legislation on the
statute books. No wonder the people
laugh at our laws when we make them
without any consistency. It is like plas-
tering over a inagnificent picture with all
kinds of daubs and trying to make one
work of art out of it. It is an impossi-
bility. .We should be chary as to how
we infrodoce this class of legislation. We
are confusing those who are supposed to
govern by our laws and we are creating
a sort of nneertainty amongst the publie.
We are never sure how the law stands.
One litile sentence gets into a Bill dealing
with matters entirely incongiuous with it,
but it becomes law the next day, and thus
our laws.are rendered extremely eompli-
cated, diffienlt to follow, and difficult to
understand. As I have said, vou have
to take the prineipal Aect in one hand
and wander through four or five years
in order to understand what the law is
npont any given subject. I have an ob-
Jection to this measure on this seore, he-
sides which T am compelled to follow the
reasoning adduced by the member for
Swan. T am inelined to think that even
science itself has not come to a final de-
cision upon this question of disease in
cattle and its effects wpon the human
constitution. For us to legislate on that
s extremely injudicious; it not only

Branding is
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_makes our legislation ridiculons, but it is
capable of doing immense harm, for if
by our hurried legislation we destroy val-
uable stock and we depreciate the value
of stock, and if we impoverish those who
hold stoek, we are doing harm and are
discouraging an industry in the State in
proportion. Therefore, I» shall have fo
Join with those who objeet (o the intro-
duction of these clauses, which are agd-
denda to the Bill, and moreover it is
posgible that 1 may have oceasion to find
Fault with even the main portion of the
measure which deals with the validation
of rates. 1 think we have gone too far
back in this Bill. T was not aware until
to-night that we had gone back three or
four years, validating rates since 1905.

The Attorney General: I have made it
1906 now.

Mr. WALKER : Well, that is prac-
tically going back three yemrs. I say it
is nnwise. This is not the only measure
in charge of the Attorney General, and
which has heer presented to this House,
which has had for its object the going
bhack and covering up faults committed
two or three years ago, and perhaps
longer than that. 1t only shows the
folly of bringing uneconsidered mens-
ures before the House, making blunder
after blunder. Thus half the time of a
session is taken up with plastering over
disasters resulting from the foolish and
hasty legislation of the session or two
previons. I hope when the measure gets
into Committee some hon. member par-
tienlarly concerned wilt move an amend-
ment. I believe the member for Ivanhoe
has given notice of his intention to do sa,
The object of the Bill is wrong in prin-
ciple; retrospective legislation is wrong
in prineiple; it is a reflection against {he

manner in  which business is done
in this House. How is it this has
been allowed to go on for so
long?  Surely it was within the

knowledge of the Government long be-
fore this. There is a Minister who has
charge of the administration of the Roads
Board Aet and he must have known, and
vet all this time this wrong has been
going on and accumulating, and now in
this hot weather we have suddenly thrust
upon us this measure to put the local
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hoards vight. Tt is not the way that leg-
islation shonld proceed. We should deal
with such matters the moment the evil
arises, I am saying this in anticipalion
of other possible nieasures to which the
principle may be applied. Mistake after
mistake is made and then we have a
patehy Biil, o little bit of a leaflet
brought in. Tt is nol worthy of the
pusition that the imembers of the AMinistry
hold that they should every now and
again pop up with these little dodgers,
and ask the House to hide the sins and
faults of the past, and make the wrongs
right by a mere vote of the Chamber.

Mr, ANGWIN (East Fremantle): I
thinlk myself it is about time hcn. mem-
bers took some stand against this system
of legislating. In 1904 there was a com-
prehensive Health Act brought forward,
and from then to the present time
we have had promises that this measure
would be introduced for the express pur-
pose of remodelling the Aect, and dealing
enfirely with health matters. Various
boards of health have been clamouring
for some time for some knowledge as to
when the amendments requested with re-
gard to health matters would be laid he-
fore Parliament.

The DMinister for Mines: A compre-
hensive Bill was brought down in 1506,

Mr. ANGWIN: There was a eompre-
hensive Bill brought down in 1906, hut
that measure, when submitted to the muni-
cipal conference, was opposed hy some-
thing like 80 votes to 8. The Minister
then thonght it wise to let the matier
drop, because he knew well that the Bill,
which was not approved of by those peo-
pie who had given a great deal of fime
to the administration of health matters in
the State, would not be very aceeptable
to Parliament. Since then inguiries have
been repeatedly made as to when this
measure would be brought forward. What
do we find? Small measurves, such as this
one, are brought down and very import-
ant clauses are attached to these mea-
sures, the original intention in connection
with which was that they should apply
to some special object. The Bill hefore
the House was hrought in for the express
purpose of enabling certain  districts
around Kalgoorlie to get rates which had
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not been paid; and afferwards we find
added io it two other important clanses.
In 1904, when there was a Health Bill
laid bhefore Parliament, there was a pro-
vision m that Bill dealing with pure foods
and drugs. I notice the Minister has
agreed to insert “drugs” after the word
“food” in this Bill. At that time the argu-
ment of a genlleman, who holds a posi-
tion as Minisier to-day, was that it was
unwize to bring in a Bill dealing with
food ov drugs unless ihose persons who
were in possession of such food or drugs,
which were not wholesome, were not given
time to dispoze of the stocks they had on
hawd. The Minister has-here introduced
a Bill whieh is not a legal enactment. No
members present know whether the regula-
tions which will he made will meet the
requirements of the question. We are
asked to empower a body of men, a nomi-
nee board, to frame what regulations ihey
think fit in dealing with this question. I
do ot think it would be wise under such
conditions, where there is so greaf a
question at stake, to give the power to the
Government to enable the board to make
regulations en so imporfant a matter.

The Minister for Mines : The regula-
tions will have to be approved by the Fx-
ecutive Couneil.

Mr. ANGWIN: It is a great pity that
some of the regulations approved by ihe
Execuiive Council have not heen wiped
out many a long day ago. Some of the
regulations framed in the Executive Coun-
e¢il have operated very unjunstly on a large
section of the people of this State. The
pity is that once the Governor-in-Coun-
cil pass any regulations both Houses
of Parliament must disagree with
them before such regulations are set
aside. In this ease we are asked blind-
fold {o give full powers to a nominee
board. For my part I would rather
trusi the Ministers to frame regulations
than I would trost this bhoard, if only for
the reason that the MMinisfers are respon-
sible in their electors while, so far as I
ean see, thiz hoard is responsible to no-
body. 1 am going to vote against the
secontd reading of this Bill. T do not be-
lieve 1 Jegislation such as this. I think
the iime has arrived when the Government
should carry out their promises in regard
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to the bringing down of a measure deal-
ing with the question as a whole.

Mr. GILL (Balkatta): I wish to say
a word or two, particularly in reference
to Clanse 3 and 4: I am not conversant
with the facts of the case dealt with in
Clause 2, but in regard to Clause 3 I
have something to say in reference to
eattlee. T am not conversant with what
las been done during the past Lew weeks;
but when 1 put a question teo the Premier
some time ago in reference to this matter,
asking him if he infended transferring
the dairy herds from fhe Health Depari-
ment to the Stock Department, he, in re-
ply, said that this had heen alveady done.
T do not know what the exact position is,
hut it appears to me that there is divided
anlhority somewhere, as evidenced by the
introduction of this elause, from which it
appears thai Ministers still desire to allow
the health authorities to adopt the per-
nicious prineiple of hranding cattie. T
have no great faith in the Central Board
of Health myself. They are not a board
of experls in regard te caitle; in faet,
there is not one of them who knows any-
thing about cattle. There is a medical
practitioner on the board; T presume he
does not profess to understand animals.
Then we have an architeet and a lawyer,
and one or two others there, none of
whom have had any experience whatever
i this respeet. Consequently I have ne
faith in them as being a competent board
fo deal with the herds of the State. I
realise the great importance of a pure
milk supply, but at the same time I am
afraid that onr board of health has rushed
inte  this quesfion—that through some
little circumstance avising they have lost
their heads and rushed in in a desire to
convey the impression that they are doing
their Jduty. That, to my mind, is the
reason of the scare we have had in regard
fo the milk sapply of Perth. The memher
for Swan referred to some articles which
appeared in the TWest Australian a few
days ago. Both of these articles are well
worth reading. One appeared on the
15th by Professor MeConnell, while the
eriticisms appeared in the next day’s
issue. If hon. members will read these
articles they will see that there is a good
deal more in this question than the Cen-
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tral Board of Health have been able to
orasp.  Professor MeConnell is an expert
in this matter, and those who eriticised
his paper before the Sociely of Arts were
all experts, The peculiny part of itis that
Professor Mc¢Connell, in replying to the
criticisms, expressed regret thab there had
nat been more adverse criticism direeted
at his paper. Those who had criticised
the paper, or practically all of them,
agreed with him that there was not the
amount of risk that the medical profes-
sion in England iried to make the people
believe. Here is one illustration the pro-
fessor brought forward in support of his
contention. He had gone very fully into
the question, and he averred that the two
diseases, luberculosis and diarrhoea, in
partienlar were very injurious to infant
life. We all realise that infant life is
very frail, and that should there be any
disease whatever in the milk it would be
very injurious to infants. Professor Me-
Connell said that the peculiar thing in
connection with this was that notwith-
standing the great ontery in London abont
the danger arising from the consumption
of fresh milk, in-the East End of London
where a heavy percentage of children died
from these two complaints searcely any
of the children knew the taste of fresh
milk; whereas in the West End of Lon-
don, where the children had as mneh
fresh milk as their parents thought fit to
give them, the disease was not one-tentn
as prevalent as in the East End. The
professor mentioned this as one of several
Hlustrations he could bring forward to
show that there was but lillle vecasion
for the attitnde adopted by the medical
profession in regard to disease in milk.
Tu reading these and other articles in vef-
erence to this very important matter
there is a great amouni of information to
be obtained; and I think it wonld be wise
on the part of the Government, seeing
the importance of this net only to the
produeer but also to the consumer—be-
canse it is a very serious matter to the
producer if we are going to condemn his
cattle, as we will do by this branding—it
would he wise if the Government will not
persist in trying to put Clause 3 through
Committee. With regard to Clause
4. 1 am of opinion that the Central Board
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of Health as at present constituted are
not the right body to have such import-
ant and extensive powers placed in their
hands. I will certainly vote against both
thege elauses.

Mr. WARE (Hannuans): It is my in-
tention to support the second reading
of this Bill. But T regret that this new
matter has been introduced in Clauses 3
and 4. T would like to have seen Clauses
1 and 2, dealing with the eollecting of
rates by the health boards. iptroduced as
formerly. 1 lave some knowledge of the
difficulties under which 1he Kalgoorlie
Roads Board have laboured for a number
of years owing to the fact that through
a technieality, or fault in the Act, they
have been unable to collect their rates.
My regret is that the Government have
not moved earlier in the matter—that’
they did not bring this measure before
the House sufficiently early in the last
session to enable the Bill to go through
and nof be sacrificed at ihe end. How-
ever, I trust that on this oceasion we will
have an opportunity of passing this Bill
through all its stages. . T am not wedded
to Clanses 3 and 4. T do not elaim to he
an expert in stock, and T feel sure that
if the Attorney General intends to ad-
here rigidly to Clauses 3 and 4 the Bill
will meet with the same faie as befell
it on a previous occasion, namely, it will
fail to pass through all its stages hefore
the elose of the session. T trust the mem-
bers of the Conmmiittee will assist the
goldfields members in passing this Bill
through all its stages, or at all events
so far as Clavses 1 and 2 are concerned.
Far the other elanses T feel that more time
and more consideration should be given
to them, T listened with some interest to
the member for Mount Margaret when
he was speaking about the spaving of
cows. It appealed to me, becanse I feel
that if we find cows diseased and brand
them accordingly we will have to main-
tain an army of inspectors to see that
the dairymen are not using these cocws
any further as milk producers. T1f the
cows are spaved there will be no neces-
sity whatever for inspeeciion. Another
matter I desire to touch upon is the fact
that according to the Press cows are ar-
riving in this State at the present time.
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Althunglh not a dealer in gioek, 1 Hnud
oceasionally that number of cows are
reported as ecoming from the Eastern
States. I have wondered whether those
-cows are quarantined for a eertain time
and properly lested in order to diseover
whether they are free from disease. 1f
such is not the case I feel the Stock
Department have been very lax. At
present we have inspectors going throngh
the State testing the cows that are alveady
heve, and possibly reared in the State,
and I hope those cows that arvive at the
ports from the Eastern States will be
tosted hefore they are allowed to be sold
and sent broadeast to the various dairy
herds of the State.

Mr, Taylor: What about those cows
the Government imported?

Mr. WARE: The same remark
would apply to those cows as to those
imported by private pecple, but I cer-
tainly think the idea of spaying the cows
is the most sensible proposal I have heard
in conneection with this matter. It will
not necessitate the employment of inspec-
tors to travel throughout the State to see
that the cows hranded as diseased arve net
being used by the different dairymen. As
to the value of a cow after a brand has
heen placed on it, I differ from several
members, hecause if rhe correspondence
that bas appeared in the Presz iz to he
relied on, I understand that one or two
cows have already been killed and in-
spected by experis and proved to be very
shightly affected, and that only in cerlain
portions that really wauld not affect the
milk, er would unt affect the animal after
killing. Right throughout the slaughter
of the vavious herds, riot ounly of eatile,
but of sheep and pork as well, inspectors
often find it necessary to condemn cer-
tain portions of a carcase, and T feel sure
some of these cows condemned as unfit for
dairy herds would not be worse, in fact in
many instances would be better than <ome
bullocks  killed in onr slanghter yards.
So after the favourable reporis given
by experts in connection with the
slanghter of these eows for inspeetion, I
feel sure some of them would fefeh just
as high a price as other cows if they
were fattened. Compelition wounld suler
to tt. Of course, if there iz only one
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buyer, and the vwner of the cow has to
aceept this man’s price, we would nafnr-
ally expeet that he wonld not get the same
price as wonld be obtained from an ahso-
lutely eclean beast, but competition enters
into  the matter, and if the cow tooks
bealtby and weighty, I am sure the owoer
would not lose considerably on the price
the animal would bring in the market.
Though I am not an expert on stack
matters, there is oue thing I will do while
I am a member of the House, and that is
lo protect the health of the people. On
every occasion I will assist the Guvern-
ment in this respect, and if there is any
doubt I intend to give the health of the
people the henefit of the doubt.
Questton put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

In Committee.

My, Daglish in the Chair; the A ttornay
General in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2; Application of Roads Aet,
1902, to health rates levied in road dis-
triets:

Mr. SBCADDAN: The elause went
back too far. It allowed rates to be rol-
lected since November, 1906. This was
retrospective  legisiation to whieh we
shonld not agree. The CGavermnent had
plenty of oppurtunity of bringlog down
this wmeasure since the matter was first
brought under their notice, becaunse the
Walgoorlie Roads Board had, imnediately
the trouble arose, brought the matter un-
der the notice of the Altorney General
and asked for a short amending Bill to
validate their action. That request had
been repeatedly made, and promizes were
repeatedly made, but generally the Bill
was left until too late in the session; and
now we had it hrought down wiih other
matters attached endangering iiz passage
that might well have been left until the
ecomprehensive Health Bill was hroceht
down. Some of the people in these roads
boards might not have had the kuawledye
that these rates would be levied three
years later.

Mr. Taylor: Have they had the ad-
vantage of the service?

Mr. SCADDAXN: The service on the
leases at Kalgoorlie was not very great in
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1906, though the board was now doing
considerably more.

The Attorney General: Thev have gone
bung.

My, SCADDAXN: Simply because the
Governmeni had not legalised ithe eol-
lection of the rales. He objected to
legislation of this retrospective uature,
and moved as an amendment—

That the following words be added
at the end of Subclause 1:—"Provided
that any rates levied and not recovered
prior o the 30 June, 1907, shall not
be recoverable under this Aet”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
rates this  Bill validated were from
the 1st November, 1908, to the 30th June,
1907 (thar was six monfhs) and for the
following two wears from the lst July,
1907. The effect of the amendment would
simply be to take away the power of
collecting the rates for the fivst half-vear
ending the 30th June, 1907,

Mr. Taylor: Why should they eseape?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If it
hesright to validate two whole years was
there anything in saying that we should
knock off half a vear?

Mr. Seaddaw: 1 de nob believe in
the prineiple of it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
claims made by the roads board were
honoured by many people who knew that
the claimz conld not be legally enforeed.
But in consequence of others taking od-
vantage of ithe error of the hoard, the
body became absclutely bankvupt in
funds, and found themselves in consider-
able difficulties as the hon. member shonld
know. The file of information suppiied
hy the =ecretary of the board showed that
the hoard was unable to carcy out com-
tractz, and that a judement had heen
wiven against it in the Loeal Court. TP
the board could reeover the rates oul-
standing these debts could he finaneed.
If it were a matter of principle the hon,
member should move to strike out ihe
other two years, and not merely halt «
year, but if it were not a watter of prin-
ciple  the amendment should be wiih-
drawn.

My, SCADDAN: If assured that his
amendment  would only affeet  half a
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year's rates, he would be prepared
to withdraw it. He desived to ask, how-
ever, what the position would be if a pro-
perty had changed hands during the time
the rates should have been paid. Would
the new owner have to pay the rates due
on the property from the time the meas-
ure took effect? If that were done he
wonld be wrongfully treated. At the
time the sale was wmade the previous
owner could truthfully say that no rates
were then due. Certainly no legal rates.
were due then, but under this measure
rates struck at tbat time would be valid-
ated, and surely the new owner should
not be eompelled to pay the arrears,

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Ivan-
hoe (Mr. Seaddan) was quite right in
raising the coentention in regard to new
owners of land upon which the rates
sltonld have heen paid during the past
three years. Some provision should be
made whereby the vendor of the land
was made liable for the rates atruek when
he was the owner of the property, for it
would be most unfair to make this eharge
upon the new owner. The Bill was to
validate an illegal act of the board and
it would be very hard if a wman, who had
perhaps purchased the property three
months ago helieving it to he free of all
rates and liabilities so far as the heaith
hoard was concerned, found he was liable
to pay rvates dating back uearly three
vears. It had been said that there had
been a request by the loeal body during
the last two sessions of Parliament for
this  measare to be brought forward,
and therefore 1t might be eontended that
the puvehaser of any property in that
locality should have known that there
was a liability of the rates then due on
the property being levied in the futuve.
On the other hand, however, the pur-
cliaser might not have heard of this as
perhaps he was a new arrival in the dis-
triet. Also it would he to the advantage
of the vendor not to let him know he
might he liable to pav ratez. TInnocent
peanle shonid not be made responsible.
It wag but rarely he approved of a meas-
ure having a retrospective effect, but he
would alwavs agree that peaple should
pay for services rendered to them and
should not he permitted te get out of



Health Amendment Bill :

paving their due and moral  Dabilities
owing fo some legal informality. A pew
purehaser should only be liable for the
rates due sinee the time of his ownership.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
hability to pay rates to a health hoard
under the Aet of 1898 was in the fivst
imstance personal, but if an  oceupier
failed to pay the rate and the distress
was nol suficient to cover the amount
due, then the additional amount eounld
be recovered by the sale of ilie land upon
which the rate was levied. Under this
Bill it was proposed io substitute for the
original process the one foilowed in the
Roads Act 1902. Tn that the hality
to pay was in the first instance personal.
If any party bought land he could ob-
tain all information as to the payment
of rates by making a search at the roads
board office, and it was enstomary for
all persons who exercised any prudence
to do so.

Mr. Scaddan: You are a prudent man,
but I will guavantee you never did that
in yonr life.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
was a rash statement to make, What was
the etfect of this Bill? It meant that
these rates were struck in accordance
with the law and iherefore hecame due
as from the dafe ihev were struek and
due from the parties in oceupation of the
ground rated at that time. Any subse-
quent purchaser, it he had not protected
himeelf, eovld rvecover the payment re-
quired from him from ihe person who
had sold ihe land {o him. If the land
were sold to bim with a clear title he
eonld demand that the person selling it
should indenmmify him against elaims
made in respeet of the land.

Jir. Seaddan: What about the ease of
an aceupier whe is not the owner?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
was provided for under the Roads Aet
and did not affect the present case al
all.  The only case in question was that
which had heen submnitied in regard 1o
suceersive owners. Under the TRaad-
Act provicion was made that when aun
owner ceased to be the owner of land in
respect of which the rafe was made and
a subrequent owner eame into possession,
there should be a proportion struek be-
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tween the iwo tor the rateable period.
[u fhe present case the raies in armems
extended back heyond the ovlinary
period rates were struck for, but he had
nu doubt the courts would hold that (he
intention of rhe seetion vvas that, wlere u
rate was levied on lind and where there
were suecessive owners it should he ap-
portioned between the owners according
to the time each had ocenpied the land.
The purchaser having received a elear
title eould aiways recover from Lhe ven-
daor.

Mr. Seaddan: Would it be hkelyr for
the purchaser to try and bring the vendor
back from a South Anerican State?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
member's imagination ran riot with him.
He trusted the Committee would under-
stand that the matter did not come under
his department but that he was in charge
of the Bill on behalf of another Minister.
Fle boped the information he had af-
forded the Committee would influence
them to pass the clanse as it stood.

M. WARE: The Aftornev General
was desirons of throwing on a recent pur-
chaser the responsibility of recovering the
vates in arrears. The Committee on the
ather hand were desirous of throwing 1hat
responsibility on the roads board owing
in the faet that it was really 1hat huody
that had keen ai fuult 1 connection with
the atter.  The Aitorvey (feneral said
some time age that in actions taken under
the Roads Board and Munieipal \etz the
Iocal hodies were not charged enurt fees.
Whas it not reasonable therefore 1o throw
on the voads board the responsibility of
tracing lhe previous owners of properlies
and compelling them to pay the rates in
arrears. inslead of throwing the responsi-
hility nn the shoulders of an innocent
man who perhaps had recently arrived
at Kalgoorlie and had bought the property
withont any knowledge of the existing
civeumstances?  The Attornex  General
had =said a man could eall at the vouds
board office and ascertain whether any
rates were due on lhe property hefore he
purchased it. hut if the seeretary of the
board had informed the puchaser that
rates were due af that time he would have
ziven wrong ioformation aned possibly
would have rendered himself liable to a
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legal action, as without doubt at that time
rates were not legally due. This was a
matter in eonnection with which he was
.once bitten. He was a little bit green at
the time, and it was that probably whieh
made him think of the incident on the
present oceasion. He had to make up a
eonsiderable portion of arrears owing to
the fact that the board had not collected
the rates, and he of course, heing the
purchaser and being a good mark, had to
pay the arrears when the other individunal,
from whom he had purchased, disap-
peared. He certainly thought that the
roads board, being the responsible body,
should be compelled to take aection; that
was in cases where there had been recent
purehases.

Mr. SCADDAN was prepared to with-
draw the amendment if the Attorney Gen-
eral gave an undertaking to the effeet that
the perzon from whom the rales were
levied in the first instance would be the
persen who would be made respcnsible
for the rate:

AMr. Brown : There ave thousands of
those people in this State and yovr cannot
find them.

Mr. SCADDAN: The position n the
present case was that the rates were not
legal raies, they were not legally levied:
and a person would be justified when he

disposed or his property, in saying that -

there were no rates liable.  Then the
purchaser would buy in all good faith. As
soon us the measure before the Commitiee
eame into foree the buyer wounld be made
liable for rates owing for two and a lalf
vears past., That was unfair. Why
should we throw upen him, an innocent
person, the duty of recovering from the
previous owner. The trouble would be to
find that former owner. The rate shonld
nal he levied from anyone bhut the person
upnn whom the vafe nntice was served.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member must know that he was not
in the position to adopt the suggestion.
The reads Board would not take any ac-
tion because they would find they eould
not sueceed. Which party was more '
nocent then; the roads hoard who made
the blunder and who was advised by the
solivitor that such a blunder stnod in the
way of recovering the rate, ar the pur-
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chaser who neglected to make any search
and thereby fell into the position of being
in possession of the land, without having-
any ailuwanee made for outstanding rutes?
He wonld be inelined tn say that the
roads board were the more innoeent
pariy.

Mr, Hudson : They were the origina-
turs of the blunder.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: When
it was well known that a number of people
were evading payvment of rates, owing-
to a technieality, and some person went
in and bought land in that particular
health board distriet and did not take the
trouble to find out whether elaims had
been made or repudiated, were we going
to mulet the board of that sum, or mulct
the purchaser?

Mr. Seaddan : How could he recover
from the previous owner when it was not
due?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: He
could have said, “Very well, I will bhuy as
it stands; if the elaim is a good one I
will meet it.”” The ease appealed to him
on those lines. If we had to inflict a loss.
on one or another we should inflict it on
the least innocent of the two parties. Ad-
mittedly, the puchaser might have been
an innocent party, but of the two was it
not perfeectly clear that the hoard was the
more innocent. The purchaser must have
known that the claim was outstanding.

My, Walker : There is no legal elaim.
This Bill will give the legal claim.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
purchaser wonld know that there was n
claim made which, on account of an in-
formality, was resisted. That was eom-
mon knowledge, and it was also comnon
knowledge that the board since 1907 had
asked for and had been promised a vali-
dating Bill. It was owing to a series of
unfortunate accidents that the Bill had
not become law. It passed the Legisla-
tive Assembly and then went on to the
Legislative Council and was talked out:
that was why it was before members
again that evening. It was no new legis-
lation; members had deliberated on this
Bill and had passed it.

Mr, Scaddan : You made no referenge
to it during the elections.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: He re-
lied on the hon. member filling up the gap.
[t was his hope that the Committee would
see that they were dealing with a public
body which had suffered much in eonse-
quence of a blunder made by them.

Mr. SCADDAN: The attitude adopied
by the Aitorney General in the matter was
incomprehensible. Two years ago the
roads board had applied to have the Bill
brought down; econsequently the Govern-
ment had been in full knowledge of the
fact that the rate had been illegally struek.
Yei that information was not genérally
known to-day, and would not be known
unti}l such time as the reoads board added
to their rate notices the intimation that
the rates were legally recoverable, He
boped the Attorney General would take
a reasonable view of the matter. He
(Mr. Seaddan) had no desire to relieve
anybody of their just obligaiions, bui ii
seemed to lhim unjust that they should
make an innocent person pay. He would
repeat that the roads board had not been
blameless in the matter, because they
could easily have obtained legal advice as
tn whether or not they were acting within
their rights in recovering the rights. Al-
though he represented a portion of the
roads hoard district he was not going to
support the roads board in their present
attitnde. However, the amendment was
not quite as he could have wished it, and
o with the view of moving another he
would ask leave to withdraw it

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Mr. WALKER: The roads bhoard
shonld he satisfied with something less
than was proposed in the clause. Every
hon. member, he thought, would recog-
nize ihat it would he unwise to make the
debi retrospective by law. The board
should be satisfied with starting square,
with all elear ahead, and should not de-
sire 1the power to hark back.

Mi. SCADDAN: The amendmenrt he
now desired to move would be to the
following effect :—*“Providing that such
rates recovered under this seetion may
only be recovered from the person upon
whom the rate notice was served.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Such
an amendment if moved and agrecd in
would seriously affect the provizion whicl
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enabled the boards 10 recover their rafes,
not  frem the occupier but from the
owner, Indeed this provision wounld be
set aside, and the hoards would he :n-
titled only to recover the rales from the
person upon whom they served the rate
notice. Such an amendment would crip-
ple every hoard in the country. He knew
what the hon, member wanted to do. and
he was prepared fo assist him in draft-
ing the required amendment, although he
{the Attorney General} eould nol agree
to take any responsibility for it. What
the hon, member wanted to do was {o
deprive the board of the right of recover-
ing any raies except from the nersons
in actual possession of the land at the
time the vate was struck, or during the
period covered by the rate. He (the Al-
torney General) would assist tha hon.
member to draft the amendment. but at
the same time he could not acespt it..
The amendment would simply erown the
efforts of those who evaded the liability.
Were we to assist those people in taking
advantage of an innocent ervor or were we
to assist the board? He had no sympathy
for those who evaded the liabilities on 2
technieal ground that possessed no werits.
and placed on others the cost of main-
taining the health serviee in the district.
Owing to a recent outbreak of diphtheria
the board had to iveur a large expendi-
ture.

Mr. Scadden: Let those who have the
advantage of it pay and not those wheo
come in to-day.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
conld only be done in the ordinary way,
by ealling upon the present owner to
make good the rates, and letting him ob-
tain payment from the man who really
owed the rates. That was no new law.
It was the present law in the Roads Aect.

Mr. Hudson: That is when rates are
made regularly. .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: When
this Bill passed, the rates would be made
regularly.

Mr. Walker: But let us start squarely.

The ATTORNEY GENBRATL: Tf the
amendment passed, the roads board would”
have to bring forward as witnesses those
persons the member for Ivanhoe zought-
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to protect. On the other hand the pri-
vate iidividual in seeking paymient from
the former occupier would have at his
fingers’ ends the knowledge of the move-
ments in regard to the property. The
roads boards only had on record the faet
that at a certain portion of the year a
certain person oeccupied a ecertain pro-
perty.

Mr. SCADDAN : The difticulties in the
wny of the roads hoard recovering, were
the same difficulties that would be in the
way of those perfectly innocent persons
now in oceupation of the property who
would be compelled to pay the arrears
of rates and proceed against the former
oceupiers who had evaded the payment
of the rates. However, he wonld not
press the amendment,

Clause put and passed.

Clanse 3—Amendment of 62 Viet,, No.
‘24, See. 33:

Mr. WALKER: The Altorney General
shounld be satisfied now what the Bill
really aimed at was passed, and shonld not
‘ingist on Clauses 3 and 4 being retained,

Mr. JACOBY: Later on there would
be an opportunity to go into the whole
question, That was when the time ar-
rived for the transfer of the work to the
Stock Department.  Thak fransfer had
actually taken place, pending legislalive
authority, and the Government might
therefore  well wait until then hefore
bringing in such legislation as was em-
hodied in the clause.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Aect-
ing on the adviee given him by his col-
league, the Premier, he wonld not ask the
Committee to go further with the elause.
It was the intention of the Premier to
bring in an amendment of the Stoek Aet
s0 as ta enable inspectors of the depart-
ment to carry out inspection work which
hitherte had been done by the officers of
the Central Board of Health. The work
apparently did not fit in with the ordin-
ary duty of health officers. This did not
refer to dairies but mercly to the inspec-
tion of herds in order to determine
whether the catile were diseased, and 1if
sa what remedy shonld he effected. The
position then would he that the Stock
Department instead of acting as agents
for the Health Department in sueh mai-

in Conmitlee.

ters would act on authority given direct
by this House.

Clause put and negatived.

Clanse 4— Amendment of Seclion 31:

Mr. ANGWIN: It was to be hoped the
Attorney General would decide similarly
with regard to this clanse as in the pre-
ceding one. Really the elanse had no ob-
ject unless it were io enable the Govern-
ment to colleet fees for the inspection of
wholesome food. Section 54 of the ori-
ginal Aet gave all the power necessary
in dealing with wnwholesome food and
drugs. Power was given (o destroy un-
wholesome food, and surely there was
no nccessily to inspect wholesome food.
The Government intended to bring down
a comprehensive measure and the question
could be gone into thoronghly then. If
the eclause were carried, further power
would be given to the Central Board and
goodness knows what that body would
do.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member was under a misapprehen-
sion. Troe, under the original Aect
power was given to the Central Board
or a loea]l board to inspect premises
and anything on those premises which was
for human consumption, and to destroy
it if unwholesome. All thai, however, was
negative, and there were no means by
which the public conld be assured that
the food they were buying, especially
such articles of food as carcases, was
wholezome, and that it was safe for them
to purchase it. He had been informed that
those who were engaged in the trade
would weicome a provision of this e¢harac-
ter; it would enable them to assure their
customers that they had submitted their
articles to officers, who had no pnssible
reason to give them a certifieate exeept
that the ariicle deserved it. Of eourse
those whoe dealt in what was known fo
some as eagmag, wonld not eare fur any-
thing of this character becoming law. as
they would nof be able to show fhat they
possessed a certificate of wholesomeness
and purity, and the result would he that
they would lose publie custom. This
clause, he had been fold, would be a great
safeguard to public health. and, as the
member for Hannans had said. that
should be the first consideration., It was



Health Amendment Bill:

easy to pick a hole in the clause, and it
was easy for members to say, why not
introduce it in a consolidating measure,
but a matter of tbat kind demanded at-
tention at onee. Members were aware
that a large number of people had suf-
fered from eating food which was not
pure. When it was not inspected, and
it was exposed for sale. it was then that
the danger arose,

Mr. WALKER: Notwithstanding the
speech of the Attorney General, which
seemed to him a special pleading for the
Health Department, he submitted to the
Committee that Clause 34 of the Act of
1898 did all that was wanted for the pro-
tection of the public with regard to un-
wholesome food or drugs, if the work was
done. It provided that—

“Any officer of the Central Board
of Health, or of any local board, or
any member of the police force may
at all reasonable times in the day-time,
and with respect to those shops, places,
or premises where articles of food or
dings are usnally mannfactured, pre-
parved or sold during the night, at any
hour of the day or night, enter into
and inzpect any abattoir or slaughter
house or any butcher’s, poulterer’s or
fishmonger’s shop, store, hakery, dair-
ies, warehouse, bonded or free store,
avetion room, euston house, shed, or
any place or premises or any part
thereof which he may have reasonable
gromnd for believing is kept or used
for the slaughter or for the szale or

storage . . . ... or any articles used or
intended to be unsed as food or drugs
....... may inspect . ... ... and
may examine and may remove such
artieles for examination . . .. ... and
may seize sueh avticles . . . . and
may destroy . ... ... .. "

And 20 it went on. Was it not there

provided that an article of any deserip-
tion, eould be inspected and if necessary
destroyved? If ilhe authorities did their
duty what would there be lefi? Whole-
some food.

The Altorney General: How manch of
that which is offered for sale is inspec-
ted?

My
thai ?

WALKEPF: Whose fault was
Why wers not the officers doing
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their duty? What was the Act at the
present time? Tt was ahsolutely a dead
letier. We should deal with the matier
properly instead of tacking ithis little-
clawse to the end of a Bill, the purport
of whiech was to deal with an entirely
fureign matter, the validating of certain
rates in Kalgoorlie, This procedure was.
absurd; it waz making our legiglation
ridiculons, and it was to that thal he
strongly objected. Moreover, if the At-
torney Gleneral did noi agree to withdraw
the clause he would have to ask whether-
the Bill was in norder. This claise should
have originated in Committee, and should
have heen covered by a Message, becaunse-
it imposed a burden om the pecple. He-
ohjecied 1 thi= method of sneaking in
reforms. It wonld be commonsense to
drop the elause now and to include it in
the measure which would deal compre-
hensively with health matters. By pass-
ing this elause we would be only giving
the authorities extra work, and what had
heen allotted to them at the present time
hey seemed unable to carry out. If they
were not able to carry out the provisions
of Clause 54, they would certainly not
he likely to carry out provisions of Clause
4 of the Bill which was hefore the Com-
mittee.

Mr. WARE: If Clause 4 were to be
accepied ns evidence of the fact that the
Central Board of Health were awakening
iv their duties he would welecome it. He
intended lo support the clause.  Mani-
fesily it would be impossible for the offi-
cers of the board to visit every plaee
where arvticles of food were manfactured.
at the time those articles were heing manu-
faciured, and io follow them into the re-
tail stores. That being so. it seemed
loiceal and reasanable that the tuspectors
should e empowered to place a mark
apon the artieles inspected at the time
of manufacture, in order that it might
subsequently be known that the arvtieles
had Dbeen duly inspected. The praclice
waz tollowed in New Zealand. and it
seemed that the Cenhial Board of Health
in thiz State were n- v " siraus of »dopt-
ing it. It did nat v that all food
commodities would * .o marked, but in
hiz opinien (he =  -ary power should
lie ziven {o the ivure nol anly to affic the
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marks but also tfo impose a reasonable
charge for the marks so affixed. For the
mark would ensure the article being
songht after by the public as agamnst im-
ported goods carrying no such warrant.
The Committee ought to give full power
to the iuspectors to go and nspect, and
attach to the food any brands that they
mighi consider necessary for the safety
of the public.

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Kan-
owna appeared to have lost sight of the
value of the clause under discussion
This value would he found to lie in its
giving power to the health inspectors to
place a mark upon the wholesome food
exposed for sale. To his mind this was
perfectly justifiable, and he would be pre-
pared to support the clanse if the Gov-
ernment  would accept the words “or
drugs” after the words “‘articles of food.”
He moved as an amendment—

That the words “or drugs” be inser-
ted after “food” in the fourth line.

Mr. SCADDAN moved—
That progress be reported.

Motion put and negatived.

Mr, WALKER: Notwithstanding what
had been said by the members for Han-
nans and for Mount Margaret, it seemed
to him perfectly ridiculous

Mr. Seaddan: They have an arrange-
ment with the Attorney General; they
have arranged to move this amendment.

The CHATRMAN: Order!

Mr. WALKER: Reluctantly he would
he compelled to take the point that this
was a clanse whieh dealt with the raising
of money, aud so the Bill should originate
in Committee by Message from his Ex-
cellency. Were the Government in earnest
in  their expressed intention to bring
down a eomprehensive Bill? If so, they
would have no objection to withdrawing
this particular clause just now. It was
attached te a Bill with which it had no
relation, He would again ask that the
eclause be eliminated.

The Attorney General: T shall certainly
not withdraw it.

Mr. WALKER: That being so he
wonld raise the point that the Bill
should have originated in Committee. He
was net at all desirous of losing the Bill.

[ASSEMBLY.)
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Clearly the clavse was out of order, as
it gave power to the Central Board of
Health to tax people in the shapé of fees
to be pait for inspection. He submitted
that as such if was an imposition, and
eame under the classifieation of such
legislation as under the Constitution Act
should originate in Committee by Mes-
sage from the Governor. He submitted
that the elanse was out of order.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
conld not raise that point in Committee
at all. Tt was impossible for him (the
Chairman) to deal with the question in
any way whatever, The Comnittee had
been instructed by the House to consider
this Bill, and he eould only assume that
any uecessary lezal procedure had been
taken prior to the Bill reaching the Com-
wittee. The member could of course
raise the point when the Bill was again
hefore the House, but certainly the point
could not be dealt with now.

Mr. WALKER: Could not a point of
order be referred to Mr. Speaker?

The CHAIRMAN could only make a
report on the order of the Committee.
On that report being made to the House
it was competent for the hon. member to
raise the point if he go desired.

Mr. WALKER: Was it not eompetent
for fthe Chairman on the point being
raised to report it for Mr. Speaker's
consideration? This was vital to this
particular elause, and if it were decided
at once it would save the time of Lhe
Commitiee.

The CHATRMAN : There was no desire
to vefer to Mr. Speaker. The point of
order in regard to a Message affected the
whole Bill, if it be a good point, and must
be raised at some stage of the Bill when
it was before the House.

Mr. WALKER: In order that there
might be a decision by Mr. Speaker on
this specific point at once, he moved—

That progress be reported.

The Allormey General: That motion
could not he made so soon after a similar
motion.

The CHATRMAN : In view of the fact
that there was no division taken on the
last motion of progress, and as the motion
was now moved for a specific purpose, it
could he naccepled.
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Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Aves . . 8
Noes .. ‘e 12
Majority against 4
AYES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Bwan
Mr. Colller Mr. Troy
Mr. GiI Mr. Walker
Mr. Scaddan Mr. Hudson
(Teller).
Nocs .
Mr. Barnett Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gregory Mr, Price
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Taylor
Mr. Keenan Mr. Ware
Mr. Monger Mr. Gordon
(Teller).

Motion thus negatived.

Mr, ANGWIN: There was nothing to
be gained by the tacties adopted, but this
was playving at legislation. Lawvers
complained that it was impossible to put
their hands on the various sections of
Acts to give their clients advice. One
was surprised that the Attornev General
should place this clause in a Bill having

no hearing on the subjeet. With proper
inspection all food in the State
would be wholesome: so there was no

need to mark it. The attempt to include
the previous clause in the Bill was quite
sufficient {0 impress on members there was
no need to agree to the wishes of the Cen-
tral Board of Health to include ihis
clavse in a wvalidating Bill.

Mr., Walker ecalled attention to the
state of the Hounse; bells rung and a
quorum formed.

Mr. ANGWIN: The Health Aet pro-
visions were sufficient to deal with all
matters proposed to he dealt with under
the Bill. The sections of the Act were
very wide. providing amply for inspee-
tion by the Central Board of Health and
logal hoard inspectors, and by the police.
All foods and drugs were open to inspee-
tion ar any time of the day or night. Tt
was clear that in the past the Central
Board of Health had not administered the
Act properly.
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The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
is not disenssing what is relative to the
amendment.

Mr, ANGWIN: He only wished to
point out that there were sufficient provis-
ions in the existing legislation for the pur-
poses of inspection.

The CHATRMAX: The present gues-
tion under discussion iz that the words
‘or drugs” be inserted in the clause.

Mr. ANGWIN: These words could be
dealt with now, and he would discuss the
clanse later on,

An Incident.
Mr. TAYLOR: 1In  supporting the
amendment I desire to say that the state-
ment of the member for Ivanhoe that

. there was a secret understanding between

the Attorney General, the member for
Hannans, and myself with veference to
the aecceptance of this amendment, was
absolutely incorrect.

Ay, Scadden: T never
statement.

Mr. TAYLOR: On the seecend reading
of the Bill, the hon. member indicated
that it was his inteniion to move the
anendment.

Mr. 8CADDAN: On a poinl of order
Me. Charman, not that T mind what the
hon. member for Mt. Margaret says, but
T want him (o withdraw- the statement
that I said there was a secret agreement.

Ar. TAYLOR : The hon. member made
use of the statement I have atributed to
him, and I desire to iuform the Com-
mittee that there was no secret under-
standing whatever.

Mr. SCADDAN: I insist on denying
that T made uze of those words, and the
hon. member should withdraw when asked
te do 50, and not repeai the siatement.
What I said was that there was an ar-
rangement belween {he member for Mt.
Margaret and the Attorney General, 1
said nothing aboul a secret arrange-
ment.

The CHATRMAN: I cannot see that
(here is any impropriefy in ithe remark
of the member for Mt. Margaret.

Mr. SCADDAX : That is all right then
as long ag [ am allowed the same lati-
tude.

made such a
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My, TAYLOR: Of course, if the hon.
memher denies the statement, I have no
desire to foree it on to the Committee,
but I do say that the hon, wmember re-
marked, “notwithstanding the secret ar-
rangement we are not going to pass this
clause.” )

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
must accept the denial of the member
for Ivanhoe.

Mr. TAYLOR: I withdraw the word
“seeret’” which he objeets to. The only un-
derstanding that existed was that which
was made in an open manner aecross the
floor of the HMouse. 1 indicated then
that T would move that the word “drugs”
be inserted, and the Attorney General
said he would accept that. These mmnuen-
dos from the wmember for Ivanhoe are
only in keeping with his innuendos and
general attitude in the House when anyone
does nof agree with him.

Mr. SCADDAN: T object to the hon.
member repeating what I denied having
said, and I object to the langnage that he
is using. T repeat that I did not mention
the name of the member for Hannans.
The member for Mt. Marcaret seems to
be very thin-skinned fu-night.

Mr. TAYLOR: I am nat thin-skinned.
If the hon. member did not actually say
what T have attributed to him ke meant
it by innuendo, which is just as had as his
dirty acfions in other directions.

Mr. Seaddan: Is the hon. member to he
allowed to address such remarks to the
House?

The CHATRMAN: The member for
Mt. Margaret is required to observe the
same rules as other hon. members in this
House.

Afr. Scaddan: And is he to be allowed
to talk about dirty actions on my part?

The CHAIRMAN: This has all arisen
from an improper interjection made by
the member for Ivanhee. I did not hear
the member for Mf. Margaret say any-
thing about dirty actions.

Mr. Scaddan: 1 am not looking for
protection against the member for Mt
Margarel. I shall leave the House to say
whether wy actions are dirty or not.

The CHAIRMAXN: The hon. member
must not pursue that line of action.

[ASSEMBLY.)
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Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member
has oceupied I0 minutes in abusing me
and I am not to be permitted to defend
myself against the conduct of the hon.
member, What T have alveady stated
I will vepeat, nand it is that an arrange-
ment was made between the member for
Mt. Margarel and the Attorney General
that he should move the amendment.
Whai I objected. to was, that we should
be compelled (o remain here in order to
earry an  amendment whether I agreed
with it or not. I understand that a com-
pact was made between this side and the
Government that we should maintain a
gquorum for to-night to permit some
members to proceed to Busselton. Could
anyone stretech that to mean that we en-
tered into a compact to sit here notil after
midnight? If this is the way compaels
are to be kept the souner we understand
each other the better. 1 will not he a
party fto sueh a proceeding. T told the
Attorney General hefore midnight that
there was 1o chance of this Bill passing.

The cAttorney General: You are in fa-
vour of it.

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes; I am, hut we
can get on with it al a future sitting.
It is an  unreasonable atlitude that is
being adopted by the Attorney Creneral
to-night.

12 o’clock midniyglt.

Resumed.

The ATTORNEY GENERATL: Ii was
perfectly clear that ihe sense of the
Committee was that the elanseshould stand
as printed. [t was of no use for any
member on the oppozite side of the
House to delude himself into (he belief
that if a division were to he taken on the
clause those who opposed -it wounld be
i anything but a miserable minority. Yet
they continued in an opposition hope-
Jessly futile, possihlv for the mere par-
purpose of repeating-——

Mr. TWalker: The Attorney General is
impuling motives. He declares we have
the knowledge thal we should he defeated,
and hy mere talking are obstructing. It
is a charge of obstruction.

The CHAIRMAN: The Attorney
Cieneral wag nof in order in tmputing oh-
siruction to any member.



Health Amendment Bill :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In ac-
cordance with the ruling of the Chairman
he would withdraw the charge of obstrue-
tion. Still he thought he was entitled
to point out that the feelings of the Com-
mittee waz clear in regard to the clause.
The memher for Ivanhee himself had
stated that he favoured the elause.

e, Sewddan: 1 favour getting home at
a reazonable hour.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Like
others un that side of the House he had
done nothing {o prevent the hon. member
from geiting howe at a reascnable hour.
e clanse had come before the Com-
mittee prior to 11 o’clock, and no progress
had been made Lfor over an hour. It was
an - illustration of how far Parliament
could nse time to no effect. He was not
unreasonable in the matter. Would it
not vather he unreasonable if he were
fo permit himself to be made a catspaw
of by those who merely wished to spin
out time.

Mr. WWalker: The hon, member says we
are using him as a catspaw to spin out
time. Is that in order?

The CHATIRMAN: The Minister was
apparently repeating in another form
words whieh he had already withdrawn,

The ATTORNEY GENFRAL: If the
words were out of order he would readily
withdraw. Still lie wished {0 emphasise
the fact that he had not taken up the
time of the Committee.

Ar., WALKER: The hon. member was
entirely misrepresenting those who op-
posed the clanse if he imagined that it
was done out of a wish to oppose him
himself, or out of a belief that the elause
was of no importance. The clanse em-
braced a grave principle, and involved
an entire change in the existing methods
of dealing with foods. To think that
such a elause could be dealt with in a few
minutes was foolish. Again. such legis-
lation should be introduced in itz proper
place and not hidden away in a Bill of
this character,

The Attorney General: You would sacri-
fice the public rood for a wmatter of form.

Mr. WALKER: For his part he would
have the laws in their proper place. Be-
eause they were distributed without any
regard to eclassification nobody knew to-

(20 Jaxvary, 1909.]

1t Commitiee. 1559

day how the existing laws stood. It was
wrong io impute any dishonourable meo-
tives in thoze who protested against this
stvle of legislation—against the sneaking
in of innovations and changes. This was
a measure thal concerned the public in
more wavs than one. It would be revolu-
itonising the methods of the Health De-
partment, and te say that because hon.
members approved of il in sentiment
they were to pass it without eonsideration
was the very height of absurdity. HEven
at this Jate hour he would ask the At
torney Creneral lo lake a reasonable view
of {he malter and report progress.

The Attorney General: Why?

AMr. WALKER: In order that the
clause might be considered in a full
Honse. There were nob sufficient mem-
bers present to make a quornm if the
Opposition were to go out. It had heen
the eustom to adjourn at 11 o’elock.
There had been no obstruciion in respeet
to this measure; but because the Attorney
General wanted his way lLon. members
had to remain unril after midnight, not-
withstanding that a compaet had been
made that nothing bat formal husiness
shoull be taken,and thai no measures were
to be taken hevend their second reading.

The Premier: No: exeuse ne,

Mr. WALKER: Nothing of a eontro-
versial characler was to have been taken
bevond the second reading.

Tihe Premier:  The wmeasures on the
Notice Paper were zelected by the Leader
of the Opposition.

Mr. WALKER: At all events it had
been understond that the House was to
adjourn at the usual hour. He respect-
fully sngwested that progress he reported
beeanse there were several phases of this
clause which he mighi raize,

The Altorney General: You can do that
on the thudl reading.

Mr. WALKER: That would not do.
The subject should be fully dealt with in
Commitiee. He was stronger in his op-
position upon this matter for the reason
that he agreed with' the propusal to deal
with the foods. But the provision should
he made in its proper place. He desired
to make certain inquiries az to the effect
of this clause hefore he agreed to it as
printed. At a glance it was evident thai
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there was more in this clause than its
simple language would seem to imply. It
was a change which required a Billto itself,
It was delegating the power of Parliament
—to whom? To an irresponsible board
with no safeguards. It was a matter of
the utmost importance. The Central
Board was to be empowered to make regu-
lations not specified, except that they
would deal with the gratest necessity of
life—pure food. There were embodied
in this one clause matters of the greatest
controversial moment, and to lightly
pass them over would be a reflection on
hen. members, Yiven if the Attorney
General had a majority to carry the clanse
that did not deprive him (Mr. Walker)
of his vight to do all he possibly could
to expose the folly of it. During his
second reading speech he had expressed
the hope that these two clauses wounld be
eliminated, but as they had not .heen
withdvawn, it was necessary to disenss
them fully, though he was not anxious to
do so at this late honr.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member atempted to persuade him-
self this was a matter of great import-
ance. Under existing law there was full
power of ingpection and ct destruetion of
that which was unwholcsome, but there
was no power to affix on the article in-
spected any mark to show it had been in-
spected. Proof of inspection might be
deseribed as trivial, but it was of gravest
importance to the eonsuming public. The
hon, wmember persisted in saying he had
some great principle at stake. If there
was any great principle at stake, one
might meet the wishes even of one mem-
ber of the Committee, although all other
metibers thought differently to the hon.
member; but, in this case. the hon. mem-
ber was making a mountain ont of a mise-
rable nole-hill. Was it reasonable that
we should report progress after such a
long discussion, simply beeause one hon.
meinther had a misiaken view of the mat-
ter? If it were a reasonable request one
might meet ii.

Mr. WALKER: Had the department
the s(aff to stamp the different articles of
food? Here was a revolution in the de-
partment. A new staff would need to be
emploved,
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The PREMIER : Every member who
had spoken had protested strongly his
desire not to prolong the debate : but, un-
fortunately, these protestations made
with such earnestness had not resuited in
much curtailment of the debate. The
primary object of the clause was to secure
the inspection of meat. The Central
Board of Health were anxious that the
carcases slaughtered at the abattoirs
should be inspected and branded ; and
when instructions were given to the
Parliamentary Draftsman on the matter,
Mr. Sayer inserted ‘* articles of food.”
The member for Kanowna maintained
that there was provision in existing legis-
lation for all that was necessary. and the
Attorney General had said that in some
instances meat had already heen stamped,
probably referring to some of the frozen
lambs exported ; hut if those who were
exporting lambs thought fit to object
to the Government branding the car-
cases, they could have done so, and the
carcases would have gone away without
Government inspection. The desire of
the department was to have this meat
inspected. It would probably meet the
wishes of the Central 13oard of Health,
and possibly to some extent the views
of the member for Kanowna. if the
clause were amended by striking cut the
words “ articles of food ” and inserting
the words * meat ™ in lien. Meat would
include carcases of beef, pork, rnutton and
lamb, he took it, and surely it was essen-
tial to take steps to have these articles
of food properly inspected and branded ?
The amendment would not interfere
with the other articles of food referred
to by the member for Kanowna. The
Attorney Ceneral would be prepared to
accept an amendment in that direction,
so there would be no need to prolong
the debate. In reference to the arrange-
ment between the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and himself, it was the Leader of
the Opposition who had selected these
Bills as being non-controversial. If this
was & non-controversial measure, one
could not realise what a controversial
measuré would be.

Mr. ANGWIN : The urgent need for
this provision had not been pointed out
by the Attorney General. The Minister
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-dealt entirely with the foods conswmned
within the State, and members had
naturally urged that if the officers of the
Central Board of Health did their duty
there would be no need for the clause,
seeing that the Act declared that all
unwholesome iood must be destroyed.
However, had we been told of the urgency

* of the clause, and that power should be
given to mark these carcases, the matter
would have been finished with long
before. If there was unnecessary heat
brought into the debate, the Attorney
General was responsible for it.” His (Mr.
Angwin’s) principal objection to the clause
was that we should not have matters
dealing with one particular subject in
various Acts of Parliament. We were
playing with legislation.

Mr. SCADDAN : That we were play-
ing with Acts of Parliament was clearly
shown. In the first place, the Attorney
General agreed to accept an amendment
by the member for Mount Margaret to
include drugs,; and now we were told
by the Premier that the clause was only
for the purpose of enabling carcases of
ment to be stamped.

The Premier: In the Act there is no
- definition of *‘ meat,”” but there is a defi-
anition of © articles of food.”

Mr. SCADDAN : AW articles of food
should certainly be stamped with the
Governunent stamp. After all it now
appeared we were not altering the Act but
were merely giving the inspector power to
put the word ‘" approved ”” on the food.
The whole thing seemed to be merely an

- effort to gain another means of trying to
build up the revenue by charging fees for
inspecbing good meat. He had promised
to support the clause as it stood but now
it was being cut to pieces and he would
Jook to the Attorney General to pull him
out of the hole he was in.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Premier had taken the view that the
matter could be adjusted in accordance
with the views of the Committee and,
having discovered what would meet the
wishes of members, suggested that such
should be sadopted. He was prepared to
accept that suggestion instead of the

. ¢lause as proposed to be amended.
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Mr. JACOBY : The clause should be
passed as printed. All meat for export
was in the hands of the Federal author-
ities, but it was necessary that rmeat
which was to be sent to the sales here and
to the country should receive the brand
of the departmental inspector. It was
injudicious et the outset to include this
clause in the Bill but as that course had
been adopted it should be passed as
printed.

The CHATRMAN : Before the sugges-
tion made by the Attorney General could
be dealt with the amendment now before
the Committee wonld have to be disposed
of.

Mr. COLLIER moved—

That progress be reporied.

Motion put and & division taken with
the following result :—

Ayes .. .. ‘. 5
Noes .. . .. 13
Majority against .. 8
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Walker
Mr. Collier Mr. Troy
JMr. Scaddan (Teller).
NOES.
Mr. Barnett ! Mr. N. .J. Moore
Mr. Cowcher ' " Mr. Plesse
Mr. Gregory " Mr. Price
Mr. Heoran . Mr. Taylor
Mr. Jacoby ¢ Mr. Ware
Mr. Keenan , .M. Gordon
Mr. Monger (Teller).

Motion thus negatived.

Mr. WALRKER : There was a great in-
congruity between the clause and the
purpose for which it was intended to be
drafted. Was it not a fact that the
whole thing was a mis-print ?

The Attorney General : No.

Mr. WALKER : The Premier said it
wWAaSs.

The Attorney (eneral : No.

Mr. WALKER : The Premier had said
the Colonial Secretary desired the drafts-
man to make provision for the marking
of carcases but he was misunderstood
with the result that there was a drafts-
man’s mistake. That was what the
Attorney General had been fighting for.
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Mr, TAYLOR : I it were the desire of
the Committee that his amendment
should be withdrawn with the object of
inserting the Premier’s suggestion as an
amendment, he would ask for leave to
withdraw,

AMembers : No.

Mr. WALKER : The Attorney General
should agree to report progress. The
draftsman had made a mistake, so had
the Attorney Ceneral, and now there was
another mistake in the endeavowr to in-
sert the word '“drugs” in the clause.
Another reason for adjournment was that
the Attorney General had said thai he
was watching the measure for another ;
he was the vicarious representative of
the Minister who had charge of the
measure. The Attorney Ceneral had
told the Committee that he did not care
much about the measure and that he did
. not know what the person who designed
the Bill wanted,

The PREMIER : Tf the amendment
which he had suggested were agreed to
there would not be any need to add the
words “ and drugs.” The member for
Mt. Margaret recognised that but he was
not allowed to withdraw the amendment.
Apparently the hon. member for Ivanhoe
was in accord with the suggested amend-
ment to substitute “ meat '’ for *' articles
of food.”

My, Scaddan : I said I would agree to
the clause as it stood.

The PREMIER : Then the hon. mem-
ber had a most extracrdinary way of ex-
pressing himself. It was about time
however that members got to business.
The amendment he had suggested wonld
meet the wishes of those responsible for
having the clause drafted.

Mr. Taylor: 1 have already been re-
fused permission to withdraw my smend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN : An hon.
cou'd withdraw his objection.

Mr. Paylor : I desire then to withdraw
my own amendment.

My, Scaddan : No.

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member
could not withdraw the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.

member
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The PREMIER moved an amend-
ment—

That in line 4 of Clause 4 the words
“ articles of food ™ be struck out and the
word *‘ meat "’ {nserted in liew.

The CHAIRMAN : could not accept
an amendment in- that line.

My, Walker : 1 think we should now
report progress.

The PREMIER would move the
amendment in the subsequent line,

Mr.SCADDAN : The Comumittee should
not accept this amendment because the
words “ articles of food ' surely covered
meat. What was meat but an article of
food ?

Mr. Taylor : It is not in the definition
in the Principal Act.

Mr. SCADDAN : The clause offered no
protection to the general public and that
was what the clause was intended for.
He believed there was on the market a
considerable amount and variety of foed

stuffs which should never be allowed to go

into econsumption. There was vineger
for instance. Yet now the Premier was
going to amend the clause to provide that
only meat should be certified to as being
wholesome, while other foods notoriously
adulterated were to be allowed to escape.
Again, these foods which were to be per-
mitted to go unscathed could be effective-
ly stamped, while meat could not.

1 o'clock a.m.
[Mr. Taylor took the Chair.]

The PREMIER : I made that sugges-
tion merely to meet you people.

Mr. SCADDAN : Nobody had asked
for it. He had told the Attorney
Creneral he would not oppose this clause.

The Premder: What do youdo when you
oppose a clause ?

Mr. SCADDAN: Shortly after 11
o’clock he had essured the Attorney
CGieneral that it would not be possible to
get the clause passed before the last train
went ; and had asked him to defer the
consideration of it.

The Premier : You have been of great
assistance to this clause.

Mr. SCADDAX : Seeing that he had
been kept there he might just as well ex-
press his opinion on the clause. He was

-
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;going to oppose the striking out of the
words " articles of food ' because it was
absolutely necessary that something
should be done with such food as pickles,
sauces, vinegars and the rest ; and except
these words ** articles of food ** were to
remain in the clause the Board would
have no power to deal with these particu-
lar food stufis.

The PREMIER : It seemed that the
-amendment did not suit hon. members
. after all ; that being so he would ask leave
to withdraw it.

Amendment. by leave. withdrawn.

Mr. WALKER: Would not the
Premier report progress and have the

- clause dealt with in a full House ?

The Premier: The clause meets with
the approval of everybody.

Mr. WALKER : Not where it was,
He could not suppert it where it was,
neither couid he accept it in its present
form. There were in the parent Act
pensalties provided for the deleterious

- adulteration of food. Ample provision
was made in the parent Act for the keep-
ing of our food wholesome. Provision
- was made for the inspection of carcases
right up to the time of their going into
the hands of the customer. TUnder that
Act he himself had known cuases in which
the customer had been followed up by an
insgpector and requested to give the name
of the shop at which he had obtained
certain unsatisfactory meat ; and success-
ful prosecutions had ensued. Were we
. carrying out existing legislation ¥ There
were many sections (read) dealing with
the subject. DBut was it not out of sheer
stubbernness that we were asked to adopt
this clause, though it added nothing to
the purity of our food supplies. It was
mere folly ; it was disgraceful. Even
now the Premier might adopt the reason-
able course and report progress, so that
the clause might be brought down in
. another form on the lines already sug-
gested by the Government.

The PREMIER : All members of the
Committee were in accord in regard to
the clause, with the exception of the hon.
member, whose two arguments were that
the clause should not be attached to a
measure validating rates struck by a
board, and that it was unnecessary.
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That was not sufficient to keep members
further discussing the Bill. though no
doubt one was indebted to the hon.
member for much legal advice on the
principal Act. But the hon. member
must recognise the Committee generally
were in aceord with the wishes of the
Government that the clause should he
passed. We had already debated it at
agreat length, and the hon. member
should see fit to allow it to be put.

Queestion of Quorum.

Mr. WALKER called attention to the
atate of the House ; bells rung.

The House resumed.

Mr. SPEAKER : T am quite satisfied
there is & quorum within the precinets of
the House.

Mr. Walker ;: Are they in the Chamber ?

Mr. SPEAKER : It is not necessary.

Committee resumed.

Mr. ANGWIN : The only argument
that could be advanced for attaching a
clause like this to the Bill was that it was
a matter of urgency.

Clause put and passed.

Title—agreed to. ]

The Speaker resumed the Chair and
the Bill was reported.

The ATTORNEY CENERAL moved—

That the consideration of the report
be made an order of the day tor the next
sitting of the House.

Paint of Order.

Mr. WALKER: Clause 4 of the
measure provided that fees were to be
paid for the inspection of articles of
food. Tt was clear thereiore that the
measure came under the head of those
Bills which must be introduced in Com-
mittee by Message from the Governor.
No Message had been received, thereiore
the clauze and the Bill were out of order.
He dicd not know whether there was any
possibility of dealing with the Bill apar:
from that clause for, if so that course
might be adopted. The Speaker had
already given his ruling to the effect that
unless Messages were received, Bills deal-
ing with public moneys were out of
order. The point he made was purely
with reference to Cleuse 4.
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Mr. SPEAKER : As it was preferable
that he should give a decision on this
point &t the next sitting he would ask the
House to agree to the motion. The
question had been raised unexpectedly
and he had not noticed the point when
previously looking at the Bill.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 1.34 am. (Thurs-
day),

‘I
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m.. and read pravers.

QUESTION—CANNING EXPE-
DITTON INQUIRY.

Mr. BATH asked the Premer: 1, Was
any portion of the expenses of Mr. Blake
in eonnection with the inquiry of the
Royal (*ommission on his charges against
the ('anning expedition recouped to him?
2. Are the Government prepared to pay
his expenses in connection with that in-
quiry !

The PREMIER replied: 1, Mr. Blake
was paid for 21 days’ atiendance at the
rate of 13x. 4d. per diem. amounting to
€14 7=, 2. Nol in addition to the sum
already mentioned.
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State Batteries,

QUESTION—IMMIGRATION, MR.
LANE'S WORK.

Mr. BATH asked the Premier: In
view of the Premier’s statement that the:
Government has repudiated responsibility
for immigrants brought out by Mr. Lane,
will the Government take steps to pre-
vent Mr, Lane from indueing other immi-
graitts to come as the vesult of flagrant
misrepresentations,

The PREMIER replied: The Agent
General has been informed that the Gov-
ertnnent do not approve of the employ-
ment of Mr. Lane.

QUESTION—RAILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, BLACK RANGE.

Mr. TROY asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Have any steps been taken in
regard to beginning the construction of
the Black Range Railway? 2, When is it
intended to definitely make a start on the
work of econstruction?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 1, Yes. Mr. Ripper will take
charoe of eonstruction. Arrangements are
now being made for the storage of rails
at Mi, Magnet, the purchase of sleepers,
and the provision of plant. 2, During
February.

QUESTIONS (3)—STATE BAT-
TERTES.
Lennonzille.

Mr. TROY asked ihe MMinister for

Mines: 1, What was the cost of the rail-
way freight and cartage of the oil engine
recently forwarded to the Lennonville bat-
terv? 2, DNoes the Minister consider the oil
engine will suffice to keep the battery
running full time if necessary?

The MINISTER FOR MINES re-
plied: 1, £25 16s. 10d. 2, Yes.

Linden and Devon Consols.

Mr. TAYLOR asked two questions re-
ferring to the two-head mill at Linden
and the Devon Consols mill at Linden.

The MINISTER ¥FOR MINES replied:
Tt would be impossible for me to reply
to these questions unti! about Wednesday



