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sent sufiering, and help to put Australia
as a whole on the road to prosperity. I
support the motion.

On motion by Hen. H. J. Yelland, de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 5,20 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.20
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—MINING, WILUNA
ARSENIC PLANT,

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Premier: 1,
Have Leggo & Co., of Wiluna, endeavoured
to secure cover at the State Insurance Office
for their empiloyees on the arsenic plant at
Wiluna? 2, If so, why was cover not
granted?

The PREMIER replied: The State Insur-
ance Offtee was asked by Leggo & Company
to quote a rate for the insurance of the
workers employed on their Wiluna plant
under the Workers’ Compensation Act. The
Government Actuary replied asking for par-
ticulars in regard to the company’s experi-
ence. This information has not been sup-
plied to date.

RETURN—RAILWAY COAL SUP-
PLIES,

On meotion by Mr. Wilson, ordered: That
& return be laid upon the Table of the House
showing:—1. The weekly coal orders (ton-
nage) by the Railway Department to each
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of the following mines (separately)—DFro-
prietary, Co-operative, Cardiff, Stockton,
and Griffen, and the supplies received from
the above-mentioned mines (separately)
from lst Januwary to 30th June, 1932. 2,
The weekly tonnage rate (separately) of
Neweastle coal and the price paid for each
department as from lst January, to 30th
June, 1932, 3, The tonnage shipments (sep-
arately) of Newecastle coal and the priec paid
for each shipment (separately} in truck at
Fremantle as from 1lst January to 30th
June, 1932,

BILL—MAIN R0OADS ACT AMEND-
MENT,

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
J. Lindsay—>Mt. Marshall) [4.37] in mov-
ing the second reading said: The introdue-
tion of this Bill has been made possible by
the amendment of the Federal Aid Roads
Agreement passed last year by this and the
Federali Parliament. When the agreement
was amended the restrictions placed on this
State as to the expenditure of money on
roads were removed, It has been possible
since to use Federal aid roads money on the
wainfenance or construetion of roads or :ny-
thing eclse the Government agree to. Under
the previous Act it was necessary for the
Stute, to get the money, to maintain roads
from the fraffic fees. That necessily no
longer exists. The Bill deals with the col-
jeclion of traffic fees. Under the Main Roads
Act passed in 1929, it was laid down that
local governing bodies outside the metropol-
itan area should pay inte a trust aceount a
percentage of the traffic fees, ranging from
2215 to 10 per cent., and also that out of
the metropolitan trust account 22% per cent.
of the traffic fees should be paid into the
main roads trust account for the mainten-
ance of country roads.

Hon. J. C. Wiileock:
cleared main roads?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Hen. J. C. Wilicoek: Not any road?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. The
money eould only be spent on main roads,
as thev were affected by the expenditure
from the traffic fees,

Hon. J. C. Willeoek: That will not be
altered in the future?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. Tt
is laid down in the Main Roads Aet that

Would they he
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any money provided by the Commissioner
for roads under the Federal Aid Roads Act
shall be used for the construction of Jevel-
opmental roads, but until a road is declarcd
a developmental road it is not possible to
provide any money for it under the Act. It
has been found that in many parts of the
State, where vivers and creeks exist, the
financial means of the local governing bodies
are insufficient to enable them to build
bridges, We have accordingly stretched the
Aet, and done something the Aet does not
altow,

Hon. P. Collier: Very wrong.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I know
that. There is the case of the Mandurah
bridge. The Auditor General has heen very
severe in his eriticism of the expenditure of
that money, because the bridge had not heen
declared a developmental road. The loeal
authority was unable to find sufficient money
out of its own revenue fo repair the bridge.
Another thing T am asking the House to
validate also relates to loeal governing
authorities. In common with the Govern-
ment, many loeal governing authoritics are
ir a serious financial position, They eannot
collect their revenue, Some have carried ont
their obligations under the Aet, but many
have not done so. We made grants to vari-
ous local authorities, and from a legal point
of view those grants should have been spent
on the eonstruction of developmental roads.
Many of the local authorities did not want
to construct developmental roads, but did
want to maintain them, although they had
not sufficient revenue with which to keep the
roads in repair.  The Commissioner for
roads has given grants on condition that the
local aunthorities put up a case to show how
the money could hest be spenf. Generally
speaking, these are the principles of the
Bill. Tt is proposed that from the Ist July
loeal governing hodies shall retain their own
traffic fees. Any local aunthority whieh has
not paid the traffic fees up to that time will
still owe them.

Mr. Wansbrough: Quite right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We have
encountered serious difficulty in the metro-
politan aren. The Commissioner for Main
Roads is in control of certain main roads in
the metropolitan area. The Traffic Act pro-
vides only for taking money out of traffie
fees to wmaintain these thoronghfares, and
contains no provision for money for the
construction of roads and bridges. In the
past we have spent Federal aid roads money
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in the metropolitan area, but I bope that wil?
not he the case in the future. From the
meiropolitan area we are receiving about
£24,000 a year. It is proposed under

the Bill that this shali still he taken
out of the metropolitan traffic trost
account and paid to the main road

trust acecount. That money will be used
for the construction and reeonstruction of
roads and bridges in the metropolitan area.

Hon. J. C. Willecoek: The Causeway to
wit.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
one. I should like to deal shortly with the
history of the Main Roads Act whieh was
passed in 1929. As Minister in control, I
have had a great deal of opposition from the
loeal governing bodies. Although the Act lays
down that they shall, as they collect their
traffic fees, pay a percentage of them into
the trust funds, and each month shall remit
that money to the main roads trust account,
the great majority of road hoards have re-
sisted the paymenis.

Hon, J. C. Willeock: And munijeipalities,
too.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
Circular letters have heen sent around and
I have had to attend numerous conferences.

The Minister for Railways: There are
exeeptions.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
deal with the exceptions later on. In 1929
the Act was passed after it had been re-
ferred to a select committee. The attitude
adopied by the loeal governing bodies is re-
markable when we consider that their asso-
ciation executive met the then Minister for
Works, the present member for South Fre-
mantle (Hon. A. MecCallum) and agreed
that 23 per cent. of their traffic fees should
be coliected, Notwithstanding that faer,
when the Aet was passed, it did not provide
for anything like that percentage. In 1930,
I, as Minister for Works, introduced an
amending measure under which certain lia-
hilities of the loeal hodies to the Traffie
Trust were waived. That referred to the
allocations for the years 1927-28 and 1928-
29, and the amount involved was £32,000.
I have laid the annual report of the Com-
missioner for Main Roads on the Table of the
House to-day. Tt may be of interest to hon.
members to know that last year, owing to
the operations of the Federal Aid Roads
Agreement, the amount spent on roads was
£285,228, as compared with £558,510 for
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the previous vear. We have at present 2,833
miles of main declared roads, which it is the
duty of the Commissioner for Main Roads
t¢ maintain in repair. Tlon. members must
realise it mus=t cost a large amount of money
to keep that huge mileaze of road in order.
The main contiibutions we received in the
past and wntil the Main Roads Aet was
amended, were €381.000 from the Federal
Governinent and  £288,000 from the State
Government. In addition, £26.000 was
taken frum general revenue, and on top of
that there were the colleetions from traflie
fees. Thus in the past we had approxi-
mately £730,000 a yvear to spend. In future
we anticipate that the fotal amount avail-
able will be about £320,000, Having stated
those facls, I desire to go a little further.
It is not our intention in future, while
the Federal Aid Roads Agreement is in
existence—it will expire on the 3lst
December. 1936—to take any traffic fees.
The day will come when monev from the
petrol tax will not be available, and funds
will be required to maintain the wain roads,
Although T bitterly opposed it in the past,
I say now, trom experience. that no Govern-
ment should be placed in the position we
have found ourselves in, regarding the col-
lection of trallie fees from locnl authorities,
who have, in many instances, ahzolutely re-
fused to carry out the provisions of the law.
[ desire to give hon, wemhers an ideg of how
some road hoavds have acted. The number
of local authorities that should have paid the
whole of their traftiv fees is 48: those that
have paid their dues, with the exception of
the fees for the vear 1929-30, total 42, Lat-
ters from the Crown Law Department have
been sent to ench of the loeal anthorities.  Of
these, seven have not replied to the communi-
cations, 15 have not submitted any proposal
to the department, and five have refused to
pay anxthing ai all. One of the last-men-
tioned is the Narrogin Municipal Couneil. It
naturally follows, seeinz that the Govern-
ment cannot prosceute the local roverning
bodies, that the latter have fallen down on
their jobh.  When the {ime docs come For
traffic fees to be collected to maintain coun-
try roeds, T will not be one to fight {o allow
local governing aunthorities to retain their
traffic fees. If thex have to be taken, then
the whole of the colleetions should he paid
to the Government, and the Government
should, in torn, refund what they consider
a fair proportion.
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Hon. W. 1. Johp=onu: That is @ case of
the (‘ommonwealth and the State over agein
—take it and then vefund some of it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.

Mr. SBampson: They may have io alter
their rates.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 o ot
knuw that the Darling Range Road Board
are <triking very high rates. 1 can give par-
ticilars regarding the collection ot traffie
lees it the other States. Very few members
know the fucts, and I am ecertajn that the
local roverning hodices are nol aware of the
position.  Western Australia is the only
State in the Commeonwealth where the leeal
governiny hodies nre allowed to cotlect traltie
feus.

Hon, J. C. Willeock: And wany of ihem
contributs 1o rovenue,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
so0.  In Vietoria, during 1930-31, the toes
collected totalled £1,113,075. Not only did
the Government retain the whole of those
traffic fees, but thexv charged the loeal eov-
erning bodies whevever a main or trunk road
was put through their territory, 6 per cent,
to cover one-lhalf of the interest and sinkinge
fund charges, and a third of the et of
maintenance.  In many instances. the re-
venne paid to the Main Roads Board vepre-
sented a sum more than the total rvolleetivns
From loeal woverning nuthorities in this State.
In New Southh Whales the =ame conditions
app'v.  The collections there from !raffic
fees amounted to £1,562,086, and the Gov-
ernment imposed a tax on the loeal auvthori-
ties of 14d. in the pound on unimproved
land in the County of Cumberland. They al-o
charged the local governing hodies part of
the cost of eonstruetion and interest and sink-
ing fund on that outlay. In Quecnsland, the
same eonditions apply, and in South Austra-
hia the only difference is that, though the
QGovernment colleet the Lraffic fees, they have
the power to charge local anthoritics, in ve
spect of roads put through their districts,
up to £150 a mile on account of maintenance.
The local governing authorities in this State
have heen treated extremely well by each
sneceeding Government.  After saving so
mueh, I mayv be asked, “Why do vou wish
to give back the traffic fees to the local gov-
erning hodies®”’

Hon. J. C. Willeock: You are huilding
up a lot of trouble for the future.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 know
that, but conditions that exist to-day are
such that they must be faced.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: Once you give them
this money, you will have difliculty.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, bu!
az I have already pointed out, when we have
to retain the ftraffic fees, we will have io
take the lot. We cannot again be placed in
the position we have found ourselves in dur-
ing the past few years. In these times, the
local governing authorities are having a ter-
rific struggle te earry on.  In many in-
stances, they do not collect sufficient to cover
the cost of maintenanee. 1, for one, ¢onsider
that we have spent too much monev in the
past on the eonstruction of main roads run-
ning parallel to the railways.

Members: Hear, hear!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: How-

ever, that position exists and, in fature,

we shali  have lhut £320,000 a  vear
to  speml  on voads.  That  amount
we anticipate  will  be made up  as

follows: The Commonwenlth (tovernment
collect a petrol tax of over 7d. a gailon.
There are certain duties imposed that
bring the return to over 7d. Under the
Federal Aid Roads Agreement, the Com-
monwealth pay back to Wesfern Australia
2144, per gallon, That is divided on the
same basis as under the original scheme,
namely, two-fifths on the basis of popula-
tion, and three-fifths on the basis of area.
In addition, there is an excise duty of 134d.
per gallon on petrol refined in Australia.
That amount alzo goes into the fund, and
it means that in Western Australia, if the
existing arrangement continues, we shall
have something like £320,000 a year. Last
year we received £24,000 for traffic fees
in the metropolitan area on the 22l% per
cent. basis. The provisions of the Bill wil],
if hon. members agree, apply retrospect-
ively to last year, and that will mean that
we shall have approximately £48,000 avail-
able with which to carry out work in the
metropolitan area this vear. 1n future I
hope that Federal aid roads funds will not
he spent in the metropolitan aren, but wilt
he Hmited to roads in the country districts,
as is the rule in the other States. Local
eoverning bodies in the metropolitan area
will have to look after their own work.
Money available to the Commissioner of
Main Roads will be used for the mainten-
ance, construetion and rveconstruction of the
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2,833 miles of main roads already declared,
We will endeavour to assist local govern-
ing authorities who have to undertake work
that is bevond their finanecial resources
such, for instance, as the building of
hridges. Any balance left will, I hope, not
be available for the local governing hodies,
placing them in the position of having
money to spend while refraining from eol-
lecting rates. Such money will, I trust, be
used for work in the back country and on
roads in newly-developed areas. I trust
that will he the future policy.

Hon. J. C. Willcoek: Will you continue
the policy of deelaring main roads?

The MINISTER TOR WORKS: Yes,
as far as possible. We have a system of
patrols on the main roads, and 1,538 miles
of road nre now patrolled. Certain sec-
tions of declared ronds have not been
patrolled, but it iz owr duty to keep them
in order.

Hon. J. C. Willcock: Certain roads have
been gazetted, have they not?

The MINISTER 1"0R WORKS: Yes,
The Act. if T remember aright, setz oub
that the commissioner shall take into con-
sideration the amonnt of money in the
funid before deelaring further main roads.
We shall eontinve to declare ronds where
reriired, and where possible. There has
been a considerable falling off in the col-
lection of traffic fees, and the percentage
has heen greater in the country than in the
eity. T am inelined to think that many of
the local governing anthorities did net
press for their tyaffic fees as they should
have done.

Alr. Wansbrough: You are quite right.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: In the
metropolitan avea, for the year 1929-30,
the traffic fees collected amounted to
£142.540, and in 1930-31 to £124214, In
the country distriets during 1929-30 the
collections totalled £168,111, and in the
vear 1920-31 £95,536. Hon. members can
zee that there has been a considerable re-
duction in the amounts eoliected. The Bill
is one that the House can agree to. Tt re-
presents an effort to reduce the burdens on
the people, partieularly on those in the
country areas, Loeal governing bodies will
have their pwn traffie fees to spend, and I
am inelined to think that some of them
ean make better use of those fees than the
AMain Roads Board.
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How, 3, C. Willeock: Xot if they cannot
profit by mistakes made in the past.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is quite so. I think the Government should
take over all main roads. Some of the
lorul woverning hodies have heen expectel
tn nnintain their portions and we have
paid them aeeordingly, but they have not
maintained them properly. [t hon. mem-
hers have travelled over those roads since
the patrol system was inaugurated, I think
thex will agree that the ronds are now
sueh that we ran he proud of them. Cer-
tainly the position is far better under the
patrol system than it was formerly, T
move—

Tuzt the Bl be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon, T. . Willeock, debate
adiourned.

BILL—FACTORIES AND SHOPS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Necond Heading,

THE MINISTER FCR WORKS (Hon.
J. Limlsay =ML Marshiall) [5.0] in moving
the ~eeoml reading ~aid: This ix a very short
Bili tor a special purpose, At Waroona
reeently we have had  established Nestle’s
milk tactory.  That Factory has ho industrial
awnrl or ngreement under the provisions of
the Industrial Arbiteation Aet, and conse-
quently it comes under the Factories and
Shop=s Art. In the =chedule of the existing
Act certain seasonal industries, such as jam
fartories, felimonrerios amd others, are men-
tioned.  But while we ean make laws for
huwan beings, we cannet make laws for
cows. which require to be milked seven days
in the week. That is one reason why this
amending Bill i~ rvequired.  Under the Act
there aire certain limitations as to the num-
ber of hours to be worked on any one day,
and the overthue in anv one week. It is
found in practice that in order to get the
be-t results, each day’s milk must be deliv-
ered to the factory and processed that day.
It means that the factory, or a section of it,
will huve to work on Sundays. Then there
are certuin flushk periods when milk is in
abundance.  In the spring, for instanee,
when the grass i~ ureen, there is a great deal
more milk delivereidl than in the off season.
It is for the purpose of allowing extra over-
time to e worked during the flash season
that the Bill is infroduced. Section 39 of
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the Act, which s to be amended, ~ets out
that the ordinary working hours in o factory
may he extended in given cirenmstainces. But
while it provides tor the payment of over-
time, it does not restriet the ammount of over-
time that may he worked by & man. whereas
the hours of overtime for women und hoys
are resteicted. Tt i< propo~ed =0 to amend
the section that women amnd boys may be
cimployed on overtime work during the flush
period on more than two davs a week, on two
consecutive davs, and on holidavz. hut mot
more than twao bours overtine in any day
nor on more than 52 dayvs in the year

Hon. J. C. Willcoek: Then yeu are not
going to put the overtime on a weekly basis$

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is to
be not more than two hours in anyv day, not
en more than two dayvs in any werk, nor on
more than 52 days in any yvear. Undor the
existing Aet all these things have heen pro-
vided for, and all we are doing i~ to bhring
the-e milk products within the Third Sche-
dule, which includes freezinr works, fell-
mongeries, jam factories, bacon factories,
sausage factories, bakeliowses, confnnous
process plants, and the like. Section 39 of
the Aect veads as follows:—-

The provisions of Section 37 arc hereby
modlified in the case of fruit canning factories,
fruit «lrying factories, and jom factories to the
extent that the limitations nas to overtime com-
tained in paragraphs (), (e¢), and (e) of
Subsection 1 thercof need not he oheerved due-
ing the period between the 1st day of Janu-
ary and the Ist day of April in any vear,

Tie amendment in the Bill i~ Erom the first
day of Aneust to the first day of February
in the suceeeding vear. Sy it put< milk fae-
tories in the same position as the other fae-
tories enumerated in that =eeiion.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: But the period you
provide will be twire as lony a< that in the
Act.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: From
the Ist day of Aunzust in earh vear to the
1st day of February in the nest following
vear. The idea has to do with the Aush
period of the vear. [t i~ considered that to
allow the industry to run suceesstully it must
be given the same privileges as arve already
ziven to the other industries mentioned in
the Third Schedale. It way Le that the one
pertod is only three month< while the other
is six months, but the point is that in a jam
factory vou are not receiving fruit for six
months in the year, whereas in a milk fae-
tory milk is being received tor 12 months in
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the year, and for five or six months is being

“received in considerably greater quantity
than during the remainder of the year. Pro-
vision is made for the poyment of overtime,
-and so quite naturally the company will not
work overtime if it be possible to avoid if.
It is a very short Bill and I am surc the
House will agree to it. 1 move—

That the Bill he now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Millington, debate ad-
Journed.

BILL--SPECIAL LICENSE (WAROONA
IRRIGATION DISTRICT).

Necond Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
J. Lindsay—2t. Marshall) [3.8] in moving
the second reading said: This also s a Bill
dealing with Nestle's eondensed milk fac-
tory. The eompany came over heve early in
1432 and entered infto negoiiations with the
Government for the erection of n factory at
Wargona, .\ mitk factory requires a very
large quantity of water, mostly for cooling
purposes,  The milk has to” be heated to a
very high temperature, and then has fo be
cooled down. Owing (o the need for a large
guantity of water, the company decided to
build their factory alongside the Drakeshrook
main irrigation drain in the Waroona dis-
“triet. The Government have entered into an
agreemment with the company to furnish
water in certain ennditions inder the Rights
in Water and Immigation Act. That Act gives
no right to supply water for any hmt irri-
gation purposes, except (hat the Minister
has a right to provide n temporary license
to take water for other purposes, but only
for 10 years. The company helieve that the
10 years period is not sufficient, and they
ask for the amendment contained in this
Bill, which will give them the right to take
water for 99 years. Although they reguire
a very large quanfity of water, 90 per cent.
of that which they take will be put back
into the drain. and under the agreement
we have the right to test that water to see
“that it is not polluted, that it is still fit for
irrigation purpeses. The Bill is to ratify
the agrecment entered into by the Govern-
“ment with the company. Under the agree-
ment the Government have the right at any
time to prevent the company from taking the
-water if the company are pollufing it.
Again, the company have no claim on the
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Governinent to provide water if the Gov-
ermment have no water to provide. On the
other hand, the company will have the right
to take the water that i< available, and will
pay a nominal tee for the nse of it, pro-
vided they put back 90 per cent. of what
they take.

Hon. J. . Willeock: But 99 vears is a
leng time for an agreement.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tt does
scem a long time, but after all theve is the
drain rnnning past the factory, and all that
happens is that the company take some of
Lhe water, use it in the factory withont pol-
liting it, and return @ per cent. of it to
the drain. Sinee the eompany have expended
so large o sum in their factory T think they
are entitled to this concession. Without the
Bill the only title they can have iz for 10
vears. The building of the faetory is a2 very
fine thing for fthe distriet. Tt will employ
a good deal of labour and will stop the im-
portation of condensed milk, while eventu-
ally it is hoped we shall he exporting con-
densed milk to other pavts of the world.

Mr. Marshall: Suppose in a dry season
ven have no water for the company?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
company ean get only the water that is
available. We believe that the establishment
of this new industry will do a great deal,
not only for the loeal distriet, hnt also for
the State. T move—

That the Bill be now read 2 seeondl fimo.

On motion by Hon. J. Cunningham, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—DAIRY CATTLE IMPROVE-
MENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. P. D. Fergnsen—Irwin-Moore)
[3.13] in moving the second reading waid:
The existing Act provides that all bulls shall
be registered annually. The object of the
Bill is to provide that thase people who have
pure-bred bulls shall not he put to the
trouble and expense of annual registration
of thelr animals, but that a life registration
shall be sufficient, and that the certificate of
registration shall follow the bull from owner
to owner in the event of the animal being
sold.

Hon. J. C. Willeock : Ts provision made for
re-registration of the owner?
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURYE:
No, there i3 no nevessity tor any re-registra-
tion of a pure-bred bull. The cevtificate will
go with the animal, irrespeetive of whether
he ie trom time to time owned hy halt
dozen different people. It is the bull, not
the owner, that is to he registered.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: But there may be
some ringing-in,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
There will be no such trouble under this
measure.

Hon. J. ¢, Willeock: [F evervone were
honest, as the Minister for Railways said
the other night, it wonld be all right.

The MININTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Members who have watched the results sinee
the mweasure was placed on the statute-hook
in 1922 yealise the benelit it has heen to the
dairving industry. The member For Mount
Hawthorn (Mr. Millington) has  taken a
keen interest in it and he knows what o won-
derful effect it bas had on the industry,
The Aet which provides for compulsory re-
gistration, wax put into operation in 1923,
and in 10924 there were registered 177 hulls,
and 27 cent. of the hulls were  pure
bred. 1n 1931, seven vears later. there were
2,000 bullx registered, of which 52 per cent.
were pure bred.  One of the main objects
of the mea~ure was (v encourage the use of
pure hred bulls and to discourage the use ol
low-crade or mongrel bulls.  Owing to the
activities of the ofticers of the Depurtment
of Agricultnre in that period of seven vems,
no fewer than 1,200 zerub hulls have heen
eliminated,  As an indieation that the dairy-
men of the State are anxious for this amenid-
ment fo be nade, [ may say it has hean re.
quested by practically every conference re-
presentative of the dairving industry held
during rvecent vears. In 1924-23 we had
60,882 dairy cows and the produetion
amounted to 13.363,000 gullons of milk., The
production per cow wa: 219 gallons of milk
or 106 lhs. hutter far. To show the effect
of climinating the =ernh bulls and wsing a
greater pereentage of pure bred hulls, the
number of cows in 1930-31 was 83,717, the
milk produced 24,329,000 gullons, the pro-
duection per eow 283 gallons, and the produe-
tion of hutter Eat per cow 136 Ibs. That
gives an idea of the benefit derived from the
Act during the few vears it Ins heen in op-
eration. T feel that there can be no ohjec-

per

tion to the wmeasure in any shape or form. 1
move—

That the Bill he naw read a second time.

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

BILL—FRUIT CASES AOUT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. P. D, Ferguson—TIrwin-Moore)
[5.18] in moving the second reading said:
Seetion 8 of the Fruit Cases Ael, 1918, pro-
bibits the transport by rail of sceond-hand
fruit cases. T'hat prohibition was brought
abont in the interests of the fruit-zrowing
industry to prevent the spread of disease or
pests from one district to other districts per
medium of secondd-hand fruit cases. 1t was
a potent danger and fruitgrowers in the
elean districts were anxious to keep their
distriets clean. A vasl change has come over
the frnit-growing industry since 191%. On
the castern woldilelds {here is o considerable
demand for grapes for wine making. Ow-
ing to the need for having tu use
new cases for consigning grapes to
the goldfields, the eost is too ureat.
Grape growers, partienlaxly those in
the Swan distriet, have asked per-
mission to forward grapes to the goldiields
{for wine-makimx purposes in second-hand
cases. There 1= no risk to the grape-growing
industry From fruit (tv, which is the main
pest we have to guard against. The amend-
ment proposes that where grapes ave con-
signed by rail to the owner of a registered
factory cast of No. 1 rabbit-proof fence, the
consignor shall be allowed to use second-
hand esses. Anyone easi of No. 1 rahbit-
prool fence who cares to register with the
DNepurtment of Agrieulture as a factory wiil
be entitled to have sent to his address, per
medium of the railways, prapes packed in
second-hand cases. This =hould increase the
demand for grapes of the wine-making tvpe
produced in the grape-growing distriets.
Lest any member may think that the fruit-
growing industry generally might he men-
aced as a result of this concession, T may
point out that it is very unlikely that the
second-hand cases would be returned from
the goldficlds to the fruit-growing distriets.
The enst of retnrning them wounld be so
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great that it is unlikely they would be sent
back for refilling. T move—

That the Bill e now read 2 second time.

On motion by Mr, Millington, debate
adjourned.

BILL—EAST PERTH CEMETERIES.
Second Reuding.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
C. G Latham—York) [5.22] in moving the
second veading said: The Fast Perth ceme-
tery is well known to mewhers as the rest-
ing place of many of the ploncers of the
State. Portions of the cemetery have fallen
into a very had state of disrepaiv. Tt is
true that churehes hold the title deeds of
o=t of the land, but the ¢hurches are ex-
peviencing great diffieulty to get sufficient
money to maintain their mtldings and their
elerey, T suzgest that is the reason for the
cemetery heing allowed to get into sueh a
bl 2ate. After several conferences hetween
representatives of the various churches
mentioned in the schedule and {(he Govern-
ment, it lias been agreed to re-vest in His
Majesty the whole of fhe land except one
block. whieh is to he retained hy the Con-
eregational Chureh. The Congresationai
Yuien propose to baild a chureh on the site;
consequently that block ix excluded frow
the area. The intention is to vest the lanl
in the State Gardens Board, but it will not
be v~ for auy purpose other than that for
which it was reserved. The arvea will be
cleaned up, the fences repaired, the tomh-
stones straightened and the vaults put inta
fair condition. That seems fo be the bhest
we can da with the cemetery. Tt was sug-
zested that the area be eonverted into a
pavk, that the vaults be closed and that the
tombstones and mounments be ereeted
around the cemetery. I consider that wounld
be objectionable and would not meet with
the approval of the House. Members will
agree that the resting place of the pioneers
should at least he cared for by the present
generaiion.  The schedule sets out the ref-
erence numbers of the blocks and the pur-
pose for which the grant was made. It
might be asked why an ordinary transfer
was not given hy the religious bodies. To
do that would have involved a good deal of
cost imasmueh as two of the lots were seb
asitle for eertain burials and not one of the

[ASSEMBLY |

persons mentioned is living. Tt would have
been necessary to trace the exeeutors, The
course we propose is the simplest way to
deal with the reserve and I hope members.
will approve of it. The land will still be
retained as a cemetery, not for future
hurials, ‘but for the preservation of the
graves already there. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by My, Kenneally, debate ad-
Journed.

BILL—SWAN LAND REVESTING.
Second Heuding.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
C. G. Latham—York) [3.28] in moving the
second reading said: Lt is proposed as far as
possible to c¢lean up certain pieces of land,
and this Bill deals with one of them. Al-
though a title has been issuved, the owners
are unknown. Lt is diffienlt to trace the title.
The Bill deals with a small piece of land
situated on the coast in the Wannerov road
di=trict and 1s known as Swan Location EL
It is a very old title.

Hon, W. 1), Johuson: Is it not located in
the Swan road district?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: | think
it iz in the Wanneroo read district, though
it i in the Swan land distriet. I shall lay
the plan on the Table so that members may
=g vxactly what i= proposed. A very narrow
~trip of land was selected by Richard Bd-
wards as far back as 1846, Richard Edwards
surrvndered this land to the Crown. What
actually  happened, so far as the records
=how, was that this land was exchanged for
some other land, near Gingin. That, at
any rate, is what the records show. The
surrender, having been completed, was
handed to the oflicials of those very early
dav=. Unfortunately there was at that time
no such syvstem of recording transfers as
exists to-day. and the surrender itself has
heen lost. Tn 1884 the heir-at-law of the
said Richard BEdwards made application to
bring certain portions of the Jand under the
Transfer of Land Act, but did not inelude in
that application the whole of the land. He
left out a small piece shown in green on the

plan which T propose to lay on the
Table. The piece omitied is  the
land whieh the Bill proposes to deal
with. The faets, being as I have stated,

indieate that it was known to the heir-at-
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law that at the death of Richard Edwards
the land in question did not then form part
of the estate. The land referred to in the
Bill, therefore, is the portion which was sur-
rendered in exchange for the land at Gin-
gin, Sinee the date of sneh decease, neither
his execators nor his heir-at-law have claimed
or exereised any proprietary interest in the
said land, which for many vyears has been
shawn in the records and on the plans of
the Lands and Surveys Department as a
common. It is unforiunate that at the time
the land was declared a eommon, steps were
not taken then to re-vest it in the Crown.
The exeentors of Richard Edwards are, of
course, not now available to execute a fresh
surrender to the Crown. Consequently the
only way in which the land can be re-vested
in the Crown so as to perfeet the Crown’s
title is by an Act of Parliament. The only
persons who can possibly be affected by
suich an Aet of Parliament would he
the heirs-at-law  of Richard Edwards,
deceased; and inasmuch as they have
gever claimed to have any proprie-
tary interest in the land but, on the
contrary, in 1884 impliedly acknow-
ledged that they had no such proprietary
interest, it seems reasonably certain that
stieh heirs-at-law, if any still exist, wouid
not be likely to instizgate any opposition to
the legislation which T am now submitting.
The Bill provides that the Act shall come
into operation on a date to he fixed by pro-
clamation, not earlier than three months
after the date on which it may be assented
to by His Excellency the TLieut.-Governor.
So that, if at any time an owner does appear
and prove his claim, he ean be given the land.
However, the departmental officers 'are per-
fectly satisfied that the rightful owner of the
land is the Crown. The only trouble, as I
have indieated, is that the Crown cannot
show the surrender which was effected by
the then cwner of the land, and eannot find
any trace of the title. Aeccording to the de-
partmental records, the files relating to this
matter were lost between 1846 and 1860. The
boundaries of the land dealt with in the Bill
have been recenily defined by sarvey, with
due regard to the interests of adjoining
holders, who therefore will not be affected.
The area is about 418 acres: it was slightly
extended by the recent re-survey. The obhject

of the measure is to re-vest this land in
the Crown, freed and discharged frem any
claim or demand of any person whomso-
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ever, and thereby to legally complete the
surrender to the Crown executed by Richard
Edwards in 1846. There is no doubt in the
minds of the departmental officers that
Richard Edwards did execute a transfer;
but, notwithstanding, we cannot find any
trace of that transfer. Since 1846 no use
has been made of the land by anyone else.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: What is the value
of the land?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: A valua-
tiun has not been made.

Hon., J. C. Willecock: The value is the
thing which should count.

Hon. P, Collier: Is the land valuable
to-day?

The MINISER FOR LANDS: It is, and
it is not.

Hon. P. Collier:
monage §

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes;
and there is a proposal te re-vest it in the
laeal governing body for a commonage, but
not to transfer it to that body. There is a
piece of the land which is close to the rail-
way, and which may be valuable in days
to eome. I move—

Is it used as a com-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

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

BILL—INDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE ACT
CONTINUANCE,

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (IHon. Sir James
Mitehell—Northam) [5.37) in moving the
second reading said: This is the usnal Bill
for continuance of the Industries Assistance
Aet. Tt is hardly neeessary to tell the House,
because the House has often been told, that
not to continue the Act would affeet the
Agrienltural Bank’s securities. The Aet
operates up to the 30th June of next year,
but it is necessary in each session to pass a
continuance Bill. No new aeccounts, of
course, were taken during the past year; and
new advances totalled £11,223, which com-
pares with £106,550 for the previous year.
Really, no new business has been done; the
business which has been done under the Act
is practically being wound up. However, it
is necessary to maintain the securities; amrl
the continuance of the Act as asked for in
this Bill is the same as has been granted over
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a number of years. I do not know that I
need say more abount the Bill, except that——

Hon. J. C. Willeoek: It is a hardy annual.

The PREMIER: Yes, Parliament is not
likely to meet next year before the 30th
June, so that we ask for the continuance at
this stage. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

On motion by Hon. P. Collier, debate
adjourned,

House adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

Regislative CTouncil,
Tuesday, 13th September, 1932.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—RAILWAYS, ENGINES
AND COAL.

Damage, Freights, Supplies, ele.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY asked the Chief
Secretary: 1, Has the Commissioner of
Railways received any reports from loco.
engine-drivers regarding damage caused {»
the tubes and/or fire bars of locomotives?
If so, will the Minister lay on the Table of
the House a copy of such reports? 2, Is it
the intention of the Commissioner to dis-
eontinue the vse of coals cansing such dam-
age to engines? 3, As the price of eosl has
been redueced by the Commissioner of Raii-
ways at Collie in comparison with the re-
duction in wages, has the freight on coal
over the railways been similarly reduced?
If not, why not? 4, From which mines in
New South Wales did the Railway Depart-
ment receive the latest large consignment of
eoal? 5, What was the price paid in New
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South Wales by the Commissioner of Rail-
ways? 6, What were the freight and other
charges paid per ton? 7, What was the cost
f.o.r, Fremantle? 8, Will the Chief Secre-
tary lay on the Table of the House a repo:t
showing the results of the monthly analyti-
cal tests taken by the railways of the coal
used from each of the mines supplying coal
at Collie since December, 1931; also the
tests of Newcastle coal supplied to the de-
partment during the same period?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
No. 2, Answered by No. 1. 3, The ques-
tion of freight on coal will be gone in'to
when the actual reduction in price is known.
4, “Maitland Main,” “Bellbird,” and “Cess-
nock.” 5, 6 and 7, The coal was bounght
f.or., Fremantle, at a cost of 31ls. 10d. per
ton., 8, The whole of this information is
not available.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Hon. Sir Charles Nathan,
leave of absence for six conseentive sittings
granted to Hon. A. Clydesdale (Metropoli-
tan-Suburban) on the ground of ill-health.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Hon. J. M, Drew and Rajlway Advisory
Board’s Report,

Hon. J. M. DREW: I wish to make a
personal explanation. In my speech on the
Address-in-reply, when referring to the Ad-
visory Board’s report on the question of »
railway from Yuna to the Balla-Dartmoor
distriet,. I stated that the report had ap-
peared in the Press and that the only infor-
mation I had gleaned ahout it was from
that source, although a member of another
place had been notified, I made that state-
ment because in the newspaper paragrapl,
the member referred to was credited with
having been supplied with the information.
The member in question has since given me
an explanation of the position. Tt appears
he had asked questions in another place as
to whether the report of the Advisory Boanl
had been received and whether the Govern-
ment would make it available. The weply
was “Yes” to both questions.  When J
spoke on the Address-in-reply, I had no
knowledge that the papers had been made
available by that means, and the member
has informed me thoi he himself was not



