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which the Government intend io use for
the purpose of workers’ homes, and for
which they are going to eharge the oceun-
pants three per cent., making the State
pay the 'balance of one per cent. or
more.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Crawley was never
dedicated to pleasure. .
Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: [ wen-

tioned at the oulset that although this
Crawley reserve was net a Class A re-
serve, it was definitely understood by
everybody at the time it was purchased
that it was intended as a public pleasure
resort. 1 know of no place, not excluding
King’s Park, more admirably suited for
ke purpose. I know of no action on the
part of any Government which was more
welcome than the purchase of Crawley;
becanse the public realised that it was an
ideal pleasure resort, and would be ex-
tensively used on all holiday oceasions.
I eannot support the motion as worded,
hecanse I do not know any part of
King’s Phrk which can be suitably used
for the purpose of a university. As Sie
Winthrop Hackeit mentioned, the site at
the eorner overlooking the river would be
an ideal one, but no edifiee raised by
human hands could represent other fhan
an act of vandalism on a spot like that.
It must be protected for the people. I
do hope that other members, who will in-
evitably tell us what a wicked thing it is
to take away the public parks of ‘the
people, will realise exactly what has been
done. :

On motion by Hon. R. G.
bate adjourned.

Ardagh de-

BILL—LANDLORD AND TENANT.
Second Reading postponed.

Order of the Nay for serond reading
read.
Hon. J. D. COXNOLLY moved—
That the Order of the Day be post-
poncd LIl the next sifting of the House.
The PRESTDENT: T think the leader
of the House has charge of the busi-
ness.
Hen. J. D. CONNOLLY: T am not
interfering with the leader of the House.

[ASSEMBLY.]

This is Mr. Moss’s Bill, and I have moved
the motion at his request.

The PRESIDENT; I thought it was
a Government Bill

Question put and passed,

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M. Drew) moved—
That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesday, 10th September.

Motion passed.

Touse adjourned at 8.54 p.m.

Legislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 4ith September, 19182,
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The SPEAKTR took the Chair at 4.30
p.an., and read proyers.

QUESTION—STATE HOTEL, DWEL-

LINGUP, APPOINTMENT OF
MANAGER.
Me. O'LOGHLEN asked the Premier:

1, Has his attention been drawn to a re-
port in yesterday's West Australian of a
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speech delivered by the leader of the Op-
position? 2, Has he noticed that the
leader of the Opposition implied that cor-
rupt methods were adopted in connection
with (he recent appointment of manager
of the Dwellingup State hotel ¢ 3, Will
“the Premier give the leader of the Op-
position an opportanity to prove his
charge by means of a Royal Commission,
or olherwwe?

The PRE\'I'ILR 1ephed 1, 2, and 3,
As the speceh was made in the evening
and in the precinets of a elub, it neither

warranis serions consideration nor the ap- -

pointment of a Royal Commission,

QUESTION—LIQUOR LICENSE
GRANTED TO JAPANESE.

Mr. GARDINER asked the Attorney
General: 1, Is he aware that a gallon
license has just been granted to a Japan-
ese named Muramuto at Cossack? 2, Does
thtis meet with his approval? 3, If not,
is he prepared to cancel the license and
deal with those responsible for granting
the same?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, No such license has been issned. 2 and
3, Muramuto is a naturalised British sub-
jeet, and had the Licensing Court issued
- a license (which it did not) the Govern-
ment eould not have interfered. (See
Licensing Aect, Section 27, Subsection 3.)

QUESTION—OLD MEN’S HOME,
DISEASE AMONG INMATES,

Mr, FOLEY asked the Honorary Min-
ister {Mr. Angwin): 1. Has lis attention
heen ealled to a report now cireulating
that a loathsome disease is prevalent
among some patients of the Od Aen’s
Home? 2, If so, has any action been
taken? 3, Tf not, will he canse fullest in-
quiries to be immediately made? 4, Is the
general medical supervision eflicient at
this institution?

The HONORARY MINISTER replied:
1, 2, and 3, There were two cases of
syphilis in the Qld Men’s Home, Clare-
mont. One case was discovered on the
19th August, and, being considered an in-
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fectious case, was within a few howrs
transferred to the Perth Puablic Hospital.
The other case is one which had been in
the Perth Public Hospital from the 17th
May to the 23rd July when, as il was a
tertiary case of syphilis and not consid-
ered infectious, it was transferred to the
home. 4, The Distriet Medical Officer
visits twice a week regularly and at any
other time le is sent for.

QUESTIONS (2)—LAND RESUMP-
‘ TIONS.

Appointment of Veluators,

Mr. TAYL:OR asked the Premier: 1.
Have valuators been appointed to act for
the Government in the West Perth land
resamptions? 2, If so, who are they? 3,
Have valuutors been retained by the Gov-
ernment? 4, If so, who are they, and
what fees are being paid?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2.
Messrs. Gavdiner, Grundy, Learmonth,
Milner, Nelson, and Stronach. 3, See No.
2. 4, No retaining fees. Chamber of
Comwmerce rates.

Commissions 1o Purchase.

Mr. TAYLOR asked the Premier: 1,

Was any person or persons commissioned
to buy for the Government prior to re-
sumption of West Perth properties? 2,
If so, who were the parties, and what
were their commissions, and how musch
property was bought by each? 3, What
remuneration was paid or agreed to be
paid for such services?
- The PREMIER rveplied: 1, Yes. 2,
Wm. Clements. Chamber of Commereo
seale; amount of property £9,733. 3,
Chamber of Commeree scale.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: 1, Return showing the
number of members in each industrial
union registered under the Industrial Ar-
bitration Act, 1902, 2, Aonual Report of
the Trusteez of the Public Library, Mus-
eum, and Art Gallery.
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BILI—COAL INSPECTION AND
DEVELOPMENT.

Introduced by Mr. A. A. Wilson and
read a first time,

BILL —INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION.
‘Report after recommittal adopted.

BILL—PEARLIXG.
Repori afier recommittal adopted.

AGRICCUL-
ACCOM-

BILL—SHEARLERS AND
TURAL LABOURERS’
MODATION.

In Committee.

Resumer from the 28th August: Mr.
Holman in the Chair, Mr. McDonald in
charge of ihe Bill.

(Clause 6—Sufficient accommodation in
other building: [Mr. Foley had nioved to
add a new paragraph, which lad been
amended to read as follows:—“The em-
ployer shall provide in each compartment
a suitable stretcher for each and every
shearer, Fach mattress to have a remov-
able cover that can be taken off and
washed."}

Mr. MONGER: Would the Chairman
explain where this amendment wounld come
in.

The CHAIRMAN : Tt was proposed that
the amendment should he paragraph (3)
of Subelause 2 of Clause 6. Tt would be
a new paragraph. Two amendmenis had
already beer made to that paragreph.

On motion by Mr. MALE the amend-
ment was amended by striking out the
words, ‘each mattress to have a Tremovable
eover that can be taken off and washed.”

Amendment as amended agreed to,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Paragraph ¢ of
Bubclause 2 said, “A sufficient supply of
good drinking water shall be provided.”
What did the hon. member in charge of
ihe Bill mean by a supply of “geod drink-
ing water”? The station owner eounld only
supply the best water to be found in the
locality.

Mr. Underwood; If it does not kill any-
bedy it is good drinking water.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. J. MITCHELL: On some stations
the only water available would not be
called in Perth good drinking water.

Mr. TURVEY : The paragraph was a
reasonable one, and it was only right w
provide that the men should be supplied
with water fit for buman consumption.

Mr. FOLEY: After listening to the
member for Northam one wounld gather
that some agrieulturisis and pastoralists
had at times to use water which bad to be
boiled before drinking. In such circurm-
stances, it was only reasonable to ask that
the water shouwld be boiled before being
given lo the men, and that would render
it fit for hmman consumption. On some
of the siations Lhere might be water close
handy whieh the meu did not think fit to
drink, whilst somewhat further away there
might be a supply of good water which
the owner was not prepared to eart. The
Bill should make it eclear that the best
water available shonld be given to the
men.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: After all, it
wonld rest with the inspector to say what
was good water. So far as he knew the
men were given the best water that could
be obtained in the loeality in which they
were working,

Mr., UNDERWOOD: Whai was re-
quired was a sufficient supply of good
water.

Hon. J. Mitchell: 'And I am with you
in that.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: Even now if the
station owner offered water that was not
it to drink the men would not drink it.
The paragraphb eould do no harm.

Clause as amended put and passed.

Clanse 7—Buildings other than shearing
sheds to be kept clean by shearers:

Mr. MALE moved an amendment—
That in line 5 of Subclause 1 the

following words be struck out:—“the

inspector shall give to the employer a

notice in writing to that effect, and.”
In the North where the stations were far
apart it would be almost impossible to
have an inspector at each station, and
there being no inspector present it would
be impossible for the inspector to give the
employer a noties in writing.
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Mr. Dooley: It is a very innocent look-
ing amendment.

Mr. MIALE; If the hon. member couid
suggest a more reasonable way of making
the elanse workable his suggestion would
he aceepted.

Mz. DOOLEY : It would be diffienlt lo
get an inspector to visit all the stations
and notify the owner, but if the amend-
ment was earried there would be no res-
ponsibility on the owner whatever. If the
clause was amended in the direction of
inflicting o penalty on the employers at
any time when the inspector found the
premises unclean it would be much more
effective,

Mr, Male: Let the employer make the
penalty a eharge on the men. He has no
control when the men are in these build-
ings unless he has an order from the
inspector,

Mr. DOOLEY: Let the employer be
responsible for keeping his premises clean,

Hon. J, MITCHELL: If the amend-
ment was not agreed to the Bill would be
a dead letter, beeause there would not be
enough inspectors to go ronnd the stations
move than once in a year. No penalty
could be inflicted, and no aetion taken by
the employer until the inspector had given
him notice in writing that the baildings
were in a dirty eondifion. If the amend-
ment was carvied the clanse would be
made effective, and would achieve the
object which the member for Gascoyne
desired.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY : The member for
Geraldion wished to place the onus on the
employer. The amendment would place
the onus of keeping the place clean ou ihe
employer but he could recover from ihe
shearers the cost of doing so; the responsi-
bifity shonld rest on the shearers them-
selves, If ihe words were left in the
clanse the provision would become a dead
leiter hecause nothing conld be done until
the inspeetor came along,.

Mr. MALE: The difficnlty might be
overcore if, instend of striking out the
words. there were added after “and” in
line 7 of Subelanse 1 the words, “and
where no such inspector is available.” 1f
no inspeetor in the district was available

the owner would have an opportunity of
coluing in.

Mr. MeDOWALL: As there was a pos-
sibility of an inspector not being available,
be wounld agree to such an amendment.

Mr. MALE asked leave to withdraw his
amendment,

Amepdment by leave withdrawn,

Mr. MALE moved an amendment—

Ihat at the end of Subclause 1 the
following words be added :—"Provided
that iwhere no ingpector is available the
‘employer may take such action withoat
nolice.” ’
Amendment passed.

Mr. MALE: In regard to Subelause 3,
if the wages had beca paid. and no amount
was due to the shearer there was no pro-
vision as to how the fine conld bhe ob-
tained. He moved an amendmeni—

That after “such shearer” in line &
of Subclause 3 the words ‘“‘or moy re-
corver th any court of petly sessions such
cost as a debt due to him from such
shearers jointly” be inserted,

These words were taken Ffrom (he Vie-
tortan Aet,

Mr. Hudson: The hon, member did not
propose to deviate from the provisions of
the clanse that the amomnt of the fine
should not exceed £57

Mr. MALE: The wages might be paid
and nothing wonld be due from which to
deduct the cost.

Mr. Hudson: It was an alternative
method of recovery?

Mr, MALE: Yes.

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

Aves . “. .. 18
Noes .. .. - .. 26
Majority against .. 1o
AYES.
Mr. Broun Mr. Napson
Mr. Dooley Mr. A. E. Plesse
Mr. Harper Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Hudson Mr. S, Stubbs
Mr. Letroy Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Male Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Mlitchell Mr, Layman
Mr. Monger {TPellcr).
Mr. Moore
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NoEgs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Mullany
Mr. Bath Mr. Munsie
Mr, Carpenter Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Collier Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Foley Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Swan
Mr. Gl Mr, Taylor
Mr, Green Mr. Thomas
Mr. Johnson Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnsion Mr. Walker
Mr. Lander Mr. AL AL Wilson
Mr. Lewis Mr. Heltmann
{Peller).

Mr. MeDonald
Mr. McDowall ,

Amendment thus negatived.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Why was it pro-
posed to limit the amount that a pastora-
list conld recover from a shearer to £5
if the shearer committed damage to the
accommodation provided for him?

Mr, McDONALD: With few excep-
tions £5 would probably cover all the ac-
commodation provided for a shearer.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: As the hon.
member declined to give the explanation,
he moved a further amerdment—

That in line 7 of Subclause 3 the
words “or be otherwise compelled to
pay” be struck out. ’

If this amendment were carried, he in-
tended fo further amend the eclause to
make it read that no shearer shounld have
dedncted from his wages more than £5
in respect of the cost of any sueh work
done on any one oceasion; also that exe-
ention of any judgment recovered should
not be limited.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
amendment would be contradictory. Tt
would be unjust. after stipnlating a limit
of £5, to say that, in the event of judg-
ment being obtained, more than the limit
provided by the Bill eould be recovered.

Hen. J. MITCHELL: Did (he Minis-
ter aszerl that t{lie owner sheuld not he
able to Tecover the full amount of the
damage done?

The Minister for Lands: No.

Hon. J. MITCHFLL: The proposition
was to limit the amount that might be
deducled from wages, but to leave it to
the owner to recover in other ways the
full amonni of damage done.

Mr. TXDERWOOD: What wonld the
damage he that wounld cost over £5 per

[ASSEMBLY.]

v

head of the shearers in the house? For
wilful damage, such as buraing down
the house, the.owner could proceed under
other Acts, and the measuré hefore the
Commiittee would not protect the sheavers;
but the subelause was dealing with mat-
ters such as breaking a window or a
stretcher accidentally,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Would ihe At-
torney (General explain whether the com-
mon law rights of the pastoralists would
be affected by this subelause?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
subelanse dealt with oceapants who, by
lack of cleanliness or negligence. did in-
jury to the pastoralist's building, and this
had no relationship to the ordinary torts
provided for under ecommon law or other
sfatntes. The shearvers could not be ex-
peeted to become insurers against all loss
or damage to the building. If a shearer
deliberately set fire to the building, he
was guilty of arson, and this subelause
would not prevent his being put on trial
or paying the penalty. If there were
malicions destruction of property, there
were statutes and common law hoth pro-
viding for punishment, The RBill did nrot
tonch on the common law rights, but en-
abled the owner of the building to re-
eover for any damage done by ecareless
oceapancy. [t was almost similar to a
lease of a house. Where a lease was
granted, the house had to be kept in
tenantable repair with reasonable wear
and tear.

Hon. J. Mitchell: But there is no limit
to the amount there.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
subelanse simply provided that the
shearer should make good any damage
during his occupaney. The owner would
have to make speecial covenants with re-
gard to insurtng the hounse from fire.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It was gratify-
ing to know that the pastoralists’ common
law rights would noi he interfered with,
bot still he conld not understand why the
amount was limited to £3.

The Attorney (General: Becaunse it is
thought to he ample.

Hon. J. MITCHELT.: The member for
Kimherley had sought to add words (o
the elause which would make it clear that
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the owner eould have recourse to law, but
the amendment had been rejected.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause as previously amended put and
passed.

(Clause 8—agreed to.

Mr. MONGER: It had ‘been intended
to move an amendment to Clause 8.

The CHAIRMAN: Clanse 8§ had al-
readv been agreed to and we could not
now go back.

Clanse 9—Proper accommodation to be
provided :

Mr. BROUN: It was his intention to
move that tlie whole of Part 3, comprising
Clansges 9 to 13, be deleted.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
conld not move in that form, but could
only vote against the clauses.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved
an amendment-—

That the words “VWhere part of the
slipulated remuneration fo be paid to
such labourers s in the form of acco-
modation” be added to the clause.

As the clanse stood it was not cleacly
specified that it should not apply to those
paid a straightout wage without regard
either to hoard or lodging.

Mr. HEITMANN : Like the member for
Bevertey. he would like to see the whole
of Part 3 struek out.

The ("BAIRMAN: The hon. member
could only vote against the part clonse by
clause,

Mr, HEITMAXNN : Perhaps it could be
arranged to take a division on the firsl
elause and let the division decide the fate
of the whole of Part 3.

The CHATRMAN : The same end could
he befter obtained by moving that all
words after a certain word in the clause
be struek out. and let that question be
taken as a test,

Myr. HEITMANN: Most certainly (he
part should be struck out. There had not
been any eall for legistation of this de-
seription in vespeet to the ngricultural in.
dustry. There were very few if any mem-
bers who had any desire to harass the
agrieultural industry more than was abso-
lutely necessary. Although the Bill might
not perhaps aftect very many, yet it would
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be against the inierests of the industry
wenerally,

Mr. 8. Siubbs: It will affeet thousands
in this State,

Mr, HEITMANN: No necessity had yet
heen shown for this part of the Bill, anil
hie had a shrewd suspicion that there was
no desire on the part of the majority of
irembers that Part 3 should be passed.

Mr, MeDonald : But there is a big desire
on the part of tlie farm labourers to have
it passed.

Mr. HEI'TMANY: Although on odd
otvcasions he had heard complaints as to
accommedation, those complaints bad
been more or less in the absiract, and he
liad not had any definite information as
o the necessity for this part of the Bill.
The agricultural industry in this State had
not yet reached that stage where such
legislation was vequired. After all, the
farmer was but an average man and,
thevefore, had no desire to deal unfairly
wilh his emplovees. Undoubtedly there
was a demand on the part of shearers for
this legislation, but he thought the hon.
member should be salisfied if we were to
give those parts of the Bill applying to
shearers’ accommodation a fair trial, after

. which he (Mr. Heitmann) might be pre-

pared to assist the hon, member to apply
the measure to the agricultural industry.

Mr. BROUN: The clause would have
lis opposition. The time was not yet ripe
for a law of this kind. It would not in-
terfere with the man who had eapital or
the man who was able to find aceommoda-
tion for his employees becanse in most
instances employees already had good ac-
commuedation. It was where new settlers .
were taking up land that employees had
not decent accominodation, and naturally
the law would ioterfere mostly with the
men who were just going on ihe land.
The Government should not place any
abstaele in the way of inducing land set-
tlement, but to pass such a Bill would
interfere with those taking up land. The
employee should be satisfied with the ac-
commocdlation which the employer had.
The measure would tend to do away with
a certain number of employees beeanse
new settlers would do without labour as
long as they could rather than be put to
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the expense of providing the requisite
accommodation. He had not heard any
complaints, In the old settled distriets
fair aecommodation had been provided,
and the Bill would only interfore with
the new country.

Mr. E. B. Johuston: Have you seen
men sleeping in strippers?

Mr. BROUN: Even a stripper was a
good place to sleep in.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: If the clause be-
came law it would do more harm than
Mr. MeDonald realised.  Hundreds of
men had ecome from the goldfields and
taken up land and they had little capital.
They were living in bush hnts, tents, and
hessian houses, in some cases with their
wives and families. If Mr. McDonald
visited the Great Southern distriet he
would realise what effect the Bill would
have in that part, unless a proviso was
inserted to give such men time to get on
their feet. A large number of settlers
would be driven off the land; the law
wonld probably affect thousands of peo-
ple in Westarn Australia.

Mr. B. J. Staubbs: Employers or em-
ployees?

Mr. S. STUBBS: Employers; many
siorekeepers had carried farmers on their
back for two years to keep them on the
land.

Mr. Green: For a consideration.

Mr. 8 STUBBS: Yes. sometimes a
second or third mortgage.

Mr. Underwood: 1t is a business pro-
position.

Mr. 5. STUBBS: Where were those
men to get the money to provide aceom-
modation? They would have to increase
" their liability or get further into the store-
keeper’s debt. If a good season was ex-
perienced farmers would provide all the
accommodation necessary; 1f another
bad season came what was the nse of
harassing them by insisting an such eon-
ditions. Tt would be hetter if the whole
of Part TII. were struck out. At present
farmers were doing their level best fo
provide accommodation for the men
working for them. Isolated cases might
be cited against individnal employers, hat
a vast majority were as anxious as Mr.
McDonald to see fair play and to give
better conditions to their employees.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Everyone was im-
bued with the idea of seeing the land
settled, but the question was whether we
should assist one section of the people
by placing the hardship on another see-
tion. While looking after the men who
were settling on the land, we should do
something in the interests of agrisultural
employees. The hard-working men from
the goldfields would do the major portion
of the work themselves and not employ
labour.

Mr, Broun:
labour.

Mr, B. J. STUBBS: Many people who
were taking up land were living in the
town, and putting labour on their farms.

Mer. 8. Stubhs: That is the bogey.

My, B. J. STUBBS: Such people were
not justified in acerning wealth by getting
their labour done by people who had to
pnt up with all the hardships imaginable.

Mr. Broun: AU such men leb their
work by contract.

Mr. B. J. BSTUBBS: That was not his
optnion.

Mr. 8. Stubbs: Ninety per cent. of the
work is let by contract.

Mr, B. J. STUBBS: Many were doing

They eannot do without

it by day labour.

Mr. Monger: He is a very foolish far-
mer who does that.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: At the same liwe
he could not see the logic of exempline a
shearing shed employing less than eizht
hands and not making an exemption in
this case. Tnstead of the amendment, it
would be preferable to exempt settlers
employing say less than three hands.

Mr., Monger: Make it eight.

Mr. R. J. STUBBS: It would be a
fairly large farmer who employed eight
hands, whereas a fairly small shearing
shed wonld employ that number of hands,
Any farmer in a position to employ more
tlran three men should be able to provide
snitable accommodation for them,

Mr. Broun: These men already pin-
vide suitable aceommodation.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: If they had suit-
able accommmndation there was no ob-
jeetion to putting it in the Bill. ,

Mr. Broun: Why have a Bill which

you do not want to use?
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Mr. 3. J. STUBBS: It might be neces-
sary to rise it.

The CHAIRMAN: Some members bad
expressed their intention of vobing
against the whole of the eclause. It
would not be neeessary to defeat any
amendment if it wonld make the clause
better. Even though the amendment was
accepted, if the members desired to vole
against the clause they could vote against
the whole of the clause inecluding the
amendment. He made that explanation
so that members would not vote against
an amendment which might improve the
clause.

Mr. MONGER: Would he be in order
in asking the member for Gaseoyne
whether, in view of the speech made by
the Minister for Lands on the second
reading of the Bill, that hon. member
would be prepared to delete Part 3 of the
measare, which referred to agrieultural
1abourers? The member for Gascoyne
might well adopt the suggestion made by
the Minister. 1f members had to combat
every clause in Park 3 it would ialke a
considerable time,

The CHATIRMAN: Was the hon. mem
ber dealing with the amendment or the
clanse?

Mr. MONGER: It was only his desire
to urge the member for Gaseoyne to with-
draw that portion of the Bill which was
objectionable to the Minister for Tands.
and some other members, and at the same
time to express his pleasure at the pro-
spect of sitting on the same side of the
House as the Minister for Lands when
the division was taken.

Mr. TAYLOR: It was indeed strange
in this Chamber when any question deal-
ing with agrieultural! labourers or those
who were engnged in the pastoral indps-
try came forward. to find those sitting
in opposition opposing legislation that
aimed at giving those people some share
of protection. The House had tried re-
peatedly to deal with agricultural labonr-
ers in other measures, but had failed. We
were now dealing with the measnre vefer-
ring to the pastoral industry, and the Op-
position was as strong against the aceri-
cultural Iabourer being protected as the
feeling was last vear against offering pro-
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tection to gmployees engaged by pastora-
lists.

Mr. Broun: The agricultural labourer
has not asked for it.

Mr, TAYLOR: There was a great need
for Clause 9 and Part 3 of the Bill. In .
this regard there seemed to be something
exeiting the hon. members who repre-
sented agriculinral arens. We had heard
by interjection from those members that
the Bill would only affect a few people,
becanse provision had already been made
in most of the agricultural areas for the
housing and locking after of the em-
ployees.

Mr. S, Stubbs: It will affect hundreds.

Mr, E. B. Johnston: Tt will affect
thousands of new settlers.

Mr. TAYLOR: And in the wisdom of
tbe hon. member who had introduced the
Bill he had safeguarded those thousands
by providing that any commmnity of peo-
ple could be exempted from the opera-
tions of the Bill. Was not that safeguard
sufficient? Ever sinee he (Mr. Taylor}
had been in Parliament, covering now a
period of 12 years, his experience was
that the House had been too zealous in
protecting the interests of the agrieul-
turists and pastoralists from legislation
which affected their employees. It was
therefore with pleasure that he found the
mentber for Gascoyne introducing in his
Bill provisipns dealing with agricultural
employees. Was there an industry in the
State which had been helped by the Gov-
ernment to the same extent as agrienl-
tore?

Mr. Harper: The eountry is dependent
upon agriculture.

Mr. TAYLOR: That was admitted.
At the same time the industry received
from the Government considerable assist-
ance, and no other industry had received
as much, but when we desired to see those
engaged in performing laborions duties
protected, there was opposition immedi-
ately. The Bill was opposed in the pre-
vious session, when it dealt with shearers
alone.

Hon. J. Mitchell: No.

Mr. 8, Stubbs: Nothing of the sort.
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Ay, TAYLOR: There was strenuous
oppusition to it now from members op-
posiie,

Mr. Nanson: And your own side also.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Bill was going to
do something for the employees in the
. agricultural distriets, and it would put
the employer to some liitle ineonvenience
to prepare the necessary accommodation
which the Bill stipulated for. It was like
holding a red rag to a bull to make this
suggestion to hon. members opposite, and
the position was exactly similar when an
effort was wmade to bring agrieulincal
workers under the Workers' Compensa-
tion Act on a previous occasiou.

Mvr, Broun: The Bill will put the coun-
try to nnnecessary expense.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Bill would put a
large section of workers on the footing
they shonld have oceupied yeavs ago, and
it would not work any great hardship on
those whom members opposile were en-
deavouring lo protect. It was to be
hoped that the member for Gascoyne
wonld not agree to Part 3 being deleted.

Sitting suspended from 6.13 1o 7.30 p.m.

Amendment put and passed.

M. B B. JOHXSTOX : The Commitiee
would do well to vote agninst this elause.
and the four succeeding onex. It was
peculiar that while the member for Gas-
covne should have given exemption on
pastoral holdings to all pastoralists who
employed less than eight shearers, he had
given no exemption to the farmer or small
seltler who only employed men for a fort-
uight or three weeks onee a yvear. Part 3
of the Bill, if earried into effect, would
apply also to the suburban honseholder
who employed a man for a few days, un-
less the amendment just carried prevented
it baving that effect., The bulk of the set-
tlers in Western Ansiralia were still in the
pioneering stage, and even in the Eastern
States, where agrienlinre was far more
advanced. aud working under more set-
tled eonditions, no sueh legislation as this
had been placed on the Statute book.

Mr. 8. Stabbs: Nor is it necessary.

Ay, E, B. JOHNSTOY : When farmers
had zot bevond the pioneering siage, it
might be necessary; hut in rezard io the
bulk of the seftlers in Western Australia,

[ASSEMBLY.]

it was not warranted at the present time.
Many settlers lived with their wives and
children in teuts or hessinn houses, or at
any rate buildings which e¢ould not be
described as niuch hetter than huis, and it
was too moch Lo expect of all these people
that they should provide for casual em-
ployes belter accommodation than they
could afford for themselves. In this State
we had attempled to put men on the land
with less noney of their own than had
heeu requived in any other part of Aus-
tralia,  Many of the settlers relied almost
entirely on the Agrienltural Bank, and he
hoped the Committee would hesilute be-
fore passing this elause which showed no
knowledge of or.practical sympathy with
the settlers,

Mr. MeDounald: The sympathy is with
tbe men, and not with the settlers.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The majority
of the men were employed in eclearing,
ring-barking, waler conservation, or
feneing, and it was hard indeed on a set-
tler to bave to provide this accommeoda-
tion for men who might not be employed
more than once. In years to come, when
the land was cleared and the farmers had
enough money to crop their land every
three years, and graze and fallew it in the
meantime, legislation of this kind might
be necessary. He regretted that the mem-
ber for Gaseoyne had not accepted tle
amendment of the member for Northam
that settlers should be given five vears’
exemption after selection. Three years”
exemption was absurd, because after
three vears a new settler was usnally
harder pressed than at any time in his
history. He hoped the Commiltee would
not pile np the Statute-book with useless
legislation which would never be enforced,
even if it was passed. Many settlers who-
had been three years on the land were
still 30 and 40 miles from a railway, and
it would be wnjust to ask those men to
provide this aecommodation. He hoped
the member for Gascovne would not per-
severe in these further imposts on the
struggling settler.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: One
aspect of this matter had not been tonched
upon by those who bad urged the desira-
bility of this measure. He desired to-
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dissociate himself from the idea that it
was a legitimate thing for an employer
to make, as part of the contract with
the labourer, the provision of accommo-
dation a portion of his remnneration,
and then cheat him of his remuneration
by providing disgraeeful accuminodation,

Mr. Monger: How do yon deal with
them?

- The MINISTER ¥FOR LANDS: By

paying a straightout wage and allowing

my employees to provide for themselves.
My, 5. Stubbs: Tents.

The MINISTER ¥FOR LANDS: They
provided whatever accomodation lhey
chose. They were in a position to decide
whether that straightont wage was fair
remuneration or not, but if, on the other
hand, they obtained employmen! at «o
muoch per week and board and lodging,
and they were given insufficient food and
improper accommodaiion, they were be-
ing defranded of portion of their re-
muneration.

Mr. S. Stubbs: Who does that?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
was a practice from which one” desived to
dissociate one’s self. The remedy. how-
ever, was not being provided by this Rill.
The payvment of portion in wages and the
remainder in the formn of board and aceo-
modaltton was, after all. only another form
-of the prernicious truek system which in
so many other directions had been aboli-
shed throughont the Hritish dominions.
If the employees in the agrieultural in-
dustry were being improperly treated, the
proper solution of the diffienlty was for
Parliament to provide means for them to
have n fair wage determined, and then
1o allow the employee, as a free agent, to
determine what was a fair amount to pay
for board and aeeoramodation, and if he
was provided with board and aceommo-
.dation, he could determine for himself
~whether the amount he paid for such was
propertionate to what he received,

Mr. Nanson: Supposing vour employee
wishes Lo live in a house, how de you pro-
pose to meet that diffiendev?

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: That

‘had bheen already explained to the (om-
mittee,
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Mr. Nanson: Yon leave it to his choice,
but he cannot get a house.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
was enlirely a free agent.

Mr. Nanson: Free to walk to the next
place, or free to lose his job.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: De-
cidedly not. 1f the lahourer asked for
accommodation and the only accommoda-
tion that could be provided was a tent.,
the labourer could say he would pay only
a egrtain amount for that aceommodation.

Mr, Nanson: You ave no better than the
eapilalist.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Infi-
nitely better. The man should he paid a
fair wage vepresenting the labour e gave,
but wherever the wage paid wag £1 or
£1 3s. a week, allowing a most liberal
interpreiation as to the value of the food
provided and accommodation received,
the employee was receiving under what
was recognised as a fair wage in Western
Australia to-day. If, on the other hand,
where the ordinary labourer received 3s.
or 9s. a day, provision was made for the
employee in the agrienltural industry to
go before the Arbitration Court, the same
as other employees, in order to secure a
fair wage, then it entirely rested with the
agrieultural Inbourer as to his disposi-
tion of that wage, and that portion he
regarded as a fair contribution for board
and aeccommodation. That was the only
reasonable way out of the difficulty. Tf
the labouver eould not get house aceom- -
modation then he received full wages,
just as the employee in the building
trade was not piven house accommoda-
tion but received wages. Tle object of
the hon. member intveducing the Bill
would best be chtained by moving in the
direciion of seeing that the employees in
the agrienltural indastry could secure full
remuneration for their labour allowing
them the gdisposition of their own earn-
ings.

Mr. HARPER: It was pleasing to see
there were some members on the Govern-
meut side in favour of deleting Part TTI.
Having travelled through Western Auns-
tralia as mueh as any other man, he had
heard no serious complaints ahout the
aecommodation provided for agrienltural

He



1484

labourers, The employees in the agrieul-
tural distriets were men with the average
amount of intelligence, and they could
look after themselves. There was no need
for the law to provide a siatute for every
man earning his living by the sweat of
his brow. The scarcity of labour and
the law of supply and demand enabled
all the workers in Western Australia at
the present time to demand fair accom-
~modation and fair remuneration.

Mr. McDonald; Thirty-five shillings a
week for married couples!

Mr. HARPER: While not advocating
that rate, 2 married couple might have a
good liome and make a comfortable living
and save money on that wage, but the bon.
member was probably speaking of some
exceptional case. The employees conld
make the conditions for themselves. We
should nol inlerfere with the spirit of
freedom. Agriculturists in Western Aus-
iralia had poison to clear and land to
clear, and in some parts of the State the
climate was not the most favourable, nor
was the soil the most favourable. We
should encourage the farmers as much as
possible, and not hamper them by restrie-
tions of this sort. This part of the Bill
was quite unnecessary and shouid he de-
leted.

Mr, GREEN : The solid array ol talent
on the Opposition side was always fairly
combined in opposition to giving the ordi-
nary labourer decent conditions. All that
the elause asked for was that every em-
ployer should provide proper, adeqnais,
and sufficient accommodation for the agri-
eultural labourers employed by him. One
member said the farm labourers were
fairly intelligent men, and well able to
look after themselves, yet when the farm
labourers tried to form themselves into a
rural workers’ upion to better their coun-
ditions, a howl of protest eame from the
farmers all over the State. “When hon.
members elaimed that the men were get-
tiug fair conditions already, their attitude
towards the Bill was illogical. The objec-
tion that most of the farmers were in their
pioneering stage was met by the fact that
there was an exemption provided in the
Bill of three years, while in Clause 18 in
special cirenmsiances the Minister could

[ASSEMBLY.]

exempt any employer from the operation
of the Bill; also we knew that advances
could be made from the Agricultural Bank
for the building of houses. As a maiter
of fact farmers ofter made the initial
mistake in housing their own families
under conditions that were not fair for
shellering human beings, Labour Minis-
{ers were always sympathetic, and the
only way to protect the farmer and worker
alike was to see that the Labour Adminis-
tration continued. It was a duty to help
the farm lubourer. The faet that in Lhe
past the farm labourers had said nothing
was not to say that the conditions in which
they worked were suitable or just, As a
matier of faet the average farm labourer
was afraid to join a union. Just as Hodge
in the old eountry still pulled his foreloek
to the =quire, so these transplanted
tories represented in the House—

The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member is
not in order in rveferring te hon, members
in the way he has,

Mr. GREEN withdrew the words. These
genilemen wished to continue the condi-
tions that for centuries had existed in the
old country, while he, as a member of the
Labour party, wished to see that the farm
labourer had a fair chance. He trusted
the memher for (jascoyne would stand by
the clause,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The most said
against the clause was said from the Gov-
ernment side of the House. As the Min-
ister for Lands pointed out, the {ime was
ingpportane to put Part II1. of the Bill
inte operation, and the Minister’s amend-
ment was moved to make that part of the
Bill inoperative. 7The Minister had ex-
plained that where a man was paid a daily
wage it did not inelade food and the
farmer was not liable to provide aceom-
modation, but no member of the Qpposi-
tion eould have put forth the argument
advaneed by the Minister. Members of
the Opposition realised that when a man
was paid a weekly wage it was the duty
of the farmer to provide accommodation.
This aceommodation was provided in the
older settled distriels.

The Minister for Lands: You count that
as part of the wages,
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Hon, J. MITCHELL: No, the farm
labourer had house rent free from him.
There was probably not a land owner in
the Hounse who charged the farm labourer
vent for the cottage the latter occupied.

The Minister for Lands: But if so he
does not pay more than 25s. a week.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : There was
not to his knowledge any man work-
ing for 23s. a week for any mem-
her on the Opposition side of the
House. His object in rising was to dis-
associate himself from the idea put for-
ward by the Minister for Lands. With
other emplovers he believed the Minister
was entirely wrong in his contention that
a farmer had done his duly when le
agreed to pay a man 8s, 4d. a day. TUrban
workers had opportunities of living in
boarding-houses or of renting cottages, but
{he farm labourer was dependent on the
owner of the land for the space in which
1o pitch his tent.

Mr. Taylor: All ibe move reason for
1his clause,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Whilst disagree-
ing entirely with the Minister for Lands
he was in aceord with those speakers who
had said it was an inopportune time to
inelude agrieultural workers in the Bill.
True, Clause 18 gave the Minister power
of exemption; but in respect to an em-
ployer only, and not in respect to a dis-
irict. He had not come across a single
farm labourer who had a valid complaing
to make. He ventured to say the farm
labonrers were very much more comfort-
ably housed than were the men working in
the mines.

Mr. Green: Your labourers have {o get
in with the pigs. )

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If his labourers
had {o live with the hon. member the state-
ment would be justified. He had never
heard any employer in the House refuse
to provide fair and adegnate remunera-
tion for the worker, or to provide satis-
factory conditions of employment; yet
Mr. Taylor would have the Committee be-
lieve that the rural workers had been
hadly treated. As a matier of fact
theve wns a mest excellent feel-
ing existing beiween the employers

1485

and the employees in the agrieultural in-
dusiry, a far better feeling indeed than
that which existed in the gold mining
industry.

Mr. Green: You are a typical eountry
squire.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Just the same
he worked a bit harder than did the hon.
member. In his opinion il was only right
that within a reasonable time every far-
wer shounld provide sufficient accommeoda-
tion for his workers ; but it was unneces-
sary at this stage to inclnde agrieultural
workers in the Bill, The clause itself
was an unworkable one. He agreed with
the Minister for Lands that when an
award came to be songht in the Arbitra-
tion Court eonditions would be imposed
which wonld meet the wishes even of the
hon. member who had introdueed the Bill.
The Rural Workers’ Union had not provel
very suceessful. for the reason that the
farm labourers Lad shown no desire to
join it, notwithstanding that members of
the House had been round the country
endeavouring to induce men to become
unionists. In its applieation to agrieul-
tural workers the Rill was premature,
and it would be quite time to introduce
such a measure when the Rural Workers’
Union was soundly established, or when
some section of the farm workers had
shown an indieation that a measure of
this kind was necessary.

Mr. Taylor: Do you think Clause 9 goes
too far?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Clause 9 did
not go too far if the time were ripe for
it. He hoped the Committee would re-
fuse to agree to Clause % and the remain-
ing elauses in Part 3.

Mr. FOLEY: Wiih other bon. mem-
bers he was entively opposed to the de-
letion of Part 3. Many hon. members
had declared that in the pioneering stages
the farmers shonld be assisted. Since he
had been in the House he had heard little
else but agricultural legislation. Farmers
were being spoon-fed in every direction
at the expense of other industries re-
sponsible for their birth. The Agrienl-
tural Bank furnished the farmer with all
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the money he regnired, Most of the
members who had spoken on the clanse
declared in favour of a fair rate of
wage. The trouble was in reeconeciling a
marked differeuee of opinion as to what
was a fair rate of wage. During the
pioneering stage 3 man was exempt, and
he conld be further exempted if he
proved to the satisfaction of the Minister
that exemption was uvecessary. We had
been told that some of the huis on the
goldfields were worse than those in
whieh farm labonrers lived. That was
true. bnt that was no reason why farm
labourers should eontinne under the pre-
sent conditions.

Mr. BE. B. Johnston: Why not include
miners in the Bill?

Mr. FOLEY: Becanse they were mod-
erately well paid For what they did. Pro-
vigion was also made that contractors
should be responsible for the aecommoda-
tion of their employees. Some members
desired to strilke out the reference to air
space.

The CHATRMAN:
tion was Clause 9.

Mr. FOLEY: As other members had
spoken on the other guestions, he thought
ha eould do the same.

* The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member
was not in order in malking that vemark.

Mr. FOLEY: In that eveni he with-
drew the remark. In a letter received by
Mr. McDonald from the secretary of the
union, & reguest had been made that the
Bill for shearers should inclnde agricul-
tural labourers. Rather than the amend-
ment, he would have preferved the elause.
becanse it was one of the most vital in
the Bill.

Clause as amended put and negatived.
" Clanse 10 put and negatived.

‘Clause 11—Act not to apply in certain
cases: .

Order! The ques-

- Clanse put and a division taken with
the following result:——

Aves .. .. .. .. 16
Noes .. .. .. o021

Majority against -« B

[ASSENBLY.]

AYES. :
Mr, Angwin Mr. MeDowall
Mr. Colller Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Dooley Mr. Munsle
Mr. Foley Mr. O'Loghblen
Mr. Gardiper Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Green ' Mr. Taylor
Mr. Lewls Mr. A, A. Wilson
Mr. McDonald Mr. B. J. Stubbs
(Teller).
Noea. .
Mr. Allen Mr, Monger H
Mr. Bath Mr. Moore
Me. Broun Mr. Nanson
Mr. Carpeoter Mr. A, E. Plesse
Mr. gl Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Harper Mr. £ Stubbs
Mr. Heltniann Mr. Thomas
Mr. Hudsen Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnston Mr. I'. Wilson
Mr. Lelfroy Mr. Layman
Mr. Male {Teller).
Clause thus negatived.
Clanse 12—Sleeping accommodation

for agrieultural labourers:

Hon. J. MITCHELL moved an amend-
ment—

That the following subelause be
added —4(2.) When agriculfural lab-
nnrers are employed in harvesting
eperations or in preparing a grown
crop for market, sleeping accommoda-
lton may be provided for them by the
employer in tents, and such accommoda-
tion, if in other respects adequate and
sufficient, shall be deemed proper,
udequate, and sufficient for the purposes
of this dect”?

The CHAIRMAN: This clause was
fbout to be pnt as a matter of form, but
seeing it referred Lo sleeping accommoda-
tion, and there was no sense in it, be
rmled as n econsequential amendmené on
a previous amendment carried by the
Commitiee that Clanses 12 and 13 be
struck out.

Clauses 12 and 13 omitted eonseguenti-
ally.

Clause 14—FExtension of shearving sheds
and buildings:

Hon. J. MITCHELL moved an amend-
ment—

That in line 5 after “Inspector” the
words “icho shall he a police constable”
- be inserted.
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A constable was the most suitable man to
act as inspector. and to appoinl auyone
else would mean additional expense.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: I the
amendment was inserted it wonld mniean
that only when an inspector happened to
he o econstable he would be able to inspect
all buildings or make his annual report
to the Minisler. The proper place for
the amendment was in ('lause 3; at the
same Cime it would be undesirable to
specifically provide in the Bill that only
police eonstables should be appointed in-
speciors. It might be possible to utilise
other officers in the Governmeni serviee
who were not police constables and the
amendment would preclude the possibility
of that being done.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The desire was
only to get an expression of opinion from
Ministers, and what he wanted was that
only Government officials should be ap-
poinled to aet as inspectors. If the Min-
ister for Lands would assure the Com-
mittee that the eountry would not be put
to any great expense by appointing out-
side people as inspectors, bul that tle
services of police constables or other Gov-
ernmeni officials would be used whenever
it was convenient to do so, he would wilh-
draw the amendmentl.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 15 to 21—agreed to.

New clause: .

Hon, H. B. LEFROY moved—

That the following be added to stand
as Clause 7:—“Notwithstanding any-
thing hereinbefore contained, the re-
guirements of paragraph (ii.) of Sub-
section (2) of Clause 6, shall be deemed
to have been sufficiently complied with
tf the shearers are provided with tent
accummodation to the salisfaction of
the inxpector or shearers employed”

The Victorian Act, which eame into foree
only on the 1st July last, contained a pro-
vision similar to this, and if it was good
enough for Victoria it should be good
enough for Weslern Australia. There
seemed to be some reason for having it
inserted in the Vietorian Aect. Victoria
was in a much better position with regard
to pastoral affairs than Western Australia.

* services of an inspeclor.
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It was a smaller conntry. its homesteads
were older, and the accommodation was
sulticient, without need for special legisli-
tion on the subjecl, bui there were cuses
in ithe northern p.ait of this Srale where
the stalious, perbaps, were only now being
formed and where it would take some time
for the settler to get his homesiead into
proper condilion. In many instauces the
men employed on stations would prefer
to have a good tent supplied to them
tather than be put into a room with three
or four others. The clause, it would hn
noticed, set ont that the tents should he
provided to the salisfaclion of the iu-
spector aml the shearers themselves. He
had put in “sheurers themselves” because
it might not always be easy to secure the
The North-Wesf
areas of this conntry were very lange and
the stations far apart, and it mighl ag
times be diffiealt to have the measure
propevly enforced if it hecame law.
Therefore, it was well to inake it as easy
as possible for all parties concerned. Houn,
members should disabuse their minds of
the idea that employers: were not con-
cerned about the welfare of their men,
All employers studied ihe interests of
those who were in their serviee and they
offen pointed with pride to the accomno-
dation which they provided.

Alr, MeDONALD: The people he re-
presented had put their feel down
strongly againsi tent accommodation
either in the North, Xorth-West, or South
West. They would bhave no teuls; they
wanted proper aecommodation, and that
was not to be obtained by the use of tents.
He was sorry he could not aecept the
amendment, and it would be patent to
every member that the inclination of that
amendment wonld have the effect of stul-
tifying every preceding elause in the Bill,

Mr. MALE: The new clause wis must
reasonable and he failed to see that it
would in any way interfere with the oilter
provistons in the Bill, as the member for
Gascoyne had stated, It was fairly well
safegnarded, because tents had to be pro-
vided to the satisfaction of the inspector,
and failing the inspector, to the satisfac-
tion of the shearers; that was a suffieient
safeguard. There were portions of the
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State in which many shearers would be
better pleased with good tent accommoda-
tion than to be confined in a stuffy hut.

Mr, McDonald: But they are to have
360 cohie feet of air,

Mr. MALE: That could be 360 feet of
very hot air in the tropies. In the tropics
people slept in the open air and not in
rooms, and for his own part he would
infinitely prefer an airy teot to a stuffy
roum, Seeing that there was the safe-
guard that the aceommodation must be to
the satisfaclion of the inspector or the
shearers, he could not see why the hon.
member should not agree to the new
clause,

New c¢lanse put and a division taken
wilh the following result:—

Ayes 17
Noes 16
Majority for 1
AYES,
Mr. Allen Mr. Moore
Mr. Hath Mr. Nanson
Mr. Broun Mr. A. E. Plesss
Mr, Collier Mr. A, N. Plesse
Mr. Harper Mr. Ecaddan
Mr. Johnsopn Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Lefroy Mr. F. Wilson
Mr, Mlitchell Mr. Male
Mr. Monger {Teller).
NoEs.
Mr. Angwin Mr. McDonald
Mr. Corpenter Mr, McDowall
Mr. Daoley Mr. Munsle
Mr. Foley Mr. O‘Loghlen
Mr. Gardiner Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Gill Mr, A. A. Wilaon
Mr. Green Mr. Taylor
Mr, Hudsou (Tellery.
Mr. Lewls

New clause thus passed,

The CHAIRMAN: As all reference to
agricultural labourers had been deleted
throughout the Bill, the striking out of
the definition of “agricultural labourer”
would be a consequential amendment.

Tille:

The CHAIRMAN: As the Committee
bad decided that agricultural [abourers
should mot be dealt with in this Bill it
would be advisable for the hon. member
in eharge to move that the Title be
amended.

[ASSEMBLY.]

On motion by Mr. McDONALD the
Title was amended by striking ocut the
words “and agricultural labourers.”

Title as amended agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

On molion by Mr. MecDONALD Bill
recommitted for the further consideration
of Clauses 1 and 6.

Recommiltal.
Mr. Holman in the Chair; Mr, MeDon-
ald in charge of the Bill
Clause 1—Short title and commence-
ment:

Mr. MeDONALD moved an amend-
ment—

That in lime 3 “January” he struck
ovt with a view fo inserling “Aprd”
in Leu.

Anmnndment pussed.

Mr. MeDONALD moved a further
nmendment--

That “April” be inserted.

Mr. MALE: To bring the Act into
force in April would not allow sufficient
time for the measure to be ecirenlated
throughont the State and for people in
distant portions to become eonversant
with its provisions sufficiently early to
prepare the required accommodation. A
similar Bill in Viectoria, a State small in
area and fairly well settled and opened
up with roads and railways, was intro-
duced on the 24th October, 1911, and
was not to be brought into operation until
the 1st July. If in Victoria it was con-
sidered necessary to give eight months’
notice, the logical reasoning was that it
wounld require even longer notice in this
Btate., He desired to amend the amend-
ment by striking out the word “April?
and inserting the word “July.”

Point of Ovrder.

My, Nanson: On a peint of order, I
think this discnssion on the recommuittal
of the Bill at this stage is not in order.
Under Standing Order 204, wlien a Rill
is reported without amendmenis, the ad-
option of a report mav be ‘mmediately
moved. Now this Bill has heen very ex-
tensively amended. the whole »{ one part
having been taken ont. Standing Order
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285 goes on to say that on the motion for
the adoption of & report the whole of the
Bill may, on motion, be recommitted. The
Speaker did not put any motion for the
adoption of the report, and it is only
when a motion for the adoption of a re-
port is put that an amendment shounld be
moved for the recommittal of the Bill,
but even had an amendment been moved
at that stage for the recommittal, it eonld
not then have been accepted for immedi-
ate debate, because the recommittal of a
Bill could not take place at the same sit-
ting as the Committee stage, unless {le
Bill had been passed through Commitlee
entirely without amendment.

The Chairman: What the hon. member
should have done was to have taken ex-
ception to the Speaker’s ruling when the
matter was brought before him. It is an
impossibility for me, as Chairman, to
alter or disagree with, or accept any mo-
tion, disagreeing with the ruling of the
Speaker. The hon. member should have
taken exception when the recommittal was
moved before the Speaker.

Mr. Nanson: Do you rule then that the
recommittal stage is properly before you?

Mr. Taylor: With reference to the
point of order, and according to your
ruling, the Bill is properly before this
Committee, because exception was not
taken when the Speaker was in the Chair.
I hold that the Bill is not properly before
the Committee. and if an error oceurred
when the Speaker was in the Chair, T
think the Committee would be wise, or
vou would be wise to refer the matter to
the Speaker. By those means the Speaker
could deal with the matter. T hold that
the Bill is irregularly before the Com-
Toittee, and it is well that it should be put
right. T take it that is the only conrse
open.

Hon. J. Mitchell: If anv member ob-
jects to your ranling. T think the proper
course is to move to that effect, in order
that the matter mav come before the
Speaker.

The Minister for Lands: The matter
would he expedited if the member for
Greenough made a formal dissent to the
decision, and then immediately the matter
would be referred to the Speaker.
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Hon. J. Mitchell:
suggested that.

Mr. Nanson: I am waiting for the
Chairman to decide. .

The Chairman: Under our Standing
Orders the matter is not very clearly laid
down as to when a Bill ean be recom-
mitted. Standing Order 294 referred to
by the member for Greenough states that
when n Bill is reported without amend-
ments the adoption of the report may be
ymmedintely moved, byt it does not deal
at all with the guestion of recommittal.
Standing QOrder 295 states—

On the motion for the adoption of
the report, the whole of the Bill may,
on motion, be recommitied, and further
amendmenis made; but a subsequent
day to that on which the second report
is brought up shall be fixed for moving
the adoption of such second report.

‘That does not deal with the question of
the recommittal. As the matter was dealt
with before the Speaker I think it is
necessary I should report to the House
and let the matter be discussed before
the Speaker, whenee the Bill was rpcom-
mitted. May says a Bill may be recom-
mitted several times, or as often as neees-
sary, but fails (o say at what stage it can
be recommitted, and as the Rill was re-
committed from the House I consider it
my daty to report to the Speaker and let
the matter be folly debated there if
necessary.

The Speaker resumed the Chair.

The Chairman: T have to report that
on the recommittal of the Bill the mem-
ber for Greenough drew attention to the
faet that by Standing Orders Nos. 294 and
205 the recommittal of a Bill can only be
made on a motion for the adoption of
the report. As the recommittal of the
Bill was ordered by the Honse I con-
sidered it my duty to report to you, that
this point might be discnssed in the House
instead of in Committee.

Mr. Speaker: The objection taken by
the member for Greencugh holds 2ood.
The passage of the motion to recommit
the Bill was an informality. There is one
way in which it ean be zot over, and that
is for the ITouse by vote to annul the in-
formal proeeedings.

We have already



1490

My, Nanson: Can a motion for the
adoption of the report of the Commitiee
be put at this sitting, seeing that the Bill
passed through Committee with amend-
ments? T take it that the proper course
is to move that the consideration of the
Commillee’s veport be fixed for another
day.

My, Speaker: That is so, but bhefore
that ean be done the informality must be
annulled.

The Premier: In order to comply with
the eorrect procedure, I move—

That the order for the recommittal of
the Shearers and Agricultural Lalonr-
ers’ dergmmodation Bill and the subse-
quenl proceedings of the Commitiee be
ennulled.

Question passed.

On motion by M. MeDonald con-
sideration of the Commitiee’s repor{ on
the Bill be made an Order of the Day for
Wednesday, 11th September,

MQTION—RAILWAY VIADUCT
THROUGH PERTH.

Debate resumed from the 21st Angust
on the motion of Mr. Gill:—*That be-
fore any further expenditure is inecur-
red in the construction of bridges over
the railway between West Perih and
East Perth stations, it is advisable that
a thorough inguniry be made as to the
practicability of ecarrying the traflic
throngh Perth by means of a viaduct.”

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
P. Colliev): The gquestion embraced in
the motion is one that has received a
good deal of consideration during the
past 16 or 17 vears. As far back as
1896 an agitation for increased facili-
ties at the level crossings of Melhonrne-
road and William-street was brought be-
fore Parliament, with the result that a
motion was carried appointing a joint
seleet committee of both Houses to in-
quire into the matter. That committee
met and after considerable investiza-
tion reeommended that a viaduct be
constructed from West to FEast Perth
st an estimated cost of some £400,000;
but to that report was attached an ad-
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dendum by 3 majority of the committee
which recommended that in view of the
important issues involved a Hoval (om-
mission should be appointed to further
investigate the matter. That was done,
and a Roval Commission consisting of
members of both Houses was appeinted.
That Commission also investigated the
matter and also recommended that a
viaducet he constrncted rather than the
alternative proposal whieh was then be-
fore the country, of overhead bridges,
but wet a viaduet as laid down by the
select committee. That recommended by
the Royal Commission was estimated to
cost something like £190,000, and no
doubt in the light of the knowledge they
then had some 16 years ago it was
thought that such a viaduct would be
adequate for all requirements. The mem-
bers of that Commission could not pus-
sibly apprehend the development that
has taken place in Perth and suburhs
during the intervening period; and,
thevefore, a gouod deal of their recom-
mendation is not of much value at the
present time in the light of the know-
fedge we pow possess. In faet it is
safe to say that the viaduet which the
Royal Commission recommended is at
present altogether out of the question,
inasmuch as it would wvot gei over the
difficalty which has existed for so long
at the level crossing at Melbourne-road.
Their scheme provided for the carriage
of the passenger trains and through
goods trains overhead, but also pro-
vided that the present systemn of manag-
ing the goods traffiec at the Perth yards
should continue. Therefore, so far as
Melbourne-road is concerned, we should
have the overhead line and the low level
line also, as it exists at present: and
that, as hon. members know, is not get-
ting over the difticulty. We should have
gates at the crossing, and all the in-
convenience now experienced would con-
tinue, Therefore, the question resolves
itself into the reecommendation of the
select committee at an estimated eost
of £400,000. or the only other alierna-
tive. the provision of overhead bridges.
I think 1 am safe in sayving that the
eost of £400.000 has been considerably
underestimated. Since then the _cost
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of the material which would be neces-
sany for the constrnetion of this over-
head road, and wages and the cost of
all the other reguirements have consider-
ably increased; and, wmoreover, it has
"been found that the traffic has increased
to such an extent that the double line
that scheme merely provided for would
not be sufficient now. T think I am
safe in saying that a viaduet which
would meet all the requirements at the
present time and for generations to
come would cost something in the region
of (hree-uarters of a million pounds
sterling. [ think members will agree
that an expenditure of that amount at
the present jnneture is altogether ont
of the question. In addition, since the
report of that Commission there has
been something like £30,000 spent in
the erection of overliead bridses at Wil-
liam-street and Barrack-street, which, of
course, would have to be destroyed and
their cost added to the loss. Therefore,
taking all things into consideration, I
think the member for Leederville will
see the wisdom of not persevering with
his wotion. In addition to what T have
mentioned, resumptions of land have
taken place in the City and ont to East
Perth during the past 12 months at an
enormous cost; and while a considerable
portion of that land will be required for
any scheme, even for a viaduet, still
much of it would not he required for
such a purpose, and we would in addi-
tion have to resume considerable areas
in order to provide for the scheme,

Mz, Allen: You would make it rent-
producing.

The MIXISTER FOR MINES: Some
of it would be rent-producing but
the resumptions whieh have taken place
in the last 12 months have been based
on an entirely different scheme, and it
is not difficult to realise that the land
required for the proposals now in hand
would not be suitable for an altogether
different scheme. Therefore it is con-
stdered by the railway officers, who
should be in a position te know, that we
would have to resume a econsiderable
area of land in order to provide for
this proposition. The expert officers
who were examined by the Roval Com-
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mission to whieh I have referred were
by no means unanimous, It is true
Mpr, Davies, who was then General Man-
ager of the rvailways, sapported the pro-
position recommended by the select com-
mittee. which was really that put for-
ward by Mr. Thompson, now the Eao-
gineer-in-Chief but then the engiueer
in charge of railway eonstruction; but
My, Speight, who, T think, all will admit
was s mentleman of very considerable
experience in these matters, as he at
one time held the position of Chairman
of Railway (ommissioners in Victoria,
was most emphatically against the pro-
posal vecommended by the select com-
mittee. He said when under examina-
tion :—

In the elevated scheme the removal
of the goods station to amother place
is absolutely necessary, and the near-
est points mentioned are Subiaco or
East Perth. In either case the addi-
tional haulage would be at least one
mile, the extra cost of which could
not be less than one shilling per ton,
The tonnage of to-day is eqnal to
neavly 340,000 tons, and at the rate
ahove-named, the extra expense in-
volved is equal to £17,000 per annum.
This would be sabject to increase as
the ftraffic grew, and is an expense
which would probably be objected to.
I do not think that any private rail-
way company would disadvantage it-
self by giving up the central position
now occupied in Perth by the Govern-
ment railways, nor do I think, other
diffienlties being overcome, that such
a removal would conduée to the ad-
vantage of the department from a
traffie, or to the public from an econ-
omic point of view.

The serious objection to the adoption of
any such seheme would be the vemoval of
the present goods yard from Perth Lo
Subiaco or, at the nearest, to East Perth
ov bevond, Having rezacd to the amount
of goods going through the sheds, it would
be altogether impracticable to expect the
people coneerned Lo journey out to
Subiaco or fo East Perth in ovder to
obtain their goods, There is no getling
awayv from the fact that the adoption of
any such scheme would entail the removal
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of the present Perth goods sheds, T be-
lieve that Mr. Thompson, who was asked
to make an estimaie ard go into the mat-
ter, it he were asked to-day to deal with
it in the light of the experience gainel
since that time, wonld not make the re-
commendation he did then, I find also
that the Royal Commission consisted en-
tirely of laymen. There was not one pro-
fessiongl man upon it or a man with en-
gineering experience, and the only wit-
nesses called were Messrs, Bpeight, Muir,
Thompson, and Davies, #nd there were
two, Mr, Speight and Mr. Muir, who were
favourable to the principle of overhead
bridges as against the viaduet, while Me,
Davies and Mr. Thompson were on the
other side. The hon. member, in moving
the motion, expressed the opinion that
the cost of overhead bridges between East
Perth and West Perth yet to be erected
would probably amount to £250,000. An
estimate has been prepared of the cost
of the two bridges whieh will be quite
sufficient for mapy years to come; that is,
one at Melbourne-road, and one between
Barrack-street and East Perth on a site
yet to be selected; and the estimate is
that they will eost under £190,000. Some-
where in the vieinity, I think, of £80,000
would provide sufficient overhead accomu-
modation for the traffic for many years
to comes so far as Perth is concerned.

Mr. (lll: Does that include resumptions
of land at Melbonrne-roadt

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
do not think there would be a great
amount of land required for an overhead
bridge at Melbourne-road. That was the
estimated cost of two bridges, and I think
it included an amount for resumptions as
well; in any case whatever value there
might have been in the proposal ten or
fifteen years ago—and I believe this might
have been adopted with advantage at that
time—the peried has now gone when the
matter can be seriously considered. First
of all it would delay for a coosiderable
time the inereased accommodation that is
contemplated in the Perth yards. Plans
have been prepared and, in faet, some of
the work has been going on, and to drop
the whole matter at this stage and to make
the necessary inquiries and investigations,
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wounld only cause further years of delay.
Seeing that whilst at that time when the
matter was recommended to Parliament
by a select committee, nothing was done,
and seeing also thai the cost would be
enormous, certainly not less than half a -
million pounds, and I believe more than
that—taking all these faects into consider-
ation, I think it is rather too late now to
seriously caonsider the proposal submitted
by the hon. member. T trust, therefore,
Lie will see the wisdom of not proceeding
further with it.

Mr. GILL (in reply): It is very evideut
that no other hon. member desires 1in
speak on this matter. I would like to say -
in reply to the Mimisier that [ have no
intention of wpressing the wmotion. [
brought it forward thinking it of sufficient
importance to ventilate on the floor of
the House, believing as I did, and as I
still believe, that the proposal for a via-
duet is the best, not only in the interesis
of Perth, but in the interests of the State.
The Minister has pointed out some obhjec-
tions to the proposal and emphasised one
with vegard to the gquestion of finaneing
the eonstruetion of the viaduet. He has
statéd that the select committee estimated
ihe cost at over £400,000 and that that
amount would not meet the case to-day.
Possibly it wonld not; I am not in a posi-
tion to say that it would. However, I do
not think the cost to-day would very
mneh exceed the estimate of fifteen years
ago. The chief material to be used in the
construetion of a viaduet would be brieks.
In those days bricks were considerably
higher in price than they are to-day, and
anyone who has had experience of build-
ing in Perth knows that it was a diffienlt
matter to get bricks in those days, and
when they were supplied they were of
poor guality and high in priee. That
being the case, I do not think the eslimate
of the ecst would be much greater at the
present time. It may be possible, of
course, that other materials have increased
in value. Mr. Speight undoubtedly did
raise objections to the proposal for a
viaduet, but his objections were based
mostly on the ground that ke did not eon-
sider the expenditure was warranied at
that time. If Afr. Speight had looked
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forward, and if he had had any idea that
the traffic was going to increase in the
manner that it has done, and in the way
it is likely to cootinue to increase within
the next few years, I have not the slightest
hesitation in saying that Mr, Speight
would have strongly supported the report
-of the select committee. However, as I
have said, T have no desire to discuss the
matter further. I am stil! of the opinion
that the proper and best method to over-
<come the difficulties there, will be by the
«<oustruction of a viaduet. By erecting
bridires we will be spending a good deal
-of money which will be absolutely wasted,
owing to the fact that we will yet have
to construet a viaduet to overcome Lhe
difficulties which are bound to confront us.

Mr, Lewis: Build a line on the other
-side of the river.

Me, GILL: 1 have no desire to press
ibe matter further, and, with the permis-
sion of the House, I desire to withdraw
the motion,

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

MOTION—ABATTOIRS AND CHIL-
LING WORKS AT GERALDTON.

Debate resumed from the 21st Angust,
on the mation of Mr. Dooley: “That this
House is of opinion that in the interests
of the health and convenience of the
publie of Geraldton, and for the pourpose
-of meeting the requirements of the farm-
ers, friit growers, and pastoralists of the
surrounding disiricts, the establishment
of abattoirs and chilling works at the
Port of Geraldton is an immediate neces-
sity.””

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath) : The member for Geraldton
in bringing forward this motion made
reference to the eapabilities of the dis-
trict which constitutes the hinterland of
that port. I can cordially endorse his
remarks in regard to the fertility of the
district and the excellent prospects of
‘increased produetion in the near future.
I have had the opporfunity of personally
visiting that 'distriet and spending some
considerable time in inspecting the een-
tres which constitute the rich wheat and
-stoek raising district which has Geraldton
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as its natural outlet. My visit convinced
me that it is one of our most fertile dis-
triets, one which is bound to inerease in
production to a great extent in the near
fuiore, and with the inflax of new settlers,
and the change to vigorous development
which has characterised the efforts of
recent years, the port of Geraldton will
not only benefit by that, but must also
be provided with those requisites which
are necessary at a port of that kind. This
question with which the hon. member
more particularly concerns himself, that
of the ereetion of abattoirs and ehilling
works with a view of developing an ex-
port trade, has already been given atten-
tion by the Agrieultural Departinent and
the matter has been brought under my
notive and I Irave bad inquiries made. I
am quite satisfied that the time will eome,
and that too in the near future, when
these requisites will have to be provided.
At the present time, however, there are
two considerations which must receive
attention before the House can commit
itself to the statement that these eonveni-
ences are an immediate necessity. The
fact of there being a certain number of .
sheep in the Geraldton district does not

. necessarily mean that there is a supply of

lambs suitable for export. The experi-
ence of the Fastern States and of New
Zealand is that this export trade, in order
lo be maintained on a suecessful basis,
must be developed on lines in whieh a
econsiderable amount of attention is de-
voted to the breeding of a partienlar type
of lamb, and in New Zealand so solicitous

.are they for the good name of the article

which is exported in such large quantities
to the Home markets, that a very rigid
system of inspection and of marking is
cartied on. The same thing is receiving
atiention in the Eastern States, and for
some years past the Department of Agri-
culture in New South Wales has been con-
ducting a large amonnt of experimental
work at the State farms of Wagga, Bath-
burst and Cowra, for the purpose of de-
termining the particular type of cross-
breed most suitable for the export trade.
That experimental work has been going
on for a number of years past and ex-
hibits have been made at the annual
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slows held in Sydney in order that Lhose
interested in the stock trade, particularly
in the export trade, might be able to ob-
serve frow time to time the result of this
work and to eriticise it. In this par-
tienlar direction the work of the Agrieul-
tural Department of New South Wales
has received great commendation from
the organisation representing the stock
raisers of that State. Of course the ex-
perience of New Zealand, Vietoria and
South Australin and work such as that
carried on in New Sonth Wales, will be
of immense assistance to us. The action
taken by the department in this State has
been to eommunicate with those who have
been more particularly interesting them-
selves in this question of export faeili-
ties, and we hope lo ascertain just what
supply there is of lambs suitable for this
export trade, and at the same time the
Commissioner for the Wheat Belt is in
communication with firms engaged in this
trade in the Eastern States, in order that
we may be armed with the fullest infor-
mation. I propose to eontinue that work
in the future, and as far as possible to
utilise the services of the officers of the
department, and more partienlarly the
services of Mr. Sulton, the Agrieultural

Comrnissioner for the Wheat Belt, in order -

that those interested in developing this
export trade may, at the earliest possible
moment. fuen their attention to breeding
the particular type of eross-breeds whieh
will sapply the best type of lambs for
this export trade. As a resnlt of onr in-
vestigations we have not been led very
far forward by those who have expressed

their desire for the provision of these’

facilities, and T have come to the conclu-
sion that we will only seeure that infor-
mation—which I snbmit must be pre-
liminary to expenditure on these pro-
posals—swe are only likely to seeure that
information by specially detailing some
officer in order to get it on the spot. Pnt
even urging the contention. as T do. that
this preparatory work is necessary if the
export business is to be established on a
sound foundation. there is another and
eveater consideration which operates at
the present juncture, namely, that it is
weeles For vz to talk of exporting mutton

TASSEMBLY.

gither in the shape of matured wutton or
of lamb, when at the present time the
local supply in entirely inadequate, .Jf
hon. members will study the prices real-
ised for fat stock, they will see that there
is no need at the present juncture and
not likely to be any need for some con-
siderable time to come, for the growers
of fat stoek in Western Australia to
worry about a markei abroad. Our con-
sumers are in need of all that the grow-
ers ean supply, and owing to the very
regrettable fact that drought conditions
have prevailed over a considerable area
of our sheep-raising country, particularly
on the Murehison and Gascoyne distriets
and {he ecountry hetween, 1 am afraid that
the difficulties and 1he shortage of supply
will be serious for at least the next twelve
months., Under these circumstances we
canunt complacently undertake proposals
for exporting whai we need so verv much
in Western Australia at the present time.
Since 1 have been occupying the position
of Minister for Agriculiure, T have taken
np that attitude right through, and so far
ns the propesal for expori facilities at
Fremantle is concerned, I have contended
that we must provide adeguate supplies
for our own consumers before undertak-
ing export, and the works at Fremantle
are being designed with that end in view.
The abattoirs as ereeted will be part of a
complete scheme for export work, but, as
abattoirs, they will be utilised for the
slaughtering, under proper conditions, of
stoek for our own requirements, and ulti-
matelv, when local consumption is ade-
quately provided for, when we have a sur-
plus of marketable stock suitable for ex-
port. then and then only will the export
work be undertaken. The hon. member
is on sneer gronnd when he deals with the
question of abaitoirs from the.point of
view of the local consumer. By that I
mean the consumer in and around the
Geraldton distriet. T am qnite satisfied
that from that point of view he has made
aont a case for the evection of abattoirs.
But T want to point out that the com-
plainis which are so eonstantly nreed in
regard to the first abatfoirs which we
have erected in an inland distriet..namol~
those at Xalgoorlie. have led us fo hesitate
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before undertaking them elsewhere unless
there is a genuine demand that those
abattoirs should be provided by us, and
under the supervision of the Department
of Agrienltare. As a matter of fact where
a municipality expresses n keen desirve
to provide for the erection of muni-
cipal abattoirs. we are willing that they
sliould be permitted te do so. so long as
the abattoirs comply with the require-
ments of the Abattoivs Aet, and are ap-
proved by the Department of Agriculture,
whieh administers that Aet.

Mr. Dooley: Ts it not a praeticable
scheme to take the two together, with the
ohject of establishing chilling works in
a small way?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No,
I cannot agree that there is any immedi-
ate need or justification in the present
state of the market for the erection of
chilling works at Geraldion; becaunse as
a matter of fact there are no insnperable
difticnlties in the way of bringing live
stock from the Geraldton distriet to where
the consumers are erving out at the pre-
sent time. As a matter of fact hon, mem-
bers wilt probably know that during the
past month or two the batehers have been
selling mutton in some instances at less
than it costs them, and then makinz up
their deficieney by the profits derived
irom other portions of their meat supply,
on beef, for instance. Owing to the very
high eost of mutton in the market but-
chers have had to pay as high as 30s. and
2, for fat stock for huteheving pur-
poses, and I believe that only to-day fat
stoek brought 23s. and 24s, 8o long as
those prices can be realised hy stoek
raisers in Western Anstralia they have
not very much need to worry ahout the
export trade. Tnder the circumstances
while I am willing to disenss with the
1neal autharities the question of the eree-
tion of abaftoirs. and willing to meet
them in order to determine whether they
are desirous of providing mnnicipal ahat-
toirs, or whether, as at Kalgonrlie, they
are anxious the depariment should do it;
.and while, of course. those abattoirs. if
erected. wonld he designed with a view
ultimately, when circumstanees warrant
1, of slanghterinz for export purposes,
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1 eannot at the present time agree with
the hon, member that the erection of chil-
ling works at the port of Geraldton is an
immediate necessily, and by so doing com-
mit the (fovernmeni to acquiesce in any
proposal to erect chilling works for ex-
port purposes at Geraldton at the present
time. Whilst we are prepared, and in-
tend to provide those works when the
local consumption has been provided for.
and when there is a marketable surplus
of sunitable types, I propose, at the pre-
sent juncture, to ask the Committee to
amend the motion. T move an amend-
ment—

That in lines 7 and 8 the words “an
immediate necessity” be struck out and
“desirable” ingerted in lieu.

On motion by Hon. J. Mitchell debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.58 p.m.
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