106

Legislative Hssembly,

Tuesday, Mith Aungust, 1929,

' Paog
Questions: Government Labour Burean ...
Klngm'oo and euro skina, royalty e 408
Midiand Rallway, pumhase - 406
1and Selection, West of Midland’ mﬂwny . 408
Speed boata e 407
aebma.d gnuge halgoorlla t.o Pert.h e 407
Lﬂve of 8 M e 407
Bills: Workers' llomes ) T 407

Transfer of Land Act Amendmenb. Com, r'. 407

Inspecuon of Scan'oldlng Act, Amendment 23. 407
Land Agents, 400

‘Im‘lnstne;' Amlstance Act OonUmmnce, 2R, Com

repo: 411
Public Buﬂdl - e 418
Divoree Act Amendment, ‘28, 416
Mﬂll:ullﬂ.u-al Lands Purchase Act- Amendment, 2!! 416

Boads Act Amendment, 2 416
Stamp Act Amendment, 2g., COm report 422

Water Boards Act Amendmem. 23 com l'opo:rt 422

Reaerves, 2R, . 424

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayvers.

QUESTION—GOVERNMENT LABOUR
BUREAU.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Police: 1, Realising the diffienlty which
confronts thuse living in the outer subur-
ban and country areas in respect fo the
cost of travelling to Perth to interview the
Government Labour Bureau in their en-
deavours to seeure work, will the Minister
alvise whether it is possible to arrange for
regisiration and engagement to be made ai
the nearest police station or vther govern-
mental office? 2, If so, will he take action
16 secure the necessary publicity, and thus
lessen the bhurden upon those desiring Gov-
ernment work?

The MINISTER FOR IPOLICE replied:
1, Poliee olticers and certain station-master-
in outer suburban and country districts act
under the authority of the State Labour
Burcan in rvegistration and enzagement of
unemployed. Tu ali {he
eountry centres Govermiment euiployees have
heen specially appointed azents for the
hurean. 2, A fair allocativn of employment
on (iovernment works is made under exist-
ine arringenients whiek are widely known.

ekt LUPOiGing
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QUESTION-—EKANGAROO AND EURO
SKINS, ROYALTY.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Aorvicaltnre: 1, What is the annoal aggre-
gate wuount of revenue from royalty on
kangaroo and euro skins? 2, What form
does the royalty take—so much per skin,
or 50 much per 1b, and what amount is im-
posed as royalty? 3, Is the royalty imposed
only upon skins exported or on all skins
sold?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, It varies from year to year, and
ix between £3,000 and £4,500. That derived
from ‘‘Red’’ kangaroo skins alone varies
from £600 to £1,000. No royaity is charged
upon wallareo (euro) skins, 2, The royalty
is charged at per skin, viz., ‘‘Reds’ two-
pence per skin; ‘‘Greys’ from twopence
per skin to ninepence per skin, according
to distriet from which they are taken and
weight of skin. 3, The royalty is imposed
only upon skins sold.

QUESTION—MIDLAND RAILWAY,
PURCHASE.

Mr. C. I>. WANSBROUGH (for Mr. Fer-
guson) asked the I’remier: In view of the
decision of the Covernment to refuse the
request of the Midland Railway Company
to he allowed to construet spar lines from
the company s railway, and in view of the
urgent necesstiv of the construetion of
these lines, in the interests of the Midlands
distriets and the State generally, will he
open negotiations with the company for
the purchase by the State of the vompany's
line and land eoncessions?

The PREMIER replied: No.

QUESTION—LAND SELECTION, WEST
OF MIDLAND RAILWAY.

Mr. C. . WANSBROUGH (for Mr. Fer-
suson) uasked the Minister for Lands: 1,
Are the Lands Departnient prepared to re-
veive and grant applications for land be-
tween the Midland Railway amdl the coast,
oulside the 1205 miles linit Jiow {he vuil-
way ? 2, If <o, will be male a publie pro-
nouncement to this effect!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, Yes, 2, Natire will appear in this week’s
“Government  Gozette” making sueh Tand
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available subject to survey, elassification
and pricing and payment of survey fee in
advance.

QUESTION—SPEED BOATS.

Mr. XORTH asked the Premier: 1, Have
the Government ftound it possible to re-
gulate and contrel the speed boat nuis-
ance? 2, Will any action be takent

The PREMIER replied: 1 and 2, The
matter is receiving attention.

QUESTION—RAILWAY BROAD GAUGE
EALGOORLIE TO PERTH.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL (without
notice) asked the Minister for Railways:
Are the Federal Government paying the
cost of the survey of the broad gauge line
from Kalgoorlie to Perth?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Yes. It was agreed at the Railway
Conference that the estimate for the com-
struction of the proposed Trans-Continen-
tal railway to D’erth should be brought up
to date, and that the Commonwealth Gov-
erninent should hear the cost.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On wotion by Mr. North, leave of ab-
senve for oue month granted to the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington (Hon. W. J.
George) on the ground of ill health.

BILL—WORKERS' HOMES.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Council.

BILL—TRANSFTER OF LAND ACT
AMENDMENT.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the repurt adopted.

EBILL—INSPECTION OF SCAFFOLDING
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A. MeCallum—Sonth Fremantle} [4.42] in

moving the second reading said: This is a
small amendment to the Inspection of
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Seaffolding Act. In some respects it makes
a material reduction in the fees at pre-
sent charged, and in one or two other re-
spects will tighten up the control. The
main provisions of the Bill deal with fees.
The House will remember that the fee was
lixed by Parliament. Originally it was
sugested that it should be lelt to regula-
tion, but the House decided to include it
in the Aet and the amount was fized at
5s. per cent. The law has been very econ-
omically administered. I gave an undertak-
ing to the House at the time that no new
department would be created, and that the
work would be done in connection wilh
the other Iabour legisiation. The
Chief Inspector of Factories has been
the administering officer. There are also
two full-time inspectors, who arve mainly en-
gaged in the metropolis, and throughout the
country the ndministration has heen in the
hands of the distriet architects of the Pub-
lic Works Department. The administra-
tiop costs have not heen leavy., [t was not
the desire of the Government tfrom the out-
get that the Aet should be a taxing measure.
or that any profits should be made out of
it, It was merely a menare to protect the
lives and limbs of men werking on seaffold-
ing. We find that in some instances the pre-
rent fees are too hirh, and press heavily,
iore partienlarly on the big builders. In the
case of the new University, the cost is esti-
mated to run into somewhere about a quarter
of a million of money, and the fees under
the Aet would involve £5L0. It will nut
cost anything like that sum to inspect the
reaffolding, so that this is a very big sum
to place upon that building. Representa-
tions have been made to me on two or three
oceasions by eontractors who have suggested
a sliding seale. There are also other in-
stances where the present fees have operated
harshly, such as in the case of the installa-
tion of a lift in a big building. The lift
may cost £2,000, but the labour involved in
its installation may occupy only a day or
two. A bosun’s chair is required in connec-
tion with the installation of the lift, so that
under the Aect 5s. per vent. has to be charged
on the whele cost, whiek for two days’ work
would represent an amount that was alto-
gether out of reason compared with the co~t
to the department of inspecting a bosun's
to the department of the inspection. In such
instances the amendment will provide that
tees will be charzed merely on the cost of



8 ¥
labour and net on the cost of the lift it-elf.
At times painters, sienwriters or electrivians
erect scaffolding for use on a small job. For
instance a signwriter may have work that
will ran into a couple of pound«. The sume
may apply. to an electrician.  For sueli
avhs, under the Act as it is at prexent. the
minimum fee wonll have to he paid,  While
it might not he a large amount un the indi-
vidual job, in the amnccate the<e chavges
would amount to u considerable ~nm hy the
enit of the year. Under the Bill it is pro-
po=ed to levy a ~mall charge that will he
spread over these small jobs all the year
round. That will give considerable relief
to those who have work that comes within
that category. Builders and eontractors
who waited npon me snggested that a shiding
scale should bhe provided by which fees
conld be fixed, hut did not wention any
~peeifiec sum.  Big jobs necessitate the levy-
ing of heavy chargex hut do not necessarily
inerease the work of inspectors to a pro-
nortionate extent, The CUovernment have
tadopted the prineciple involved in a sliding
-eale, and we propose to levy a fee of s,
ver cent. on work not execeding £10,000 in
value, & fee of 2x. 6d. on every additional
2100 up to a value of £30,000 and 1s, per
cent. on the ecost of a Dnilding over and
above that amount, with s maximum fee
charged on any building of €100. We an-
ticipate that the departmental inspeetors
van do all the work necessary on hiz bnild-
mgs for a fee of C100, and that i1» the limit
the builders and contractors  sugeested
would be fair. T have already pointed out
that the fees on the TUniversity buildings
would cost over £500. Tt will be ohvious
that the Government ean afford to give-
relief in this instance, because we find
that the fees charoed under the Acl are far
maore than the cost of administration and
it was never intended to make the At a
medinm for taxation. We desire that the
income under the Aet shall he ~uch as to
meet the vost of supervision. In the admin-
istration of the Aet, one or two defrets were
discovered and the Bill has heen brought
forward -n that Parlinment mayv have an
npportneity to rectify them. They apply
partienlariv to the definition of gear. Under
the At mpar ia only suhjeet to its provi-
~toms i §t is nsed in eonnection with seaf-
foldine, Tf wear ix nsed apart from seaf-
toldine, inspectors have no eontrol over
it.  1Tum. members eannot fail to have
notived the pear wsed in connection with
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the construction of high steed strectures in
the city at present.  There are hoists
up five and six storeys. The men are
havling bugze girders to great heights ani
other material is heing hauled np as well.
There is no control whatever over the gear
used in eonneetion with that work. Al-
thougrh the lves of men who are working
in the vicinity are endangered, there is no
provision in the Aet wherehy the gear can
he inspected. We proposed to inelude thet
zenr and wmake it subject to inspeetion, 1
think that amendment will appeal to the
Hounse as hoth necessary anid reasonable, If
required 1 ean give members some definite
instances that the inspectors have noted, as
suggesting the absoluie necessity for steps
heinz taken in the divection I have indi-
cated. When the Aet was introduced ori-
ginally it did not provide any limi¢ to the
height of seaffolding that would come under
the law. .\t the time T pointed out that
South Australia had started with an 8 ft.
limit and had snbsequently amended the
Aet by wiping out the limit and making the
lewislation apply to all seaffolding. It will he
retnembered, however, that we had to agree
to o liwit of 8 feet in ovder to save the
Bill. hecause of the attitude adopted by
another place. [n practice we have found
that onr experience has been similar to that
ol Seuth Anslralin. Frequently on build-
imges seatfolding under 5 feet in height is
in a2 worse comdition than that in use on
nrzer buildings and the wen have to take
sreater risks.

Hen, Sir James Mitchell: By Heavens,
do thex?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
he ahle to give wmany instances by quoting
from the departmental liles to show that in-
spectors bave reported from time to fime
upon what they have seen on various build-
ings. It has brougzht home to them the
necessity for sowething heing done along
the lines snggested, [t cannot be denied
that the contractors who are operating in
a big way are well wpupped for work on
large jobs. Thev have suitahle seaffolding
and good plant. When it comes to the
smaller coutractor-, however, it is common
knonwledge that thev make shift with easeq
ar any old clase ot timber that may be at
lal. I ean «uote many instances upon
whieh the inspertors have reported in whiel
makeshift seaffolding hos heen used. Men
have had to work under conditions that the
inepectory vonsider unreasonahle, hecause
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the men have sud te aceept undue risks to
life aud limb. The iuspectors have been
urping strongly that we should fall in hne
with the South Australian legislation and
amend the Act by baving no limit to the
heigzht. When that particular amendment
is befure us n Comunittee, | shail give de-
fizite instances thai have vomne under the
notice of inspector-. The Aet at present
contuins no definitiun of what constitutes a
workman., There hive beem some argu-
ment= on buildings #s to just who shall be
included under that heading, and the Bill
seeks to make goot the defiviency by pro-
viding a definition of a workman. The only
other provision included in the Bill deals
with foreigners. Iuspeetors have had oe-
casion recently to veport that they have
found men working on baildings who eould
not speak a word of the English language.
When they asked (uestions or pointed out
the danger confronting the men in conpee-
tion with their worl, the foreigners couldt
net understaicl what the inspectors were
talking about or give them any information
at all. Men working in such conditions not
only risk their own lives but endanger the
lives of ether men on the job, In order to
overcome that ditlieulty, the Bill contains
a clause making provision that foreigners
working on wscatfolding ronsi be able to
speak English intelligently so as to be un-
derstood by their workmates and to under-
stand them in turn. A similar provision
exists in aother Aects and we ask for it o
be ineluded in the Inspection of Scaffold-
ing Aet. It will be obvious to hon. mem-
bers that in these days when high buildings
are being constructed, work on secaffolding
is dangerons. I have already pointed out
that the main purpose of the Bill is to re-
duce the fees hecause they are too high,
and the et as if stands is really a taxing
machine.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Could you pro-
vide for fixing tees by way of vegulation so
that if the minimum txed now proved too
much, vou could alter the fees again?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It was
at first proposed to fix the fees by regula-
tion, but Parliament objected.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: These fees will
be fixed as the limit.

The MIXISTER FOR WORKES: I would
not objeet to making the provision sug-
gested by the hon. member. If it were
found in practice that the fees were too
high, we could then alter them by way of
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regulations amd save introducing another
asmendng Bill, It will be remembered that
the Upper Mouse insisted upon the fees
being fixed in ihe legislation and that course
way ulso advocated by Opposition members
here. The Government had to agree to that
proposal and now we find thut the fees
fixed wre too high. I shall be prepared to
consider a proposition such as that sug-
costed by the Leuder of the Opposition
when we reach the Committee stage, The
intranluction of the Bill demoustrates that
the Govermment merely desive to cover the
“ust of the administration of the Act, and
there is no desire to derive more money
than is necessury to cover that cost. 1
nove-—

Thut the Bill Lo now rewl a sovond time, ]

Ou motion by Ion. Sir James ).Litche.ﬂ

debate adjourned.

BILL—LAND AGENTS. o
Necand Lleading.

TEE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (llun.
J. ¢ Willeoek —Geraldton) [4.56] in waov-
ing the secod reading said: The House will
renewiber Lt a =imilar Bill was introduoced
last year and «f the sevoid reading stage it
was referred to a select comniittee with the
result that several amendments were sog-
pested, The ~econd reading oi the Bill
having been agreed te proviously, the Hounse
considered those amendments in Connnittee
and (he reronnnendations of the selet com-
mittee were practieally adopted. The Bill
was then trausmitted by Message to the
Legislative Couneil in the wsual way, hat
owing to the delay conseyuent upon refer-
ring it to a =elect committee, it did not come
Lbefore members of another place until it
was too late to receive proper consideration.
In the ordinary course of events, the .Joint
Slanding Orders would apply and the Legis-
fative Couneil would probably have resumed
consideration of the Bill at the stage it had
regeched in that Chamber. Those Standing
Orders, however, provide that the Bill must
be taken up again at the next ensuing ses-
sion. Owing to the fact that this year a
spectal session of Parliament was convened
to deal with the Redistribution of Seats Act,
it will be seen that the Joint Standing
Orders do not permit the Legislative Coun-
cil to resume the consideration of the Bill
as would have been possible had ne session
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intervened between the time when the Bill
was reecived and wlhen it was taken up
azrain. 1o ovder to place the Bill properly
hetore the legislative Couneil, the Bill is
introduced again tormally so that it ean be
sent on to the Upper House.

Mr. Latham: There are a few alteration-
that we would like to see made.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: We
may he prepured to accept some alteralions
when we are dealing with the Bill in Com-
mittee,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Have you made
no alteration« in the Bill at all?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: None
whatever. The Bill before hon. members
now is in exactly the same form as that pre-
sented to the Legislative ('ouneil last year.
1 hardly think the House would desire to
debate a Bill that was so recently dealt with.
Perhaps we could pass the second reading
stage, and if hon. members desive to amend
it, we conld give consideration to those pro-
posals in Committee. But 1 think it would
he a waste of time for me to go into a Bill
we all know so well and which went to a
seleet committee last year. The members
of that seleet committee will have a lively
recollection of the principles in the
Bill.  Actually there is very little in the
Rill after all, although it dves c¢ontain
some G0 clauses. Its object merely is to
eonfrol land agents and eontrol and ar-
range for the registration of land sales.

ton, Sir James MMitchell: There were
sonie pretty rotten provisious in the Bill of
last year.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: That
was before it went to the select committee.
Atfter the select committee had dealt with it
the House approved of it.

Mr. Latbam: I want to see a limitation
on the scale of charges provided.

The MINISTERR FOR JUSTICE: Well,
that ean he reviewed when we reach the
ez e in Commitlee. Ntill it is hardly
necessary foy me on the second reading to
outline the principles of the Bill, since we
vemeindier them so well. In Commitlee, i
sece=sury, any of the c¢lan<e< can be re-
viewerd, but [ think the =econd reading speech
should be cothing more than a formal mo-
tion. T do not want (0 take up the time of
the Honse 10 ebuneiating the prineiples of

[ASSEMBLY.)

a  Bill fully con-idered so recently. I
HOve-— :

That e Bill be now read a sveomd tite

HON. SIR JAMES MITOHELL (Nor-
tham) i5.2]: 1 eun yuite vnderstand that
the Bil must pus= through this House again
und go on to anotber place before it ean be
considered by another place, since we have
had the special session referred to by the
Minister. Almost every year we have passed
legislation and in the sueceeding session
have had to make amendments in it. We
had an instance of that just now in
the Bill to amend the Scaffolding Aet, which
certainly needs amendment. I should like
to ask whether the Minister for Justice has
cousidered this Biil carefully sinee it was
here last year,

The Minister for Junstice: Yes, and a
selecl eommittee of the House considered it.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At the
time, yes. Bui bave you considered it sinee
then?

The Minister for Justice: We have had
no experience whatever of the legislation
since then, and so I have not given it any
specin) eonsideration.,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do
not propose to delay the second reading,
but 1 think we ought to go through the
clauses in Committee again before passing
it on to another place. That, of course, can-
uot he done to-day. We put through a great
deal of lezislation with a desire to protect
people, hut for the most part we fail. We
make various Aects preseribing how people
shall sel)l their produce, always of course
with the intention of doing good, but I am
abvaid that in the majority of instances we
do little morve than harm. Ministers ought
to be very careful about putting up legis-
lation of this c¢lass.  llowever, I do
not wish to diseuss the Bill on the second
reading, It the Minister would agree to
take the Committee stage say, to-morrow, 1
would be content.

The Minister for Justice: Or it can be
left gver for a week if desired.

Hun, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Very
well; for my part 1 will allow the second
reading to go through.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,
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BILL—INDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE ACT
CONTINUANCE.

Necond Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
M. F. Troy-—Mt. Magnet) [5.6]: in mov-
ing the rerowl reading said: The parent Act
was introduced in 1915 for the purpose of
rendering assistance to such settlers as were
affected by the dronght of 1914, and in order
to meef the ~itnation as it argse from time
to time this measure has been continued
from year to year. The present Bill merelv
asks for an cextension of the Act for an-
other year. 'This legislation has been of
very greal ussistanee to settlers, and al-
though there have heen complaints regard-
ing the adiinisiration from time to time,
I think it +an he ~aild the Aet has been re-
sponsible for putting mauy settlers on their
feet, and that such failures as did occur
were not entirely the fanlt of the adminis-
tration. The assistance offered tu the set-
tler under this mewsnre is probably more
liberal than that given in any other couu-
try of the world. [n some respects the
settler has not reviprocated a~ he might have
done to encournce Parliament to extemd the
life of the Ael. However, it i~ still neces-
ary amd I do wor think the Ionse will re-
Luse the extension.

ITon. 8Bir James Mitchell: To protect the
securitivs, we must pass the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Still,
some dav the Aet must come to an end, The
total advances made nnder the Aet to the
st March, 1429, have heen ¢€12,619,100
18s. 7d. Tho-e fizures are truly remark-
ible. It shows to what extent the settlers
have heen assisied by the Government. Ad-
vances to settlers on the hoard for the year
anded  31st March, 1929, totalled £532,497
s, Bd. The value of the vrop reveipts from
the 1st December, 1928, to the 31st Julv,
1928, totalled €:326,960.

Mr. Latham: Le=s than
ranced.

The MINTSTKER FOR LANDS: Yes,
nuch less, but it is estimated that the value
»f the equity in the 1928-29 pool i5 £25,000,
naking the total value of the crop reeeipts
£351,960. The total value of the crop re-
wwipts for the whole of the 14 seasons, in-
luding equity in the 1928-29 pool, ete., is
£12,060,237.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Is that wheat
atone?

what vou ad-

411

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, for
tt meludes other produce to the value of
£13,9G2. It 13 practically all wheat. The
wheat production of the clients of the board
has totalled tn that time 45,500,633 busbels.

Mr. Lindsay : That is during 14 years.

The MINISTER FQOR LANDS: During
the term over which the Act has operated.
Clearances granted for the 12 months ended
Mith June, 1929, were 41; the total clear-
anves since the inception of the Aet have
bheen 1436, The settlers on the buard at
present arve as follows:—¥Vully assisted 379;
jarily assisted 35, stopped 466, funded 660,
or 2 ftutal of 1,560. The amount of in-
debiedness outstanding on the 31st March.
1929, was:— Assistedd and stopped settlers
1,021,026 funded uwoder instalment mort-
guge £689,950. The losses to date, includ-
ingg had debts and cancelled debts, total

€ind, 250, This includes cancelled debls
smonnting  to £78,226, and bad dehs
amounting o €3G3,196, or a total of

£431, 420, The only settlers on the board
now are in the nain ceturned soldiers. Tt
< peeessary that the JAet should be extende:d
in owder 1¢ carey on those settlers until thev
nutke good.

Al Lathan: At the eate at whieh yun
are going you aught not o have had to asw
for o centinnance of the Act ovar next year.

The JMINFSTER FOR LANINS: There
are some settlers still requiring ussistance,
O eourvsy there always are. All the same,
I think it desirable that as soon as possibie
the setflers should be able to work out their
own salvation. [ move--

Thut the Bill Le now rend o sceoud tine

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL {Nor-
tham) [3.12]: We must accept the Bill or
the securities will go. Under the Act there
.+ ne need to have a mortgage over the rrops
or the stock, which are secured by the Aci
itself. Year by year, of course, there is a
good numhber of farmers who complete their
nayments and are able to zo aleng without
farther assistance. As the Minister has said,
sooner or later the Aet must disappear. But
tor my part I think the Act is just as valu.
able as the Agrienltural Bank Aet jlself. Be-
cause we make no bones about putting on
the Jand men without woney, so of
eourse we must stand to them when they
need assistance. We have to support them
just as we did in 1914, the only time when
we really had a drought. So under the Ap-
ricultural Bank Aet we first advance to them
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money to enable them to hecome possessed
of s farm, and then we lave te advance
further money to carry them along. And it
is mueh more cheaply done under this Aect
than it eould be done under any other sys-
tem. It bas been suggested that the Agrienl-
tural Bank Aect and this Act shouid be amal-
gamated. 1 do not agres with that The
Agricultural Bank Act is used for the pur-
pose of enabling settlers to make farms,
whereas under this Aect the advances made
are seasonal and we are able to get back
from the block the mwounts advanced to the
farmer to put into the block in order to
carry him on over the year. As the Minister
ha« pointed out we have grown some 121}
willion pounds worth of produce by the as-
sistance of this Aet. By the growing of that
£12,000,000 worth of produce we have estab-
lished a great many farmers on the land,
and we have proteeted Agricultaral Bank
securities in the only way those seeurities
vould be protected, We have adopted the
nolicy of sending people without money on
the land. We waited for 80 years for peo-
ple to come here and grow food for us. but
at the end of 80 yenrs we were still buying
food from the Eastern States. By taking on
men without capital and without experience,
too, at the expiration of six vears—in 1916
—wve produced eight times as much wheat as
was needed to make flour for our own peo-
ple. We did that with the aid of men who
went on the land without money. But for
that Act many of those men naturally would
have had to leave their holdings after 1914,
when we had a bad season. So¢ the Act has
done a power of good not alone to the far-
mer—the man aetnally assisted by the Aet—
hut also to the whole of the people of the
State. Twelve millions worth of wealth is
no small amount for the men we have as-
gisted to produce, and the advantage to the
Treasury from the produection of that wealth
is of course far oreater than any possible
loss. Under this Act, in the early stages, we
paid land rents withont consulting the con-
ditional purchase lessees. and a great many
of those rents were on blocks that were in-
{ended to he forfeited. The resunlt was that
we oot the rents.

The Minister for Lands: A lot of those
neaple are very muoch behind in their rents.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T am re
fering to the early stages of 1915. Land
rents were paid for a great many people and
the land was not forfeited. In those days
rents were paid in that way on land on
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which the lessee bad no intention of settl-
ing.

The Alinister for Lands:
1o an extent now.

Mr. Latham:
board now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:  Yes,
hut only on land in occupation. Every ac-
vount is now a live account, but that was not
<0 in the early stages of the Act. That ac-
vount: for sume of the losses. I helieve that
4 total amount of something over a million
had been paid by the board to the Govern-
went up to 1924 by way of Jaud rents and
Agricultural DBank interest and to meet
various governmental charges, much of
which would have been lost but for the fact
that the board was established. I am aware
that some people desive that the board
should come to an end, bui I think the farm-
ers who have banked witl the board—some
of them had eonsiderable credits—have done
far better than those who went from the
board to other banks., TUnder the manage-
ment of the board they were supervised and
advised.

The Minister for Lands: And protected.

Heon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well, I
say supervised and advised. At one time
some of the clients liad consziderable eredits
with the board and were very pleased to
remain under the hoard because of the help
given them. It suited the eountry, not he-
eanse we got some money on which we paid
no interest, but beeanse the production was
greater where the advice of the inspectors
was carried to the farmers. I support the
second reading. A similar measure 1is
brought down each year and under it tha
operations of the board are continued. It
is necexsarv to don that once more.

They are paid

Land rents ure paid by the

MR. LATHAM (York) [3.14): I do not
intend to oppose the Bill, which we know is
one of the annual measures, but I wish to
point out that the tigures given hy the Min-
jster show that the advances are exeeeding
the returny. The probability is that inve-di-
gation is required to ascertain whether the
writing down of properties would hring
ahout a hetter state of affairs for the settlers
converned.  Many of the wettlers on the
bonrd to-day are on a class of country that
is most difficult to deal with. Very few of
the present elients of the board have first-
elass holdings<. Probably it would give the
people on the more ditlicult land greater
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hoart to persevere with their work if they
had an opportunity to make good in the
long run, I commend this aspect to the
attention of the Minister. Perhaps the Rural
Bank Bill will relieve us of the need for
passing a similar measure in future, but
until that Bill is brought before us, I shall
not make any further comments upon it.
I hope the Minister will look into the value
of the assets of properties against which
there are advances, because the fact that the
proceeds are not reaching the amount of
the advances 15 a serious matter. If neces-
sary we shontd face the loss now and allow
the seftlers to continue their work with
better heart than would otherwise be pos-
sible.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a -econd time.

In Committee.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL--PUBLIC BUILDINGS.
Second Reading.

TEE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A. MeCallum—South Fremantle} [5.24] in
moving the sccond reading said: This is a
Bill that might be called a Committee Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have to
tell ux all about it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It lends
itselt to discussion on the different clauses
rather than on the general principles. At
the moment we have a law administered by
the Health Department to control public
buildings, but it is so vague that it is un-
satisfactory to the people who have to do
business under it. A highly trained and
skilled man is required to pass the plans
anil specitications for the big buildings such
as the theatres and picture shows that have
been going up in the metropolis particularly.
Yet the work has been under the control of
the Health Department who have no archi-
tect on their staff. The Aet also is so in-
definite and wide in its powers that it ix
unfair to the Prineipal Architeet who, for
the last two years, has been administering
it. The Health Department have acted on
kis recommendations, but the powers are so
indefinite that the Principal Architect has
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they are in usccord with the views of Parlia-
ment or of the Government. On the other
hand, the existing legislation i» a big handi-
cap to architeets and builders who have to
submit plans to the department for decision.
The responsibilities are not definitely speci-
fied and, when drawing plans and specifiea-
tions, they have nothing in the shape of a
definite Act to guide them in the differeant
phases of their work. The Bill will make
the powers definite and enable the Principal
Architeet, who will be the officer charged
with its administration, as well as private
architects, to know the obligations and re-
guirements of the law.

Mr, Latham: Is it propoesed to repeal the
powers under the Health Act?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
and they will be exercised by the Works De-
partment under this weasure.  Western
Australia and South Australia are the only
two States of the Commonwealth in which
public buildings have not to be licensed. In
most parts of the world and in the other
States an annnal license is required for
buildings in order that they may be con-
trolled and made to comply with the law.
Members will sec by the schedule that the
fee we propuse to charge is only nominal,
but it will have the effect of giving the de-
partment power to refuse a license if the
law is not eomplied with. A license will not
be necessary for religious or educational
bodies. As in the case of the Scaffolding
Bill, it is not the desire of the Goverument
to make a prolit, but the fees are to be suffi-
cient to meet the expenses of administration.
With the development that has taken place
in recent years, and with the enormous
buildings that are being constructed, a
highly trained man is required to examine
plans and specifications, and there is a good
deal of technical matter to be determined.
It will readily he admitted that the first
concern of Parliament must be the safety
of the public. Thix Bill is mainly copied
from the New South Wales Act, which has
heen in force for approximately 20 years.
So early in the history of that State was it
found necessary to have legislation of this
kind. The fee at present charged under the
Henalth Act is 2s. for every hundred square
fect of floor, with a maximum of £3. That
has proved to be totally inadequate, because
some of the theatres built in the city have
cost the department £100 for the examina-
tion of their plans and specification-. The
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owner of the building bas reaped the benefit
of the difference at the expense of the tax-
payers. We have to keep a staff to examine
the plans and specitications, and yet we have
been able to churge only £5, whereas the
cost to the depurtment in some Instances
has exceeded £104.

Mr. Sampson: The fees are beavy for
country buildings.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Prineipal Architeet has looked into that as-
peet, and he =ays that sv far as he cun as-
certuin, the fee will not he more than £1.
[ repuat, that will be the highest fee charged
for any country hall.

Mr. Lindsay: But what about agricultural
halls?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tins
wensure will be administered in the sane
way as the Inspection of Seaffolding Act,
through the lueal architeet, A man will not
be sent fioin Perth to make the inspection;
it will be done by the district officers.

Mr. Latham: What about sneh places as
York, Northam or Bruee Rock.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
district officer visits those towns in the ordi-
nary cvirse of his duties. For example, we
have un architect stationed at Bruce Rock,
apd hix distriet is defined. As he travels
through the various towns once a year, be
will have the opportunity to inspeet or in-
ve-tizate under this measure in the same
way as he now does under the Imspection
of Secaifolding Aet.

Mr. Sampson: The Bill looks like a
money-making stunt.

The MINISTER FOR  WORKS:
The Government arve financially han-
dieapped  in the c¢ity to the extent

have steted. and at the precent time it
is n meney-losing stunt, one which the tax-
payers have to put wp with for the benetit
of the proprictors of those bwildings. Is
it rensonable that private persons should be
benefitcd by taxpayers’ money to that ex-
tent? The Government are not looking to
make money ont of thy Bill. They wmerely
ask that expenses should be covered. Up
to the present the taxpayers have had to
carry the buarden for the henetit of the
owners of these public huildings.

Mr. Lindsay: Do not the wspectors al-
ready inspect public buildings?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
hat, as | have explsined, the powers at pre-
sentl. are so absolutely undefined and vague
that the pusition is most unsatisfaetory. In
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the cuse of plans and specifications such
as those for the large theatres recently
erected i1n Perth, the architects do not know
what their limits are, Sueh plans and spe-
cifications are submitted to the Prineipal
Architeet, and he has such wide discretion
that he can impuse practically any condi-
tions. The position is unsatisfaclory from
the Prineipal Avchitect's point of view, and
also from that of the private architects.
Therefore the Government are asking Par-
liament to set up standard conditions for
public safety. What one man may con-
sider a standard of safety, others may not
regarl as such.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: It is a question
ot strength of materials,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
There have been some strenuous argnments
between the Prineipal Architect and pri-
vate architeets as to what really is required.
A great deal of controversy has taken place.
The Bill provides control for the purposes
of public safety over the design of build-
ings, the strength of ecolumns, the loading
of fluors and walls, and the means of mech-
anical ventilation. Vast, complicated elee-
trical appliances have been installed re-
cently, and these will have to be passed.
There will also be control over wall strue-
tures, esvape passages, stalrways and so
forth. I do not think it can be denied that
sueh supervision is necessary for paublie
safetv. All the Bill asks in this respeci
is that a definite control shall be set up.
The Bill further sctx out that all existing
huildings must be wade to comply with its
provisions. There is no oecasion to anti-
cipate, however, that requisitions will be
w-ned  immediately for such buildings to
comply with the Act i at present they do
not vinne up to the standard here propozed;
hut provision i made for the Minister (o
issue 2 temporary license for the use of
the building pending its being brought
up to standard. Hon. members will
recollect that when the Licensing Act
Amendment Act was passed a similar provi-
sion was inserted, setting up e standard
for botels. whirh were allowed o period to
alter their structure so as to bring it up
to standard. The matter is far more im-
portant where people congregate in hand-
reds or even thousands, as in picture shows
and theatres, Obviously, econtrol is far
more important there. T suppose that for
every 1it persons who go into a hotel ar
one lime, 110 ro into these plages.
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Mr. Panton: More,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Control
is more essentinl here than in the case of
licensed premises. The theatres and halls
that have been erected during the past two
vears or so will eomply with the standard
proposed by the Bill, having been brought
up to that standard through the contrel of
the Principal Architeet. Up to within the
past eouple of years there has been prae-
tically no control, owing to the vagueness of
the existing Act. The work was done by
men who had not the training and know-
ledge necessary for dealing with such build-
ings. In the schedule halls are grouped aec-
eording to the use for which they are de-
signed, and also acecording to the mumber
of people they will acecommodate. License
fves are fixed on that basis, I do not think
it can be contended that any of these fees
are high. The fees for licensing are really
nominal, just covering cost. Western Aus-
tralin and South Australia are the only
Australian States that do not issue these
licenses., In most other parts of the world
buitdings of the kind are licensed. The
Bill iz one that lends itself to diseussion
in Committee. Practically each clause de-
mands explanation separafely. The case is
really one of arguing out the various pro-
visions ax we go along, 1 wove—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

On motion by Mr, Sampson, debate ad-
Jjourned,

BILL—DIVORCE ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
1. Willeock—Geraldton) [5.40] in mov-
ing the second reading said: This is a
~mall measure whirh proposes two distinet
amendinents in the existing Act.

Hon. 8Sir James Mitehell: It is a very
hig subject, and yvou had better let us know
all about the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICK: Ishall
do so. [ did not know the hon. member
was so keenly interested in it. At pre-
sent, where the man is the person who has
committed the matrimonial offence which
leads to divoree, the judge may make am
order for alimony.  That applies also to
divorce for desertion or other cause, The
judge then makes an order for alimony
against the man. Now, the existing Aect
contains a provision that if the cireum-
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stauces of the man change and he becomes
much worse off than he was at the time
the vrder wus made, that order may be re-
vised; that is to say, vedoeed. 1t is re-
duced to correspond with the man’s altered
pecuniary circumstances.  On the other
band, it may be that a man who was not
in good tinaneial eircamstances at the time
the divorce was granted and the orvder for
alimony made—the sharer of his joys and
sorrows being granted a miserable pound
a week—experiences a considerable change
for the better. ln that state of things it
is not competent for the court to revise
the order by increasing the alimony. The
Bill propuses to conter the necessary power
on the court. Under it the judge will have
power to grant a larger amount of alimony.

Mr. Latham: Tt means that changes of
domicile will result.

The MINISTER ¥OR JUSTICE: No.

Mr. Latham: 1 think so.

The MINLSTER FOR JUSTICE: That
i8 a inatter for another amendinent. but
even it the Bill should have that effect--

Mr. Latham: Men will evade the liability
by changing their domiciles,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If a
man who has a definite legal obligation in
this State desives to change his domieile,
security may be reiuirved from him that
he witl continue to honoir that obligation
in the vvent of his leaving Western Aus-
tralia. The chunge proposed represenis
what is now the law in the LUnited King-
dom. ! consider the change necessaey in the
interests of persons who have suffered De-
cause of the defeet in the existing law.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Is it not the
law now?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No.
Lf a man’s finanecial eiveamstances worsen,
he ean apply to the court for veduction of
the amount of alimony ordered. but il' his
cireumstances better even considerably, the
wife canpot at present apply te the court
to have her alimony increansed. At present
therae is no power for a court to grant an
inecrease,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
made law.

Tke MINISTER FOR JUSTIOE: Yes
and it differs from the law existing in
(ireat Britain. 1 de not think hon. mem-
bers will have mueh objection to assimilat-
inr our law to the British law in that re-
spect.  The second provi<iem is that il a

It is a man-
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husband who has deserted his wife for fve
vears—which is the statutory time for de-
rertion as a ground for divoree—has in the
interim left the State, he will be deemed
tn be domiviled in the State for the pur-
jroses of the divorce proceedings. The
Judues of the Supreme Couwrt have com-
mented upon this seetion, and whilst they
have granted divorces they consider that
the law is not very explicit. Now we pro-
po=e to make the position perfectly elear.
Ags the Jaw stands a woman may obtain
a divoree beeause her husband has left her,
but there is some douht as to whether the
divoree is strietly legal. Onece a man ha.
left the State it is doubtful whether the
conrts of Western Australia have any juris-
dictiony, whether he can properly be sued
for divorce. A woman may have lived the
whole of her life in Western Australia but
because her husband is domiciled in an-
other part of the world she is not able Lo
secure relief unless she goes to that coun-
try to prove that he has deserted her. The
propesal now is that the deserting husband
shall retain his Western Australian domi-
cile notwithstanding that he may bhave left
the State.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
nmind any particular case?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: XNo,
but the judges have commented on this
section and in order to make the matter
quite clear it is proposed to amend the
Aect in the direction I have suggested. The
Aet was introdnced by a private member
and would have been drafted in the way it
is now sought to be amended had the Par-
liamentary draftsman dealt with it in the
first place. 1 do not think the Bill will
meet with any opposition in this House. [
move—

Have you in

That the Bill now be read 2 second time.

On motion by My. Davy debate ad-
journed.

BILL--AGRICULTURAL LANDS FPUR-
OHASE ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Dehate resumed from the 15th Angust.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [3.50]: This is a somewhat ununsual
proposal which is limited to group seftlers
who are on re-purchased estates. It is in-

[ASSEMBLY.]

tended that the properties shall be granted
as homestead farms to certain group set-
tlers. I have looked through the report of
the Valuation Board carefully and 1 noticed
that they deal with this subjeet. I think
they say they included the land at cost in
the amount they have set against each
holding., The Minister has explained thai
the (iroup Settlement Board consider this
should be done. That Leing the case they
would veduce the capitalisation by the
amount eharged tor the land. I do not m-
tend to offer any ohjection to the Bill but
before going into committee we should
have an opportunity to look at the 1eport
to make sure that we are carrving out the
wishes of the board.

The Minister for Lands:
matter with the Board.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T wish
vou would look at the final paragraplh. In
any ease there is no need to go on with
the Bill this afternoon, and deferring it
for 21 hours will not make any difference.

I discussed the

Question put and passed.

111l read a second time.

BILL--MAIN ROADS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resimed from the 15th Angust.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [553]: This Bill as it apples 1o
local amthorities is very complicated and
difticult. The House <should he eaveful Le-
fore passing it into law. The proposal does
more than deal with main roads that ave af-
fected by the Federal grant. The Main
Roads Act covers all roads huilt by the State

in conjunction with the Commonwealth
and from State Iunds alone, Tt is
an  important g neasure and we should

study it carvefully, otherwise we may pile
upon the local authorities a load that will be
dificult for them to carry, not altozetber
in the way of coniributions or share of cost
of making roads, but also in connection with
the maintenance of roads.

The Minister for Railways: That is what
they have found out,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A road
may be badly made and the upkeep may be
far heavier than the interest on the anwunt
spent in the construction. We all wish for
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hetter roads, but we know there is a limit be-
vond which we eannot go, and when we im-
pose a burden on a local authority we know
that they must carry it. There was a time
when landowners maintained roads, but those
were the days of slow moving traffic
and it was not so difficult then to maintain
roads as is the case to-day. At the pre-
sent time there are 45,000 motor vehicles be-
ing used on our roads and the pesition has
entirely changed. More than one half of the
motor vehicles are owned in the ¢ity of Perth
amd they go far afield, some even to the
north-west, many to Geraldlon and many
to Albany. Many are constantly on the
road well away from the metropolitan area
cometimes doing work of State-wide in-
fluence, but very often doing wurk of no im-
portance at all

The Minister tor Railwayvs: There are
some Interstate cars knocking around, too.

Nz, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Than God
there ave some people coming over with their
cars to settle in this State! I would not
mind mainteining the roads for them be-
cause they hecome good citizens. There is
no Western Awnstralian who bas not held
vut the hand of weleome to the man from
the East; it is the man from the East who
does not want nwore from the East, 1t is a
tact, huwever, thai the whole situation in re-
gard to roads has changed. Whereas it was
possible in vears gone by for the local an-
thorities to maintain roads at very little cost,
they can no longer do that. Take the
Wandering distriet whieh is a2 good way
from Perth. The loeal authorities there were
able to maintain their roads, but at the pre-
sent time there is a great deal of traffie
throngh the Wandering territory and very
iiftle indeed of it belongs to the distriet.
Can we expect the Wandering authorities to
naintain their roads? We must be careful
‘hat we do not attempt the impossible when
we ask the local authorities to pay. We must
leave with the road boards suffieient of the
‘ax collected to maintain feeder roads—we
call them developmental roads, roads not
12ed by the peneral publie, but which lead to
rnilway sidings. I do not know whether in
he case of a river bridge or erossing, the
oeal authority would be responsible for
naintenance.

The Minister for Works: The custom for
many vears has been for the department
to build bridges, and the local suthorities
to maintain them.
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Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Bridges
in the past have largely been the respons-
ibility of the Government.

The Mipister for Works: No. The Gov-
ernment have built them and the local au-
thorities have maintained them. That has
been the position for many years.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Government have maintained them during
the early stages,

The Minister for Works: When it comes
to a question of reeonstruetion, the Gov-
ernment do the work.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes.
Under the Bili the reconstruction work,
wounld, so far as I can see, be done by
the local authorities. The Minister or the
Main Roads Board could, and no doubt
would require that the local authorities
should maintain the roads. Because of thak
we must be careful. We know that we re-
ceive from the Commonwealth £1 and that
we add 155, fo every pound. The ve-
sources ¢of the State cannot be compared
with those ¢f the Commonwesalth. Our 15s.
is borrowed, and one-half of the respons-
ibility is earried by the loeal authorities.
Many protests have been made against the
method of applying the portion of the in-
terest bill that belongs to the local author-
ities, As liwe gues on the prolesls will be-
come louder, and the bill to be footed by
the local anthority will become greater. llach
year we are spending on roads about
£680,000 including onr own confributions.
The Minister said that this year we shall
spend £1,250000, Apparently four-sevenths
of this will come from the Federal
Government, and three-sevenths will be
provided by the State and will have
will be provided by the State and will have
to be borrowed. In view of the decision of
the Loan Couneil it may be difficalt for the
Treasurer to find the money during the cur-
rent year. So far as main roads are con-
cerned the position may be all right, but
developmental ronds and other classes of
roads will become a responsibility for the
local aunthorities. Every time we amend the
Act we increase the control exercised by the
Main Roads Board over local authorities.
Every time we pass an Act requiring pay-
ments to be made, we should be very defin-
ite. There must be no lack of understand-
ing in the matter. The Minister says some
points require to he cleared up. In clear-
ing them up we do not want to impose fur-
ther burdens mwpon people. The Minigter
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said be bad consulted the local authorities
before introducing this new method of eon-
tribution towards the cost of road construe-
tion. I think he said they had sgreed to
change over.

Mr. Lindsay: The executive agreed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He said
the representatives of the local authorities
bad agreed to the change-over. I am not
able to determine which method would be
more advantageous to the loecal authorities.
1 can understand that if the present ar-
rangement bencfits the Main Roads Board,
it would be of & disadvantege to the local
authorities. We want them to have a bet-
ter deal than they have had in the past.
We are not entitled to perpetuate any in-
justice. [ have received a letfer from the
Town Clerk of Northam asking me to state
that the Minister was misinformed when
he suggested that the loeal anthorities had
agreed to the change-over.

The Minister for Works: I said their exe-
cutive had agrecd, and I have a letter say-
ing that they agreed unanimously.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I know
what the Minister said, but the loeal aunthor-
ities are not all in accord.

The Minister for Works: I was not opti-
mistic enough to think they were.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister said they were unanimous.

The Minister for Works: I said the exe-
cutive were unanimous.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
been asked to see that some consideration
is given to the matter before the Bill is
passed. It would be better, even if we had
the money to spend on road construetion
that the work done by the Government
should be made a responsibility of the peo-
ple of the State, and that i should not be
charged up to only a few of them.

The Minister for Works: Some people
never use the main roads.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
may be so, and some are taxpayers in the
conntry districts,

The Minister for Works: All this work
is done in the country, and many people in
the city do not go to the country,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Many
people in the eountry travel very little and
hardly ever use the roads, and yet they pay
an enormous amount for the right to travel
over them. In the old days when there was
very little traflie the situation was tolerated.
To-day the position is different. We have
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no right to impose burden: upon landowners
throughout the country. They are already
heavy enough. They will have to pay what
is fuir, but it i- not fair to ask them to
muintain main roads. It would be better
that the Government sheuld not only cou-
struct roads, but maintain them. The work
in connection with main roads is largely ex-
perimentel.  No one knows quite how to
huild roads that, eoming within our ability
to pay for them, will stand modern traflic.
We connot afferd to do as is done in the
United States, lay dewn thonsands of wile<
of’ concrete roads.  We arve still experiment-
inz,  We know that certain roads are not
standing up to the work as well as we ex-
preted.  In some cases earth roads are prov-
ing satislactory, and in other cases gravel
roads are unsatistactory. [f we are to get
the mileage that will afford conveniences to
our seattered population, we eannot lay
down roads casting £7,000 or £8,000 a mile,
We have to do the best we can and spread
the jooney over tremendous distances.
Maintenance is an important part of the
work, <o hnportant that the Main Road-
Bourd have given eonsideration te the ma-
elhinery they use for maintenance. Men ore
now engaped looking after lengths of road
and keeping them Gt for tratlie. That is
necessary it a road is to last for some time
without further expenditure on repairs.
What i< to bappen with locnl authorities,
whose resources are limited, if they are
enlled upon to maintain toads built in the
way | have suggested? The whole matter
necds investication. The lederal Govern-
ment bave treated us well. They have given
us # larger proportion of the grant than we
are entitled to on our population. At the
same time they have collected a petrol iax
to cover those contributions. The petrol tax,
1 understand, exceeded the £2,000,000
per anuum grant for roads last year
by £300,000. Our conditions are dif.
ferent, We have to borrow our share
of the money we spend, and we have an
annnal interest bill that is mounting up
every year. This bill has te be paid by the
people who have to maintain the roads. If
we take the maintenance over 20 years—the
pound contributed by the (ommonwealth
and the 15s. paid by the State—we will find
that the State is paying far more than the
Commonwealth. It is impossible for the
country people to contribute the money re-
quired. In the city there i~ a small mileage
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of road to a large population. In the coun-
try districts there are many miles of roads
but comparatively few people. The Bill
ought to he refeired to a select committee,
and 1 hope the Minister will agree to that
course being taken. I fear that otherwise
we shall drift into a still greater tangle. We
have done much to improve our roads by
spending a great deal of money, and 1
herdly think we conld have done better. 8o
fur, we are only pioneering. I could point
to expenditure that ought not to have been
incurred, but 1 believe it was partly due to
the Federal system. 1 have made inguiries,
and learned that in eertain cases we could
uot get the Federal grant unless we had
the work done in the Commonwealth way.
This has led to a certain amount of waste
of Federal money. Grades in a road do not
matter so much in these days of motor
vehicles. It will be easy to drift into a
tangle out of which it may he dillicult to
tind a way. T have read thut the Minister
iz in favour of applying a petrol fax in lieu
of license fees. That would be & fairer basis.
If we imposed a petro) tax on top of the
Feideral tax, and at the same time charged
license fees, I do not knew where we should
land ourselves.

The Minister for Works: The idea was
that the tax should take the place of the
license fees.

Hon. Sir JAMES MIT(CHELL: At the
present time we have a Federal petrol tax
plus a license fee. The license fees amount
to £250,000 a year, which represents a fur-
ther tax upon the people of the State,

Nilting suspended from 615 to .50 pom.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
not much more to say. Prior to the tea
adjournment, T was pointing out that license
fees and other imposts in conneetion with
the motor business total abount £250,000 a
year. The Minister reminded me that the
license fees for drivers are collected by the
Police Department, The point is that these
fees tax the people and abrorh money that
might otherwise be used to provide employ-
ment. I do mot think we really realise the
disadvantages of taxation, no matter how
ar where it is applied. It may be that mo-
tors are taxed because they are regarded
as a laxury, but the fact remains that the
bmpost is a tax and aceounts for money
that eould better be used in some other
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direction. So it is with hospital collections
and other payments of a similar deserip-
tion. They all are in the nature of taxa-
tion and affect trade. Of that there ean be
no doubt. Regarding the motor business,
there is the tax to which I have referred in
addition to running costs. I believe it costs
as mueh to buy all the motor cars in use,
together with the necessary tyres, petrol
end accessories as it takes to run our rail-
ways, Although motor cars are used for
the purpose of deing a great deal of use-
tul work, it eannot be argued that the mo-
tors dv anything like the weork that is ae-
complished by our railways. It would sur-
prise most people to know thal there is
invested in motor cars more than half the
moncy we have spent upon the provision of
our railways and rolling stoek.

Mr. Panton: And nearly all the money
spent on motor cars goes out of the country.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. It
is doubtful whether Australia will be able
tv manufacture motor ears for a long time,
because our population is so small that we
cannol expect to manufacture a variety of
ears in competition with the rest of the
world. The position is that the Minister
desires to huve the Bill passed. When such
legislation is introdueed, it is to a certain
extent experimental and will require amend-
ment from time to time. The Minister has
indicated that he desires to prevent members
of Parliament from attending deputations
that wait on members of the Main Roads
Board. I agree with that, but I would re-
mind him that members of Parliament have
a perfect right to approach the board, and
that right showld not be taken away from
them any more than it is taken away from
themn with regard to the Commissioner of
Railways. The Minister reminded us that
the Main Roads Board act under the pro-
visions of a statute and are concerned with
the Minister only when it is necessary to
gt bis approval for the expenditure of more
than £1,000 upon a contract. T have befors
me a long list of contracts hardly one of
whick reaches £1,000, and in connection with
all of which the departmental estimate has
been considerably above that of the sue-
cexsful tenderer. 1 hone the Minister will
agree to refer the Bill to a seleet commit-
tea. The deliberations before that body
need not take Jong and would give the
motor people an opportunity to be heard.
Then, again, I would like to know if the
Minister intends to appoint a third member
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of the Main Roads Roard, as required by
the Act, owing to tbe unfortunate death of
Mr. Anketell. Since his death the work has
been carried on by two members only,

Mr. Sleeman: We have only a splinter
of a board left now! The real board has
gone.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Mr. Tin-
dale is a good engineer and Mr. Dibdin,
I suppose, is good in his branech of the
work. I think the third member should be
appointed. 1 cannot see bow one senior
engineer can possibly overlook all the work
that is going on throughout the State. I
hope the Minister will agree to the select
committee, and if he will say so, it will
probably save a good deal of time at the
second reading stage.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [7.33]: 1 agree
that the Main Roads Board have done, and
are doing good work. The money that they
spend in eonneetion with roads is provided
by the Commonwealth and Staie Goverp-
ments from expenditure under Aects relat-
ing to this work. There is no doubt that
the productivity of the Commonwealth us
a whole has been largely increased by what
has been done in conneetion with our main
roads. In Western Australia we have good
cause to thank the Main Roads Board be-
cause ol the operations earried out so far.
There are phases in eonnection with the
financial side of the Bill now before the
House that should receive careful eonsid-
eration and in some instances should not
have the support of hon. members. For in-
stance, there is a provision under which
the Minister proposes to take 25 per ecent.
of the gross amount recetved by the local
boards from traflic fees. That money is
to be paid into a frust fund and is to be
used for the purpose of construction and
maintenance of main roads. The determina-
tion of what is a main road may easily
provoke much eontroversy. According to the
Aet, a main roar is sme that has been pro-
claimed as surhk, has been taken over by
the board, and work on which is to be done
at the expense of the Main Hoads Boeard.
That is very satisfactory so far as those
districts are concerned thvouzh whieh a
main road passes. There are distriets that
have major roads running through them,
and [ believe those roads can fairly be re-
vardel] &s main roads. FExamples can be
given of road heard distriets that, despile
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the fact that they will be called upon to
pay 23 per cent. of the gross proceeds from
their tratfic license fees, will nevertheless
receive no dirvect benefit from expenditure
by the Main Roads Board because tliere is
no main road proclaimed as such in their
distriet. In such instances it can easily be
understood that there will be dissatisfac-
tion. The Darling Range Road Board dis-
trict may be cited. There is one road
through the district that has been classed
by the Main ltoads Board as a develop-
wental road, That road is but one of sev-
eral that Jead into the ranges. There is an-
other road that might also be regarded as
a main road, but neither it nor the other
road | have referred to specifically is so re-
garded. The position is wnsatisfactory fromn
the standpoint that local authorities will
be called upon to pay out tu the Govern-
ment each month a sum representing 23 per
cent, of the traffic fees received during that
period. 1t is significant to note the as-
tuteness and business acumen of the Gov-
ernment in deciding that returns ave to he
made monthly. There is no generoun~ con-
sideration in the direction of permitting the
local authorities to retain the use of that
money tor any peried; it has to he paid
over forthwith, If time and circwinstaneces
justitied it, I could draw a contrast be-
tween the attitude of the (tovernment in re-
spect of monthly payments where the Gov-
ernment are to be the recipients of the
amount paid, and that adopted when the
Guvernment receive money and sometimes
retain it for mueh longer than a wonth
before paying it over. From the stand-
point of consideration tu the local aumth-
vrities, in whose district there is no de-
clared main road, the invidence of the Bill
will prove disastrous, or at least will be
productive of wuch anxiety. .\ local auth-
ority with a limited revenne, when called
upon to pay over 23 per cent. of their
license fees, will he placed in such a posi-
tion that both minor and major reads
throughout the districts will have to suffer
considerallly. There are places where so-
called maiu roads do not confer any direct
henelit upon the districts through which
they are constructed. While it may be said
that evervone uses main roads at times, it
van be said with cqual truth that the main
responsibility  of local authorities is to
provide feeder roads to the railways
and to main developmental roads. The
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latter type of roads having been construeted
by the Main Roads board, maintepance must
be carried out solely by the local authori-
ties, and no consideration is to be given
to those bodies with regard to their tralfic
fees. Tt would require a good deal of
eareful analysis to decide the real distine-
tion between developmental and main
roads. Take as an example the Welshpool-
road that leads off from what is regarded
a5 a main road to the hills, aeross the
railway line at Kalamunda and on ulti-
mately to join the York-road at Mundaring.
I submit it could be argued that that road
is 2 main road and should receive some
consideration in respect of the funds that
the Main Roads Board will receive from
the loeal authorities to the extent of 295
per cent. of their gross traffie lees.
Again, there is the collection of fees from
motor charabancs that run into the city
on u route initiated in the country. The
sbarge of 30s. per seat becomes & paymeut
due to the Main Roads Board through the
Traffic Department.

The Minister for Works: The Main Roads
Board do not get a penny of it; it goes back
to the local authorities, every sixpence of it,
axeept the cost of eollection.

Mr., SAMPSON: If the loenl anfhority is
not in the metropolitan area, il receives no
portion of that amount at all. The whole of
the charge of 30s. per seat goes to the traffie
pool and is distributed by the Minister
thronghout the metropolitan area.

The Ainister for Works: You said just
rrw it went to the Main Roads Board.

Mr. SAMPSOX: And thal notwithstand-
ing that the ronte originates in a district
outside the metropolitan area.

The Minister for Works: How can yom
say at which end the route originates?

Mr. SAMPROX: Of course it origin-
ates in the country and eomes to ’erth, and
retnrns again to its point of origin.

The Minister for Works: Oh, does it?

Mr. SAMPSOX: The Minister may say
that if Perlh were not in existence there
would be no charabancs running over these
routes.

The Minister for Works: Well you would
hardy run a charabane from Kalamunda.

Mr. SAMPSON: 1If people desired to
travel from Kalamunda to Karragullen and
across to .Armadale, the charubanes wonld
yun. The point is that this charge of 30s.
per seat is pavable to the metropolitan traffic
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pool, and although the route originates out-
side the metropolitan area, not one penny
of the amount is returned outside the metro-
politan area. 1 suppose thai nine-tenths of
the distance, and in many ecases more than
that, lies outside the metropolitan avea.
The Minister for Works: There is not
one route, nine-tenths of the distance of
which lies outside the metropolitan area.
My. SAMPSON: Take the motor chara-
bane running from Bruce Rock to Perth.
The Minister for Works: There is none.
Mr, SAMPSON: Well if a charabane
were running over that route.
The Minister for Works:
would not agree to it
Mr. SAMPSON: But surely the Minister
would not object to a charabane running
along that route on days when the train does
not run. I could scarcely understand the
Minister refusing such a request, if it were
to be made. I am sure he would take a
reasonable and proper view of such a re-
quest. I say again that the local authori-
ties, particularly where there is mno
main road running through their dis-
trict, cannot afford to pay over no
less than 25 per cent. of the traffic fees
eollected. If a main road did run through
their district, they would have the adwant-
age of using that road without the pavment
of any additional sum of money. It is anom-
alous that, where there is no main road, the
amount payable to the Main Road Board
tfund should be the same as if the district
were traversed by a main road running
through its full extent. So I say this meas-
ure requires further concideration. TIn the
absence of such consideration the road
hnards are being treated differentially, and
the problem of rond maintenanee is heyond
their power. I hope that in Committee an
amendment will be accepted which will give
congideration to those boards that have not
a main road running through their distriets,
?ut have to find 256 per cent. of the {raffic
ees,

Mr. LINDSAY: T move—
That the dehate be adjonrned.

The Minister

Motion put and negatived.

MR. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [7.50]: I did
not wish to speak on the Bill to-night, he-
eanse my throat is too bad. Moreover, I
have not had sunfficient time to secure the
necessary information to deal with this snb-
jeet as T should do.
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Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: On a
puint of explanation, May I suggest to the
Minister that he allow the debate to be ad-
journed rather than force the hon. member
to speak zpon the Bill now?

The Minister for Works: Well, I wanted
to see some progress made.

{)n motion by Mr. C. P, Wansbrough, de-
hate adjourned.

BILL—STAMP ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resmned from the 15th Augnst.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [7.62]: I do not propose to offer
any objection to the Bill. We have from
year to year passed a Bill continuing the
Aet, but the time is coming when we bhall
have to consider the amount of tazation
imposed under our varions laws and to
reduce tazation very considerably in someo
directions. This, possibly, is not one of the
directions that will benefit the community
generally, bot it throws an additional bur-
den uwpon those who sell or buy freehold
iproperty. We have considered such a Bil
vear after year for many years past, and [
suppoxe we shall continue to do so for some
vears fo come, unless indeed the financial
position of the State improves considerably.
8o [ do not proposed to offer any ohjection
to the Bill

Question puc and passed,

Bill rend a second time.

fa Committee, ete.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the veport adopted.

BILL—WATER BOARDS ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading.
Itebate resumed from the 15th August.

HON SIR JAMES MITCHELL ({XNor-
tham) [7.57]: This is one of the so-called
stia)l measures brought down by iy friend,
the Minister for Agricultural Water Sup-
plies. T do not know anyone else who has
introdueed ruite so many small mensures
dealing with important matters, measures
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thut reguire very careful examination at
the hands of members, and nearly &ll of
which are very far-reaching in their effects,
particularly in respect of taxation. There
is asviething novel in this proposal of the
hon, gentleman, and 1 commend the Bill te
the earnest consideration of the Premier.
If he can get all his Ministers to alter their
legislation to agree with this proposal, then
whenever he feels he is likely to have =2
deficit he can hark back over the year, or
even over several years, and increase rates
and taxes all round. Under this Bill, not-
withstanding that under the Water Boards
Act the limit of taxation is a rate of one
shilling, if a rate of 2s, in the pound has
been struck for the year, a further rate, a
supplementary rate, may be struck on some
subsequent date. And not necessarily shall
it be a date in the same year. For instance,
if the rate for 1930 is found in 1935 to have
heen insuflicient, the rate in 1930 and in
each of the suceceding vears mayv in 1933
be inerveased over the whole of the years
where the revenue has been insufficient to
meet a1} the Minister’s requirements,

Mr. Lathamm: It can date back to 1928

The Minister for Agricultural Water Sup-
plies: That is not so; you have not read
the Bill,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELT,: That ja
the usnal reply we get from the Minister
I{e ulways says, “Yon have not read the
Bill.” Tlen generally he adds, “T am going
to have it.” He has provided that this Bill
shall he retrospective. He says the water
hoards are to have power—and he himself
in sotwe eases is the water board—to date
back the additional assessments to the lst
November, 1928. Did someone pat in those
words without the Minister's knowledge?

The Minister for Agricultural Water
Supplies: They were put in under my in-
structions.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then
the Minister could not have understood the
meaning of the words if he says they have
not retroapective effect.

The Minister for Agrienltarnl Water
Supplies: T say they have retrospective
elfect.

Hon., 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister now withdraws the statement that
the Act would not be made retrospective.

The Minister for Agricultural Water
Supplies: You said that if the rate this
vear waus not -uflicient after striking a sap-
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plemental rate, the board in 1931 could make
up the deficiency for this year,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes.

The Minister for Agricultural Water
Supplies: That is not so,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I assert
that it is so. Why has the Minjster pro-
vided that the amendment of the seefion
shall have effect from the 1st day of No-
vember, 1928, if he only wishes to provide
tax for the present year?

The Minister for Agrieultural Water
Supplies: You introduced similar legisla-
tion in 1920.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The
Minister's retort, in effect, is that you did
likewise. That is whal the school girl said.
It is a satisfactory answer when the Min-
ister follows a good example, but it is highly
unsatisfactory to have it go out fo the pub-
lic that we did something not quite right
end in a limited way. The Minister says
that we imposed a tax of a halfpenny or
something of the kind and now he will make
it a shilling.

Mr. Sampson: No, 3s.

The Minister for Agricultnral Water
Supplies: You did it repeatedly, so we have
precedent for the prineiple.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I should
be very sorry if any precedent could be
found for the legislation introduced by the
Minister.

The Minister for Agricultural Water
Supplies: [ will give you a whole list later
on.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I dare-
say the list will he edifying but it will not
be aceurate, of course, or anything like
accurate.

Mr. Panfon: That i unfair.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Just
imagine asking the House to agree that if
water boards—the Minister, in some cases—
fail to impose taxation that satisfies the
needs of the department, he may bhave the
right te impose a further taxz, always within
the limit of 2s. T cannot understand the
House if it agrees to such a proposal, and
I hope it wili not agree to make the legisla-
tion retrospective. Taxation is becoming a
serious burden on the people. I suppose
it has always been a burden, but it is now
heavier than ever before because we are
doing sdditional work. I repeat that these
taxes destroy cmployment and trade, eripple
industry and resolt in harm rather than
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good. We can pay far too mueh for a
whistle, even when it is a fairly good whistle,
and I am afraid that if the Minister has bis
way with the water boards, we shall be pay-
wg too much.

Mr. Sampson: [t destroys the last vestige
ol faith in the present Government.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We
shall be paying too mueh for servieces
rendered.  Doubtless Ministers have already
:iufe np their minds what they are goiug
to do il they get an opportunity. Mean-
while we are not going to pass this Bill it
I can preveni it. I hope imembers, particu-
larly those from the country, will oppose it.
The member for Albany should oppose it
and the member for Fremantle should objeet
lo taxation being increased by water boards
in the way now suggested. The Minister
proposes that the tax paid since 1928 shall
be increased as he desives. It would be en-
tirely wrong for the Flouse to agree to sueh
a proposal. '

MR. LATHAM (York) [8.3]: I intend
to oppose this sma]] Bill. The Minister said
it was designed to ratify something that had
been done at Wagin. If that is so, the
proper thing to do was to bring in a Bill
to vatify that particular act, and not put
sueh a blot as this on the statute-book. It
is one of the most atrocions things I have
ever read. I egree with the Leader of the
Opposition that if a rate were struck in
1935, it could be made retrospective to the
1st day of Novewmber, 1928. We shounld not
agree to legisiation of that kind.

The Minister for Agrieultural Water Sup-
plies: Do you suggest that legislation should
be introduced fo exeise a similar proyision
trom the Liand Drainage Act and the Road
Distriets Act?

Mr. LATHAM: I am not responsible for
any legislation that might have been passed
before I became a member of the Honse. I
shall never approve of any legislation hav-
ing retrospective effect because it is wrong
in prineiple, If money were reqmired to
msake good interest and ginking fund on
work under construetion, let the Minister
do as is done by the Works Department—
charge it up against the work. That has
been the usual practice and I do not see
why road boards or water boards should
be allowed to adopt another method. The
coneluding paragraph of Clause 2 is abse-
lutely awful, and I hope it will not become
law in its present form. The Minister was
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very ill-advised to introduce legislation of
this kind. I shall oppose it and all other
legislation having retrospective effect.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—
Ayes .. - .- .. 24
Noes .. .- .. .. 13

Majority for .. .. .. 11

AYxs.
Mr. Chegeon . Mr. Marshall
Mr. Clydesdale 1 Mr. McCallum
Mr. Colller Mr. Milllngton
Mr. Coverley | Mr. Mupste
My, Cowan ' Mr. Panton
Mr, Cunningham Mr. Rowe
Miss Holman Mr, Bleernan
Mr. Keoogeslly ! Mr. Troy
Mr. Kennedy AMr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. Lambert Mr., Willcock
Mr. Lamond Alr. Withers
Mr. Lutey Mr. Wilson
{Teller.)
Noss.
Mr. Aungels ' Sir James Mitchell
AMr. Brown . Mr. Richardson
Mr. Davy ' Mr. Sampaon
Mr. Latham {  Mr. J. H. 8mith
Mr. Lindsay Mr. C. P. Wansbrough
Mr. Maley Mr. North
Mr. Mann \ (Teller.}

(Juestion thus passed.

Bill read a sceond time.

In Commiitee.

Mr. Panton in the Cbhair; the Minister
for Agricultural Water Supplies in charge
of the Bill

Clause 1—Agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section 93:

Mr. LATHAM: I move an amendwment—

That the woerds ¢‘Such amesdment of the
said sacetion shall have effect from the 1st day
of November, 1928,’* he struek out,

It the amendment be accepted the Minister
will have all the power he requires to strike
a supplemental rate, and the retrospective
effect of the clause will be cut ouf.

Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result:—
Aves - - . .. 13
Noes .. - ..

Majority against . . 11
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AYES,

Mr. Aungels . Sir James Michell

Mr, Browa " Mr. Richardson °~

Mr. Davy I . Sampson

Mr. Latham . Mr. J. H. Bmith

Mr. Lindaay Mr. C. P. Wansbrough

Mr. Maley | Mr. North

Mr, Mann (Teller.)

Noas.

Mr, Chesson Mr. Lutey

Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Marshail

Mr, Collier Mr. McCallum

Mr. Corboy Mr. Mitlinglon

Mr, Cowerley Mr. Munsie

Mr. Cowan Mr. Rowe

Mr. Conningham Mr. Sleeman

Miss Holmanp Mr. Troy

Mr, Kenncally Mr. A. Wansbrough

Mr. Kennedy Mr. Willerck

Wir. Lambert Mr. Wilson

Mr. Lamond AMr. Withers
(Telier.)

Amendment thus neeativeq.

Mr. LATIIAM: May I move an amend-
went in e list Yine, Mr. Chairman !

Mr. CILATRALAN:
may not so back,

Noa, The hon, member

Clause put and passed.
Title—azreei to.

Bill repurted without amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILL—2ESERVES.
Second Feading.

THE MINISTER FOR. LANDS (Hon.
M. ¥. Troy-—Mt. Magnet) !5.19] in mov-
ing the wvecond reading said : This is
the usual wmeasure brought down every
session, dealing mainly  with portions of
elaxs “A rpegerves, which reserves cannot
he interfered with except by consent
ot DParliament. I have here lithos. deal-
ing  with the veserves in question, and
1 =hall lay those lithos on the Table for
the information of hon. members. It is
nof necessary for me to oceupy much time,
as the measure is one that can better be
dealt with i Committee. [t consists of
varions elaeses dealivee wiih vequests from
loea! hadies v cortain powers. The Wyn-
dhum Woad Board heve hod gveat ditifenlty
in Joeatipe g suifable <ite for o comatery.
Virioo~ si.es have been tried, oat either
on aceount of the rocky natare of the
sround or distance fron. the town invelving
heavy ecost of burials. thuse «ites have
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moved unsuitable. The board have now
selected portion of what ts known as Cam-
bridge .Park, which is a class ‘*A’’ reserve
for park lands and recreation. This re-
scrve is bordered red on lithe No. 1, the
portion whieh has heen selected for a cem-
etery site being coloured blue. The posi-
tion is so aente that the board have ex-
pressed a wish to be relieved of their re-
sponsibilities for further burials if they
cannot get this site. Departmental officers
have no objection to the granting of the
site, but as it is a class ‘* A’ reserve Par-
linmentary sanction is necessary. The
Narembeen Gireater Sports Ground Associ-
ation have requested that the present
schoel gite at Narembeen, bordered red on
litho No. 2, be granted to the association
in exchange for other land, bordered blue
on the litho, with the exception of the por-
tion coloured oreem, which it is desired to
relain tor teachers’ quarters. The associa-
tion have agreed to remove the school at
present existing on the reserve and re-erect
it to the satisfaction of the Government on
the site hordered blue, the removal and re-
erection to be free of cost to the Government.
The Education Department have agreed to
the proposal provided no expense is in-
volved, The present schoo! site was dona-
ted to the Government by Messrs Connolly
and Hale, who have agreed to this ex-
change, which is evidently in the interests
of the district, as the present site is on one
of the low-lying portions of the town. The
small reserve eoloured red on litho No. 3
is at Inglewood, and has been set apart as
a class ‘A’ reserve for reereation. The
Perth Road Board desire this ground te be
set apart exclusively for a ehildren's play-
ground, and wish that adults be pro-
hibited from entering the area. That has
heen agreed to, and Parliament is asked to
eive effect to the decision. For 20 years the
site coloured blue on litho No. 4 has been
used by the Sounthern Cross Road Board
for a pound. The board have only lately
realised that this is part of » class “A”
reserve set apart for recreation. The board
have to impound a great many stray cattle,
and the removal of the pound would cause
expense. Accordingly it is asked that the
area of the pound be excised from the re-
serve. The Crown grant of Mandiga loi
24 is held by trustees in trust for the pur-
pose of an agrienltural hall site, Tt
is desired to transfer the area to
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the Mount Marshall Road Board, but
as the trustees have no power to surrender
the grant, it is necessary that Parliamentary
authority be obtainred for the surrender of
the trust, so that the land may bhe vested
in the Mt., Marshall Road Board, to which
proposal the irustees have agreed. For
some time the Claremont Road Board have
been endeavouring to create a reserve over a
large area of picturesque country at Swan-
bourne, portion of which is highly saitable
for reereation purposes; an oval has been
erected on it. The boundaries of the pro-
posed reserve are bordered blue on litho,
No. 6. Some time ago the Treasury granted
a loan to the board for the purpose of pur-
chasing the avea voloured green, which is
low-lying and not suitable for residential
purposes. This land will be surrendered to
the Crown, and included in reserve AT7804.
The Treasury now desire repayment of the
loan, but the board are unable to make
repayment; and it is proposed to grant the
aren coloured yellow to the board with
power to sell, so that they may refund
to the Treasury the amount of the loan. It
is anticipated that if this land is subdivided
and made available for sale, there will be
a fairly good demand for it. As this is por-
tion of class A" reserve No. AT804, Par-
liwmenlary sunclion is necessary for ils ex-
cision, and for its grant to the board with
power fo sell. The area coloured brown
is also portion of reserve AT7804, and it i3
desired that this area shall be granted to
the Education Endowment Trustees in exz-
change for portions held by them, as
marked “C” and “J” on the litho., the
former being required for inelusion in the
recreation ground, and the latter for the
widening of the street which would even-
tnally provide an approach to this land.
The inclusion in the reserve of the sanitary
site north of Hensman-street cannot of
course, be carried out until the question of
the removal of these sites has been de-
cided. That is all there is in the Bill, and
I shall lay the lithos. on the Table, As

« the measure affects districts represented by

various hon. members, I shall be glad of

their support for the passage of the meas-
ure. I move —

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. Sir James Mitehell,
debate adjourned.

House adjourncd at 825 p.m.



