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bers will see I have some rightin making the
remarks, when they study for 2 moment

' the history of the Bill 'in its passage

through another branch of the Legis-
lature. It was read a first time on the
24th July 1906, tbat is approximately
five moenths ago. It was read a second
time on the 20d of August 1906, some-
thing more than four months ago, and
the second reading was carried on the
21st August 1906, which is very nearly
four months ago. It has been in Com-
mitte since that date, so that the Bill, an
important measure which it is thought
necessary to debate and deliberate on in
another place for four months, is sent
down to this Chamber for our considera.
tion and deliberation when we are crowded
with work, and when we have, so far as
I can see, rnly two dayvs in which to con-
I think it is not fair treatmeot
of this Chamber in the least. So far as
the Bill goes, T have practically no ob-
jection to offer to it, and indeed I have
not had much time to give the Bill the con-
sideration which I think members will
agree it deserves. Wegot it onlylate last
night, and it is expected we should study

_ all the provisions in addition to studying
+ the provisions of other matters referred to

te, reported without amendment, the -

t adopted.
ad a third time, and passed.

BILL—MINES REGULATION.
SECOND BEADING.
sbate resumed from the previous

on. W. KINGSMILL (Metropolitan-
irban) : While it is not my intention
itiate any bostile action in regard to
Bill, still T cannot help expressing a
2 of great regret that a Bill which I
k members will agree is one of the
s important we have had this session,
1i in which to a great extent the wel-
and safety of those employed in the
g industry and also the success of
¢ who are controlling the mining in-
ry and employing miners to a great
nt depends, should have been brought
natsolatean hourin the sessivn. Mem-

by the Colonial Secretary, and give them
our deliberative attention so as fo vote
intelligently on them the next day. It is
ulmost too great a task for anyone to un-
dertake. There are certain provisions in
the Bill with regard to mines upon which

' we might have bad a little more explana-

tion. Members will see in the interpre-
tation clause the word “mine” means a
pluce within a mining district where any
operation for the purpose of obtaining
any metal or mineral has been or is heing
carried oo, or where the products of any
such place ure being treated or dealt with.
I do not see how that definition
could possibly have been wade wider;
that is to say, this Bill for the
inspection and regulation of mines will
apply practically to any place which
could, by any stretch of the imagination,
he suppaosed to be a place where metuls
or minerals are being won from the
earth. As the Leader of the House has
informed us, the regulations under this
Bill are to a great extent already in
type—the draft regulations.

THe CoLoWiaL SECRETARY: I can
give the hon. member a copy of them.
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Hown. W. KINGSMILL: T think it
would be just us well, when the Colonial
Secretary replies to the second-reading
speeches of members, to ioform us what
is the intention of the Government with
regard to restricting the operation of
the Bill. Members will agree with me
there are numerous places, nore especially
on the fields now developing, to which it
would be unjust and irksome to apply the
operation of the Bill; that I think goes
without saying if we do not wish to
unduly hamper its prosecution of pros-
pecting operations. I hope the Govern-
ment will take the most liberal view of
this aspect of the case und give it their
earnest consideration, considering also
with regard to prospectors, that they for
the most part are owners of their own
shows and do not employ very much
labour, and that this Bill is-intended par-
ticularly to protect the wages miner.
Taking all these things into considera-
tion, I hope the Government will be very
liberal in their application of the Bill,
which application of coursc they hare the
power to vary very comsiderably. The
same difficulty arises in this connection
with this Bill as with other Bills. It is
an exceedingly hard thing to bring down
one legislative measure which will meet
all the conditions of an extremely varying
industry. It has often been rewarked in
this Chamber and elsewhere that even in
the case of municipalities, roads boards,
and health boards, the same difficulty
exists. T am beginning to doubt whether
it is wise to endeavour to embrace in one
weasure all those conditiona. So far as
this Bill is concerned,if I had bad more
time perhaps I might have put my views
more defimtely. This Bill obviously re-
lates to the larger mines, and the larger
mines alone. As members who have read
it will see, it is meant for the large mining
centres of the Stale, and it is not I venture
to say applicable to the swall mining
centres. It would be very moch better, if it
were possible, to exempt from the opera-
tion of this Bill those small minin
centres and give them legislation of their
own. Ibhaveno farther criticisin toofferon
the Bill. I wish again to express my regret
that the Bill, which so far as I have been
able to see from the burried glance I have
been able to give to it is a good one,
should bave been brought down at so late
an bhour of the session.

[COUNCIL.)

Bill, second reading.

Chanber is entitled o its opinion, a
a8 the other place, and should
decent and reasonable time in wh
form its opinion on a measure o
importance.

Hox. R. D. McEENZIE (N
East) : Like the member who has¢
spoken, I regret that this House s
have such a short tiwe in which ¢
cugs this very impartant measnure
there is no question about its bei
great importance. Mr. Kingsmill |
have given a farther record of this
which has been practically on the ¢
since 1905. I thiuk the James Mi
were the first people to promise to
down an awending Bill on this que
The Bill, as pointed out by the Co
Secretary when introducing the me:
is an amending and consolidating
It not only consolidates the Mines
lation Acts of 1835, 1899, and 1904
ineludes the Sunday Labour in :
Act of 1899, The mere fact tha
Bill has taken such a considerable
to go through another place show
importaunce of the measure and the |
gity there has been for giving
opportunity for discussion.  Most «
representatives of the wioing dis
of this State are members of the
place. In addition to those membr
the Eastern Goldfields we have
Attorney General and the Minist
Mines both representing mining
stituencles, and this fact alone wot
a4 guarantee to this place that th
has had every counsideration in its ¢
through another place. The Bill
vides for the health and safety «
workers, and this 13 to be accomp
without unduly harassing the wn
industry. I think that on perusal .
clanses of the Bill members will co
the conclusion that the health and :
of the workers have been provide
and that with perhaps one or two «
tions the industry will not be ha
by the clauses in the Bill. Provis
made for an inspection of any mi
persons appointed Ly a majority of
employed on thit mme. This I th
a very liberal clause, und gives
workers in the mine every opportun
muking an inspection and ensuring th
underground workings are safe for

Surely this | toworkin. The Billalso provides th
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vernment Geologist may enter any
1e at any reasonable time for the pur-
ie of making an official inspection. I
ok that is a recommendation made by
' Roval Commission which sat some
e ago. It is important, and T am
ased to see it embodied in the Bill,
e Bill provides that every mine shall
e a registered manager. This may
m bharsh in regard to small miues
rking in outback districts, but the Bill
o provides that this manuger need not.

appuinted until the inspector shall
e the proprictor of the mine notice.
it will not act harshly on any smaller
nes in the outlying districts. Pro-
ion is made for notice of any accident
a wine to be given immediately to the
pector of mines, and there is also pro-
ton for examination to be made by a
'y, and for an exhaustive inquiry 1o be
de into any accident that may occur.
vtilation and sanitation of the wmines
: provided for ina very liberal manner.
¢ question of handling and storing
vlosives is also provided for, and this
res a guarantee of safety as far as it is
ssible to do so in the handling of those
ngerous materials. There is also pro-
aon for signalling in mines not only
nn the bottom of the shafts or the dif-
rent levels to the engine-house, but also
* return signals being made from the
gine-house to the bottom of the shaft.
s 1 think is an improvement and
ows that the regulations and clauses of
e Bill are up to date. There is aiso
ovision that a record book shall be
pt in the mine, and that the mining
spector shall make a record of his
rious periodical inspections. Tt is also
cessary for the manager or other per-
n in authority in the mine to enter in
at log book or record book anything that
+ is required to enterunderthis measure.
rovision is also made for the testing

wire ropes. I see there is an
nendment on the Notice Paper relating
the clause dealing with this, and there
ill be an opportumty of discussing the
atter later on. When the Colonial
scretary was introducing thbis measure
2 said, and rightly so, too, I think, that

wag not a measure on which long second- :

ading speeches need be made; it was
ore a measure for Committee. I quite
zree with him in that regard, and when
e get into Committee perhups we shall
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be able to make some improvements or
very slight alterations which T inyself
consider necessary. And I know that
many other members for the goldfields
who are in this House also desire to make
certain amendments. T trust thac the
Bill will go through its second reading
without any undue delay, that we will
get into the Committee stage this after-
uoon, und that there will be no danger of
this measure being amongst the slaugh-
tered innocents at the end of the session.
I commend the Bill to members and trust
that they will give it fuir consideration.

Hon. W. T. LOTON (Bast): I have
but few words to say on this matter. Like
previous speukers [ think it is to be
deeply regretted that an unportant ques-
tion of this kind dealing with one of the
main industries of this State throughout
the length and breadth of it should have
been sent forward to this House in the
closing hours of the session. The Bill
was introduced last night and handed
round to members. Personally I have
not had an opportuoity of reading it. If
the Government desire to pass it throogh,
rrossibly it has had full consideration in
another place, but so far as 1 am con-
cerned I am not prepared to take any
responstbility or any action with the Bill
at all. I bhave not had time to
read it, therefore I am not going to
act ag some wmembers were charged
with acting the other day, when
they were accused of making speeches
oun subjects they know nothing at
all about. I hope that if the measure is
to puss tbrough the House, and it is
wanted I believe, it is in a sonund and
substantial form, and will give lastiog
benefit to the State. I trust that the
next time a Bill of this character cownes
hefore members of this House we shall
have sowething like a reasonable Line
for consideration. I have no hesitation
in saying that any Government which in-
troduces a measure of this kind in either
House should give the ofther House fair
and ample opportunity of considering it
and discussing it. If they do not do
that, it is about time they retired.

Hox. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE (North-

{ Bast): I intend to support the second
r reading.
' that we have not had the Bill befure us

T think it is a matter for regret



3736 Mines Regulation [COUNCIL.] Bill, second reading.

longer, but in addressing myself to a
Mines Regulation Bill T can only reiterate
the opinions that have been expressed
about our present Minister for Mines—
that in his bands the Mines Department
is ably looked after. I regret that the
Minister has not seen his way to make
one provision in this Bill, and that is
with regard to the charge of £1 per acre
for prospectors’ leases. He has been
libera! enough to allow them every con-
cession in the earlier stages of prospecting
leases, but I think the rent is too high in
regard to old-established leases which
even at the present day are not payable.
There are plenty of miners and pro-
gpectors who do not mind working for
days and even years upon a lease with a
hope of ultimately waking it a payable
concern. I think that in the case of
leases of that kind if the prospectors and
owners of the leases make a declaration
that they have made no profit whatever,
some reduction in their rent should be
made by the Minister. Anyhow, I think
that in a Bill of this kind provision
should be made to allow the Minister
to use his discretion. I know plenty of
instances in which prospectors are not
well enongh off to pay the rent of their
leases. They bave been working on their
leases and bolding on with a view of
trying to find something to develop the
mine, by the erection of machinery or
other means.

Tue CorowraL SECRETARY: That is a
Mining Act; this is a Mines Regulation
Bill.  These are the regulations for
working mines.

Hon. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE : I thought
it was a Mines Bill. No harm is done by
what I have said. I notice there are a
few alterations intended and some amend.
ments to be moved, and I think members
will follow the mining representatives in
this cuse, because the amendmerts they
intend to suggest are really of that kind
which members will understand are
essential. I will not delay the matter,
as the Colonial Secretary is anxious to
get the Bill through all its stages to-night.

Hon. E. M. CLARKE (South-West):
I have nothing to say against this Bill,
but I joio in protest with other members
against the manner in which we have
been treated hy being kept here from the
21st June until now.  Some of the Bills

with which we have dealt could practica
have been disposed of in a few minut
We have been here for months. ready
do work; we have attended eve
gitting, und there has been nothing |
us to do. But at the tail-end of t
hunt, two Bills are introduced, one of &
clauses, the Municipal Corporations B

Tue CoLONIAL SRCRETARY: You h
that six weeks ago.

Hon. E. M. CLARKE: I know
had, but we did not get it back wve
promptly from another place. It is
most important measure, and is I 3
advisedly admitted to bave been so mix
up that the Government saw fit, after
left another place, to make so ma
amendmeuts that their number cannot
written with less than three figures. Tt
being so, I protest aguinst. our being 1
with nothing to do in the early a
middle part of the session, white importa
measures have to he rushed throu
practically in two or three daysat t
end. I have only to call abtention to t
work we have done within the last f
days, when we passed five Railway Bil
and now, within one day of the propos
date of prorogation, we are confront
with a Mines Regulation Bill, of whi
I know nothing at all, and concerni
which T am angious to hear t
explanations of mining members. Wit
out any wish to threaten the G
ernment, T say if apything of the s
occurs again, I shall be much inclined
throw out Bills which come before us
late in the session. It is absolutely cm
to have to dawdle on here ready a
willing to work, with nothing before
Now we are sitting daily from 3 o'clo
until a late hour at night, to cm
through weasures which require maty
deliberation. At the same time, I o
say the present Government are a slig
improvement on Governments we ha
had. The same course has beeo tak
every session, and against that course
enter my strongest protest.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY (
reply as mover): While sympathisi
gomewhat with Mr. Kingsmill and »
Clarke, who have complained that ¢l
Bill is brought in at a late stage, I thi
members will be fair enough to adn
the necessity for bringing in some Bi
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at this stage, else another place would be
idle for weeks while we were finishing
work. As Mr. Clarke generously re-
marked, the present Government are not
so bad as previous Governments. I do
not think what be said of the Municipal
Corporations Bill was quite fair, because
that measure was certuinly in no way
hurried. It was brought in some six
weeks ago, ample time was given for its
consideration, avd it was carefully con-
sidered by the House. That this Bill is
being somewhat hurried [ will admit;
but though we have one Bill brought in a
little late, I would remind members thuat
the Government introduced the Loan
Estimates and the Loan Bill a fortnight
before the proposed date of prorogution,
and that is wore than has ever been
done in the past. Those measures have
generally been brought in a day or two
befure the close, though nothing could he
more important than authorising a loan
or passing an Appropriation Bill. As
to the present Bill, it is badly needed.
It is not an innovation, but is principally
a covsolidating measure. Certainly it
contains some uew proposals, but as Mr.
McKenzie remarked, it has really been
before the Houses on different oceasions
for the last three or four years; and
though it has not been before this House
previously in the present session, if hus
been for a long Hme before another place,
where there are many representatives of
the mine-owper and of the worker in
wines. The Bill has bad careful con-
sideration there, and no doubt the
majority of members in this House have
followed its course with attention. At
first sight it does seem as if the Bill is
being somewhat hurried, but in reality
that is mot so. As the Bill is badly
needed, 1 think the Government are

[12 Drceyrer, 1906.]

———— -

justified in putting it through perhaps -

somewhat hurriedly, though I have no

wish whatever to hurry the Committee -

stage, L
members do not understand, I can give
them a clear explanation, a2ad probably
they will be satisfied to pass the Bill. I

If there be any clause which

hope they will give it us full consideration .

in Committee as if it bad been brought
in a few months ago. Seeing that the
Minister for Mines has had so long an
experience of mining legislation, and is
recognised throughout thé country as a
most able head of his department, I think

Bill, second reading. 3737
members can without undue risk accept
the Bill as in every respect satisfactory.
Mr. Kingsmill sags he believes it to he a
good Bill, but he raises an objection
which at firsi sicht seems reasonable,
that as wilh a Municipalities Bill it is
impossible to frame a Mines Regulation
Bill that will apply justly to the greater
and simaller mines alike. That argument
would apply to a Municipalities Bill,
because such a Bill is a hard-and-fast
measure whicl must apply equally to a
small muonicipulity like Broome and to
the city of Perth. But this, the only
objection Mr. Kingsmill raised, is fully
provided for. If a litile more time had
been at the hon. member's disposal, he
would have seen ihat certain clauses give
the Minister full power altogether to
exempt small mines from the operation of
the Act. By Clause 19 managers need
unot be appointed until one month’s
notice is given by the inspector to the
owner ; whereas, ascording to the existing
Act, no matter how small the mine or
how few the hands, the appcintment of a
tanager was compulsory. In future it
will be necessary, first, for the inspector
to report that the mine is employing
more than say four men, and bas arrived
at a stage when it must come under the
operation of the Act. As Mr. Kingsmill
remarked, we should do nothing to deter
the prospector frem opeuing up country,
and the small mine-owner from proceed-
ing unhampered in his operations. The
Government are quite alive to this fuct;
and I assure members the Bill contains
no provision which will harass the small
mine-owner. What Mr. Kingsmill says
is quite true; it is hard to frame a Mines
Regulation Bill that will suit the big
mine without unduly harassing the small
mine. For instance, the big mine must
send to the department proper plans of
the underground workings. That pro-
vision would inflict great hardship on the
prospector and the small mine-owner;
but we speciully provide that these men
need not farmish such plang  until
recuired by the Minister; that is, until
Lheir mines hecome properly developed
and are no longer prospecting shows.
YWhen we yo into Committee I shall be
able to explain every clause in detail.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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IN COMMITTEE.
Clauses 1 to 13—agreed to.
Clause 14—Record hook to be open for
inspection :
Hox. R. D. McEENZIE moved an
amendment—
That the words *“or their representative,

who may be the secretary of the Miners’
Union,” in lines 3 and 4, be struck out.

The book had to be open for examina-
tion by the inspector aud the workers on
the mine. It was wot desivable that the
secretary of the Miners’ Union should
have power to examine the book. As well
give the like power to the Mine Managers’
Institute.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
mnight net always be convenient for the
workers to inspect the book, and their
representative might be given this
privilege.

Hon. R. D. McEENZIE: The Bill
provided for inspection by “auny other
person authorised by the Minister.”

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY : That
was ‘rather roundabout. If the amend-
ment were to strike out the words “ who
may be secretary of the miners’ union”
it could be accepted, but as it was now
worded it could not. We should allow
the workers’ representative to inspect the
record book,

Hown. J. M. DREW : The amendment
would make the Bill defective, because 1t
would be necessary for the whole of the
workers to appoint a representative on
" each occasion it was desirable that the
record book should be inspected. The
secretary of the union was the represen-
tative of the workers, but if the amend-
ment were passed he would not be recog-
nised by law unless a special meeting was
held to appoint him as the workers’ rep-
resentative on each occasion.

Hon. R. . McKENZIE : If the words
“ or their representative” were retained
in the clause it would simply mean that
the secretaryof the union would be chosen. |

Tae Covrorisr. SecreraryY: The
workers were entitled to choose the gecre- l
tary of the union as their representative. i

|
b
r

Hon. R. D. McKENZIE: It should
be sufficient as long as the workers had
access to the record book.

Hor. J. T. GLOWREY supported the
amendment. Every facility was given
on the mines to the stewards of the i
unions, so that the words sought to be

[COUNCIL.]

' accept this amendment.

Biil, in Commilttee.

deleted were ununecessary, and should not
be retained in the clause.

How. G. RANDELL: Could any
worker employed in the mine ingpect the
record book ?

TrE CoLONIAL SECRETARY: Yes.

Awendment passed, the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 15—agreed to.

Clause 16—Inspection of wine by
workmen : )

Hov. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE moved an
amendinent—

That all the words from the commmencemoent

to the word “cost,” in line 4, by struck out,
and the following inserted in lieu :—' The
majority of persons employed in any mine
may, at their own cost, once in every wonth,
or oftener if they think fit, appoint two of
their number or any two practical working
miners, not being mining engineers, to inspect
the mine.”
The clanse rather inferred that check
inspectors were to be appointed for a
longer period than a montb. Theappoint-
ment shonld not be permanent.

Tug COLONIAL SECRETARY :
The clause was copied from the New
South Wales Coal Mining Act, and was
part of our Coal Mining Act. It had
worked well there and here for years.
No gbje:tion was Jikely to avise from it.

Hox. K. D. McKENZIE: It was
pleasing to see that provision was to be
made for the persons working in the
mines to inspect the wmines; but the
clause provided that the person who
should make the inspectivn must be u
miner with practical working experience.
Therefore the secretary of the uniom,
though he might not lave worked in a
mine for 20 years, might get a permanent
appointment.

Howr. F. CONNOR: It would be a
useful innovation if the Minister in
charge of a Bill in another place could
come into this Chamber to explain the
mmeasure. How would this clavse affect
the mines in the Kimberley district,
where experts could not be got ?

Hox. F. T. O. BRIMAGE: The hou.
member bad not read the clause. " Itls
object was entirely different,

How. J. T. GLOWREY : We should
As the clause
was framed almost eotirelv in the ia.
teresis of the working miners, it was only
right, whep we gave the working miner
the privilege of selecting inspectors, that
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those inspectors should be men from tbe
ranks of the workers. There was some
doubt as to the period of the appoinot-
ments according to the wording of the
clause, but the amendment removved any
doubt and provided that the a.ppomtment.
should not be permanent, while it would
not ereate a new inspectorship of mines.

Hon, R. D. McKENZIE : It would be
i gerious thing to the wanagement of
mines if workers were able Lo appoint a
permunent. inspector to go to the mines
whenever he pleased. It should be suffi-
cient for the workers to have power 10
appomt two Workmg winers working on
the mine at the time to inspect the mine
whenever occasion arose. 1f an inspector
was permanently appointed he would be
able to muke any use he liked of the in-
formation he gained through visiting the
mines whenever he chose.

Hov. M. L. MOSS: In regard to the
selection of persons, by the majority of
those emploved on a mine, to make an
inspection, was any provision made by
regulation ?

Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY :
Yes. Under Clause 64 the Minister
would have power to make regulations.
As to the abjection rasised by Mr.
McKeuzie, that could be met if the words
‘““miners with practieal working experi-
ence ™ were struck out. If these words

were struck cut we should have the law |

practically as it stood to-day.

Hox. M. L. MOSS: Clause 64 did not
give power to nake regulations to carry
vut the clause. TUuless there wus
machinery to carry it into effect it must
be a dead-letter.

Tue CoronNiaL SECRETARY: Clause 64
or Clause 33 would do it.

How, M. L. MOSS: Clause 64 did not
do it.

Amendment put, and a division tuken
with the following result :—

Ayes .. 10
Noes e 4
Ma.]onty for . 6
ATes—10, Noes—4.
Hon. G, Bellingham Hon. J. . Connoliy
Hoo. E. M. Clarke Hon, J. M. Drew
Hon, C. E. Dempster Hon. C, A, Piesse
Hon, J. T, Glowrey Hon. J. W. Langsford
Hon. J. W. Hackett {Teller),
Hon, R. D, McEensia
Hon. W, Patrick
Hon. B. F. Sboll
Hon. J. W, Wright

Hon. T. F. 0. Brimsge
{Telior), f
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Awmendment thns passed ; the clauseas
amended agreed to.

Clause 17-—Application of Sections 9
aund 10 as to check inspectors:

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY:
This clause was not now needed. 1t was
covered by other clauses.

Cluuse negutived.

Clauses 18 to 26—agreed to.

Clause 27—Notice of accident to be
given:

Hox. R. D. McKENZIE moved an
amendment—

That Subelause 2 be struck ont.

When an accident occurred it was neces-
sury for the miviug manager or assistant
to give imwediate notice to the inspector
of mines. Why the inspector of mines
or the secretary of mines should have to
give notice to the miners' association of
the distriet was a mystery to him; more-
over, as a weatter of fact the associations
received inmediate notice of these acei-
dents, because they bad stewards on
every wine of importance on the gold-
fields. The provision was UNDECeSSATY.
Tre COLONIAL SECRETARY saw
no necessity for the subclauvse.  What
wag referred to was provided for in the
regulations.
Amendment passed;
ameuded agreed to.
Clauses 28, 29—agreed to.

the clause as

Clause 30— Place of accident not to be
interfered with :

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved an amendment-—

That the words *“a check inspector may, in

the absence of the inspector of mines or of,”
in Subclause 2, be struck out.

He meved the amendment because # check
inspector” did not appear elsewhere in the
Bill, and the words referred to were out
of place.

Amendment put and passed ; the clause
as umended agreed to.

Clauses 31, 32- -agreed to.

Clause 33—General rules:
Hox. R. D. McKENZIE nioved an
amendment—

That paragraph (v) of Subclaunse 3 be struck
out.

! This provided that no safety fuse the



3740 Mines Regulation

[COUNCIL.]
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rate of burning of which was less than ! regulations, it is found that the breaking

80 or more than 100 seconds per lineal

yard should be used. The provision

would be better in the regulations.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY ac-
cepted the amendment.

Amendment passed.

Hox.

amendment—
That Subclanse 32 be struck out.

It wus useless to provide that safety
hooks and catches- should be examined
and cleaned by a competent person. This
was dealt with in the preceding clause,
which provided for the testing of cages.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY : Test-
ing cages wus different from cleaning
safety hooks.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hon. T. F. O. BRIMAGE moved an
amendment—

That all words after “rope,” in line 2 of
paragreaph (b) of Subclanse 42, be struck out.
The working load was not to exceed one-
eighth of the certified breaking strain
of the rope when uew, and no rope of
which the ordinary working load was
more than one-sixth of the breaking strain
should be used for raising or lowering
men. ‘The usual method of testing ropes
injured them considerably. The manu-
facturer’s certificate ought to suffice.
When a rope wus subjected to its maxi-
mum load a fracture which might escape
notice frequently resulted. The present
test was made with one foot of the rope,
but that might not indicate the condition
of the remander.

Hox. B. D. McKENZIE: Tt was
satisfactory to find a provision that before
& rope was used the manufacturer’s cer-
tificate must he obtained and examined
by the inspector. The amendment was
reasonable. A rope in use could not be
tested ; and subjecting oune foot of the
rope to a torsional or tensile stress did
not prove that the whole rope was re-
liable.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Much could be said for the amendment,
but rupes were not tested here by heavy
loads. The load test had worked satis-
factorily in the Transvaal. The amend-
ment should be altered by retaining the
words “ whennew,” striking out the other
words, and adding after *“ new,” “and
when after testing as provided by the

strain of any rope is not six times atleast
greater than the working load, such rope
shall be condemned by the inspector.”
‘I'be subclause was intended not so much

. for the testing of ropes as to empower the

R.D. McEENZIE moved an .

department to remove ropes which were
unsafe. A good margin of safety was
necessary in ropes by which men were
raised or lowered.

Hon. T. F. O. BRIMAGE: There
was no difference between the subclause
snd the amendment sguggested by the
Colonial Secretary.

“Hox.R. D. McKENZIE: The ameud-
ment was preferable, as 1t took the
responsibility off the Minister and placed
it on the inspector.

Tue COLONIAL SECRETARY:
What Mr. McEenzie stated was correct.
If a rope broke it was primd facie
evidence against the manager. The
ameudment provided for testing, which
placed a certain amount of responsibility
on the inspector. If after testing a rope
in the way provided by the regulations it
did not stand the test the inspeetor had
the right to condemn it and order its re-
moval.

How. T. F. O. Brimace withdrew his
amendment. '

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved the amendment which he had
previously suggested.

Amendment put and passed.

Hox. R. D. McKENZIE moved an
amend ment—

That Subclause 49 be struck out.

This was provided for in the regulitions.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY: This
provision was not in the regulations. The
member was referring to provisional
regulations which had been drawn up in
anticipation of the Bill passing. The
subclause should be retained, but there
would be no objection to inereasing the
height from 30 feet to 40 feet.

Hox. R. D. McKENZIE withdrew his
amendment and moved—

That in line 3 of Subclause 49 the word
“thirty ” be struck out, and “forty” be in
serted in lieu.

Anendment passed;
amended agreed to.

Claunses 34 1o 40—agreed to.

the clause as
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Clause 41—No workman to be em-
ployed for move than thirtecn daysin a
fortuight:

Hox. J. T. GLOWREY moved—

That the clause be struck ont.

This provision would not afford any
beunefit to anyome. On the contrary it
would cause a good deal of inconvenience
to mining companies, more particnlarly
to small winers in outhack country. At
present it was illegal to carry on mining
operations on Sunday except where a
continuous treatment plant was employed.
No men were engaged underground on
SBundays cxeept they were reguired to
look after pumps and such like work.
There was a certain amount of inspection
to be done in various parts of the mine
and an opportunily was taken to do this
on Sunday. The clause could not do
anv good because it was proposed that
there should be one day off in 14, and it
was not suggested that the day should be
Sunday. It was admitted that it was
impossible to close down treatment works
on Sunday. He (Mr, Glowrey) had
been approached by clergymen from the
goldfields to try to see if -we could not get
one day’s holiday for workmen every
week, but even these clergymen admitied
that it was impossible to do away with
Sunduy labour on mines. A notice was
posted every month on every mine that
anv miner engaged working seven days
a week every month had an opportunity
to give notice to the wine aud he could
get one, two, or three weeks' or even
two months’ holiday during the year.
The miners themselves would wuch rather
have this systemn than be forced to remain
idle one day during the week. They
would rather have their seven days’ pay.
A list of names he had received showed
the length of holidays which various men
received, some of them getting as much
as two months. Another got six weeks,
another four weeks, another three weeks,
another a moutb, and another two weeks.
These men would much rather take their
holidays in a lump once o year. He be-
ligved in every man having a Sunday if
possible, but that was impossible in rela-
tion to these large treatment plants at
Kalgoorlie, or even out in the back
country. Many mines employed perbaps
only three or four men on Sunday, and

[12 Decexser, 1906.].
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to take their places one day in a fort
night ? Many were anxious to haw
Sunday work because they received ful
pay, and were only asked to do as little a
possible. They were not expected 10 de
more than look after the machinery o
cyanide vats or such other work asneedec
supervision, The provision would inflic
very serious loss on the mining industry
and would not be likely to be of any ad
vantage. Many men on amalgamatior
plants occupied responsible position:
which they had retained for years. The
were krown to be honest, and they wen
skilled, and, in 1any instances, it woull
be very difficult to fill their positions 1
others.
. Trr COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
was admitted it woold be impossible t«
close down the inines on SBunday, and «
do so would entail very serious loss, espe
cially on the big mines. The report o
the Chamber of Mines showed that 1
there were a cessation of Sunday labou:
in the principal Kalgoorlie mines th
value of the ontput for one vear would b
decreased by £878,805, and there wounld b
a reduction of 5381n the number of under
ground employees. Whilst admitting al
this, there were reasons why the claust
should stand. This proposal was a com
ﬁromise. It, provided that the men shoulc
ave every second Sunday. At presen
many men wereconpelled to work 365 day
a year. There was some truth in th
statewaent that these men preferred t
work on Sunday, secing that they go
seven days’ wages instead of six, but b
did not koow that was a spirit whicl
should be encouraged.

Horv. R. D. McKewziE: They woul
not get the Sunday.

Tee COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
was intended that they should haw
every second Sunday. Only a certai
number of men were obliged to work o)
Sunday. In the big mines there wen
enough te go round so as to effect th
purpose in view, but the provision migh
entail a certain amount of hardshi
on small mines. He asked the Com
mitiee not to strike the clause out. H
would move to add a subclause reading
“nor to any person employed on Sunda
solely in pumping operations” Tha
would effectually pretect the swall mines
They did not work an ordinary batter:

how were they to get three or four others | on a small mine ot Svrday. There wa
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no necessity to doso. What he suggested
would enable one #0 keep up his fire
to a certain extent, and keep his pumps
going.

How. T. F. 0. BRIMAGE: In
regard to the mines at Kalgoorlie con-
tinnous working was absolutely essential,
and he did not see how the Government
could with all fairness to the mining
jndustry insert this clause. It was
contended that the mines could employ
other men to do the work, but if one did
that, one might get a trucker put on
another branch of work which he did
not at all understand. That person
would be out of place, and would not be
able to do the work efficiently. He (Mr.
Brimage) would have liked a select com-
mittee appointed consisting of goldfields
members with a view to looking into
this question thoroughly during the
recess, such committee having power to
call evidence for and against. He
wag imbued with the idea that the men
should have one day in 14 at the very
least, but he would not do anything in
the way of redacing our output or
creating a greater stagnation of business
than existed at present. If we inserted
this clause, we should stop a good deal of
circulation of money from these mines.
Though the Minister explained it was
pot the intention to stop Sunday work,
which would mean a loss of something
over half a million of money a year, the
regulation should be cancelled as it was
unnecessary. A select committee should
be appointed to go thoroughly inte the
question of Sunday work on wmines
during the recess.

Tre COLONIAL S8ECRETARY asked
the Committee to allow the clause to
stand. He disagreed with Mr. Brimage
that this would inflict hardship on the big
mines, whose staffs were sufficiently large
to permit of the few wen engaged on
Sunday work being granted every second
Sunday off. The clause applied oanly to
the large continnous process plants at
Kalgoorlie, as ordinary plants could

without difficulty be stopped on Saturday |

night and restarted on Monday.. The
subclavse would meet the case of the
gmall mines; and in the case of thelarge
mines it was desirable from
humanitariun and a religious standpoint
Ll&at men ghould have the second Sunday
off.

[COUNCIL.]

both a

Land Biil,

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD supported
the clause, which was a compromise
between the wine-owaners and the men.
On purely humanitarian grounds wmen
should have one day off in 13, while from
a physical point of view one day’s rest in
13 was preferable to two months' rest at
the end of a given year.

Amendment passed ;
amended agreed to.

the clause as

Clauses 42 to 63—agreed to.

Clause 64—Power to make regula-
tions—amended consequentially.

Clause 65—agreed to.

Bchedule, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments; the
report adopted.

BILL—CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT.

Received from the Legislative Assembly,
and read a first time,

BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT.
ASSEMBLY'S MEHSAGE.

The Legislative Assembly having dis-
agreed to 13 of the amendments made by
the Council, the Assembly’s message was
now considered in Committee.

No. 1—Clause 1, insert at the end the

following words :—.
‘“but nothing herein contained shall affect
any right, interest, or liability already
created, existing, or incurred, or anything
lawfully done or suffered under any enact-
ment, land regulation, or other regmlation
hereby repealed ™ : '

Tae HONORARY MINISTER: This
amendment wae not accepted by the
Assembly, because those clauses 1n the
Bill which might have been cousidered
retrospective had been amended, and
because the amendment was of too
sweeping a character. He could add
litite to the reasons advanced by the
Agsembly, and moved that the amend-
ment be not insisted on.

How. J. M. DREW: We should
insist on this amendment, which was
wade after very serious consideration
and due deliberation at the suggestion of
the select committee appointed to examine
the Bill. The select committee found
many retrospective features in the Bill,
and suggested their removal; but it wae

. doubtful whether all those retrospective
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features were discovered, and to make | ment of the old Shortening Ordinances,

the matter doubly sure this ammendment
was suggested, and the Comuittee in-
serted it in the Bill. There was a prece-
dent for it, because similar provision was
to be found in the Land Aect of 1898.
The amendment was inserted in order that
there would he no loophole, and so that
existing contracts would be respected.
The only thing of a sweeping chavacter
was the action of those who introduced
the Bill, to interfere with existing rights.

Hox. R. F. SHOLL: This was no new
feature of Jand legislation. The amend.-
ment. was word for word with the provi-
sion in all the Land Acts, put in to safe-
guard contracts entered into by the Gov-
eroment with individuals in regard to land
taken up under previous Acts. The
Counctl would not allow the Government
to commit a breach of an existing con-
tract, and it appeared inexplicable why
the Government should object to the
amendment. Even if the amendment
were unnecessary, it could do no harm by
placing it in & new measure when it was
already to he found inexisting Acts. The
only object the Government had appeared
to be to repudiate existing covtracts,
It was intended when the Bill was framed
to repudiate contracts. One could not
understand the difference between a poli-
tician bringing down dishonest legislation
and an individual doing something con-
sidered not straight. Tt was said that if
we scratched the Russian we found the
Tartar underneath; and he thought that
if we scratched any Government or indi-
vidual introducing a Bill to repudiate
contracts, we would find a dishonest man
underneath.

How. C. E. DEMPSTER : It was un-
satisfactory on the part of the Govern-
ment to endeavour to introduce legisla-
tion interfering with existing rights. It
seewned that the Government wanted full
power to alter or amend regulations as
they thought fit. We should insist on
the amendment.

Tag HONORARY MINISTER: The
Government considered that all
clauses m the Bill making it retrospec-
tive having been removed, thev had some
claim for econsideration from us in this
respect, that we should not insist on the
amendment.

How. M. L. MOSS : In the Interpreta-
tion Act of 1898, which was a re-enact-

the -

and which followed the Interpretation
Act in force in Great Britain, there was
Section 18, which was as follows :—

1. Where this Act, or any Act passed after
the commencement of this Act, repealz and re-
enacts, with or without modification, any pro-
vigions of a fyrmer Act, references in any
other Act to the provisions so repealed shall,
unless the eontrary intention appears, be con-
strued as references to the provisions so re-
enacted.

2, Where this Act or any Act passed after
the commencement of this Act repeals any
other enactment, then, nnless the contrary in-
tention appears, the repealshallmot . . .
affect any right, privilege, obligation, or
linbility acquired, accrued, or incurred under
any enactment so repealed, ete
That was practically what was said in
the amendment. The provision found a
place in the Interpretation Act becanse it
was always considered so thoroughly op-
posed to the idea of just legislation to
interfere with rights already acquired or
obligations entered into under previous
statutary enactment. It was, however,
doubtful whether the section of lbe In-
terpretation Act would cover the Bill
befure the House, so that the Committee,
to make certain of it, practically ve-
enacted what was already the law
of the land, and was contained in
the Interpretation Act and in the
Shortening Ordinances that preceded it.
Seeing that it was the standing, the car-
dinal rule in the construction of Statutes
that vested rights should he protected,
there could be no legitimate reason for
the excision proposed. Apart from that,
it must appeal to hon. members that this
was the only basis of fair dealing between
the Government aud the people who had
entered into contracts with the Govern.
ment for pastoral leases or otherwise.
All these prior vights should be recog-
nised.

Tee Honorary MinisTER : The Gov-
eroment did recognise them.

Hon. M. L. MOSS : There cught to be
no doubt in the future, and as 4 matter of
abundant caution the words ought to
appear in the Bill. The Government no
nore than a private individual ought to
be permitted to vary a contract at will.
Indeed, if any departure whatever was to
be made from a fair transaction between
the Government on the one band and the
settler on the other, the Government
should rather give concessions than lay
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themselves open totheslightest suggestion
of tampering with vested interests. The
attitude of another place was unreason-
able, und we should msist on cur amend-
ment.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : A farther
consideration underlying this was that a
suspicion of repudiation attached to the
Assembly’s disagreement with our wmend-
ment. A fear had been expressed at
Home that labour dowivance in Auvs-
tralia would result in repndiation, and if
we passed a provision capable of the eon-
straction that it repudiated contracts
with onr people the British investing
public would certainly bave some right
to assume that our security was not
thoroughly sound. Members ought to
insist on the amendment.

Question put and negatived,
Jouncil's amendment insisted on.

the

No. 8—Clause 15, verbal amendment
not insisted on.

No. 10—Clause 18, strike out this
clause:

Tae HONORARY MINISTER moved
that the Council’s amendment be not
insisted on. The documents in atters
falling under this clavse were dealt with
entirely by the department, and as arule
werenot important. To put them through
the Executive Council. where of course
they were necessarily treated as matters
of form, meant a deal of trouble, expense,
and delay.

Hon. J. M. DREW trusted that the
Comumittee would insist on the amend.
ment. One was surprised to hear matters
of Executive Council referred to as mere
matters of form. His experience was that
every paper submitted to Executive
Council was previously submitted to
Cabinet; and if this, the proper system,
were adopted the Government wonld
koow exactly what was being done by
every department in matters of import-
ance. We were legislating for the futare,
and therefore ocught to adopt proper
safeguards, ensuring that the Govern-
ment should bear the full responsibility
of granting extensions of time for im-
provements.

[COUNCIL.]

If the amendment were not |

1nsisted on, the Minister for Lands wounld

hurdly dare to leave his oftfice for fear of
being mobbed by people soliciting exteu-
sions of time.

.

az to Amendments,

Tee COLONIAL SECEETARY
thought the Committee ought not to
insist on the amendment. Although these
Lands Department matters went Lefore
Cabinet, a very large number bad to be
considered each week and a good
many were granted as a matter of
course. The Ministry must of neces-
sity, for want of time, accept the re.
commendations of the Lands Minister
and formally pass them through Cabinet
and through the Executive Council,
Naoturally the Minister would draw the
attention of his colleagues to anything
affecting a vilal principle; but in all
ordinary cases the Minister’s recomimen-
dation was accepted. The time of the
Cabinet could be better emploved than in
considering such applications.

Hoxn. J. M, DREW, when Minister for
Lands, had granted hardly a dozen appli-
cations per montb, and little trouble was
given to Cabinet, thongh Cabinet had
carefully reviewed all his actions which
they had a right to review.

Taz HONORARY MINISTER: At
one stage of these upplications they were
considered by one or two of the most re-
liable officers in the department, on whose
recommendations the decisions of the
Minister were probably based. One
would think from some members’ re.
marks that the applications were dis-
posed of without consideration.

Hon. . SOMMERS : The Committee
should not insist on the amendment.
The Minister and his officers were best
fitted to decide whether extensions should
be granted. Not once in a thousand
times would Cabinet interfere with the
Minister's decision, The amendment
would only multiply work.

Hox. W. T. LOTON: According to
the last speaker, the Minister recom-
mended and the HExecutive approved.
Surely not. There was more underlying
this clause than appeared on the surface.
It provided for the taking up and work-
ing of all classes of land. As to troub-
Ying the Bxecutive with too many appli-
cations, those unworthy of consideration
should be rejected by the Minister, and
only doubtful caszes should be brought
before his colleagues. The amendment
should be insisted on.

Howx. J. M. DREW: A member said
the extension granted would not exceed
twelve months. True, but at the end of
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hat period the Minister could grant
nmother year's extension, and go oo,
Hoxn. C. SoMmers: The Minister was
hanged every year.
Question uegatived, the amendment
nsisted on.

No.11—Clause 21, strikeout “Minister”
nd insert “ Governor " :

Tue
noved—

That the amendment be not insisted on.

’he arguments used on the preceding
mendment applied to this.

Hon. J. M. DREW: There was a
tronger reason why the power to waive
orfeiture should go to the Governor-in-
ouncil instead of being left with the
Minigter, who, if we did not, insist on the
.mendinent, could reinstate any lessee or
ivensee on any terms and conditions
hought ft, and could remit fines. We
hould insist on the amendment.

Question negatived, the amendweut
nsisted on.

No. 18— Clause 35, strike out “iwo”
und insert *¢ three " :

THE HONORARY MINISTER
roved—

That the amendment be not insisted on.

Jne of the principal objects of the Bill
vas to limit the area of conditioual pur-
thuse land one person could obtain.
From previous discussions it appeared
:here was little likelihood of such land
seing taken up in the North.

Hox. F. CONNOR: By a clause in
1is lease a pastoralist could take up
5,000 acres of agricultural couditional
ourchageland. The Government had tried
:0 reduce this to 2,000, and as a sort of
rompromise the House had agreed to
3,000, As we had refused to abandon
sur amendment in Subclause 1, and bad
thus protected the pastoralist, the fate of
thisamendment was immaterial. Holders
of large leases had taken up 2,000 acres
ander conditional purchase; vet in these
areas their homesteads, gardens, and
wells were not included. ‘These sbhould
be protected, for this retrospective legis-
lation was not anticipated when the hold-
ings were taken up,

Hox. W. PATRICK would support
the Government. Two thousand acres
of agricultural land in the tropical por-
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tion of the State was worth 20,000 in
the temperate poriton. In Queensland
80,000 acres of tropical land produced
sugar equal in value to the wheat grown
on two million or three million acres in
the temperate zone. In the West Indies
1,500 people were maintained by 1,200
acres under sugar, the product yielding a
profit of £20,000 & year. Two theusand
acres was a large enough area to allow.

Question passed, the amendment not
insisted on.

No. 19—Clause 36, strike out *'re-
pezled " and insert ‘“ amended,” strike out
the words '‘Kimberley, North.West,
‘Western, Eastern, and Eucla Divisions,”
and insert in place thereof “ Kimberley
or North-West Divisions comprised in
any pastoral lease granted before the
commencement of this Act,” and strike
out all the words after the word * Act”
in line 8 to the end of the section:

Tar HONORARY MINISTER
moved—

That this amendment be not insisted on.
Provided members agreed to what he
suggested, he iotended to move that
Clause 36 of the amending Bill be struck
out. That would aliow the provision in
the original Act to remain. The select
committee on his recommendation in-
serted this amendment, but it wus now
found it would not have the desired
effect.

Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. member
would not po outside the amendment re-
ferred to in the Message.

Tae BONORARY MINISTER: That
being so, he was not prepared to go so
far. The object he had was to strike out
Clause 36.

Hox. J. M. DREW: In the Bill as
submitted to the select committee, Clause
36 said, “ Section 63 of the principal Act
is repealed.” Tbe object of Section 63
was to restrict farther selection in the
North-West in the interests of the
pastoral industry, but the Govern-
ment wished to remove all protection
to the squatters and desired to repeal
Section 63. The result would be there
could be free selection right through the
North-West country, and the committee
had come to the conclusion that that was
too drastic a step to take, and modified it
to a certain extent. The amendment
should be insisted upon.
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Tex HONORARY MINISTER: If
Clause 86 could not be strack out he
would not persist in lns motion.

Question negatived. the amendment
insisted on.

No. 21—Verbal amendment—not in-
sisted on.

No. 23—Clause 53:
clause :

Tee HONORARY
moved—

That the amendment be not insisted on.

This dealt with the pastoral leases in the
North-West Division. The Governmnent
felt it did not interfere with any exzisting
leases, and that Parliament should ap-
prove of the suggested increase in the
price. The whole of the territory would
be fenced in with rabbit.proof fencing
from the coast in the North-West right
through to the coast at a point on the
South-BEast coast. In these eircum-
stances members might agree that the
land inside that area should havea betier
value, especially when one took into con-
gideration that a stock route had been
surveyed from this district into the
mining districta.

How, R. F. SHOLL : It wasa pity the
Government had taken a stand against
the amendment of the select committee,
because all the good land near the coast
had already heen selected. In the Kim-
berley district, with the stocking clause,
pastoralists paid 5s. per 1,000 acres
rental, and all the best land was taken
up. But the Government desired to
charge four times as much for land to be
taken up in the future, und people would
have to go a long way from the centres
of settlement to take up land, which
meant that no land would be taken up at
all, The rents shonld rewain as at pre-
gent. The land would have to be taken
up in 20,000.acre blocks, and for the
refuse lands the same price was 1o be
charged az for land in the centres of
civilisation close to a railway and where
there was a good climate.

Hox. J. M. DREW: The amend-
ment should be insisted on. All the best
country in the North-West had been
selected, since that portion of the State
harl been used for pastorsl purposes for
40 years, Now it was proposed to make
those going into the back-blocks pay

Strike out the
MINISTER

{COUGNCIIL]

as to Amendments.

double rents. The explamation of th
proposM sesmed to be that it was o dodg
of the Government to impose increise
taxation on the pastoralists of the Nortl
West, bacause immediately Parlismer
agreed to the Ministry’s proposal th
rental values of the North-Western leas:
holds would jump 100 per cent.

Tar HONORARY MINISTER: Itwa
gaid that the Government would be
ceiving four times as much rent under th
proposal ; the rent, however, would b
enly twice as much. Mr. Sholl ough
moreover to have mentioned the im
portant point that pastoral leases in th
South-West carried no exclusive right
since a selector could enter at any momen
I'n view of the establishment of the rabbit
proof fence in the North-West mor
especially, the increased rents were fai
He wonld be compelled to take this matte
to o division.

Hon. C. E, DEMPSTER : The countr
we had now to deal with was but th
refuse. Therefore it would be unwise t
increase the rental, even though u
augmented revenne was desirable for th
Stute.

Hox. E. McLARTY donbted mugdl
whether in view of the circumstarices it
croased rentals would mean increase
revenue~-he thonght the result woul
rather be the contrary, since sclector
would take up as little as possible.  Inth
North extensive areas were necessary for,
atation, and even at 10s. per thousan
acres the annual rentul of an avera
station wus fairly heavy, If the highe
rental wore imposed, only the best countr,
wonld bo taken up, while poor lan
would be abandoned altogether.

Hox, E. M. CLARKE: I[n connectio
with this proposal, neither the wisdon
nor the consistency of the Governmen
was apparent. These remaining Crow
lands of, on the whole, poor qualit
must be taken up, for at present the
were producing nothing, and with a viey
to encouraging their utilisation the ren
should be decreased rather than inereasod
To be consistent, the (tovernment ough
to double the rental of land everywher
thronghout the State. That now th
good land was gone the Governmen
should demand twice ag much for th
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‘erior was o most peculiar proceeding, |

d one totally inexplicable excopt on
B supposition that spplications for this
or country were swarming in, which,
wever, weé knew was not the case.
Hox. J. A. THOMSOXN : The reasons
the Government for refusing to accept
o Conncil's amondments wore perfectly
in.  Every member who had spoken
hibitel a great deal of anxiety for the
‘ending sele~tor ; but if this amendment
wo dropped, present lessees at the ex-
ation of their termz would be culled
to pay what the Covernmoent con-
ered a fair rental, instead of tou low
rental, He agreed with Ministers’
w that the present rental was tov low.
e North-West squatters had made
ormous amounts of money. The (ov-
iment were fully justified in refusing
accept this amendment.
Hox. F, CONNOR : The last speaker’s
ng of the value of pastoral leases in
5 North-West were not cmrect. The
wthern Territory of South Australia
8 divided only by an imaginary line
mn our North-West, from the land
+ were discussing, and the South Aus-
lisn country was better watered and
a better class of soil. South Australia
thit land at one-sixth of the cost which
3 Government praposed to charge for
r land, and moreover South Australia
owerl » tenure of 42 years, A pastoral-
did not care if he had to travel 200 or
0 miles farther to get into good country,
d unless the amendment were insisted
the resuit might be that intending
tlers on our North-Western lands
wld simply move on into the Northern
rritory of South Australia,

At 6-30, the CHAIRMAN left the Chair.
At 730, Chair resumed.

I'ne HONORARY MINISTER made
e more appeal t¢ members in the
weer. In the Bill the division pre-
rusly” existing between the South-West
d the North-West was abolished, with
: result that what was now known as
3 North-West Division extended as far
1th as 60 or 70 miles south of Gerald-
1; hence in votiug on this matter
:mbers should recollect that this was
b the very distant country sought to
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be shown. Seeing that the division ex-
tended inland tu include the Mount
Magnet Goldfield, surely that land was
worth more for pastoral purposes than
10s. per  thousand acres. Having em-
barked on a counsitlerable expenditure in
providing stock-routes and building the
rabbit-proof fence in the interests of the
pastoral industry, the Government were
justified in making this increase in rents.
"Thiz alteration could not aflect existing
rights. us it applied only to future selec-
tions.

Hox. W. PATRICK was ustonished at
the assertion that all the best of the land
for pustoral purposes in the North was
already solected ; and, if true, the less the
fact - was advertised the better. While
this State carried only 3,000,000 sheep,
South Australia  in the agricultural
distriets alone curried 5,000,000. In
view of this one could only come to the
conclusion cither that our lands were
eniormously understoeked or else were
inferivr for pastoral purposes to those of
the other States. Mr. Comnor's com-
parizon of the Kimberley district with
the Northern ‘lerritory was unfuir, in that
it compared the worst part of the
continent (Northern Territory) with the
best part of Auvstralia for pastoral pur-
poses. No harm cesuld be done by tryving
the experiment of r.izsing the rents, since
it would not affect existing selections;
and if the land were worth tuking up al
all it should be worth £1 per thousand
acres.

Hoxs. R. F. SHOLL : Seeing that these
lands had been open for the last 30 years
at 10s. per thousand acres, was it likely
that people would go so far inland as
would be now necessary to select land at
£1 per thousand acres? The Uovern-
ment proposal was absurd and pro-
hibitive. ‘The Port Hedland Railway had
been quoted, but this was & line to a
mining centre and would not benefit the
pastoral industry other than by providing
facilities for one or two stations to trans.
port cattle to the coast.

Hox, J. M. DREW:; Mr. Patrick had
misunderstood the trend of the debate.
It was not contended that the unselected
land was inferior to that already selected,
but simply that it was farther removed



3748 Land Bill :

from a port, and that consequently no
udequate reason. had been advanced for
increasing the rents by 100 per cent. |
Mr. Patrick also urged the trial of the
experiment as it would not harmn present
lessees ; but was it not desired that this
country which was unsuited for agri-
culture should be selected for pastoral
purposes I If ‘the amendment passed,
future selectors would have to enter into
competitivn at s disadvantage with
those already established. It might be
necessary to increase the rents of pustoral |
leases, but the Government should malke
provision that from 1927, when most of
the existing leases would expire, all lessces
should pay an increased rent. Until
we could put then all on the same mark
it would be unfair to increase the rent,
especially as those who would take up
land in future would have to select places
far remote from the seaboard, and would
have to undergo hardships which those
who secured land in the early days would
nut have to bear.

Hon. W. PATRICK : If the whole of
the best land in the State was in the
hands of pastoralists—and it represented
an arcu equal to the whole of New South
Wales—the country must be tremend-
vusly understocked or tremendously in-
ferior to the land in New Snut‘.h Wales,
because New South Wales in a normal
season could carry 60 million sheep.

Hox. F. Coxxor: There wus not a
single sheep in the country we were

tulking of,

Hox., W. PATRICK: We were not
tulking of the Kimberley District. The
district under consideration was the

North-West, and the pustoral lund there
was nearer to the seaboard than some of
the land in"the Kimberley District. The
object of increasing the rents was to get
additional revenue, and seeing that present
holders would not be interfered with to
the extent of one penny, we should make
the experiment. If the land was too .
inferior, or was too far from the seabonrd
to tdke up, no harm would he done by
increasing the rents, because it would not ‘
be taken up in any case.

HoN. F. CoxNOR: Increased rents |
meant decrensed revenue, l

[COUNCIL.]

as to Amendmenta,

Tag HONORARY MINISTER: Ti
amended boundaries of the North-We
Division reached south of Geraldton,

Hox. R. F. SoLL : The Minister wr
absolutely wrong.

Tae HONORARY MINISTER: Th
boundaries of the North-West Divisio
adjoined the South-1Vest Division of to-da
and reached south of Garaldton,

Hox. Ww. T. Loton: How far eas
and what was the rainfall

Tae HONORARY MINISTER: Th
rainfall wus acknowledged to he ver
good. The surveyors of the new stoc
routs recently reported that they travelle
through excellent country which had y«
to be taken up. The best thing to d
was to aliow the Government to giv
the matter a trial.

Question put, and a division take
with the following result:—

Ayes .. .. D
Noes 13

Majority against .. 8

ATES, NoEs.
Hon. J. D. Connolly Hon. H. Brggs
Hon. V, Hamersley Hon. T, F Brimage
Hon. C. A. Piesse Hon. E, M. Clarke
Hon. J, A. Thomson Hon. F. Connor
Hon. W. Patrick (Teller.)) Hon. C. E. Dempster.
Hon. J. M, Drew
Hon, W. T. Loton
Hou. E, McoLarty
Hon. M. L. Moss
Hon. 3. Randell
‘ Hon. R. ¥. Sholl
Hon. J. W. Wright
! ‘Hon. B. D, McKenzie

(Taller

Question thus negatived, the Council
amoendment insisted on.

No. 24—Clause 53, strike out:

THE HONORARY MINISTER move
that the amendment be not ingsisted o
The Assembly did not agree to this amen
ment for the samo reason as in the pr
vious cass. Clwse 55 proposed to i
crense the rents of new pastoral lease
in the Kimberley District to £1 pe
thousand aeres. At present the rent i
the Kimberley Division wus 10s. pe
thousand acres, and this was reduce

‘ t» 58 per thousand acres if the lessc
| stocked the land to the extent of un

head of large stock and ten head of sma
b gtock. I'he Government did not inten
to take away that privilege but merel
desired to ingrease the rent. f the stocl
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g conditions wers carried out the rent
ould be reduced to 10s. per thousand
wes.  Taking into consideration the
8y conditions there was good ground
T vaising the rent. He hoped the
pramittes would not insist on the amend-
ient.

Hox. J. M. DREW: The arguments
reviously used would apply in this case.
[e asked the Committee to insist on the
mendment,

Question  negatived,
mendment insisted on.

the Council's

No. 25.—Clause 57, strike out “ granted
efare or after the commencement of

his Act 7:

ThE HONORARY MINISTER
10ved—-

That the amendment be not insisted on.
‘he Clovernment knew there were

housand of avres in relation to which
0 attempt had been made to stock the
ases. It was felt that wnder such cur-
umstances a8 those the insertion of a
lause of this kind would not be unfair,
This had bheen supported by pastoral
mseholders in another place, and it was
elt that in no way could it possibly affect
he pastoral leaseholder who had his
uns fairly stocked; and the amount
f stock required for the purpose did not
un into a large quantity. Some regula-
ion of this kind should be imposed on
hose who had taken up land for spocula-
ive purposes and had not pnt a head of
tock on it.

Hox. J. M. DREW: The clause had
trong retrospective features. Under it
he lease of a postoralist would, unless
hat pastoralist had ten head of sheep
r one head of large stock: for every
:housand acres, be liable to forfeiture.
Under the old Liw all that one wus re-
juired to do if he did not keep it sufh-
siently stocked was to pay double rent.
Ihe clause was an interference with
vested rights.

Question negatived,
ymendment insisted on,

the Council's

No. 29—Clause 71, add at the end of .

the first paragraph the following :—

Provided that at any time after two years
from the commencement of the lease, if all the
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. years or for five years!

C cotld
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conditions of residence, fencing, and improve-
ments have been complied with, and if the
same have been maintained, and the full pur-
chasemoney and preseribed fee have been paid,
the Governor way issue a Crown grapb in
respect of the land comprised in such lease :

THE HOXORARY MINISTER moved—
That the amendment be not insisted on,

Hox. .J. M. DREW : This was not the
amendment suggested by the select com-
mittee.

Fox. R. D. McRENZLE hoped that the
Committee would insist on the amend-
ment as moved by ir. Glowrey. He
thought that whon the amendment was
debated in the House the Colonial Secre-
tury had 1o objectionto it.  Asa matter of
fact he believed the hon. gentleman said
that the Government were in favour of
it. Now the Government had seen fit
in ancther place tn object to the amend-
ment and sent it back. He trusted
members would insist on the amendinent,
and enable thase penple on the goldfields
who wished to have the freehold of the
land on which they had their houses to
obtain it when they had fulfilled the
ponditions as to two years' residence.

Hox. F. CONNOR: The amendmout
moved by Mr. Clowrey should become
faw.

THE COLONIALSECRETARY : \What
he said was that the Government had
no objection to the amendment, but at
that tims he understood that these resi-
dentirl leases held on the goldfields, nw
matter how long they had been held. had
to be converted into workmen’s blocks
and to be held for five yeurs before the
freshold could be obtained. He found,
however, that he was not correct, for if
they had been held for five years and
turned into working men’s blocks, they
becoms freehdld right away.
Should we grant the freshold of these
blucks after they had been held for two
Probably it

' would mest the case if we allowed the

!
1

frechold tu be obtained after five yeurs.

Hox. W. PATRICK intended to sup
port Mr. McKenzie. The matter had
been debated at great length and the
necessity of giving people the frechold
as soon 48 possible was pointed out,
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Question put, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 7
Noes - 9
Mujority agninst 2
ATYES. Noes.
Hon. J. D. Connolly Hon. E. M. Clarke
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. F, Connor
Hon, V, Homersley Hon. C. E. Dempster
Hon, E. McLarty Hon. R. I). McEenzie
Hon. C, A. Piease Hon, M. L. Moss
Hon. J. W, Wright Hon, W, Patrick
Hon, C, Sommers Hon. G. Randell

{Telier).] Hon, R. F. Sholl
Hon. T. F. Q. Brimage
(Teller,
Question thus negatived, the amend-
ment insisted on.

No. 30—Clause 71, add the following
now subelause to stand as (2):—

The Governor may, in the case of any land
the subject of a special lease under Subsection
3 of Section 152 of the principal Act, provided
all the conditions to be observed by the lessee
have been duly complied with, and also pro-
vided the full purchase money and prescribed
fee have been paid, issue a Crown grant in
respect of such land :

Tre HONORARY MINISTER moved—

That the amendment be not insisted on.

[t was never intended to sell Jands leased
under Section 152 of the parent Act;
hence the amendment was out of place
and impossible of enforcement. No price
waag fixed for such lands, and the Govern-
ment would not sell them.

Hown, J. M, DREW: This ridiculous
amendment would never have gone to
another place had his advice been taken.
These were special lands which the
Government would not sell for any con-
sideration. Reserves were set apart, say
for future Government buildings; and
meanwhile the Government might grant
spectl leases, Mr. Glowery had men-
tioned purchagse money ; but there was
no provision for purchase.

Tae COLONIAL SECRETARY : Mr.
Drew was right. Section 152 authorised
special leases for certain purposes such as
the removal of manure, salt, ctcetera.
The amendment should be negatived.

Question passed, the amendment not
insisted on.

No. 31.—Clause 77, atrike out the
clause :

Tue HONORARY MINISTER moved

That the amendment be not insisted nn.

The clause permitted the setting apart
gpecial areas for communities like ¢
meinbers of the Jewish Settlement., T
Government were willing to strike o
the words “to the exelusion of all oth
persons,” but this could not be done 1
next session,

How, 1. M. DREW :  As the objectic
able words could not he struck o
we should insist on the amendmer
The clause had a monstrous appearan
Lands eould be reserved for selection
a special class of persons to the exclusi
of all others, If these words were stru
out he would accept the clause.

Tae COLONTAL SECRETARY: 7T
clause would have been better with ¢
words struck out; but the Minist
should have power to set apart certa
arens for solection by onc class of peop
say by foreigners who wighed ta seb
together. Negotiations wore in progr
for the introduction of settlers fromn t
North of Hurope, and the Crovermme
should be able to mark out an area
say a hundred acres where a group
immigrants coull settle and help o
another with implements and libm
[f such an ares were now declared op
for selection, there was no power to
fuse any applicant. It was regrettal
that the words objected to could not
deleted, but this could be done ne
year.

Hox. 2. M. CLARKE would not ins
on the amendment, which would pern
Lind to he set apart for people who we
possibly more sociable than Britishe;
and who might make desitable coloms

How. E.. McLARTY agreed with X
Clarke. Localities for special classes
settlers were devirable, and enormo
areas were avallable for other people.

Hox. R. F. SHOLL: The questi
had not beon clearly placed before t
select committee. The settlers conte:
plated by the clwse were Norweglar
Germans, or Italians. Coloutes of the
agriculturists would be advantageous
the State. He would not insist on t
amsndment.

Hox. W. PATRICK : While the avera,
Englishman liked to plant himself in t
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midst of a big paddock and be as far
wpart from others ag he could, the average
man frem the Evropean Continent liked
to be in close touch with his neighbour.
In South Australia, where there was «
targe Gierman population, there were com-
munities of Germans, and in some town:
it was impossible to find a person who
could spoak the English language. This
phase of the question had not come np
when discussing the proposal previously.
[t would be a splendid thing for the State
to induce a number of thrifty Germans,
or Italians, to come here and found a
uew industry. 1t would not only be
successful, but an ohject lesson to the
rest of the population of Australia.

How. J. Al DREW : There were scores
of people in Western Australia who would
go on the land tomorrow if facilities
were placed in their way, but Parliament
gave the Minister power to lock up one-
tenth of the agricultural territory and
set it apart for people who lived outside
the State.

THe COLONIAL SECRETARY : M.
Drew took a strained view of the case.
We had plenty of land for everybody,
and it waa not intended to lock up one-
tenth or onefifth of the country for
British immigrants, but the Mmnister
should be in a position when he received
offers, to set apart land for communities
of immigrants. In the Scuth-West there
was a man from Jersey who wished to
bring & number of his friends out here,
so that they could take up land. Tk,
man had polnted cut certain country, and
asked if these immigrants could secure
that. It was right to allow them to
have such land.

Hox. R. F. SHOLL: 1t would not he
easy to get immigrants with agricultural
exporience. There wae a great del in
the scheme if we conld get communities
tn congregate together, and assist one
another on a sort of co-operative principle.
but we could not get Englishmen to
settle on land and work on the co-vpera-
tive principle. We might get (lermans
and Nerwegians to do so.

Hox. C. E. DEMPSTER: Ti people
came here to settls, let them take advan-
tage of the land which was open for s.ttle-
ment. It was not right to lock up land
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for the purpose of placing such settlers
a5 those spoken of upon the land to the
exciugion of others.

Hox. V. HAMERSLEY was in favour
of the elause as it stood, although he
would like to see the words “te the ex-
clusion of all other persons® deleted,
He'was an wdvocate for getting all the
settlement on the land that we possibly
could get, and he did not care how it was
done. If there was an opportunity of
setting apart land which we advertised,
thus directing people’s attention to it,
stating that the land was distinctly set
apart for the benefit of immigrants, it
wonld be a good advertisement for the
country, and would be the means of in-
ducing people to come here, especially if
they knew that on going on the land they
would not be interfered with by other
people.

Hox. H. BRIGGS: About 12 or 18
months ago, there was a move made in
the direction of communal life by a
well-known Bohemian, Count Tutzo, who
proposed to send out people irom Bohemia,
and all the men would come with eapital.
He proposed to choose a blacksmith and
a carpenter, and the rest would be dairy-
men and flax growers, and he intended
to bring out one of his own people as a
sehoolmaster, so that those living in the
community would understand each other's
language. Tt would be # well-selected
colony. One did not know if these
people had come here, but men were
learning Fnglish in that province of
Austris, so that they could set up o com-
munity in the South-West of this State.

Question passed, the amendment not in-
sisted o,

Resolutions reporterd ; the report adopt-
ed.

A committee consisting of Mr. Loton,
Mr. Drew, and Mr. Piesse drew up reasons
for insisting on certain of the amend-
ments.  Reasons adopted. and & message
accordingly returned to the Ascembly.

BILL—MUNICIPAL {ORPORATIONS.
ASSEMBLY'S MESSAGE.

The Legislative Assembly having dis-
agrewd to 11 of the awendments made
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by the Council, and huving agreed to
6 with farther amendments. the Assem-
bly's messige was now considered in
Committee.

Tae CHAIRMAN: The Assembly’s
farther amendments would be considered
first.

Nos. 10, 15, and 55 (farthor amended
verbally) - agreed to.

No. 59—Clause 286 (buildings fronting
narrow strests), farther amended by the
Assembly to read in the lattor part as
follows :—

No person shall allow any building to be
erected on any land fronting or abutting on
any street baving a width of less than twenty-
8ix feet unless such street has been shown on
a title deed registered at the Land Titles Office
before the passing of this Act:

Tar COLONIAL
moved—

That the Assembly’s farther amendment be

agreed to.
This clause provided that plans of build-
ings should be approved by the municipal
council, and the Assembly first amended
the ¢lause by adding :---

Provided no person shall erect or cause to
be erected for human habitation for use, or
allow, suffer, or permit to be used for human
habitation, any building or erection fronting
or abutting on any street of less than 25ft. in
width.

The Council struck this out; and now
the Assembly sought to amend the Coun-
cil's amendment by adding the words
set out above in the farther amendinent.
[n numerous municipolities there were
streets less than 25 feet wide already
built on; but the Assembly now pro-
vided that the restriction should only
apply to narrow streets that came into
existence after the passing of this measure.

Hox. M. 1. MOSS: 1n the Assombly’s
first amendment the width mentioned
wes 25 feet ; in this farther amendment
it was 26 feet. The wmendment applied
only to titles registered under the Land
Titles Act 1884; but there was land
at Guildford and Midland Junection held
under the old system of land titles, ao
that the Assembly’s further amendment
needed amending, hecause it would be
lawful in one case but wnlawldd in

SECRETARY

another to build vn these narrow streets.

[COUNCIL.)

as to Amendments.

Ho~n. V. HAMERSLEY: It seemsc
that if land was held under an old tit!
it would be iinpossible to build on it unle:
that land was brought under the Lan
Titles Act of 1884,

Hown. G. RANDELL: fThat troub
could be got over by amending th
Assembly’s farther amendment ; but th
Assembly’s proposal also needed amen
ment in order to make it apply to buil
ings erected for human habitation onl

He moved a farther amendment—

That the Assembly’s farther amendment 1
farther amended by inserting “such” befo
“building.”

Hox. M. L. MOSS: Could we rauh

a farther amendment to the Assembly
farthor amendment ?
CTHe CHAIRMANXN : M the Assembl
did not agree to our amendment we coul
only insist or not insist upon the amend
ment ; but if the Assembly agreed to ot
amendment with a farther smendmen
it was possible to make still farther amen
ments on the Assembly's farther amen
ment.

Farther amendment as now propose
by Mr. Randell was put and passed.

On motions by the Hox. M. L. Mos
the Assembly’s farther araendment w:
also farther amended by striking o
“ twonty-six ” and foscrting * twenty-five,
and by a verbal amendment.

Question. as farther amended put an
passod.

No. 104—Clause 438, Subclause {4}, ad
“with the number of votes to whic
the owner is entitled indorsed thereon.
Farther amendinent, strike out Subelaus
(4) and insert “Subcluse (3)7 in lie
thereof.

TrE COLONTAL SECRETARY moved
that the Assembly’'s farther amendmen
be disagreed to. Apparently the chius
was not read carefully by the other plac
when they moved this amendment. |
applied to absentee voters, and not t
voters who voted in person.

Question passed. the Assembly’s farthe
amendment disagreed to.

it

No. 123 —farther amendment, verbal—
agreed to.
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Tae CHAIRMAN : The amendments
disagreed to by the Legislative Assembly
would now be considered.

No. 17—Clause 81, Subvlause (1), strike
vat the second columa under the heading

“rateable value of land”:

THe COLONIAL HL(,RL FARY : This
related to the question of rating on the
unimproved value, and there were a
number of subsequent amendments; so
that if we decided one, the others wonld
go in the same divection, being consequen-
tial. The Bill provided, as the Act did
ab presont, that the councils could rate
on the annual value or on the unimproved
value. If he remembered aright, that
was not received with much favour in
this House, but he would again potut
out that it was only optionsl with muni-
cipd councils, which were not compelled
to strike n rate on the unimproved value.
It might not apply so much to Perth, but
in goldfields towns and country towns
generally perhaps it was desiroble thot
the councils should rate on the unim-
proved value. He moved—

That the smendment be not insisted on.

Hox. M, 1. MOSS:
been dabated ab great length, apd on this

were going to stulrify ourselves.
Quegtion  negatived, the Council's
amendment insisted on.

No. 18—{consequentinl) insisted on.

No. 68—Clwse 299, lipe 1, strike out
“to be hereafter erected” and insert
* erected after the commencement. of the
Blllldlllg Aet, 1883t and after the word

“ building * insert * wlmtcver and strike
out the word * now ™

The COLONIALSECRETARY moved,

That the amendment be not insisted on.

He had moved to strike out the words,
and this seemed to have had the opposite
effect from what was intended. It had
seomned to him that if we did not strike
out the words the provision would apply
to buildings erected before the passing
of this measure.

Hon. (. RAXDELL :

Encroachments

The matter had -

{12 DecempER, 1906.]

had by an arrangement been allowed to

as to Amendments. 3753

stand. People had encroached one inch,
or porhaps three, four or five inches, and
in some instsnces he believed nine inches
upon the footways of different municipali-
ties. It was highly undesirable to allow
that state of things to continue. We
shouald not remove from the council the
power to take action when opportunity
arose; when there was rebuilding ot
anything of that kind.

Tur COLONIALSECRETARY : When
there was rebuilding the council would
have the power.

Hox. . RANDELL: They would be
guided by the reasonableness of the case
ax to whother they would insist on the
building being removed irom the foot
path. or whether they would dalay the
matter until the building got older and
rchuilding took place. Then they would
insist on removal of the encroachment.
The smendment was a very proper one,
Did the hon. gentleman intend to allow
any person who had encroached upon
the atreet to have a lwht to that en-
croachment ?

Tue COLONIAL SFORETARY : Yes;
whilst the building lasted. 1t would not
be equitable to force people tn remove a

E . building which ener oached somewhat, but
vote depended the question whether we | £ ’

which had been in existonce for a number

of years. "The owner probably had some
right.
How. (. Ranpew @ They could never

aceuire & right.

Tir COLONIAL SECRETARY : There
wag a certain right. The Bill provided
that if people built again the council
would huve a perfect right to prevent
thein from encroaching, hut in regard
to buildings which eneroached and which
had been in evistence for some years it
would be a considerabls hardship to esll
on the pwners to demnclish them forth-
with.

Question passed, the amendment not
insisted on.

N2 69—Chiuge 3, line 2, stiike out
“ hereafter erectod or hudt™:

Tur COLONIAL SECRETARY : This
amendment was consaquential on the
last. He moved—

That the amendment be not insisted on.
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Hox. G. RANDELL protested against
giving away the rights of municipalities.
If & building projected on a street, the
owner could not be compelled to take it
back to the proper alignment. Surelya
'pumte person conld nat acquire ) right
agsinst & municipality.

Hox. M. T.. Moss: We had sat for
neatly seven hours. We might report
progress.

THECOLONIAL BECRETARY : These
were only formal amendmcnhs. Tt was
not yet 10 o'clock. Lot us go on, so as
to close the gession on Friduy.

Question passcd, the amondment not
insisted on.

Nos. 82, 84, 85, 89, 90, 92,
(consequential) ingisted on.

Reasons for these decisions were deawn
up, adopted, and o message accordingly
returned to the Assembly.

105—-

CONTRACTORS AND WORKMEN'S
LIEN BILL.

TO PISCHARGE ORDER.

Debate on the second reading resumed
from the Gth December; Hox. .J. M,
DrEW in charge of the Bill.

ifon. (1. RANDELL (Metropolitan) :
Hor. members will notice that [ have
tabled some amendments, which | sy at
onee are not mine, having been furnished
to me hy the Contractors’ Association.
[ have not carefully ‘studied the effect
these amendments would have on the
Rill, but | gather from several sources
that in its present form the Bill will not
be suitable for this State. Tt may be an
excellent measure for New Zealand, but
it will reqquire considerable adaptation to
meet the circumstances of Western Aus-
tralia, It will be noticed [arther that
Mr. Drew has some amendments to make
to the Bill, and that Mr. Moss also has
notified several amendments. Not know-
ing exactly what the effect of the amend-
ments on the Bill would be, In view also
of the linuted time at our disposal, and
in view of the necescity which would
arise, if we went into Committee on the
Bill and if these amendments were made,
for its being retransmitted to the Legis-
lative Assembly, I suggest tu Mr. Drew

(COUNCIL.]

Discharge of Order.

that he withdraw the Bill for the presen|
It may be introduced during the nex
sossion of Parliament, aud then the hor
member can speak on the amendment
to be proposed by himself and other:
The Bill is of snch importance, affectin
so great a.mnumber of persons—ownet
mortgoges, persons who may have a lie
on the property nffected, contractor, anl
contractor, and workmen —that it i
highly necussity the measure should re
ceive the most careful consideration M
listment can give it. | do not think
need labone the question farther.

Hon. J. M. DREW (in reply): 1 an
glad that no hostility has becn show
towards this measure cither in the Hous
or outside it. Various members hav
expressed t¢ e their intention of er
deavouring to make it a satisfuctor
measire. 1 reslise that at (his late stag
of the session it would be sourcely fair t
ask members tu consider such an impor!
ant Bill, but st the same time [ shoul
not lika them to submit it co the indignit
of defeat; thorcfore I win indeed gla
that Mr. Randell has made the snggestio
of its withdmwal. [ think it would b
scarcely right to the Houge, at this stag
of the session, particulady in view of th
reasctinbleness of members and their de
sire to consider the measure curcfulls
Various amendinents have heon suggeste
and examination of these has led me ¢t
the conclusion that thoy bave been sul
mitted not with the object of defeatin
the Bill or of interfering in uny way wit
its principles, but with the sole desive t
make it o workable measure. Some ¢
them may not be necessary, but at a
events none hag been concelved in a spiri
of oppusition.  Thevefore, [ think it woul
be must unwise if [ were to attempt ¢t
progeetd  farther with the measnr
Accepting Mr. Randell’s suggestion, 1 ar
content to withdraw the Bill in order t
reintroduce it into this Chamber eurl
next session, if [ should be herc. The
there will be ample time to give it the fu
deliberation it deserves. Out of consider:
tion for the feelings of the Houso I hav
much plexsure in moving—

That the Order of the Day be discharge
from the Notice Paper.



Papers, ete.

Motion put and passed.
Order discharged wceordingly.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 1032 o'clck.
until the next day,

Legislatibe @EHsscmblp,
Wednesday, 12th December, 1906.
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Tee SPEAKER took the Chair at
8 o'clock p.m.

PrAYEES,

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the TreEasureR: 1, Return showing
the detailed expenditure of the Vote for
Ministerial and Parliamentary Visits for
1905-6.
Friendly Societies for 1905.

By the PrEMIER:
Woods and Forests Department to 31st
December, 1905. 2, Regulation restrict-
ing the entting of timber in the State
forest at Higginsville. 3," By-laws for
caves and reserves. 4, By-laws and
balance sheets of cemetery boards of
Karrakatta, Bulong, Kalgoorlie, and Fre-
mantle. 3, Statement of accounts of the
Karrakatta Public Cemetery to 30th
June, 1906.

[12 Deceuser, 1906.)

Questions. 3755
By the Minister For Works: Half-
yearly balance sheet of Goldfields Water
Supply Administration.
By the Mi~isTER FoR Mines: Return
of refunds of exemption fees for 1905-6,
moved for by Mr. Holman.

QUESTION--COMMISSIONER OF TITLES.

Me, HOLMAN (for Mr Walker)
asked the Attorney General : In the event
of Dr. Smith retiring from the Com-
missionership of Titles, what arrange-
ments have beer made by the Govern-
ment for carrying out the duties per-
taining to the office ?

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL re-
plied: It is the intention of the Govern-
ment to request the Public Service Com-
missioner to consider the advisability of
making an acting appointment, not
invelviog uny extra expenditure, pending
the revrganisation of the department on
]tllfle lines previously recommended by

i,

QUESTION—RAILWAY RATES TO
ALBANY.

Mr. SCADDAN (for Mr. Jobnson)
asked the Minister for Railways: 1, Is
he aware that a consignment of furniture
recently sent from Guildford to Albany
eost about £7, while the same cousign-
ment could be sent to the same place from
Perth for about £1 7 2, Will he instruct
the Commissioner to see that station-

. masters advise consignors that it would
. be cheaper to first send their consignment

2, Report of the Registrar of

1, Report of the

to Perth and thence back to Albany ?

Tee MINISTER replied: 1, No. If
farther particulars are given, inguiry will
be made. 2, The department cannot
undertake to advise consignors as to the
route by which they should forward their
goods.

QUESTION—MINING REGISTRAR,
YALGOO.

Mr. HOLMAN (for Mr. Troy) asked
the Minister for Mines: 1, In view of the
fact that the receipts of the mining regis-
trar's office at Yalgoo were almost double
that of the expenditure, does the Minis-
ter consider there was a justification for
closing the office? 2, In view of the

, fact that a large number of people are



