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Itemn, Extra Labour, Penguin, £350 :

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Would the
Minister explain what this extra labour
was ?

The TREASURER : The extra labour
was required in connection with the inspec-
tion along the coast.

Item, Reserve light-keepers. temporary
labour, ete., £350:

Mr. HUDBON : A grievance had been
brought under his notice regarding the
treatment of the light-keeper at Esper-
ance. The man was employed there at a
rernuneration of ‘about £20, and for the
sake of another £10 he was placed in the
position that he was not able to leave
there, and thus he was practically thrown
upon the charity of the State. The
matter had been brought under notice,
but he took the present opportunity of
bringing it forcibly under the notice of the
departnient.

The Treusurer : Would the hon. mem-
ber see the Minister ?

Mr HUDSON: I have already seen
himn.

The Treasurer : The Colonial Secretary
gays that he has not been seen about it.

Ttem, Incidental, £2,580:

"Mr. HUDSON : There was necessity
for providing boats on the South-East
coast of the State. There were jetties at
every place, and there was very little 'in
the nature of life-saving apparatus. At
Esperance it was necessery that there
should be a boat provided which could be
placed in charge of the police so that in
case of accident—and several had oceur-
ed during the operations of a company
that was seeking for phosphates on the
islands—it might be of some assistance.
Several) accidents had happened at Hope-
toun and a man was killed there. The
difficulty of landing cargo there was well
known to the department, and there was
no hoat for use in bad weather.

The Treasurer : T have made a note of
it.

Vote put and passed. ’

Vote Lunacy, £27,012:

Mr. ANGWIXN : Had nothing been done
in regard 10 giving the attendants at the
Claremont Asylum the right of appeal in
respect to any dispute that might arise
between them and their superior officers.

[COUNCIL.

Papers presented.

For some years past he had been bringing -
this before the Minister, The objections -
alleged were that it was never done in any
of the other States, Yet in every other-
department of the service, the servants
had the right of appeal, while here one
man controlled the whole show, and his

" decision whether right or wrong was final.

The Minister refused to look at the
matter in a reasonable light. These
servants had been treated very unfairly
in the past. During the recent absence -
of the superintendent the officer acting in
his behalf had fined some of the girls so
much that even the superintendent on
his return sew fit to reduce the fine. Tt-
went to show the necessity for some court .
of appeal.

Vote put and passed.

Progress reported,

House adjourned at 11.7 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Wednresday, 3rd February, 1909.
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Surrey befors Seloction.

QUESTION—LAND SURVEY
BEFORE SELECTION.

Hon, (. THROSSELL asked the Col-
omal Seeretary: 1, Whether it is the
intention of the Government 1o continue
t extend the principle of survey before
seleetion? 2, It it be =0, will not the
exlension of sueh a principle obviate
the neeessity for a sysiem of costly de-
ceulralisation a¢ at present proposed !

The COLOXNTAL SECRETARY re-
plied: 1, Yes, where the area justifies
the prineiple, 2, No costly scheme is
proposed, prompt approval of applica-
tivns being the primary ohject desired.

QUESTION — OBSERVATORY.
ASTRONOMICAL WORK.

[Ton. J. W, KIRWAX asked the Col-
onial Secretary: Whether. concerning
questions re Perth Observatory asked
on January 12th. the hon. the Colonial
Seeretary will further state:—1. As re-
gards the answer to the question as to
when tlie work would be completed of
catalogning in the highest order of ae-
curacy the 8,000 stars the positions of
which the Observatory is now determin-
ino0—(a.) Whether it was noticed that

the request had reference to  “‘the
highest order of aecuracey.”” (h.}) Whe-
ther the veply *‘ahout three or four

vears'’ did not refer to determining the
position of the stars in the seeond order
of accuraey? 2, How many vears. ap-
proximately. will it be before the astro-
graphie catalogue will be completed?
3. Whether as regards the reply to the
third question, the Government do not
consider that the Commonwealth Con-
stitution  (Section 31. Sub-seetion §)
plainly indicates that the Coemmon-
wealth rather than the State should bear
the cost of an observatory. especially
one that is engaged in astronomieal work
that is ‘‘the greatest scientific under-
taking ever orzanised.”” and work the
duration of which has been described by
the statement that ‘‘probably 30 vears
will be oceupied with the measurement,
reduction, and discussion of rthis first
survey and at the end of that perind a
second survey will be commenced. to be
followed by a third 50 vears later) 4,
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Do the Government -econtemplate th»
completion of the 130 vears’ prograame
et oni above? 3, If so, is it vealised
by the Government that at the present
cost, amounting to more than  £2.000
annually, the expense to.the State would
total at the end of that time at least
£300,0007 6, Because certain asirono-
miral observationg were commenced at
the Observatory some ecizht vears gazo
i= that any reason why there should he
contittied at the expense of the State a
programme of work that will nwet  be
completed before 130 vears, if then? 7,
What is the value of the instruments
that would “*soen hecome quite useless™’
it the astronomieal work at the Qbser-
vatory were to bhe ‘‘even temporarily
discontinned’’? 8. As regards the an-
swer to the fourth question (a.) Whe-
ther the Government endorsed the (iov-
ernment Astronomer’s advice that as
“‘astronomy and meteorology require
different treatment’’ it s “‘quite im-
practicable’’ for the Commonwealth to
take over the Obseevatory? (b)) Huas
noi the Perth Obgervatory until a few
months ago. when the Commnnwealth
took over the  metceorolazieal  bhraneh,
carried on in an exeeptionally etfieclent
manner astronomical as well as melemr-
ologieal work? (.} Conld not cqually
satisfactory resulis be achieved if the
Commenwealth were to take over the
control and pax for (he expense of the

maintenance of (he Obzervatory! (d.)
When the Stale Government so  lonyg

controlled the Observatory whilst it ear-
ried out meteorological and astronamieal
work, how can it he “quite impractic-
able”” for the Commanwealth to take it
over. even admitting that ‘“aslronomy
and meteorolozy require different treat-
ment'*? 49 {a)} Whether (he Traperial
autharities contribule  €9,098  fowards
the cost of the observatory at the Cape,
which was more than onee referred (o
in the replies in quesiion. (b.) Whether
Cape Colony, with a very considerablv
larger white populalion and a vastly
greater revenue than West Australia, is
not in a much better position t3 pay for
the cosr of an observators than this
State?  {e.} Whether the Governments
of South Auvstralia. Queensland, Tas-
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mania, or New Zealand spend any money
ou asteonomieal work?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied: 1. {a.) The term ‘‘highest order
of aceuracy’’ is rvather vague. Strictly
speaking, it ought to he applied ounly to
the most modern ‘‘fundamental work,"’
which is undertaken by very few obser-
vatories.  (h.) According to the ahove
definition, yes. 2, Abont 20 years. 3,
Althoongh the Commonwealth Constitu-
tion Aet provides the necessary power
for the Comnmonwealth to fake over as-
tronomieal and meteorological observa-
tions, when the Meteorclogy Bill was be-
fore the Federal Parliament the ques-
tion was debated, and it was deeided not
10 take over the existing State Observa-
tories for astronomical purposes. 4, 3,
G, An ohservatory is generally estab-
lished for permanent work, and the
value of its results depends largely up-
on the eontinuity. 7,  Approximalely
£35,000. 8, {a.) The Government would
have no objection (o transfer the as-
tronomieal branch, if the Common-
wealth are prepared to take over the
work. (h.} Yes, but the Ciovernment
Asironomer advises that this was only
possible in its initial stages, and the time
was approaching when the two branches
must be separated, or inefliciency would
ensue. (e, d.) Answered by (a.} and
(b.). 9, (a., b.) The Cape Observatory
was established as an adjunct to the
Greenwich Observatory nearly 100 years
ago by the British Government for the
advancement of scientific investigation
in the interests of the British navy and
ihe general eommerce of the Realm. (c¢.)
Yes. in  connection with their survey
departments.

MOTION—POLICE CONSTABLE’S
WIDOW. GRATUITY.
Hon. R. W. PENNEFATHER (North)
nioveq—
That in the opinion of this House il is
desirable that the Government should
take into consideralion the question of
granting a gratuily to the widow of the
late Constable Pierce.
The late Consiable Pierce had been a
member of ihe Police Force for about

[COUNCIL.]

Widow of P. C. Pierce.

eleven years, and his rvecord was very
wood, He died rather suddenly, poison
heing the cause of his untimely end. Fe
was stricken down with a severe attack of
influenza at the time, and on the evening
lie was found dead, he went to a chewnist’s
shop and got o fonie. a portion of which
he took when he retired. ILate that night
he was found almost dying and he sub-
sequently died. A post mortem examina-
tion was held and it was discovered that
ihe cause of his death was poison. In
the room in whieh the constable slept
a eertain quanlity of poison was found
in a hottle, and a similar poison was the
cause of death. An inquest was held
and evidence was given ab the inguest
whieh aeceovding to lhe newspaper reports
showed that the constable had been in
bad health and ailing; that he had taken
medicine home to his room, and appar-
ently in the night took the poison, whether
hy aecident or by intention there was no
evidence to disclose, but the jury, mainly I
think from the faet that they were
presided over by a layman who eould not
direet them on tfechnieal law, praeti-
cally found that the man committed sui-
cide. Incidentally, he (Mr. Pennefather)
might wention that it was one of the
grievances that had existed for some time
past both in Perth and Fremantle, that
there was no gualified coroner to preside
at inquests, and the svoner the Govern-
ment attended to this matiter, the better.
If the inquiry referred to had been pre-
sided over by a eompetent man, no jury
would have brought in the finding which
the jury did. The result of the finding
was that when the constable’s widow
claimed a gratuity from the Police Benelit
Fund, the hoard pointed out to her, that
they had no power under the regulalions
to grant a graluity, hecause in effect it
was a ease of suicide, and outside the
scope of the regulations. One could not
take mneh exception Lo the finding of (he
hoard: they honestly were of opin-
jon that they had no power under the
regulations dealing with deaths of mem-
hers of the police foree providing that the
widow or orphans of any member of the
force who had served a period of zeven
vears, and not exceding twelve years, and
who had died from natuoral eauses, might
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claim a gratuity not  exceeding one
month’s pay for each vear’s service of the
deceazed. That applied to eases where a
man died from natural causes, and the
jury found that this man had died from
unnatural causes. No evidence was dis-
closed at the inquiry (o justify the eor-
oner’s jurv in finding that verdict. bui
the hoard thought that they were bound
hy ihe finding. and could not go hehind
. In hiz (Mr. Pennefaiher’s} opinion
a#s a lawver the board might bave wone
behind that finding, becaugé if a jury re-
turned an absurd verdict, that should not
stultify the board. There was a provis-
ion in the resulations that it was com-
petent for the board to pay a gratuity
in any deserving ease. That would have
Fiven power to the hoard to have granted
the gratuity. This rale would have justi-
fled the board in slightly stretching, if
there was any neecessity for strefching.
this consideration in favour of the appli-
cant. This fund out of which gratnities
were paid was contributed to by members
of the police force themselves.  Every
month a deduction was made from the
galary, towards the fund. 1t was an as-
surance fund, and after the lapze of a
certain numhber of vears, not less than
seven., members of the force were entitled,
if they became invalided by illness or in
the discharge of their duties, to eclaim a
gratuity, and if a constable died from
naiural eauses, the widow was entitled lo
a gratuity. In Lhis case, the Colomal
Secrelary from remarks previously made
was inelined to see the justice of the ap-
plication. and he (Mr. [Dennefather)
suggested that perhaps it might be neces-
sarv 0 amend the regulations. The
hoard had taken it into their heads that
thex had no power to make ihe wrant.
The Colonial  Secrerary would withow
donbt =ee the justice of the application
and take steps to ensure that the widow
and family of the deceased constable
would get some measure of relief, Even
if it had been a case of suicide none knew
what were the circumstances nnder which
the constable had commitied the act. At
that iime he might have been temporarily
bereft of his senses. It might have been
however, altogether an accident owing to
the eonstable having taken up the bottle
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containing the poison instead of the one
in which was the medicine.

The COLONIAL SECKETARY: Tt
was ol his intention to oppose the mo-
tion, efhionzh it was undesirable Lhat
it shou'd he carvied v its present form.
As Mr. Penneiather had said. where a
constabie had served with good conduet
for seven yvears he was emtitled to re-
ceive a certain benefit from the fund en
retivine from (he serviee or, In case of
his decth, his widow and children were
entitled to rehet. The tund was adwmin-
istered by a board consisting of the
Under Treasuwrer, the TUnder Seeretary
to the Colonial Secretary’s Department,
and the Commisioner of Police. No Min-
ister had any eentrol of the manner in
which Lhe fund shauld be distributed.
The hoard were puided and governed by
regulations and the eontributions te the
fund were regulated by the rank of the
officials, Tn addition, the Government
had given an ammual grant in the past
of something like £1,000. When he (the
Colomial Secretary) assumed olfiee the
Police Denefit Fund was not in a good
state. The Governmeni Aectuary reported
on it and considered thar the fund
would very soon hecome insolveni. The
Government then deeided lo inerease the
contribution to be paid by members of
the foree and that the grant from the
State -hould zlso be ineveased. This
vear the Government would be paying
£1,500 or £1,600 ta the fund, while the
police would contribute £1,300 or £1,400
and, in addition, there would be certain
olher moneyxs, such as fines inflicted on
members of the force for misconduct.
Previously to 12 months ago the board
had no option in dealing with appliea-
tions that came before them. If a man
had served with good eonduct for a
number of years and then had subse-
quently heen fined for drunkenness or
some offence of that sort the board were
unable to give him any =zompensation
for the many years during which he had
served well and contribnied to the fund.
Now. however, there were resulations
whieh wave the board a discretionary
power, sa that in eases such as he had
quoted  policemen  would he able to
ohtain n grant. In the case in question



1872 Police Gratuity.
the veridiet of the jury was that death
was caised by poison self-udministered.
The rervlations provided that if a con-
stnble died from natural ecauses his
widow «ould reseive a gratuity., The
hoard eonsidered that, on account of the
verdiet of the jury, they had no eption
in the matter and were compelled to re-
fuse to grant anything fo the widow. He
had seen none of the members of the
board on the cuestion, but his opinion
was that sueh a regulation as that upon
which they had acted was unnecessary
in a forece like the police. It was all
very well in connection with life assar-
ance but that was quite a different mat-
ter., He proposed to have the regulation
amended aecordingly. As it was at pre-
sent the regulation inflicted a very great
aud nnneeessary hardship on the widow
and family of the deceased constable.
Whether the new regulation could be
made refrospective or not he was not
prepared  te say, but he would do his
best to have it made to apply to the
present case. It was to be hoped the
motion would not be pressed in its pre-
sent form. He had intended to ask the
Prestdent’s ruling as to whether the
motion in its present form was strictly
in order. hecause it really direeted the
apprepriation of 2 certain amount of
the revenue. He had not raised the
peint, however, as he desired to give an
explanation and allow members to dis-
cuss the question if they thought fit.
He hoped the motion would be with-
drawn, and if so, he wounld go into the
uuestion of amending the regulations
and would see if it were not possible
for the fund to pay some gratuity, if noi
the whole amount which would have
heen granted had the constable died
from natural causes.

Hon. R. W. PENNEFATHER (in re-
ply): There was no forece in the con-
teniion of the Colonial Secrefary that
ke might have raised a2 point of order
on account of the motion being a diree-
tion for the appropriation of a certain
amnunt of the revenue. In framing his
motion he had paid particular regard to
that aspeet, and, as members would see,
it was merely that the Government
shounld be asked to consider the matter.

[COUNCIL.]

Loeal Court Bill,

Surely there was no objection to this
Honse deciding te ask the CGovernment
te consider any matter, whether it dealt
with appropriations from the revenue or
not. He had expected the Colonial See-
retary would take the course he had
promised to follow and that was to am-
end rhe rvegulations and if possible to
make the new regulations retrospective,
so that a grant eould be wade to the
widow of the deceased constable, In
the cirewmstances he would ask leave to
withdraw the motion.
Motion by leave withdrawn.

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2.)
Assembly’s Message.

Message from the Assembly, in reply
to Council’s Message No. 3, received and
read notifying that the Bill had been
discharged and a new one introduced in
lieu.

BILL—SUPPLY, £492,747.

Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly and read a first time.

BILL—VERMIN BOARDS.
Bill read a third thne and passed.

BILI—LOCAL COURT ACT
AMENDMENT.
In Committee.

Clauses 1 to 5—agreed to.

New C(lause—Amendment of Section
87:
Hon. M. L. MOSS moved that the fol-
lowing be inserted to stand as Clanse 4 :—-

“Section eighty-seven of the prin-
cipal Act is repealed, and the following
section substituted in lien thereof :—

87. When an action is brought in
the Supreme Court which might have
been brought in a Local Couri without
the defendant’s eonsent, or in which
the elaim, though it originally exceeded
one hundred pounds, is reduced by pay-
ment inte Conrt, an admitted set-off,
or otherwize, {0 a sum nor exceeding
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cone hundred pounds, it shall be lawtul
tor either party to ihe action at any
time to apply to a Judge in chambers
for an ovder remitting ihe action 0 a
Local Court, and the Judge may, in Lis
diseretion, make an order according!y.

Thereupon ithe plaintiff shall lodge
with the clerk of the Loeal (ourt to
which the action is remiited a eopy of
the order. together with a copy of the
wril and of the pleadings (if any). and
the clerk shall appoint a day for the
trial of the action, netice wherenf shall
be sent by the elerk, by pust or other-
wise, to both parties, or their solicitors.
and the aection and all  proceedings
therein shall be tried and taken in such
Court as if the action bad been origin-
ally commenced therein.

The cosis of the parties in respect
of the proceedings subsequent to the
order shall he allowed according to the
scale preseribed in Loeal Cowts, and
the eosts of all pruceedings previously
thercto shall be allowed aceording to
the seale of costs for the time being
in use in the Supreme Cowrt.”

Tp lo the passing of the Act of 1904
it had ahvays been competent tor either
the plaintiff or the defendent in an action
in the Supreme Court to apply L have
that action remitted {v the loeal Court,
if the action was within the jurisdietion
of such Local Court, Suppesing, for in-
-stance, that a bill had heen dishonoured,
it was a common thing in sueh ecases to
‘issue what was known as a specially en-
dorsed writ. There were means in the
Supreme Court for getting a very sum-
mary judgment in such cases and it was to
ohtain this sumnary judgment that sneh
action was taken into the Supreme (ounrt.
Bnt on ovceasions the Master would give
leave to the defendant to defend on on
attidavit that appeared to be a good de-
fenee at the time but which subsequently
proved to he a had defence. Now in the
Act of 1964 such an action miust go on i
the Supreme Court. involving heavy co-tz.
Only the dJdefendant could apply to have
it remitted o the Loecal Court. In the Acts
of all the other Australian States either
party bad the power to ask to have the
action remitted to the Local Court. The
English County Court Act also had a
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Amendment Bill. 1873
similar provision.  That was the Hrat
ubject of the proposed new ¢lauze. lis
second objeet was that when once ihe
action was remitted to e Local Court
it should for all purposes become a Local
Court action.  The present procedure was
very ¢lumsy indeed, for under it the
action brought in the Supremme Court and
remitted to the Loceal Couri was, after
the hearing, sent back to the Supreme
Court, where it continued to be u Supreme
Court action for the purpose of enforeing
the judgment. This wax inconvenient in
Perth and Fremantle. and very wmnch
more 50 iz respect to up-rountry actions.
The Parliamentary draftsman who  had
drawn up the Loecal Court MAet ot 1904
had readily admitted that to permit only
the defendant to apply to remit these
actions was a mistake: and he eordially
agreed also that to try such a case in the
Local Court and remii it back to the Sup-
reme Court was a wrong procedure, cal-
enlated to place many obstacles in the way
of litizants.

Hon. R. W, PENNEFATHER: My
Moss would probably see that an amend-
ment was necessary in the fivst line of the
second parvagraph, beginning with the
words “Thereupon the plaintiff shall lndge
with the clerk.”” Here the word “plain-
Hff” onght to be sirnek ont and the words
“party obtaining such omder” inserted.

Hon, M. L. MOSS: The sugeeszted
amendment was aceeptable to liim.

Hon. K. W. PENNEFATHER
moved an  amendment to the proposed
new clause—

Theat fhe word  plaintiff” in the first
line of the second paragraph be struck
out, and lhe words “party oblaining
such order” inserted in leu.

Amendment put and passed.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : It
was to be hoped that the hon. member
would not press this proposed new clause.
In the first place the Bill had been
brought in with the one partienlar nbject,
namely that of validating certain jude-
ments.  1f this debatable matter were to
be inserted in the Bill ihe effect would
probahly be to delay the Bill, and. in faet,
seeing the laieness of the hour. the Bill
mirzht not in that event pass at all. TlLis
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suggested new elause was of a characrer
guite conirary to the other part of the
Bill, and should not be tacked on to the
Bill at this late stage of the session. As
the hon. member knew, it was the inten-
tion of the Government nexl session to
bring in a consolidating measure, or at
least a new Biil dealing with the Loeal
Court. The hon. member had nol shown
aty good and sufficient rveasons why a re-
version slould be made to the old pro-
sedure which had existed prior to the
Jassing of the Aet of 1904, Under that
Act the defendant had a right to apply
to have the case remitted to the Loeal
Court; but the arguments did not apply
to the plaintiff. There seemed to be no
reason why the plaintiff should have the
same right: because in the first place he
should have definitely made up his mind
as to whether he was prepared to take
action in the Supreme Cowrt or in the
Local Court. For that reason, and be-
cause fhis new elause would be considered
a very debatable matter in another place
he {the Colonial Secretary) would ask the
hon. member not to press the proposed
new clause.

Hon. M. L., MOSS: The Colonial Sec-
retary had given no reason why this pro-
posed new clause should nol be pressed.
The vecital of the story that a consoli-
dating mmeasure was coming down was too
familar. It was merely by a mistake
made m 1904 that the amendment was
rendered neeessary now. The awmendment
would reperesent a wreat saving of ex-
pense. In respeet to this promise of a
_consolidafing measure, it was remembered
that there was only one Loeal Court At
on the statute-book, and so there was
nothing to consolidate. Those responsible
for putling these words inio the Min-
ister’s mouth were not making a correct
statement.

Hon, 8. J. HAYNES: The methnd of
remilting a case from the Supreme Conrt
to the Local Court was ecumbersome and
caused some considerable expeuse. hut
rather than see this Bill imperilled. le
would not support the amendment. The
Rill as it stood would save a eonsiderahle
amount of expense and probably more
than would be saved if this elause were
passed.

[COUNCIL.)

Awmendment Bill.

Hon, A, G, JENKINS: Sueh an exeel-
lent elause should wot imperil the Bill,
but sheuld appeal (o every layman be-
cause it would cheapen litigation. It cer-
tainly appealed to every lawyer. There
was nothing eontroversial in it. and if
properly  explained in another Housze
should be agreed to.

New ¢lause as amended put and passed.

New ('lause— Repeal of Sections 103
and 10%:

Huon, M. 1. MOSS moved that the ful-
lowing be inserted to stand as Clawse 3

“xections one hundred and eight and
one hundred and nine of the principel

Ael are rvepealed.”

Prior te the Aet of 1904, appeala frn
Local Courts were by way of cases
stated, and eould only be on ruestions of
law whiel if: was neeessary to raise before
magistrates. Now appeals were by way
of relieaving. go there was no need to have
the points of law noted. but it was ren-
dered necessary by tlie sections in the At
he now zought fe repeal. There was no
diffieulty in Peril in getting lawyers and
in having poinis of law noted, but the
difficulty did exist in the eountrv. The
Parliamentry  Draltsman agteed lhat it
wonld be a good thing (o have these see-
tions stroek ont.

The COLONIAL  SECRETARY -
Members shonld not agree to this pro-
posal. If debatable matter was intro-
dueced it would endanger the passage of
the Bill. Ton wueh importanee should
not he attributed to the faet that the Par-
liamentary  Draftsman had said thai it
wag right; it was only one man’s opinion.
It seemed to a layman that nothing woeuid
he wained by repealing the two sechions,
one would rather think they were neces-
sary lo facilitate an appeal under Sec-
tion 110.

Hon, M. T.. MOSS: If the clause were
highly debatable in eharacter, il was no
reagine why o deliberative body  should
decline to enter into its merits. We were
uot merely a registering machine, hut we
liad to eonsider the statutes and make
them as workahle as possible. Many
things ou the statute hook were highly
dehatable hefrre they got there. 1f we
¢ould show by debate and reasonable in-
telligence that it was right that certain
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things should zo on the statnte bonk, na
one should decline to vote hecause (hey
were debatable. 1f the Commitles came
to the conelugion that an  amenmdlment
should be made, it was the duty of mem-
bers to decide in that direclion.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: It
was nol said members should not aceept
or debale any amendmeut. The use of
the word “consolidating” on his  part
had heett an error.whieh he had immedi-
ately  correcied.  There was only one
Local Court Aet, but a number of amend-
ments were necessary, and a Bill would
he bhrouglt  down  repealing  the  Act
and embodying all amendments necessary,
nstead of taking them  piecemeal, but
time would not allow it to be done
this session. However, the matter of
these judgments was urgent, so that this
small Bill was brought down, and it was
not desirable to endanger itz passage hy
introducing debafable matter when ano-
ther place might have to consider it in
the last few hours of the session.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: We had heen dane-
ing attendanee while the other Chamber
disenssed the Estimates, and now all this
protest was nade hecause -this paltry
amendment was moved 1o the Bill. Rea-
soniable eonsideration should be given to
any amendments proposed by this Cham-
ber, and the Government would not take
the responsihility of proroguing Parlia-

ment until this  necessary Bill  weni
throngh. If the Assembly would not
agree lo our amendments it was time

enough to consider what we were going
to do. but we should not have this threat
held over us. 1t might be held over us
in a case where the privileges of the
House were being whittled away.  He
wonld not withdraw the proposal.

New clause put and passed.

New elanse—Amendment
133:

The COLONTAL:  SECRETARY
moved thai the following bhe inserted to
stand a= Clause 6:

“Section one hundred and thirly-
three of the principal Act is amended
by striking out the words ‘to the prison
nearest to the place where he was ar-
regted. and inserting in plece thereof

of  Seciim
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o ot prisun in pursuance of Ihe said

wareant.’
This conld not by any siveteh of imagina-
tion be considered a debatable amend-
ment. It simply provided that where a
person was commitied to prison, he could
he committed teo any prizon, instead of
to the nearvest prison as was now the
case,

New clause passed.

Tille—agreed to,

Bill reporied wiitll amendinents.

BILL—ROADS (TOSTRE.

In Committee.

Clansges 1, 2, 3—agreed to.

Sehedule:

Hem. J. W. HACKETT: Had all the
clures been approved hy the munieipal
badies concerned?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: They
had been made at the request of the local
bodies.

Sehedule passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, the
report adopted.

BILL—FIRE BRIGADES ACT
AMENDMENT.
In Committee.
Bill passed through Committee without
debate. reported without amendment: the
repurt adopied.

BMLL—TEALTH ACT AMENDMENT

(No. 3.
Second reading.

Debate resumed from 27th January,

HBon. R. F. SHOLL {(Northi: I do
not quile know where we stand with re-
eard 1o this measure. A Bill was intro-
duced and rent down by Message, and
as far as I officially understand there
has been no veplv. 1 helieve one has
come down. The question is this: the
PPresident has given a certain ruling re-
garding the introduetion of the Rill in-
to the House: if he adheres to the runl-
ing T think it is the duty of the House
te support  him. and T will be one to
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support him. If there i1s a diffevence
of opinion in the other House, it is the
duty of the House to support our Presi-
dent. I think that is the position hon.
members should take up in this House.
1 have seen a Message which has been
received from the Legislative Assembly
but it has not been read out.

The Colonial Secre¢tary: It has been
iead ont.

Hon. R. F. SHOLL: Then I was ab-
sent when it was read out. There is a
difference of opinion between the twe
Chambers with vegard to the introdue-
tion of the Bill into this House. 1t was
impraperly introduced and to save dis-
cvssion the Government wirhdrew the
Bill and introdueed a similar Bill, and
passed it through all its stages and sent
it to this House for its concurrence. I
take i that either the President was
rizht or was wrong iu his ruling and un-
less the President alters his opinion T
think members should support him.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. D, Connolly): As the hon. member
has stated a Bill was introduced here
and it passed every stage and was sent
on to the Assembly. A similar Bill was
then intvodueed in the Assembly, if was
passed throngh all its stages and senl to
this House. At the time we considered
the Bill at the last sitting of the House
we had a reply to Message No. 5 send-
ing down the former Bill from this
House. This House took exception, and
vightly so. I think too no reply was re-
ceived to Message No. 5 from another
place.  Mr. Sholl then moved the ad-
journment of the dehate in order to af-
ford time for another place, if they so
desired, to treat this House in a proper
manner and to reiurn a Message to our
Message No. 5. To-day that Message
was received and it has been read to the
House. It is as follows:—

“With reference to Message No. 5
of the Legislative Council, the Legis-
lative Assembly acquaints the Legis-
Iative Counecil that certain doubts
having arisen as to whether the Bill
therein mentioned was one which
could be properly introduced into the
Legislative Assembly, the Legislative
Assembly resolved in order to avoid

[COUNCIL.}.
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any eontroversy on the question to

diseharge the ovder for the seecond

reading of the Bill and to introduce

a new Bill in the Legislative Assem-

bly un similar terms, which Bill was

forwarded in Message No. 14 to the:

Legislative Couneil.?”’?

There is no question of the right to in-
iroduee this Bill. It is only a guestion
whether the House had received pro-
per treatment in not receiving an an-
swer to our Message. It is not, as Mr.
Shkoll has stated. throwing any doubt
upon the President’s ruling. as the AMes-
sage simply savs that “‘cervtain doubts
ltaving arisen as to whether the Bill was
ane which eonld be properly introdnced
in the Legislative Assembly, the Legis-
lative Assembly resolved, in ovrder to
aveld any controversy, eteetera.’’ This
is the answer to the Message, and I am
just as eager as anry other member of
the House to see that we give away none.
of owr vrights and priwileges. T guiie
agreed with the motion of the hon.
member who moved the adjourn-
ment in order that the other place
skould he afforded, if they =o desired, to
send an answer to our Meszage No. 5. [
thal Message liad not been here to-day
1 would have heen as ready as any hon.
member 1o refuse to discuss the Bill now
under considerafion. I trust that afier
that explanation the House will see tit
to pass ihis Bill. ahout which there has
been a good deal of trouble one way and
another, and it i= a Bill. I may say,
whieh 15 hadly wanted. If the Legisla-
live Assembly did not do their duty,
seviainly no fault ean he found with
their aetion now, I trust. on aceount
vl the wrgency of the maiter, hon, mem~
hers will pass the second reading of the
Bill now before the House.

Hon. M., L. MOSS (West)}: T do uot
propose to vote for the second reading.
I cannot refer to Hamsard of this ses-
sion, but I have a good memory, and I
think on the 10th November of [ast year,
if T vemember rightly. the Leader of
this House made a speech and said that
in order to maintain the undoubted
rights and privileges of this Chamber he
would introduee a Bill. That Bill has.
Feen rejected in another place. It was,



Land Settlement and

_thevefuie, not presumably, but acinaily,

a Government measure. and if what one
sees in i{he Press with regard to what
“has eceurred in another place s corvect,
we find that on the motion of the At-
tornev General the Bill was shelved be-
canse it should have originated in the
Tegislaiive Assembly. It is a peeunliav
position. Firstly, it is a privilege Bull,
a privileze Bill which has heen wrongly
introduced, if the contention of the Gov-
ernment is correct.  Then, in the next
place, the President has given a ruling,
and L agree with Mr. Shell, that the
House must support the President, be-
wause I believe he followed the ruling
of a former President, Sir George
Shenton. I know that it is a privilege
Bill and that the President has ruled
that the Bill is in order, but T do not
propose to give my vote for the second
veading. I take up this attitude, not be-
cause 1 object to what is in the Bill, but
it 15 more as a protest against the man-
ner in which this Chamber has heen
treated by the Government in anoiher
place.

Question put, and a division taken
with the following result:—
Aves .. - .. 9
Noes .. . .. 16
Majority against i
AYES.
Hon., J. D. Connolly Hon. W. Patrick
Hop. J. W. Langsford |Hon. C. Sommers
Hon. R. D, McKenzie |{Hon. G. Throssell
Hon. W. Oats Hon. A. G. Jenkins
Hon. B. C. O'Brien (Teller),
NoEs,
Hon. E. M. Clarke Hon. E. McLarty
Hon. F. Conner Hon. M. L. Moss
Hon. J. W. Hackett Hon. R, W. Pennefather
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. C. A. Plesse
Hon. 8. J. Hayoes Hon. G. Randeh
Hon. W. Kingsmlil Hon. R. F. Shol?
Hon, R. Laurle Hon. T, H. Wilding
Hon, W. Maley Hon. 3. Stubba
(Teiler).

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

MOTION—LAND SETTLEMENT
AND WATER SUPPLY.

Debate resomed from the 27th Janunary,
«n the motion of the Hon. V. Hamersley,
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~That in the inferesis of land settlement
and new selectors, this House is of opiu-
jon that the Governinent should inaugur-
ate a sysiematic search for water supplics
by means of cheap hore holes on every
square mile of land suitable for settlement
prior to seleetion, nnd increase the price
of the land {o the selector in accordance
with the results obtained.”

Hon. S. STUBBS (Metropolitan-Sub-
urhan}: The mover of the motion, I have
o doult, s actuated hy a desire to en-
courage the young farmer who goes out
inte the far conntyy to take up land with
the intention of cultivating it, and
making a home and some money for hiw-
self and his fannly. Within the last few
months I have had praetieal experience
of the failures that some men bave had
in connection with the sinking of wells
to iy and get a plentiful supply of water.
In the distriet of Wagin unfortunately
there are patches of eountry where salt
water 1s found at varyviny depths. and 1
think it would appeal to szome members
it they were placed in the position of
some of our selectors, to sink a well 25
feet or 35 feet at a cost of 17s. 6d. or £1
per frot when money is to them a very
great item. If they sink » well 20 fect
or 30 feet and strike water whicht 1s not
suitable for drinking porposes or for
stoek, it must be very disheartening and
disappoeinfing. Several wells in the dis-
trict in which I reside have been sunk
by men who can ill afford to spend the
money, and they have received no refurn.
J£ My, Hamersley is correet, that a hore
can he put down at a cost of 30s. to a
deplh of 30 feet or 33 feet by a swirvey
party. I am in favour of it being done by
the party =ent out by the Government {a
survey the land in the first instance. \u
esira man or two in & survever's enmp
with a =mali kit as outlined hy Mr. Ham-
ersley would entail very =mall extra
eost, T it were to cost a sum of 40=. or
30s., that amount tacked on to the cost
of the land conld nol be objecied to hy
any new =eleetnr.  No new selecior would
egrumble when he konws that the sapply
of water is assared 10 him an the lawd
which he takes up. 1 have nn desire to
labonr this question. but ii appears to me
to he one that the Grovernment might well
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take into serious consideration, and the
mobion is so worded that it is not an
infringement of the privileges of another
House. A motion of this kind eannot
possibly be taken as an infringement of
the privileges of another place. If the
Government decided to put down an ex-
pensive bore which would rut into £20 or
£50, T would not be in favour of it. The
nmiover of the motion has no desire to tack
such a large sun of money on te the cost
of the land to be taken up. I venture
to say that a nmmber of farmers who
take up land find all they ean do o make
both ends meet for the first few vears,
Tf the Government can assist in cheapen-
ing the cost to the fartwers by giving thewm
a wood potable water supply, it will be
numey well spent.  Many departments in
the Government service waste a great deal
more money than would be spent in find-
ing a good supply of water. This system
would he the means of assisting to a large
extent a number of deserving Ffarmers
who have gone on to the lands of the
State. I believe we are on the right track
m this direction, and if the Government
can see their way clear Lo give it a trial
T think sueeess will follow, and the money
will he well spent.

Hon. G. THROSSELYL (East): While
I heartily approve of the motion, the
words “prior to selection” may possibly
resuit in hanging up settlement. It is
very desirable for a new selector if he
goes on the land to find that the Govern-
ment will assist him in this direetion. In
South Africa I learn that there is a plan
in existence by which the Government
send light boring plants round to the
farmers. A farmer makes application to
the department, and an officer is sent out
with a light boring plant. The only
charge to the farmer is that for convey-
ing the plant to the rallway station, the
conveyance from farm to farm, and the
wages of the one man. I had occasion
years ago to give this question my con-
sideration, and I have always been im-
pressed with the suitability of the plan
for farmers. I am Deartily in accord
with Mr. Hamersley, but I see no oceas-
ion to make the charge on the land. 1t
some such plan as I have mentioned were
adopted and the water department sent
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boring plants round a district, [ believe
it would serve all the purposes. There is
another way ito cairy out the wishes of
the hon. wember, espeeially in regard to
the extension of the Coolgardie Waier
Seheme. In reply to a question I put
to the Colonial Secretury a few weeks
ago, it was stated that halt a million acres
of land would be thrown open in June,
that land has all been surveyed hefore
selection. [t appears to me that we want
to adopt some plan by which the Cool-
zavdie mains ean be extended in these

new districts, such as  Tammin. The
seheme should e inaugurated hefore
selection takes place, and the selector

would thus bhe gunaranteed that the land
would be supplied with water and a fair
charge made. Instead of the land being
sold at a price of 10s. per acre, it could
he gold at 10s. plus the extra eost of the
water, and then those selecting the land
have a guarantee that water is provided
for them. This alone would be a magnifi-
cent advertisement all along the Eastern
line. The settlers are more or less util-
ising the water scheme, but not unfortn-
nately to the extent they should do, be-
cause according to the report of the
water board it is shown distinetly that
where towns like York and Beverley have
the pipes carried through the agricultural
lands, very few farmers utilise the water,
and therefore it becomes costly. Where-
ever the water pipes are extended power
should be given to the water board to
rate farmers on the land. T have an in-
stance in my distriet where a group of
farmers required the water and the Gov-
ernment asked for,a 10 per cent. guar-
antee, and pr:)perl_yiso. A number of the
farmers will mive the gnarantee, hut others
refuse although they will henefit by the
extension of the pipes. That diffienlty
would be overcome, if wherever the pipes
are extended and the land is to be hene-
fited by the extension of the pipes, power
could he given to the board to rate the
land owners. I have instances in my dis-
triet where farmers are elamouring for
water, and they have to cart it a very
long distance. They are willing to pay
for the water, hut they will not guarantee
the 10 per cent.. Some will, and others
are unwilling. A motion was passed by
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the Southern Brouvk Roads Board. to the
‘effecl that the seftiers wonid be quite
willing to be rated for the water supply.
I mention thiz because we have to do a
Ereﬂi deal for the farmers by utilising the

vater scheme fo a greater extent than at
lhe preseni time. | have pleasure in sup-
porting the principle coniained in the mo-
tton, bur | do nol think it would he wise {o
provide that there should be 2 bore put
down in every G40 acres before selection.
It might interfere with the working of the

department. [ support the idea which ihe
hon, menther has at heart.
The Ilen. .. A. PIESSE (South-

Tast) : T regret I am unable to support
the motion. Members know I am always
in fuvour of doing what I can to sup-
port resolutions having for their object
the assistance of settlers on the land or
tlie advancement of land settlement. The
question appeals fto me in thig light,
First of all we have to consider wheth~r
it is rght of the Govermment to serve
the settlers in this manner, and then whe-
ther the Guvernmeni ean do the work for
anything like the money. The hon. mem-
ber has said it ean be done, Lookine at
it From the seltler’s point ot view I taike
it that he will not be altogether :atisfied
with what is done. Tn cases where the
Ciovernment are suecessful in obtainingy
fresh water on his land, il may he that
frequently the bore will ke localad on a
partion of the hlock where it wounld he
useless Lo him. As it i whether it guits
him or not the cost of the hore will be
added to the cost of the land. T :do not
xee that the (iovernmenf can possihly do
anyihing better than put down at an-
proved short intervals gond dams on Gov-
ernment reserves. If this is done wreat
henefit wili acerue to all settlers 1 ihe
disiriet served.  Only vesterday a new
settler told me that he had heen successful
in having a 2.000 yards dam filled as n
result of reeent rain in the eastern agri-
cultural areas. That settler iz located
sevenlv-five miles east of the Greatl
Sonthern Railway. This elearly shows
the advantage that would accrue to the
farming industry if larve dams were con-
“trneted  at  reanonahly short disiances
from ove another. The flovermmnent nneht
eonstruet dams :laring the dry neriwis of
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the vear, and there is no doubt ithey eould
he filled wilh water during the winter, If
settlers are assured that there is water
within a reasonable distance of them, that
is all they ask for. I do not understand
all that was szaid by Mr. Throssell, but I
was surprised to notice from the general
tenor of his remarks that his views nar-
rowed down f{o the Coolgardie Waler
Scheme point of view, I was surprised
to hear him speak as he did for it shows
that le is now nal {ravelling outside of
a radius of eight ar ten miles of that
waler selieme.  Apply his remarks {o Lhe
along the Midland for instance.
What value ean he placed npon his areu-
irenis by a wan holding an  area a
hundred miles from the water seheme?
They ure useless. The arewents he ad-
duced o not apply to any area twenty
miles north  or south of the scheme, for
these penple there eannnt possibly obia n
any henefiis from water from that snuree,
We wanl i provide not only for the err-
cumseribed aren referred to by the hon,
member. hut for all agrienltural areas of
thi= State.  Mr. Hamersley deserves 1he
thanks of all members for having ,ro-
vided them with so mueh usefy] .md n-
leresting information on the tuesiion of
a cheap method of ftesting for waier sup-
plies. To my mind. a very Important
nuestion is what such hores would cost,
mmd iy own experience i¢ that it will be
very tach ereater than the hon. member
suggests. 1 know of an instance {hat
ocenrred vecently where in the sinlkine f
a bore, nine men and a draxy were en-
gaged.  How. in the name ol goodness,
woukd it be pnasible for a settler to pav
for the cust of a wark of {hat sort. The,
cost of the Fore would he greater than the
value of the land. Who would pay for
failures? Tt would he highly probahje
Ihat in nineteen rases out of twenty where
trials for water were made hy boring
salt water would he tapped instead of

fresh. In such ecivenmstances. as T have
said, who would pay for the experi-
ments  that had not turned out satic-

factortly? Under these ecircumstances [
am compelled to oppose the motion,
On motion by Hon. W. Patricl:
hate adjourned.
House adjourned at 6 pom.

de-



