622

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: An in-
quiry will do harm. The hon. member has
not justified his request and the House
should rejeet the motion.

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

House adjourned at 10.26 p.m.

TLegislative Essembly,

Thursday, 4th September, 1924,
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The SPEAKER tock the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers,

QUESTION—FRUIT MARKETING
LEGISLATION.

Mr. SAMPSON agked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Tn view of the importance
of correct datz being available in connee-
tion with the proposed introduction of an
Act on the lines of the Queensland Fruit
Marketing Organisation Aect, and for other
purposes, have the Government decided to
proceed with the taking of a census of
fruit trees, imecluding particelars of
varieties, acreage, etc., as recommended
at a conference of inter-State representa-
tive fruitgrowers? 2, Have the growers
been supplied with the necessary forms?
3, If not, when will this be done?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, 2, and 3, The matter iz now
under corsiderafion.

QUESTION—EANGARCO PEST,

Mr. C. P, WANSBROUGH asked the
Honorary Minister (Hor. 8. W. Munsie):
That in view of the serious depredations
and loss to settlers by kangaroos, will the
Minister put into effect Clause 7 of ‘‘The
Game Aect, 1912,’" which vests 1n the
Governor power to proclaim part or parta
of the State into districts for a period of,
say, twelve months, to erable the pest to

[ASBEMBLY.]

be dealt with, such districts to be pro-
claimed at the requests of the local gov-
erning bodies concerned’

Hon, 8, W, MUNSIE replied: No re-
quest for this to be done has yet heen
made, but when the necessity arises, careful
congideration will be given the matter.

LEAVE OF ABSEXCE.

On motion by Mr. C. P, Wanshrough, leave
of absence for ome weck granted to the
member for Williama-Narrogin (Mr. E, B.
Johnston) on the ground of ill-health,

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.

1, Trust Funds Investment.

2, Bonbury Road Board Rates Validation.
Introduced by the Mintster for Works,

BILL—INSPECTION OF SBCAFFOLDING.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS RATES.
In Commiites.
Resumed from 2nd September.

M. Lutey in the Chair; Minister for
Works in charge of the Bili.

Clause 2—Ezxtension of time for regis-
tration of transfers:

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Mur-
ray-Wellington at a previous sitting, sub-
mitted the following amendment—

That the following words be added to the
clause:— *but subject, as regards any re-
gistration after the commencement of this
Act, to the paymcat by the transgferee, be-
fore the registrution of the transfer, of
any raics for the time being due in respect
of the land, including rates and charges
due and payable under any Act relating
to water supply, sewerage, or drainage.’’

I have considered the amendment and de-
cided that it is out of order, on the ground
that it is not relevant to the subject-matter
of the Bill.

Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILL—JURY ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading,

Debate resumed from 2nd September.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL (Northam)
[4.40]: We have heard a good deal con-
cerning the iniquity of apecial juries, and the
iniquity of the special qualifications tor
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jurors, but we kaew as a matter of fact it is
only a matter of degree. This Bill is not
altering the qualification for jurors, but pro-
poses to wipe out altogether spegial juries.

The Minister for Juatice: To give
everyone the same chance. People who can
afford to pay for a special jury can have one
now, whilst others who cannot afford it have
to go without.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHFLL: It is ridi-
culous for the Minister to assert that becaunse
a man happens to add to his wordly goods
from £150 te £500, he is no longer honest.

The Minister for Justice: I do not
say that, but that people who can afford
special juries ean have them when they want
them,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
know that a man possessing £500 is any
better than he who has only £150. The
qualification does not make any material
difference; at all events it does not make n
man any worse.

The Minister for Justice: T£ there
is no difference between them why have
a distinetion?

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL:: It is nat
fair in a wholesale fashion to accuse people
of dishenesty. One would think that speeial
jurors constituted a herd of wealthy men,
whose sole object was to attack the poor man.
The Minister for Works the other night said
he had been convicted by a special jury.
Nothing of the sort oceurred. He was sued
for damages as a result of the publication nf
a circular, The charge set out that he had
conspired to injure, I think, a butcher, He
was sued for damages, and as a result was
put to caonsiderable expense., The Minister
explained that he did not know what was in
the cireular, but was taken before the court
and fined. There were two parties in that
case, the man who was injured

The Minister for Worka:
jury well on his side.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And the
Minister who was accused of having caosed
the damage. Apparently, someone at the
Trades Hall had issued a circular in his
name, and this resulted in the action. The
Minister said he should have been tried by
his peers, by someone interested in the trade
nnion movement. If special juries were em-
panelled along those lines, we shoul@ be jus-
tified in wiping them out. The contention
appears to be that the man who suffered
ought not to have a special jury to try the
ease, and, that if he had such a jury, it
should have heen drawn from amongst those
connected with the trades union movement.
That principle I regard as wrong.

The Minister for Works: I argued that
members of trade unions should not be
debarred, as they are debarred by tihe
esisting law.

Mr. Latham: They are not debarved if
they have the property qualification.

The Minister for Warls: That is the
bar. It is only another way of saying
that they are debarred,

He had the

623

Hoa. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: At least
a third of the members of any special
jury would be working men,

The Minister for Works: I venture to
say there are not three men on the
Government side of this Chamber whase
names are on the special jury hst,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I said
workers, not members of Parliament.

The Minister for Worka: Tf the Speaker
were up for trial, the jury would be all
from the other side.

Mr, Latham: Nothing of the sort.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Mr.
Speaker would get justice,
Mr, Taylor: Nobody wourld he more

pleased than Mr, Speaker to be tried by
this side.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
statement which the Minister has made
on the basis of his personal experienece,
is quite wrong.

The Minister for Works: The syatem
gave the man who cbarged me a packed
jury, and it refused my class the right to
sit in the jury box. Of the two special
juries T had to face, not one member had
ever belonged to a trade union. -

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
hon. member knows that the jury gave
the case againgt him.

The Minister for Works: Once they did;
not the other time.

Honr., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No
doubt in one case the Minister got justice,
and in the other merecy was shown him.
The Minister uses those two cases to ghow
how iniquitous the special jury system is,
and how impossible it is for men who pwn
£500 worth of property to do justice to a
Minister of the Crown—although the hon.
gentleman was not then a Minister of the
Crown. A great deal of fuss has been
made about nothing. In many casges
special juries have proved very useful.

Mr. Millington: Useful all right!

Hor. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is
not alleged that special juries have mnot
done justice in the cases heard before
them. The only reason given for abolish-
ing special juries, so far as I can see, is
that a speecial jurer must have a little
more money than an ordinary juror.
When the Minister says it is impossible
for a mau possessing £500 to do justice
to men possessing less than £500, it is time
to protest. I do not know wmuch abont
special jurors, but T am aware that in
many cases it is well to have men with
that special qualification, te try the issve.
In the case which has been quoted a
buteher was apparently damaged by
reason of a cireular issned over the sigona.
ture of the present Minister for Works.
The Minister says he did not write or see
or read the eircular, or kmow anything

about it. However, it went out over his
name. The law says, rightly, that if ome
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man damages another he must pay for it.
The fault lay, not with the buteher, hut
with the people who wrote the circular.
The Minister for Works suffered for the
wrong of another, and that oftem hap-
pens. I do not consider that any tase has
been made out for the abolition of special
juries,

The Minister for Justice: Has any case
heen made out for their retention?

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: When
one geeks to alter the law, one must give
some reavon for the proposed alteration.
The Government say there should he no
special juries.

The Minister for Justice: Yes, for the
reasons set out.

Hon, S8ir JAMES MITCHELL: No
good reasong have been given. The only
reason advanced has been the alleged
want of honesty on the part of special
jurors. .

The Minister for Justice: No.

Mr. Millington: ls it wise to limit the
cheive of jurors?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Often
it iz wise to limit the choice to men of
special’ knowledge, In a mining case the
hon. member interjecting would make an
excellent juror. If it were a question
relating to railways, the Minister for
Railways would make an excellent juror.

Mr, Millington: Why not draw on the
whole community?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL : That
i3 not the point. The House and the
public ought to kmow that special jurors
are not necessarily rich men, but mainly
men of amall posgessions, and that all men
who sit on juries have to bv possessed of
some property qualification. All this fuss
and noise aboat the alleged want of hon-
esty on the part of some people becaunse
they have £500 worth of property while
others have mnot, is utterly beside the
mark, 1 hope the Minister for Works
will have better luck next time, and I am
glad that last time he did not get what
he deserved, or perhaps what he expected,
having regard to the mnature of the cir-
¢ular.

The Minister for Worksa: I knew I was
gone from the start,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: During
the last peneral election there was lssued
a eircular which I am sure the preseot
Minister for Worke did not read, a ciren-
lar entitled ‘‘The Indictment.’”” T think
there was not a word of {ruth in that
eircular, But in Beaufort-street they have
8 way of using the Miunister’s name. I
believe the Minister was in the habit of
using a stamp signature instead of writing
his gignature. The practice is dangerouns,
because the stamp signature can be so
easily nsed. Apparently the stamp signa-
ture is used occasionally at the foot of
circylars sent out from Beanfort-street.

[ASSEMBLY,]

The Minister ter Works: Tt has done
good mervice.

Hon. 8Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Ye»,
from the Minister’s point of view, but
1 am sure the Minister would not send
ozt anvthing that was wuntrue, and

certainly not anythbing that would get

him into danger. 1 hope the House
will realise that there has been very
little complaint of apecial jurors. Re-

cently there was a case in u town, the name
of which T will not mention, where a man
plended guiity; T think he made a written
statement adniitting his guilt.  Neverthe-
less a jury of 12 good men and true who
hat the gralification of €130 let him off,

The Minister for Justive: Wouldn't o
special jury lave let him off?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That was
a very speeial jury. Somctimes there is mis-
carringe of justice hefure juries, just as
there is sontetimes before a magistrate or a
judge. The question whether the jury sys-
tem ought to remain or pught to be ahol-
ished might well receive serious considera-
tion from the Goverument. The system
miy have outlived its usefulness. Revert-
ing to the case in which the Minister for
Works was interested, T would point out
that if the Minister had the right to claim
Lis own juryv, so wonld the other man have
the right to claim a juory for himself. T
lelieve that in the Minister’s case justiea
way done. Heie are a few occupations of
speeial jurors, taken from one page of the
spoeial jury list: sawmiller, compositor, saw
expert, labourer, merchant, importer, fitter,
carrier, clerk.

The Minister for Works: It iz not stated
whether the carrier is a master carrier, and
the fitter might be in business for himself.

My, Millington: There is a Legisfative
Councillor who deseriles himself as 2
Ialiourer,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
know what Jabour he does.

The Minister for Works: T have heard
the member for Murray-Wellington (Mr.
Georpe) call himself a fitter or an engineer.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: For elee-
tioncering purposes, T am afraid, members
eall themselves the thing they think will
appeal wost to the clectors. The AMinister
for Works, to give one illuatration, ealled
himself a hockbinder. The orcupations T
have quoted from one page of the special
juey list show that specisl jurors are drawn
from every seetion of the cammunity, Tt is
quite wrong to attack special jurors, and te
infer that they are not capable of giving
an honest decision, even if they are working
men, simply hecaunse they happen to possess
£500 worth of propertv. The Minister's
propoced method of enrolling women jnrors
iz rather clever and unique. The wording
of the clause is very funny. They are not
expected to =it on juries, hut, upon appliea-
tion, they may sit. That is rather a clever
way of petting out of the trouble. After
a few months we shall see how many women

T do not
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deire to sit on o jury. I should be op-
posed to wowmen doing ro and T think other
members woull agree with me. It would
be *rather interestiug if both hushand and
wife were taken away from their home and
their family tor two or three weeks during
the hearing of 2 long trial. They would
be shnt up night and day and would not
lLe allowed to look after their family or
their property. 1t would be unwise to per-
mit that., TIn additien, T do not know that
a hushand and his wife should sit on the
one jury.

Hon. 5. W. Munsie: That would be better
than the hngbaml and somebody else’s wife
gitting on the jury!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Is the
bustand to be consulted before his wife asks
that she shall be enrelled on the jury list?

The Minister for Justice: Parliament re-
cently passed o measure denling with the
status of women.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Does the
Minister intend that the husband’s consent
shall ke obtained first?

The Minister for Justice: Why should he?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
afraid the Minister will be called upon to
settle family difficulties because, if the wife
asks to be placed on the jury list and her
husband objects, he will go to the Minister
with his complaint.

The Alinister for Justice: We do not ask
women if they want to he placed on the
electoral rolls.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
knuw that this is guite fair to accused per-
gons. T do not think accused persons will
thank the Minister if women are placed
on the juries to deal with their cases. How-
ever. the Minister has met the difficulty
cleverty in providing that women may apply
for permission to sit on’ juries, I hope no
eligible bachelor over 30 vears of age will
he tried before a special jury of ladies;
they woulill show him little merey. It was
very wrong indeed for the Minister to at-
tack, as he did, the fairness of special jurics
becanse the men comprising those juries
possess qualifications that represent a little
more werlth than must be possessed by a
common juror,

Mr. CHESSON (Cue) [54]:I support
the Bill. T am opposed to special juries.
Such a avstem affords am opportunity for
people in good ecireamstances, when in-
volved in a civil action before the Supreme
{'onrt, fv seeure the advantage of a special
inry hiv merely putting up the necessary
money and securing the consent of the
ijudge or the commissioner. When a union
or an induvstrial worker is proceeded against
—T rcfer to such eases as those involving
conairacy charpes—the common jury is re-
marded as qnite satisfacrtory for the pur-
poses of the action. On the other hand,
however, those bringing an action for dam-
ages arising out of an alleged eonspiraey,
have the right to pay the extra expense for

a special jury and so secure an advantage
over the industrial section. The worker has
very little faith in special juries nowadays.
There is unothing wrong with the comwon
jury system. Anyone between 21 and 60
vears of age who possesses real or persomal
estate of the value of £30 can be placed
upon the common jury list which is com-
piled by the police. At intervala the magis-
trate and loeal justices of the peace st to
revise the jury lists, and anyone suffering
from deafness or other complaints may put
his position hefore them and have his name
removed from the list. My expericnce of
juries in the back country is that a person
appearing hefore them reeeives justice. The
men comprising those juries are generally
men of ilie world, possessed of a good deal
of experience, They are drawn from a
radius of 60 miles, and on the one jury it
is often possible tu sec pastoralists, busi-
ness j.eople, prospectors, miners, and people
following otlier occupations. If there is
any doubt, the prisoner is always given the
henafit of it by back conntry common jories.
If they lean at all, it is towards mercy.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Which is the
honest section of those you have referred

to? .

Mr. CHESSOXN: I make no imputation
suggesting dishonesty. Those who sit on
juries are houest men. I am against the
prineiple of special juries on the ground
that that system accords a privilege to a
vertain section of the community. I re-
member the Wells v, the Cae Miners’ Union
case being tried in Perth before & special
jury. The organisation was proceeded
against on a conspiracy charge, the effect
of which was that the union had prevented
Wells from getting a living by working in
a certnin mine. Certain supposed members
of the union were proceeded against, in-
cluding a man named Bert Smith. The jury
returned a verdict against all who were
charged with the conspiracy. The fact
remained that Bert Smith was not a mem-
ber of the minera’ union at the time. The
gecretary and the chairman of the union
gave evidence to prove that he was not a
member of that body. The books were pro-
duced to substantiate’ that statement.
Neverthetess Smith and the rest of them
were found guilty. Tt will be said that the
union had the right of appeal. That is true,
hut the union also knew what the cost of
such proceedings would be.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Did they pre-
vent Wells from getting work?

Mr, CHESSON: No. The position was
that they would not work with him; they
did not prevent him from pgetting work. I
am pointing out that a speeial jury held
the union responsihle, including one man
who was not a member of the union at all.
Another case arose in the Murchison dis-
trict. The Youanmi Miners’ Tnion, the
Sandstone Miners” Union, the Murchison
Dristrict Council, and several business people
were included in a charge of conspiracy.
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A verdict was given apgainst all who were
joined in the charge, although one of them
was a widow. The charge againgt her
in support of the conspiracy allegation
wna that she had refused to give board to
one individual. [t was proved that the
person concerned was hardly ever sober
and had set fire to the place on one ocea-
sion. Beeause of this the widow ordered
him from the boarding hovse as she did not
want him there any longer owing to the
risk. It is no wonder that members of in-
dustrial unions have no faith in special
juries! T realise that at times special
juries are required. I would instance coro-
ners’ inquiries following upon mining acei-
dents.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell; Why is that?

The Minister for Justice: Because special
knowledge is required,

Mr. CHESSON: The police officer in
charge of the district where such an aeci-
dent  ocenrs is supposed to see that a
majority of the jurymen are practical men.
Such jurymen may be mine managers or
workera; it matters nof, so long as they
have had experience in comnection with the
mining industry, That is omly right, for
it could not be expected that business men
without such experience would be able to
deseend into a mine and subsequently give
an intelligent decision as to whether the
mine was safe and well secured. If a jury
were required to zo down a mine to view
the scene of an accident, a business man
would not be likely to give a satisfactory
and intelligent verdict. TIn fact, business
men have asked to be exempted from coro-
ners’ juries chosen to investigate mining
arcidents in which expert evidenee and
technical knowledge has been required.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You do not
object to speeial knowledge?

Mr. CHESSON: XNo, Tn some instanees
the venue of a trial invelving conspiracy
charges has been shifted from mining areas
to Perth, and men who have sat on the
vases have had no knowledge regarding local
conditions. How can such men give an
intelligent verdict? 1 do not aay that in
sa¢h ingtances the jurymen would e dis-
honest, but I do claim that the svstem has
outlived its usefulness. T have no fault
to find with eommon juries. I know that
there was a huoe and ery on the part of
many people in Perth in connection with
a case dealt with in Cue. Meetings were
calted and much eomment was heard re-
garding bush juries.  Many people made
themselves busy and gaid all sorts of
things about juries in the back couniry.
Tf T had to be tried for an offence I should
prefer to be tried by a bush jury; for
such juries are composed of intelligent men
ready to give the prisoner a fair deal. The
special jury has outlived its usefulness. I
know of no demand that women should be
placed on the jury list. Women are more
emntional than are men, and so are prone
to judge on appearances. I should prefer
to be tried by a jury of men.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Latham: But a jury of women would
be sure to let you off.

Mr. CHESSBON: If women are to be
placed on the jury list, they should be®put
ot all-fours with jurymen; they should not
be asked to make application to be added
to the list, for under thut system we shall
have on the jury only those women who love
the limelight,

Mr. George: You would be in favour of
esempting a woman nursing a bhaby?

Mr. CHESBON: [ would exempt the lot
of them. 1 agree that the fees paid to
Jurymen should be increased. Frequeatly a
Juror is called up 40 or 50 miles, and has
to lose a shift, He is allowed l0s. a day
as juryman. What is that to a man who
loses his day’s wage of 1lds. or 15s.7 It is
certainly time the jurors’ fees were revised.

Mr. TEESDALE (Roebourne) [5.18}: I
was surprised at the extraordinary degree
of heat displayed by the Minister tor Works
when moving the second reading of this
harmless measure, It seemed to me totally
unnecessary. There was no oceasion for the
imimoderate and altogether unreasonable
language used by the Minister, I deplore
the tone of the Minister for Works right
through this debate. [ had hoped that when
tie responsibilities of office were fully taken
on by that gentleman, he would have mod-
erated his excessive language. Had one
¢losed his eyes when the Minister was speak-
ing, one might have imagined himself on the
Yarra Bank or on the Esplanade, instead of
listening to a respomsible Minister of the
Crova, We over here have been interested
in the total ehange in that hon. minister’s
attitude since he accepted office, and we
were pleased to think he had shown a
great improvement om his past. A man in
the position of Minister for Works should
l.e an illustratien to men like the member
for Murchison (Mre, Marshall); the Min-
ister 's attitwle should he caleulated to re-
press the turbulence of many of his fol-
lowers, Tt is a great pity the Minister
slioulil have given such an exhibition as he
pave the other night, cavsing new members
to think that this is a hear garden where
anvthing ean be said. I am sorry for it,
and T know that many others are cqually
sorry, It has been diseussed in the city,
and nombers of the Minister’s friends de-
plore the extraordinary lapse of which he
was guilty the other night, It might have
been that he was a little bit liverish, and
that the injnstice to which he claimed to
have been subjected at some time in his
career was stinging him, Even that could
not justify his immoderate language. The
Minister condemned every man of a pro-
perty qualifiration above that of common
jurer. Anyone in business or occupying a
position of trust was dubbed a scoundrel,
not capable of going into court and giving
a fair decision on the evidence. It is pos-
sible that no merchant or business man of
Perth is capable of doing a fair thing to
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anybody, no matter what the charge or the
acevsed s position?

The Minister for Justice:
that.

Mr. TEESDALE : The Minister for
Works said that. He said it was impossible
for a man qualified to sit as a special juror
to give a fair decision. All such men, he
said, were biassed and prejudiced; and he
gquoted his own experience as aa illustration.
It is well known that every man who loses
a case squeaks about having been treated
unjustly. We all do it. Several of us here
have been before the police magistrate. I
myself plead guilty. I felt very wild when
I was fined a fiver, and I made many un-
complimentary, remarks about the magis-
trate. There was no jury up there—it
wouldn’t he quite safe for a jury up there.
However, I do not think any man in that
district would he prepared to seriously de-
nounce that magistrate.

The Minister for Works: You gave him
a send-ofl at the boat, did you not?

Mr. TEESDALE: T can make allowances
for the Minister feeling a Dbit upset about
that thousand pounds he spoke of, By the
way, he declared that he had not the pro-
perty qualifiention of a special juror. TIf
that is so, it would be intercsting to kmnow
what has become of that farm of his, which
I have heard spoken of as a valuable pro-
perty. Does that not qualify him as a
special jurer? Tt may be he has taken
precautions and settled the property on his
wife, which in the circumstances is a very
satisfaetory thing to do. I scttled a little
property on my wife when I firat eame down
here. Tt is just as well I did, for otherwise
it might have gone as the rest has gone.
Probably the Minister has donme that, and
now wanits fo pose as a man f{reated un-
fairlv, as one who, althourh a Minister of
the Crown, is not qualifiel to sit on a
special jury. I am inclined to think that
he. and his eolleagues also, are particularly
well qualified in respect of property.

The Premier: I am not. Why drag me
int

Mr. TEESDALE: Then youn, too, have
been doing as ¥ sngpest. Joking apart, if
the Minister for Works is not qualified to
sit on a special jury, T ask why did he not
endeavonr to prove the aunthorship of that
pamphlet?

The Minister for Worka: Oh, never mind
all that. Come to the Bill,

Mr. TEESDALFE: If you will pose as a
martyr, you must wear the erown of thorns.
That tkorsand pounds is your crown of
thorns, Tt is very dangerous fo pose as 2
martyr in Western Australia. The public’s
plaudits ara fleeting, as we over here have
seen. The multitude are apt te rend their
gods in twain. I have a lively recollection
of one apostle of the proletariat who fled
from the wrath to come and hid in a meat
safe. The Minister might yet have to seck
protection at the hands of those whom he

Nobody said
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reviled the other night; when the gods rend
him beeause he has feet of clay, by Godl
he might have to go there too. Anyhow,
this one lapse on the part of the Minister
will be pardoned. Provided we have no
repetition of it, I shall not moke any more
offensive remarks about him for the time
heing.

The Minister for Justice:
INAZNANINOUS,

Mr, TEESDALE: The principal provision
in the Bill is that dealing with women jurors.
To my mind women are too illogical to sit
on a jury. They are apt to judge rather by
intuition than by reasoning out the evidence
placed hefore them., This would be a very
gerioug matter when a man’s liberty was
at stake. Again, women are likely to be
inflvenced by their husbands. We know
those little talks that would take place at
the breakfast talile, just when the wife waa
leaving home for her onerous duties at the
Supreme Court. If the accused should be a
friend of the juror’s husband, what an
opportunity for that husband to get in a
word with his wife beforehand! One can
imagine that the husband would do his best
for his friend. ‘Then again, consider how
greatly women are influenced by what they
read in the newspapers. When they see some
sad story published, and read that some man
has been guilty of something that they
think dreadful—if they got the chanee,
wouldn’t they rock it into him? Their sym-
pathies are very casily arousod in such cases.
Then I doubt whether they are quite com-
petent to carefully reason out the pros and
cons put before them; they will be blinded
by the one impression upon them when they
enter the court, and so they will not he
able to see the case in the right perspective,
Again, numbers of women judge a man by
his face.

Mr. Corboy: That accounts for your ob-
jections to them.

Mr. TEESDALE: This is apt to be very
hard on men with faces such as——, but
I shall not mention names. Anyhow, there
ar¢ women who ghonld e taken care of by
a paternal Government. They should never
be let loose on suffering manhood. They
do nothing but raise tronhle and strife from
morning till night. Such women have a
grievance against men in gencral, but none
in particular. T know one or two of them
in the Labour canse snd they are pretty
suecessful in ereating strife. Some of my
friends opposite know them. Just imagine
having 12 of that sort let Ioose on one!
What sort of a chance would one have?
Buockley’s. One would get it in the neck as
hard as thev could give it him, I like to
think of women as being sympathetic and
kindly. T like to think of them as being
always on the side on the underdog, help-
ing all they can. I do not think those char-
acteristics are likely to be improved by the
filthy and aqualid cases heard in our courts,
T try to think as kindly as I can of women-
folk—same of them we cannot think kindly
of—hut at the same time the court is no

You are very
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place for a wonman. The following lines in-
dicate wmy opinion:-—
A man’s a fool who tries by foree or gkill,
To atem the current of a woman’s will,
Tor if she will, she will—you may depend
on’t,
And if she wou't, she won't-—and there's
an end on’t,

That expresses in tabloid form why I ob-
Ject to women sitting on a jury.

Hon, W, D. JOUXNSOX (Guildford)
{5.33]: T congratulate the Government on
having introduced the Bill, and T am par-
tienlarly leased with the proposal to
aholish the special jury system. I am not
going to deal with the delicate matter as
to whether the sexes should have equal right
to sit on a jury, but while T escaped that
which was recorded in ‘“Hansard’’ by the
Minister for Works, T know that the opera-
tion of the special jury system has had the
effeet of preventing justice being dane in
many cases, Let me Tecord an experience
I had when a Minister of the Crowm. Tt
was my special responsibility at that time
to be associated with the establishment of
State trading concerns, and I came in for
a good deal of public eomment and ad-
verse critieism. As we procceded with the
establishment of trading concerns, the at-
tacks lbeeame more pronounced, more de-
finite, and more personal, Tltimately the
newspapers beeame absolutely desperate,
and were not at all disereet in the way they
handled the question. On one oceasion the
lealing newspaper saw fit to publish a very
searrilous article attacking me personally,
and inginuating all sorts of corruption and
dishonesty. The writfer did not limit him-
gelf at all. T had suffered for o consider-
able time, but this article went a little too
far, snp T consulted one of our lending coun-
gel. He went exhaustively into the matter
and told me there were five distinet libels
in the article. 1 asked whether it was ad-
visahle for me to proceed against the news-
paper, and whether he considered T would
be ahls to got instice, sering that there was
a rovision for a speeial jury, Coumsel was
partienlarly careful ahout expressing an
opinion as tn the justice or otherwise of a
particular statute, hut this counsel—a K.C.
—told me it was questionable whether I
conld suceeed, aceing that the jury would
be composed of men particularly hostile to
the noliey of the Government. While the
prospects of getting a verdiet were almoast
undoubted, the verdiet might be an low that
the full responsibility of establishing it
world be mine. My funda were totally in-
adequate to take such a risk, and T had teo
suffer the lihel. There is no question that
the writer of the article had boasted in
the eorridors of Parliament House that he
would write me out of public life; he nsed
the newspaper to gain that end and us-
douhtedlr succeeded.

Mr. Hughes: And he is squealing now
ahout the ahuse of yrivileges.

[ABSEMBLY.]

Heon. W. T JOHXSON: I wish to point
out what a man may suffer hecanse of lack
of opportonity to clear himself.  Mem-
bers should appreciate the injustice of a
stafure of this sort. While a Minister of
the (rown, T travelled from the Fostero
States on ance of the mailhoats and rame
inte contaet with two of the leading mer-
chanty of Pertl,  We inet in the smoke-
ronm and diseassed State trading rvoncerns
aml all the politieal problems that had oce-
cupied the public mind for some years,
Atter rounding Rottnest one of them come
to me ond supgested a parting glass, Over
the pglass he said, ‘‘Look here, Jobnson, I
am glad T met you. Honestly I looked upon
von as one of the biggest scoundrels in
this country, bat having met you, T do not
think yoit are half a had fetlow.?’

My, Sampsen: Did you have only one
ylnss!

Hon. W. D, JOIUXSON: [ explained that
I did not mind bhis lLolding that view, be-
cuttse [ could sgee his reading was limited
to the daily Press. ‘‘You do not have an
opportuanity to hear the debates in Parlia-
ment, "' T said, **and to keep in tonch with
public cvents you read the daily papers. If
you accept what yon read in the daily
newspapers, unquestionably T must be an
undesirable charaeter.”” We parted, and I
was yoing off to pack my bag when the
other merchant eame along to say farewell.

Mr, Tarlor: Another whisky and =oda?

Hon. W. D, JOHNSOXN: He told me he
hid been vnder the impression that the
Labeur Covernment were an unserupulous
lot of men in the administration of publie
eoncerns, Both these gentlemen had heen
influenced hyx articles like the one to which
I have referred. There was no opportunity
for me tn correct the impression conveved
by the article, becanse of the existenes of
the special jury provision. Had there been
no provisinn for a special jury, I would
have sued the newspaner proprietors be-
cause there would have been an opportunity
for me to get justice, equally with the de-
fendants. The jury would have represented
my ideas politically as well as those of my
opponents, because the selection would have
heen wunlimited. As the selection was
limited, the writer of the article had an
ndvantage over me and T had to suffer.

Mr. Mann: One of the leaders of the
FLabour movement was sucecessful reeently
with a special jury.

Hon, W. . JOHXNSON: That is so,

Mr. Hughes? Were not you surprised
when the verdiet rame out?

Hon. W. D. TOHNROX : There was very
grave doubt as fo the wisdom of that hon.
member proceeding. He was advised that
he was on dangerous ground, because of his
having to a)pear bhefore a special jury,

Afr. Thomson; That coes to show that a
man does get jnstice from a speeial jary.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOXN: The member for
Forrest (Mr. Holman) was succetsfnl on
that oceasion, but he took artion against
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the advice of guite a number of authorities,
who pointed out the risk he was running
owing to the ease being tried by a apecial
Jury. My experienee was not limited to
one article.
jected to this sort of thing. [ have been
looking wp the records to ascertain why
special juries were established. There have
been guite a number of amendments of the
Jury Act, but 1 bave been unable to find
exactly how the special jury provision
originated. TRight through the democratic
thought that was se limited in the nineties,
we find men like Mr, Vosper pointing out
the danger of such a provigion and how it
could operate in only one way. Mr. Ewing,
now ( hief Justice of Tasmania, was & mem-
Ler of the Chamber at that time, and be ex-
pressed douht as to whether justice could
be guaranteed under a special jury system
and whether it was right to have the quali-
fication based on inoney rather than on
education. We find that in those days there
were expressions of doubt as to whether
it was fair to introduce methods of this
deseription in eonnection with the adminig-
tration of justice. The Minister tor Works
went through his ordeal and suffered. [
hesitated, and did not proceed, but there
were a number of instances where one would
have been tempted to go to court to demon-
strate that the articles written by the Presa
were not always based on fact, that they
were tainted by political bias. There is no
doubt that the articles that appeared at
the time § became associated with the Slate
trading cuncerns, were published becauss
the authors were aware of the protection
they had, and they konew that the affected
party would hesitate to go before a special
jury to defend himself. The special jury
system is a relie of the dark ages, and I am
pleased that one of the earliest measures to
be submitted by the Government deals with
the abelition of ypecial jurivs.

Mr, THOMSON (Katenning) [5.48]:
When the Minister introdueed the Bill I
was umder the impression that it was a mild
sort of measure, but having heard the vari-
ous arguments mdvanced, one is almost
forced to conclude that juriey of all kinds
shouid be a thing of the past. I was sorry
to note the warmth imported by the Min-
ister for Works iuto his speech when he
was referring to speeial juries. e accused
special juries of not having given him jus-
tive, though he hal to admit that whilst on
one oceasion he was found guilty, on an-
other he was aequitted. The whole trend
of the Minister’s argpument was that hy
virtue of having special juries, the move-
ment he respresented could not get justice.
If that be correct, then we should abolish
apeeial jories. But one is constrained to
consider the position from the other aspect.
If the feeling displayed by members is any-
thing to go by, then all T can say is that
if we are to depend on common juries, God
help a certain section when they expeet to

Year after year we were sub-
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get justice. I am werely anvalysing the
arguments that have been advanced. We
bave been told that it is ¢guite possible for
one man on the jury to bring all the others
to his way of thinking, and we bad in-
stances guvted by the member for Clare-
mont {Mr. North) and hy the member for
'ue (Mr. Chesson).

Mr. Chesseu: 1 said
common juries.

Mi, THOMSON: 1f the Government had
Lrovght in a measure to delete all the
yualilications excepting that relating to the
£300 1 believe I wouid have supported the
Bill. 1 give the Government credit for the
honesty of tleir convictions. We know that
the Minisier for Works, when sitting on
this side of the House, introduced a mea-
sure with the object of abolishing special
juries. The member for Guildford (Hon,
W. D. .Jolnston) soid that special juries
prevented justice being done. That was a
very serious statement to make. If such &
charge can be laid against 2 man who has
taken an oath to return a verdiet according
to the evidence, then it will be possible for
2 misearriage of justice to take place. This
can happen mnot only with a special jury,
bot with a common jury. If those whe
make up the special juries are ‘‘crooks,’’
there is nothing to prevent common jurors
being ‘erooks’’ also. After every thing we
have heard in the course of this debate, I
think we would be justified in doing away
altogether with the jury system, and ask
that on an impartial man the duty should
he imposed of returning a verdiet accord-
ing to the evidence submitted.

The Minister for Mines: What is the
justification for a special jury®

Mr. THOMSON: There are cases to be
heard where expert knowledge on the part
of the jory i= necded.

The Minister for Minea:
selected for that.

The Minister for
selected haphazard.
jury.

Mr. THOMSOX: I must confess, from
the statements made by members on the
other side of the House, that I look askanece
at the jury system, and I feel disposed to
vote against the Bill altogether.

Mr. Holman: What will you put in its
place?

Mr. THOMSON : To my mind if we
struck out these qualifications ‘‘A justice
of the peace, a bank director, or 8 merchant
not keeping a retail shop,’” and left in that
part relating to personal estate of the value
of £500, all purposes would he served. It
is absurd for members opposite to say that
a great majority of the workers would not
be eligible as special jurors. In this State
many workers have homes of their own.

Mr. Heron: Absolutely wrong.

Mr. THOMSON: T am not wrong.

Mr, Hughes: Of course you are,

nothing agaiust

They are never

Justice: They are
You cannot pick a
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My, THOMSON: There are many work-
ers in this State who have the title deeds
of their homes, or are going through the
process of acquiring the deeds, and we have
more of such people than any other part
of the world., I am proud to know that.

Mr. Holman: Can you tell us where
those homes are?

Mr. THOMSON: In the suburbs,

Mr. Hughes: You shoold look at the
municipal rate book of Perth and sce how
small is the pereentage.

Mr. THOMSON: We are not dealing
with the city. You do not expect to find
workers Jiving in the capital eity.

Ministerial Members: You are quite
wrong.

Mr. THOMSBON: 1 know I am right.
Many bhomes have been built in the
suburbs under the Workers' Homes Aet.

The Minister for Lands: But all are not
owners.

Mr. THOMSON: A big majority of them
are.

The Minister for Lands:
in mind are not.

Mr. THOMSOXN: There are many free-
holds as well as leaseholds, and a great
majority of ‘those workers would be cligible
to serve on a special jary. At any rate we
are entitled to raise our voices in protest
against the proposals contained in the Bill.
Again, T have a strong objection to women
serving onm a jury. As has been outlined,
the Miniater proposes to throw the respon-
sibility to serve on the jury, on the women
themselves. In a majority of ecases, par-
ticularly criminal cases, I should he sorry
to think that any women related to me
were desirous of being selected, The ma-
jority of men are only too pleased if they
van succeed in keeping off a jury. T know
that when 1 was eligible, T did my utmost
to dedge serving on juries. T regret that
the Government have introdueced the mea-
sure and T regret the spirit in which it has
heen debated and the statements advanced
that it was mot pussible to pet jnstice at
the hands of 2 special jury. That is wrong.
The member for Forrest (Mr., Holman)
went hefore a speeial jury and got justice.

Mr. Dolman: I did not go; [ was foreed.

Mr, THOMSOX: Al I know is that he
won his ease. T once met an honest lnwver
who gave me good advice.

The Minister for Lands: Only once 7

My, THOMSON : T have stuck to him ever
since. He said, ** You have a good case, and

Those you have

the prohahilities are you will win. T feel
confilent you will win, but is it
worth it?7 When 3 man goes in for
litigation he is somewhat in the posi-

tion of the two who engage in a fight.
Jf he wins he is badly bruised, and
gsuffers probably as much as the other man.
My adrice is to ent your first loss.”’ T have
followed that prineiple right through. In-
gtead of attacking special juries, becausae
some people have snifered through deliberate
misrepresentaion in the Press, we should
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amend the Act so that we may deal with the
slanderers and those who take shelter behind
privilege. No paper has any right to slan.
der a man.

The Minister for Lands: The Leader ot

" the Opposition cast aspersions on us to-day.

Mr., Holman: My ease proved that the
Press does nct enjoy privileges beyond those
enjoyed by the ordinary individual.

Mr. THOMSON: I opposc the second

reading.
Mr. BAMPSON (Bwan) [6.3]: There is
a lack of logie about this Bill. A common

jurer must be possessed of £30 worth of
land or £130 in cash, [t is enly a ques-
tion of degree between him and the
special juror,

The Minister for Justice:
the Bill,

Mr, SAMPBON: I know that. There is
a property qualification in both cases.

The Minister for Justice: Why have any
distinction ?

Mr. SAMPSOX: The special juror must
possess £300 worth of land or some quali-
fication in respect to the position he holds.

The Minister for Justice: Why have any
distinetion between them?

Mr. SAMDPSON: If I had my way 1
would do away with the jury system. It
has long outlived its usefulness, There
is 2 sentimental regard for trial by one's
peers, but 1 am strongly of cpinion that
the jury system is open to .very grave

That is not in

objection. It is frequently corrupt.
Mr, Teesdale: Not here.
Mr. Holman: Cite a ease.

Mr. BAMPSOXN:
tried by a jadge.

Mr, Davy: If you had a gocd ecase.

Mr. BAMPSON: I would prefer that in
any ease,

Mr. Marshall: You would want to shake
hands with him before you went up.

Mr. SBAMPSON: A judge, with his train-
ing, his elear mind, and ability to weigh evi-
dence, is better able to come to a decigion
than any jury, however qualified it may be.

Mr. Hughes: The facts de not support
that. Look at the number of decisions that
are upset on appeal.

Mr, SAMPSON:  Very frequently juries
disagree. There is more than suspicion in
some cases that the jury has been tampereu
with. 1 do not say that all men are liable
to corruntion, but I do say the jury system is
bail. The aentimental regard that permits
the system to continue is an anachronism.
The member for Claremont (Mr. North) re-
ferred to the influence that a strong man on
a jury has in swaying those of weaker men-
tality. That is well known, Everyone who
has served on a jury realises that the
strongesat charaeter on it poasesses a power he
should act have over his fellows, if he cares
to exercise it.

Mr. Holman: Your argument is that the
strong man is a erook.

I would prefer to be
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Mr. SAMPSON: Not at all. There are
men wlo serve on juries who are nst qualified
to weigh evidence, and the decision they give
is uften that of thie stronger-minded man who
has been empanelled with them.,

AMr, Chesson: That is not my experience.
You often see them divided in opinion.

Mr, SAMPSON: Perhaps the hon, mem-
ber was influenced hy one of those strong-
minded men.

Mr. Chesson:
influence.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: T hope in committee the
Minister will agree to strike out the clause
relzting to women. If every member had his
way, I am sure he would desire to see that
clause eliminated, particularly because of the
methed suggested. !

The Minister for Lands: That is the only
method I would support.

Mr, SAMPSON: It is a particularly bad
one.

The Minister for Lands: I do not agree.

Mr. Thomson: Ome would hardly think a
woman would submit her name uader such
conditions.

Mr. SAMPSON: I do not say I would not
be equally prepated to be judged by a jury
comprising women.

Mr. Holman: You might even try your-
self under that clause.

Me, SAMPSOXN: Women are proving them-
selves to be thoroughly compeient in mat-
ters where intelligence is required. Many
women in Perth are devoting themselves fo
sociological questions, and doing o great
deal of good. The method of enrolling
women as jurors, as outlined in the Bill, is
& bad one. Either we must add the names of
all women who have the qualifications that
men possess to act as jnrors, or we must leave
them but altogether. I feel inelined to sug-
gest to the Government that the measure
shanld be withdrawn. It must have been
hronght down under a misapprehension in re-
spect to the desires of the people.

They do not exercise that

Mr, MARSHALL (Murchison) [6.10]: I
admit that a lot of the fire has been taken
out of me since the speech of the member
for Roebourne (Mr. Teesdale). My in-
fention was to follow in the waka of ithe
Minister for Works. If I had done se, I
believe my remarks would have done nore
for the emancipation of the working
classes than anything the member for
Roebourne could ever say. I have nothing
to say ill of any person, be he wealthy
or poor.

Mr. Sampson: Yon are getting on.

The Minister for Jugtice: He iz a demo-
crat. All men are equal

Mr. MARSHALL : The tenor of the
speeches from the Opposition side of the
House has been in the direction of en-
deavouring to impress the public with the
faet that members on this side hold the
opinion that a person earning £300 cannot
conscientionsly mete cut justice. I say he
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can do so. The Leader of the Opposition,
from his poiot of view, is conscientions.
He believes what he says. He is just as
conscientions a man as T am,

Mr, fampson: You are going too far.

Mr. Tlolman: Do you not feel flattered?

Mr. MARSHALL: I could not pay him
a higher compliment. As the member for
West Perth (Mr. Davy) said, the whole
thing depends upon education. After he
had heard the definition from the member
for Fast Perth (Mr. Hughes), I take it he
meant a person with worldly experience,
broad-minded, travelled; one¢ who under-
stood the habits and customs of all people
in all walks of life. How are we going
to secure such an individual? Are wa to
get him from the universities and the col-
leges, and from the descendants of the
wealthy, whose sons have had no oceasion
to understand the lower walks of life?
SBee what education has done for the mem-
ber for West Perth—I mean a certain
class of education.

Mr. Davy: T bet you I had less money
to spend ae a2 boy than you had.

Mr. MARSHALL : The hon. member
was unlucky. Fortune has smiled upon
him, since he was a boy, to a greater ¢x-
tent than it has wpon me. He said, *‘I
do not desire to lahour the point, as I de
not thiek the Bill is worthy of much
notice.’” That is what education has
done for him—a certain form of ednca-
tion, such as we might ¢all technical
efducation. Later on he said, ‘“The third
clause of the Bill is aimed at providing
against a prevailing wickedness, an objee-
tionable factor, something we must all
dislike.”” I wonld mnever have been
acquainted with the faets but for the
member for West Perth. He also said,
‘It provides against the prevailing
wickedness that bhas been manifested in
the Eastern States.’’

Mr. Latham: Are you
‘‘Hansard’’?

Mr. MARSHALL : No, from my own
notes. DMy memory is better than that
of the member for York.

Mr. Latham: It is a very convenient
one.

reading from

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.39 p.m,

Mr, MARSHALL : Before tea I was
trving to define the form of education
which fits a person better to sit on a jury,
and was trying to show the advantages
which have adcrued to ‘the member for
West Perth (Mr. Davy) from the form of
edueation he received during his youth
and has been receiviag ever since, In the
first place he declared that the Bill was
nnworthy of notice, that it had no feature
of any value. Then he went on to point
out that the last part of the Bill provided
against a great deal of corruption prevail-
ing in other States. And that is the Bill
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which the hon, member said was of so
little value as not to be worth paying any
attention to! It all depends upon the
point of view. I do not take to task the
people who bappen to possess wealth, nor
do I speak disparagingly of them as re-
gards the quality of justice they mete
out. But [ do conftend that a person’s
environment would influence his decision.
Unless he has industrial experience, and
worldly experience, and broad experience,
ke is very apt to judge solely from his
particular point of view. The Bill belore
the House seeks to obviate those dis-
advantageous cireumstances, and to render
actval the possibility of people who under-
stand praetically every plane of life be-
coming quelified to sit on juries. If 1
have any fault to find with the Bill, it is
on the score of the measure not going far
epough. Legislation of similar character
in Queensland iz far more demoeratic.
Every adult in Queensland, I believe, is
eligible to sit on a jury. Why is not
every adult in this State similarly quali-
fiedt Why should I, or any person, be-
cause in possession of some material
wealth, have the right to say to others,
¢] have so much more wealth than you,
and therefore I have so much more 1p-
tellect than you’’t The argument puts
me¢ in mind of the ol econtention that
whiskers are wisdom, that one must be
99 years of age hefore one knows any-
thing. In the history of all coun-
tries, right baek to the Dark Ages,
one observes that every time the hand of
progress has been lifted, it has been slaghed
down by the afluent and the influential. I
am surprised that the member for West
Perth, a young man, and T believe a man
who would feel offended if he were ecalled
illiterate, shonld have made such a statement
as be made last night. The hon. member
further said that the Bill does Bot overcome
the invidious distinetion of a minimum pro-
perty qualification of £150 to entitle per-
gons to act on eommon jurieg, He practieally
says, ‘' Because vou don't go the whole hog
and wipe out the qualification entirely, your
measure is unworthy of notice.’”’ Such an
argument would imply that if the hon.
member fought a case for a client—and
naturally lost it—and at the settlement the
elient said, **Mr. Davy, I regret that the
costs are £50, et T have only £49 19s, 113d.°’
the hon. memher wauld reply, ““Get out of
my office; T will take the lot or nothing.'’
That would be an argument of the same char-
acter. I regret that the Bill has not gone
the whole hog and given to every man and
woman in this State who are in a position
to use the senses of seeing and hearing, the
right to sit on juries. It is all very well
for Opposition members to trv to draw a
red herring across the trail, to try to make
out that there is nothing of any importance
in the Bill. Anyome who has travelled and
understands the wire-pulling and the string-
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pulling and the manipulation that go on,
van detect the desire of those who always
stand behind Conservatism. Those people
want to make out that there is no element
of reform in the Bill. In truth, however,
the measure representa one step mearer to-
wuards what we term democraey. It ia a step
closer to that atage where money will not
count, where any individual can stand and
sit or walk on the same plane of life as
the multi-millionaire. That is the only raa-
son why, as regards this Bill, we are sub-
jected to hostility from the other side of
the Chamber, a can, of course, expect
hostility towards any of our measores. The
Ministry, 1 have no doubt, were quite aware
of that circumstance when they decided to
bring” dowa this Bill. The Minister in
charge of the measure, from his experience
as an industrialist, would naturally look for
the opposition we have actually encountared.
Right through the history of our own coun-
try, this radiant region of the British Fm-
pire, every effort made by the representa-
tives of the workers, or by the workera
themselves in the form of opeu violence, or
else of constitutional agitation, to securo
any reform whateoever, has always been
vonfronted by the agents of Conservatism,
It would appear that in thia allegedly en-
lightened twentieth century we have not ad-
vanced very far beyond the Dark Ages,
despite the valnable assistance rendered by
edoeation. We still meet with the conten-
tion fhiat wealth should predominate over
spiritual coosiderations. Just imagine, be-
cause a person has £500 worth of property,
he is to have the right so truly depicted by
the Minigter for Works last night! T hold
the very views eipressed by the Minister.
Not that T am prejudiced against, or deaire
to speak disparagingly of, people of weslth;
but I am openly hostile to a principle that
does not give me and the next man equal
rights with any other citizen of this State.
That is a principle to whick I take atrong
exception, but T am pleased that the Min-
ister has brought down this measure with a
view to alleviating, as far as he thinks pro-
per on this oceasion, the existing position.
The measure also provides for equality of
the sexes.

Mr. Taylor: Not quite.

Hon. 8ir James Mitcheil:
little bit of difference.

Mr. MARSHALL: As I eaid a lit{le while
ago, it all depends om the point of view.
At any rate, the Bill has for its object the
extention to such members of the female
sex as desire it, the right to sit on juries.
Unfortunately a woman has to be in pos-
session of £150 worthk of property to be
eligible to sit on & jury; but this Bill tells
such a woman that if she desires the right,
ghe may sit on juries, T have heard many
arguments against that proposal.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell: You have not
heard one.

Mr. MARSHALL: When we get one argu-
ment from the hon. gentleman, we shall he
fortunate.

There is a
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Where are the
perambulators te be put?

Mr. MARSHALL: Whetber those mem-
Lers whe have displayed open hostility to
the proposal that women shall have the right
to sit on juries are married or single, I am
unable to say; but I did form the impres-
sivn that one speaker had oftener than once
Leen erossed in love. He was patently hos-
tile to women. Probably he has beea hen-
pecked for years, and is showing the effects
of it bere. After a lengthy experience of
this planet, 1 have no fault to find with the
opposite sex, [ do not know whether that
is the case with the members for West Perth
(Mr. Davy) and Roehourne (Mr. Teesdale).
Wkat is wrong with the female sex? Noth.
ing,

Mr. Lathaum: And that 18 why we want to
know the reason you have for desiring to
punish women,

My, MARSHALL: There is only one
logical deduction to be drawn from the con-
tention that women are not equal to men,
and it i3 thai our mothers were certainly
no good. 1 am not prepared to subscribe
to that declaration; other members can
please themselves,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: That has noth-
ing to do with the Bill.

Mr, MARSHALL: It has a lot to do with
this **Bill,”" anyhow. I disagree with the
tdea suggested by some members, that if we
aim at giving women the right to sit on
Juries, we should let them try civil cases, and
let the entire jury comsist of women, I am
not prepared to back up that point of view.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Why not?
You may get a jury composed entirely of
women,

Mr. Taylor: That would be a blue look-
out for some people.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: They would be
on an equality with men regarding the jury.

Mr. MARSHALL: The only conclusgion
I ean come to regarding the attitnde of
some lion. memhers concerning women
witting as jurers is that those hon. members
are possessed by fear that they will com-
mit some crime.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You are the
only man whe has said you don’t want a
jury of women,

Mr. MARSHALL: I say emphatically
that T consider females, if they so desire
and are not put under compulgion, have a
mentality cqual to that of the male sex.
Women ean sit and reason quite as well
as men ean. As to the argument that
women are apt to be very vindictive, cat-
tish, anil lopsided in their views, T must say
I have found them comparatively different
from that.

Mr. Taxlor: You are not old yet.

Mr. MARSHALL: That discloses the
sentiments of the interjector. Whiskers
mear wiadom! The hon. member infers
that one must he bald-headed and long-
whiskered and have lived for a century be-
fore wisdom can be attained.

[26)
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Mr. Taylor:
very early,

Mr. MARSHALL: I do aot see why
women should be debarred from sitting as
jurors.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell:
debarring them.

Mr. MARSHALL: If the Leader of the
Opposition had his way, he would not allow
them to sit on juries,

Hon. 8ir James Mitenell:
compel them to de so.

My, - MARSHALL: Xg effort is being
made to compel them. If the Leader of the
Opposition, after his long exzpericnce, has
slipped back, I am not responsible,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Oune gathers
a lot of wisdom here.

Mr. MARSHALL: The wisdom of the
Premier will not enlighten me.

Mr. Taylor: Not of the Premier surely!

Mr. MARSIIALL: 1 apologise to my
leader. T mcant to refer to the ex-Pre-
I am satisfied thai the Bill is demo-
cratic and is one that the people have
waited for for a long time. I regret that
provision is noi made that the omly qualifi-
cation necessary to enable anyone to sit on
the jury is that he or she shall be 21 years
of age. 1 hope the Minister will not agree
to make amendments forecasted on the
Notice Paper, but will stick to the Bill as
it stands.

You got your konowledge

We are not

1 would not

Tie MINISTER FOR JUSTICE “(Hon.
£, . Willcock — Geraldton —in reply)
[7.50]: It would be difficult to reply to all
the statements made during the debate.
When a Bill is introdueed in this House
one replies at length to criticism when it is
such that the Bill would appear to be in
danger at the second reading stage. Al
though seven or eight different principles
are emhodied in the Bill, hon. members have
dealt with various ones singly. As each of
those principles will have to be discussed
at length in Committee, I do not propose
to say much about them at this stage. The
oppesition to the Bill as a whole has not
Leen serious. The Leader of the Opposition
said therc was no distinetion between special
juries and ordinary juries. If that be so,
why the opposition to the Bill berause of
its referencea to special juries? Tf there
is no difference, why should it be necessary
to have special juries at all? I have not
gaid there is no distinction between them.

My, Tayler: Could we do without juries
altagether?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Bill does not deal with that point and 1
do not wish to discuss it either. If the
hon. member thinks fit, he may introduce
a Bill to give effect to his views. There is
one point to be remembered apart from the
question of distinction between a special
jury and the ordimary jury, and that is
that the very fact that provision is made
for special juries destroys the confidence of
many people in our judieinl system.

e
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Whether warranted or not I eannot eay,
but it is a fact that many people have an
idea that becanse provision is made for a
special jury, that provision is there for a
special reason. I cannpot aseertain any such
gpecial reason for them. 1 have never had
any justification for the apecial juries
placed bLefore me. If that is the position,
I Ao not know why provision for special
juries should remain on the Statute-book.
1f there were some special necessity for
speeial juries, it woulid go to shew that the
people who have not the means to pay for
sreeial juries are greatly handicapped.
Mr. Davy: The eost is about £3 10s.)
The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: It is
money just the same, and we do not esire
to make the legal proeess different for one
section of the community compared with
another rection. As the Act stands at
prescnt, the rich man is given an advantage
over the man who cannot afford to pay for
a speeial jury. T will not say that there is

a difference, from the standpoint of ability, .

in favour of special jurors. I do not think
there is. I do not see the necessity for
spreial  juries 2f all. Many people are
under the impression—we bave had an in-
dication of it this evening—that if a case
is brought hefore a special jury, the opjor-
tunity of securing justice is not the same
as if a common jury were empanelled. I
do vot say that that is so, but the faet re-
mains that there is that impression abread.

~ The result is that the eonfidence of a major-
ity of the peopls in our judicial system is
destroyed. In these circumstances we desire
to wipe out the provision. References have
been made to women acting as jurors and to
the proporals outlined in the Bill. Although
the Leader of the Opposition deelared that
our proposals were clever, they are merely
evidence nf a process of evalution by which
we hope to attain our objective gradually.
When women’s suffrage was brought for-
ward 2!} yvears apo, it was said that women
did not want the vote and there was no
necessity to make any such provision. Prob-
ably at that stage there was not.

Mr. Taylor: Motor cars have heen in-
vented sinee then,

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: I do
not think motor cars have influenced the
problem to any extent.

Mr, George: I know lots of people who
will not go to a polling booth unless taken
in a mator ecar.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: We
may see fit to introduce a Bill to do away
compulsorily with the pse of motor ears on
clection doy.

Members: Hear, hear!

The MIXIRTER FOR JUSTICE: Al
thongh that may have been said 20 years
ago when women's suffrage became promi-
nent, it must he remembered that during
the period that has elapsed, wamen’s inter-
ests have leen extended. and to-day they
shio'w as mneh, if not more, desire to exer-
cise the franchiss as do men. Of those en-
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rolled, the average number of women who
vote ig, 1 think, greater thas that of men.
The same thing may apply in relation to
the jury system, We desire to give women
an oppertunity tp show whether they wish
to sit on jurivs, and if our experience shows
that wowen generally desire to do  so,
we will give them the opportunity. Last
year's lepislation dealing with the legal
status of women leit an element of doubt
as to whether thy Master of the Supreme
Court, the Clerk of Courts, or whovver com-
piles the roll, has the right to place the
names on the list,

Hou., Bir James Mitchell: They eannot
be enrolled under that measure.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: That
Act met out that wherever a male person
was indicrated, the female person alse should
be included. The Jury Act says that a male
person may be placed on the jury list. Last
sesgion 'y measure provided that the females
should lhave the same right, It is question-
able, however, whether women are eligible
to be placed on the jury list.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: 1 am glad the
House will not agree to that provision.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: It is
not a question of what the House will agree
to uow, hut what it agreed to last sessiom,

Hon, Sir Jamey Mitchell: You are guite
wrong. :

Mr. Taylor: I do not think the Minister
is wrong.

The MINISTER FOR JYUSTICE: T do
not know that the legal practitioncrs who
bave been consulted say that it is wrong.

lon. Bir James Mitchell: Neo.

The MINISTER FOR JTUSTICE: 1 do
not know that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion consulted any legal man about the
matter.

Moun. Sir Jumes Mitehell: Yes, T did.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Well,
1 have indicated what was the legal advice
T received. The Bill will remove any doubt
a8 to women having the right to he enrolled
on the jury list, shoutd they so wish. We
desire to make the status of women equal
to that of men, but we do not wish to force
anon women anything they do nat desire
to have, If women wish to he placed en
the jury list they will have that apper-
tunity, If they desire to remain off the
jury list they nced not make application,
and their names will not appear on that
list. Tn any case, the Bil will not affect
meuv women, because not many have the
neeessary qualification enabling them to be
enrolled, even though they might desire to
have their names ou the jury list. 8o there
will not be very many women entitled to
zo on the list.

Mr, Davy: You are keeping up the in-
vilions distinetion of wealth,

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No, 1
am sayizgy we are not a revolutionary Gov-
erument, bt helieve rather in evolution, be-
ing satisfied with one step at a time. We
desire to give the game righta to all persons,
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whether rich or poor. However, all these
points no doubt will be debated again in
Committee, so I will leave it at that.

Question put apd passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee,

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; The Minister for
Justice in ¢harge of the Bill

Clauses 1 to 5—-agreeidl to,

(Tause 6—Amendment of Seetion 11:

Mr, SLEEMAN:
to move.

The CHAIRMAXN: The hon. member’s

amendoient is a new clause, and mnat be
taken at the end of the Bill,

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6 to 24—agreed to.

I have an amendment

New clause:

Mr. SLEEMAN: I move:

That the followwing new olause be in-
gerted: Seetion fite of the principal Adect
ie hereby amended by striking out the
word ‘‘man,”” in the first line, and insert-
g the words *'person, male or female,”’
in liew thereof; by striking out all the
words ufter ‘‘colony’’ in the third line
down o ‘‘shall’’ in the sixth line; and by
udding a proviso as follows—'*' Provided
that uny female may by notice in writing
addressed to the resident or police magis-
trate for the distriet in which she resides,
indicate that she does nol desire to serve
a8 ¢ jurnr, and vpon receipt of such notice
by the resideat or policr magistrate she
shall be excused from any service whatso-
cver as @ juror.”’

If it be right for women to be on the jury
list, they should be given equal rights with
jurymen. Home say that women should be
debarred from serving on juries, I do not
agree with that. Others say that many
women will be left on the jury list unwit-
tingly, and will have no way in getting off
it. That is ridieulous because, this being new
Jegislation, the women will be notified that
their names have heen placed on the list, and
will be given ample time to enter their ob-
jections, if any. ‘The member for Rocbourne
(Mr. Teesdale) objeeted to women serving on
juries berause, he said, women judged men
by their faces, I think it might with greater
Justice he said that men judged women by
their faces.

Mr, Davy: Tt is fifty-fifty.

Mr, Marshall:  You were on velvet, Joe,
in your voung «davs.

Mr, BLEEMAN: T am going to do my
best te see that, in respect of the jury hm,
wemen are placed on & level footing with
men. As for the property qnalifieation, 1
agree that it nught to be abolished. Persons
of property are not necessarily more intelli-
gent thon those that have none. On the pre-
sent huagic wage, the working man has no
chance to arcumulate property.

635

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon
member bas mized up in his proposed new
rlause two entirely different matters. More-
over, the proviso i in direct opposition to
Clauge 6, which we have already passed.

The Premier: Yes, it is quite contradie-
tery to Cluuse 6.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Having
jassed Clause 6 we cannot, I submit, even
covsider this provigo,

Abr. SLEKMAN: If any mistake has been
made, it is not my fault. Apparently the
old heads bave got to work om this. I am
not satisfied that I have heen given a fair
ileal. Before the passing of Clausze 6 I rose
to move my amendment, but you, Sir, would
not take it. Now the heads come along with
a point of order. Presently I shall move that
the whole Bill he recommitted.

Mr. CORBOY: The hon. member certainly
did attempt to move hiy amendment on
Clause 6, but you, Sir, said he would have to
move it a8 a new clause,

The Minister for Landa:
put him in order.

Mr. CORBOY: No, but he has good reason
to complzin. He attempted to move it at the
proper time, and the Chairman said he would
have to wait mmtil the end of the Bil

The CHAIRMAN: He wished to move it
as an amendment 1o Clause 3. The hon, mem-
her is oot of order at present. '

Hon. W. D, JTOHNSOXN: If the hon. mem-
ber moves a new eclause and it is passed,
surely the other amendment becomes conse-
quential.

The C(HATRMAN: No, we cannot go back.

Hon. W. D. TOHNSON: The membher for
Fremantle attempted to raise the point at
the proper tume. Surely it wonld have been
fair to notifv him that unless he amended
Clause 6, the proposell new clause would not
be in order. I augpgest that the Minister
micht well agree to re-commit the Bill

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I did not
adont any wnfair taeties. I did not notice
the effect of the amendment until Clause 6
had been passed, T think members know me
sufficiently well to be satisfied that I would
nat adopt nnfair tacties.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: There
is no desire to take advantage of any mem-
ber. If the member for Fromantle so desires,
he may move far the recommittal of the Bill
on the motion for the third reading.

The CHATRMAX: Standing Order No.
295 reads—

On the mation for the adoption of the
report the whole Bill may, on motion, be
recnmmitted, nnd frrther amendments
made, but a subsequent day to that om
which the seeond report is brought up
shnll be fixed for moving the adoption of
anch second report; and the Bill as re-
ported with such further amendments
shall in the meaotime bhe printed. Ti no
amendments have heen made, the report
may be at once adepted.

Title—agreed to.
Bill reported witheut amendment.

That does not
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BILL—XNOXIOUS WEEDS.
Second Reading,

Debate resumed from the 2nd Septem-
ber.,

Mr. LATHAM (York) [8.21]: One ean
excuse the Minister for having changed
hig mund hecause, when he spoke ou ihe
previous occasion, he spoke as an in-
dividual member secking 1o safeguird the
interests of his own electors only, whereas
to-day he is looking after the inmterests of
the whole of the State. [t is somewhat
ghunge, however, that am alteration waa
unol .aade to the Bill, hezuuse when the
pievions measurée  was  hefore uwe  he,
couether with the nresent Minister for
Lands, in no uncertain langnage showed
his disapproval of the proposals. There-
fore one wounld have expected a new
measure on this occasion. Some legisla-
tion is mnecessary, particularly in view of
the faet that we are getting a great
number of stock from the Eastern States
that are bringing noxious weeds here,
There is no legislation te deal with tbat
phase of the diffieulty, but a very small
amendment to existing legislation wounld
bave met the position. The existing
statute makes it incumbent upon the Gov-
ernment to gee that the law is enforced,
hut under tha Bill before us, the Govern-
ment will be shirking their responsibility
and placing it wpon the local governing
bodies. Similar rcmarks were made by
Mr. Troy and Mr. Angwin when the
previous Bill was before us. Tt ia grossly
unfair to pass legislation that will make
demands upon the revenue of local auth-
orities when that revenue has been col-
lected from ratepayers in order to provide

roads. Yet that is whbat will happen
under this Bill. There ig no provision to
deal with noxious weeds growing on

Crown lands, on lands outside the jurisdie-
tion of a road board, or on railway reserves.
I pointed out previously that the greatest
difficulty experienced in the country was to
deal with noxious weeds growing along rail-
ways, beeause the seeds that have fluffy tops
are earried many miles by passing trains
and then deposited, and thus the spread of
noxious weeds goes on. I admit that under
Seetion 193 of the Road Districts Act of
1919, boards may be required by the Min-
ister to clear the roads, rcserves, commons,
and other lands of noxious weeds and apply
revenue to that purpose. The power already
exists, but it has mever been exercised, and
year after year noxious weeds are being
broadeasted. No attempt has been made
by any Government for many years to stop
the sl}-read of noxious weeds. There is only
one feature of the Bill that commends it-
self, and that i3 contaired in Clanses 21
and 22, which deal with the introduction of
noxious weeds from the Eastern States.
Fvery State has a Noxzious Weeds Aet, but
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every one except Western Australia, so far
as 1 can gather, makes provision for deal-
ing with woxioug weeds on Crown lands.
Here, however, no attempt is to be made to
do that. When the previous Bill nas be-
tore the House, the present Minister for
Lands pointed out that it would be unfair
to local governing bodiea to require them to
earry out the work as it would harass them.
It would he as well for members to hear
the opinions that were expressed hy the pre-
sent Ministers for Agrieulture and Launds at
that time. According to page 2836 of
““Hansard,’’ 1922-23, Mr. Troy said—

I have seen fields out of cultivation for
some years, and there has been no hope
of placing stock on them because of the
danger of the weeds. It (the double-
gee) is a most difficult weed to eradicate.
Land may be cultivated for years, but
the weed will reappear. The Bill pro-
vides that the local authoritics as well ag
the Govwerument shall have autherity to
appoint inspectors, and the boarl ghall
have power to give notice to a mortgagee,
occupier, or owner of land, or the person
fn  possession to eradicate anmy weed
deemed to be a noxious weed uuder this
measure. . . . It is very drastic, and the
weakness is tbat the local board will not
carry out the measure. Some of the
greatest sinpers are members of local
boards. . . . [ shalli vote against the
second reading for the simple reason that
the greatest culprits in the propogation
of noxious weeds are the Government.
Until they come into line and undertake
the eradication of noxious weeds on
Crown lands, it is unreasomable to ask
people who buy land from the Crown to
ineur the great expense of eradicating
such weeds, when just outside their
boundary fences nothing is dome by the
Government. 1 am surprised that a Min-
ister representing an agricanltural distriet
should advocate additional burdens om
the people he represents, and suggest
that they be harassed and handicapped
by fines and penalties, when alongside
their property are Government lands for
which no provisiop iz made at all.

Mr, Angwin remarked—

TUnder the Bill there may be a number
of areas to clear of noxious weeds, and
it may take a large sum of money to do
it, Where are the local bodies to get ‘he
money from?

That same question might well Le asked
to-day. Where arc the local anthorities
going to get the money with which to carry
ont this big work?
What money they may have is required
for other purposes. The Bill agks the
loeal bodies to do sometling they cannot
possibly carry out. It is provided that
the Government may appoint an inspector.
Whether that ingpector ean enforee an
order on a person and compel the local
authoerity to pay for it, T do not know.
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1f 1 mistake npot, the Government in-

spector will have full power, and that

power may be given to him by regulation,
He goes on to say—

I know that they will not be able to do

the work. It is the duty of the Govern-

ment to de it. The liovernment appear
to be attempting, as far as possible, to
get rid of everything they possibly can.

Su loug as other people can raise money

with which to earry en work, and so

relicve the Government of responsibili-
ties, the Uovernment are satisfied. The

Bill is wrong in principle, and 1 intend

to oppose the seeond reading.

It is extraordinary that we should now have
a similar Bill introduced, in which only two
clauses are necessary, but containing pen-
alty clanses that if the Joval governing body
does not carry out the wishes of the Agri-
cultural Department, a Commissioner will
be appeinted to do so. The Commissioner
will not only pay his own salary out of
the road hoard revenune, but do the work,
and all thiugs required under the Bill. One
would at teast have expected a Bill casting
upon the Government the reaponsibility of
sharing the cost.

Mr. Panton: It is
different point of view.

Mr. LATHAM: As we change sides in
the Honse, so do we change our views., The
Bill T gpeak of did mot go to the vote. No
doubt the Minister of the day withdrew it
because he knmew it was impossible to get
it throngh. I eannot believe that the Min.
ister for Agriculture thinks differently from
what he thought when he spoke againgt that
other Bill. 1 have read his speech, and
eannot think he has changed his views.
His departmental officers have pointed out
to him the necessity for some legislation,
and he has agreed to it. But in putting
through this legislation, the Government
are saddling it in the way I have indi-
cated. I gvarantee that the entire revenae
of the State would not be sufficient to eradi-
eate stinkwort along the Great Southern line
alone.

Mr. ¢, P, Wansbrough: Why the Great
Southern?

Mr. LATHAM: I take that as aun iun-
stance. Tt would be impossible to eradi-
cate it. Of what use is legislation of this
kind when it is impossible to carry it out?
Tn the past it has only been shelved. In
the ‘‘Government Gazette’’ of the 20th
Mareh, 1023, stinking rvoger is alsn  de-
seribed as a noxions weed. T defy anyone to
eradicate that once it has got a hold in
sandy of light country.

Mr, Geoorge: And there is the Guildford
weed, too.

Mr. LATHAM: Why include that in a
Bill of this kind?

The Alinister for Agriculture: Why crv
stinking fish?

Mr. LATHAM: A Bill of this kind gives
unmneeessars publicity to the position. Why
inctude all thesc things in the schedule that

another case of a
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will have to be attached to the Bill, setting
out the varivus noxious weeds? What are
noxious weeds? In the ‘‘Government
Gazette'' T refer to, certain  valnable
fodder plants are included in the list.
Not only are they valnable in dry
sengons,  hot  generally  speaking  stock
will eat them readily. Under the Bill
cach local authority will have power to
make its own by-laws. That ig a dangerous
proceeding. 1f we are to bhave a nmew Act,
let us have one based on a wniform systen
of administration and by-laws. There may
be two road bourd districts divided by anr
imaginary line, and on one side there may
be rcertain by-lawg, amnd on the other side
a totally different set. When we pass leyis-
lation there should be some possibility of its
heing carried out.

Mr. George: And it should be uniform.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes. We should have
uniform by-laws dealing with sueh a hig sub-
jeet, and vniform administration. I defy
the Miuister to show how it is possible for
a local governing body to administer legis-
lation of thisx kind. Why impose an impos-
sible task npon the loeal auvthority, one that
will absorb all the revenue it requires for
building feeder roads and maintaining the
public thoroughfares in its area, when it is
already short of funds? No money is made
available for carrying out the provisions of
this Bill, and it is wrong to divert loeal
funds for the eradication of moxious weeds,
which is a national and not a local matter.
The revenue of the State for five yenrs
would not he sufficient to eradirate stink-
wort. Tt conld not be eradicated in one
year, We can deal effectively with Bathurst
burr. There is very little of it in the State,
and the seed is not blown about but earried
hy stoek. 1t iz a weed that might well he
put into the schedule. T should like to sce
the loeal authorities along the Midland rail-
way close to Midland Junction try to deal
with nut grass.

Mr. George: Or even along the Alhany-
road.

Mr, LATHAM: It is useless to legislate
for the eradication of this weed. Priekly
pear might be included in the list, because
we have very little of it here. Stock will
fatten on Spanish radish, and vyet that,
too, is to be included in the regulations
governing noxious weeds. Sweet briar, Cape
tulip and Paterson’s enrse are other weeds
referred to as being noxious, Some of these
can he effectively dealt with. Star thistle
can alsn he coped with. It is questionahle
whether blackberry is a noxious weed, Tan
snme places it is grown for the edible fruit
upnn it. Afriean boxthorn is a plant vse-
ful for bhedges, and should net be included
in the list withent further comsideration.

Me, C. P, Wangbrough: It iz a menace.

Mr. LATHAM: Not all over the State
Before lomg we shall have to think about
planting some arborial shelter, especially
where our heaviest timhers were growing in
the wheat areas, People are removing every
tree and the road hoards are assisting by
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cutting down the trees along the road.
Before long some protection for stork must
be provided.

3Mr. Thomson: The Telephone Department
is cutting down the trees now.

Mr. LATHAM : Settlers are clearing their
land helus beoins. We shall have to plant
shelter for our stock, and do something to
prevent the land from being blown away.
Coffee buyh, star thistle, stinking roger,
double-gee, carnation weed, gooseberry cu-
cumber and other weeds are set out in the
liat published in the ‘‘ Government Gazette.’’
Tmapine anyone trying to eradicate double-
gees in the North-Weat! It is grossly unfair
to place upon the local governing bodies the
responsibility of eradicating noxiouns weeds.
This is a national matter, In Bection 5 of
Victorian Statute No, 3195, it is set out—

Tt shall be the duty of the following
corporations, viz,, the Board of L.ands and
Works, the Vietorian Railway Commis-
sioners, the State Rivers and Water Sup-
ply Commission, the country read boards,
the Closer Settlement Board, the Forests
Commission and the State Eleetricity
Commiasion of Victoria, respectively, from
time to time, to destroy and suppress all
noxious weeds on such lands,

Tt is pointed out that it is the duty of the
Government to earry their share of the re-
sponsibility. A similar provision was taken
out of our Act so that the Government might
shirk their responsibilities. Provision is also
made in the Victorian Act that when Crown
lessees spend more than £100 in the eradi-
cation of mnoxious weeds, the Government
pay the balance, If a man were to take up
a block of land covered with nexious weeds
and had to destroy them without any assist-
ance, there would be very little encourage-
ment for him to go on the land.

Mr. €. P. Wansbrough: That does not
apply now.

Mr. LATHAM: Even if the local govern-
ing liodies had the money with which to
carry out this legislation, there would be
no end of trouble with the railways and
Crown lands, as well as land that has been
abandoned and is now held by the Agri-
cultural Bank. Thesge are breeding grounds
for the progagation of noxious weeds, T
am sorry the Government did not bring down
a hetter measure, partientarly as the other
Bill was so bitterly opposed by the hon.
member who bas introdveed this ome. If it
does pass the second reading, I iantend to
move an amendment in Committee to pro-
vide for the incertion of Sertion 14 of the
Act ag it is to-day., This sets out that the
Railway Commissioner and the Department
of Lands shall carry their responsibility by
removing the weeds from their property.
If members pass the Bill as it is, it will
break every man on the land along the
Great Southern, and in parts of the Sonth-
West, who has noxions weeds on his place.

Mr. Thomson: It is impossible to eradi-
cate stinkwort.

L ASSEMBLY. ]

The Minister for Agriculture: Do you
know anything about the Bill?

Mr. LATHAM: I do.

The Minister for Agriculture: Youn are
talking a lot of nonsense.

Mr. LATHAM: It is practically the same
Bill that was introduced a year or so ago.

The Minister for Agriculture: You de
not know the Bill

Mr. LATHAM: I have checked it with
the Bill that was introduced before, and
way go girenuously opposed by the Minister.

The Minister for Apriculture: You are
exhkibiting a ¢plossal ignerance of the pro-
vigions of the measure,

Mr. LATHAM: I am npot exhibiting ig-
norance any greater than was exhibited by
members in this Chamber on the previous
Bul. The very clause to which the Minister
now refers was included in that BilL

The Minister for Agrieulture: You do
iot know the present Bill,

Mr. LATHAM: Will the Minister say
that this Bill is not the same as the pre-
vious Bill in respect of that particular
rlanse!

The Minister for Agriculture: I will say
that you are speaking of a measure yon do
not know.

Mr. LATHAM: All I caa say is that the
Minister did uot know what was in the Bill
introduced two sessions ago.

B_'lIl'he Minister for Agriculture: T know this

ill,

Mr. LATHAM: The only alterations in
this Bill as compared with the previous
messure are represented by two clauses—
ore dealing with importation of seeds by
animals and so forth, the other rendering it
were impossible, if T may use tbat expres-
sion, for local governing bodieg to refuse to

ohserve the measure after it has been
passed,

The Minister for Agriculture: You are
hopeless.

Mr, LATHAM: The Minister knows what
Clause 28 of the Bill proposes—a Commis-
sioner to be appeinted by the Minister if
bhe thinks the duties imposed on local gov-
erning bodies are not being carried out hy
them. The preseribing of areas by the
Minister is fairly sensible. Stinkwort may
he eradicated in the eastern part of the
wheat belt to-day.

The Minister for Agriculture: Now you
are getting on to the Bill.

Mr. LATHAM: I know what isx in the
Bill. The very clause with regard to which
the Minister is trying to pump me, was in
the previous Bill, and was then condemned
by the |'resent Minister for Agrieulture. I
hope hon. members will bear in mind that
this Bill contning nnthing to sav that the
whole of the South-West will not be a2 pre-
scribed ana for tle eradieation of stink-
wort; and the Minister knows that. He
may reply that the measure will he adminis-
tered on commen sense Yines.

Mr. Thomson: Ministers always tell you
that,
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Mf. LATHAM: 1 know what local gov-
erning bodies will do. They have only to
make applieation to the Minister to have
anything procleimed a noxious weed.

Mr. Panton: You are speaking of past
Ministers now.

Mr. LATHAM: The previous Minister
for Agricultore realised, when he bad intro-
duced his Nouxicus Weeds Bill, that the
measure wag not acceptable; and s0 he
dropped it. The present Bill contains a
elause which liolds the whip over the heads
of local governing bodies, saying in effect,
fIf you don’t do what we wish under this
Act, we will put a Commissioner over you
and use the whole of your revenues for the
eradication of noxious weeds.’”’ We are not
legislating for this year, or for three years,
fut possibly for 2 much lomger period.
There is 1o more justification for passing
this Bill than there was for passing the
measure of tivo years ago. Members on the
Government eross benches should read
*'Hansard '’ and ascertain what the present
Minister for Apriculture said on the almost
jdentical Bill introduced previously; and
then they should vote accorg'mgly. I do not
believe any member on either side of the
Chamber twants to impose an impossible
tagsk on any settler or any local governing
body. By passing this legislation, however,
we are likely to de it. The Government
have no right to introduce this Bill, under
which all sorts of things can be done
in the way of declaring any weed a voxi-
ous weed and proclaiming any area. T
hope the House will materially amend
the measure if it passes the second read-
ing. There 38 no necessity for the
Bill. The 1904 Act is quite sufficient
with an amenitment to the effect of Clauses
21 and 22 of this Bill. [ hope the Minister
will consider whether it is not better to
amend existing legislation than to push ad-
ditional responsibility on to voluntary bodies
of workers, The local governing bodies are
doiny, free of cost, & wodderful work for
Woestern Australia, The Minister is trying
tv harness the wiiling horses more and more
and give them an ever heavier hurden. Al-
ready the local governing bodies have Hezlth
Acts and a number of other statutea to ob-
sarve, There shouid be uniform administra-
ticn, and them there weunld he a utiform set
of hy-laws throughout the State. If the
measure passes the second reading, T trust
suhatantial amendments will he made in Com-
mitter, The Government are shirkinp theirown
responxibility in the matter of the eradication
of noxious weeds; otherwrse they wounld have
incladed Clante 14 of the original Bill, which
provides for the Government carrying their
respionsibility in the matter of the eradica-
tion of weeds. The Commissioner of Railways,
a3 head of the Radlway Department, is the
oreatest offender in the State with regard
to noxious weeds.

Mr. Kennedy: Does not the Commissioner
clear the permanent way every year
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Mr. LATHAM: Al he does is to put 2
fire through. The hou. member interjecting
represents an area which this measure will
affeet vitally, It is wp to him to support
me in this matter; otherwise he will impose
on the settlers in hig constituency a burden
which they eannot possibly carry. The hon.
memiber represents an area previously re-
presented by a Minlster for Agrientture. Let
him give consideration to this question, and
look at it not only from the point of view of
the Commissioner of Railtvays, but from that
of the people who lhave to pay—the settlers
and the loval governing body. There are
many weeds in the hon. member’s constitu-
eney: tlouble-gees, for instance. This is not a
langhing matter, but one that wiil eost the
vountry d great deal of money, The greatest
care will have to be exercised in phssing leg-
tslation that will impose penalties on men
who are doing their witmost for the State—
the farmers first, and the local governing
bodies next, T hope hoh. members will con-
sider the Bill from that point of view tather
than frdm the Government point of view.

Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [8.56): 1
give the Mihigter credit for having frankl
admitted, in introducing the Bill, that he felt
himself to be in a somewhat invidious Puai-
tion. To use an off-quoted yiotation, ‘' The
hand was the hand of Fsad, but the voice
tvas the voice of Jacob.’’ Tam confident thaf 1f
the Mihister had had His own way, he swould
not have introduced the measure at all. 1
muat confess my surprise at the Goverriment
brigihg town a Bill which throws great re-
sponsibility wpon local authorities, and, as
poiiited out by the last speaker, authorises
the Minister, if he considers that a local
authority isnot earrying out the work of eradi-
vation in accordance with the repulations, to
appoint & Commissigner, with the result that
all the revenues of the particular local au-
thority will be swallowed up. In plain En-
glish, the Mirister wil]l put the bailiffs in.
Lest the Minister should aceuse me of not
having read the mensure, T say that I have
gone through it earefully. The more I have
studied it, the less I hate 1iked it. Under it
dhy loeal authotity may give notice in writ-
ing to an owner or occupier of land within
its Qdistriet to destroy noxious weeds. The
owner may not be in a position to earry ount
the instruction, #nd theh the board can put
in a man to eradieate a weed thich the Gov-
ernment have declared a noxious weed, and
the ¢ost will be chatged to the unfortunate
settler. What would members opposite say
i a Bilt were introduced empowering the
Govertiment, or any ofher authorily, to enter
n man’s louse and charge the cost of entry
to him? We have heard a great deal about
demoeracy to-night; yet here we have a Gov-
ernment, claiming to be democratie, intro-
duecing such 2 measure,

The Minister for Agriculture: What is the
matter with the Bill?

Mr, THOMSOXN: Certain provigions of
the measure are most undemaocratic.
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Mr. Lindsay: They are autoeratie.

Mr. THOMSOXN: Clause 16 provides that
a notice to a man to clear his land shall be
deemed to have been well and sufficiently
served upon him if it has been affixed or dis-
played on a econspicucus part of the land,
and left so fixed ¢r displaved for at least
three days. Fancy passing a Bill containing
such a provision! A notice is simply to be
pasted on the land of a man who perhaps
holds 3,000 or 4000 aercs. He may never
know anything about the notice, but it is
sufficient notice within the meaning of the
measure, and the owner thereupon becomes
liahle to the penalties provided by the Bill.
Then apain another clause says that if o
copy of the notice has been posted to the
person who, on a search at the Titles Office
being made, appears to he the owner, that
will he suffivient. It has not to be deliv-
ered, but merely posted! The owner of the
property may be ont of the State or may
be in some other part where it will be im-
possible for him to despateh a reply inside
a month. 1 hope the Minister will agree
to amendments should the Bill reach the
Connnittee stage. T trust it will not do
go. I will vote against the second reading
in the hope that the Bill will be defeated.
It is wrong to introduce legislation of this
description which imposes upon the loeal
auvthorities and upon private landowners
very severe penalties for non-attention to the
eradication of noxious weeds for the dis-
tribution of which, to a great extent, the
Giovernment themselves will be responsible.
As the member for York (Mr, Latham)
pointed out, the Railway Department is not
affected, The Bill will penalise the unfor-
tunate settler whose land adjoins a railway
line but the iland eontrolled by the Railway
Department will be untouched. No provision
is made for dealing with Crown landa. I will
appeal to the Minister in charge of the Bill
not in my language, but in his own. I will
appeal to him in the words he used in this
House last year.

Mr. Taylor: Here is ‘“Hangard'’' again!

Ar. THOMSON: Yes, ‘‘Hansard’ is
handy at times, although sometimes it is
embarrassing. On page 2837 of ‘‘Han-
sard,’’ 192223, the preseat Minister for
Agriculture, when discussing the Noxious
Weeda Bill introdouced by the late Govern-
ment is reported as follows:—

Local boards are particelarly vemal in
matters of this kind. They make regula-
tions and appoint inspectors, but in my
opinion they are the last authorities to
he entrusted with the superintendence of
work of this character. The work re-
quircs proper supervision and prompt at-
tention. The Bill provides for fines and
penalties, but whereas it insists that the
land holder shall he liable, the pgreatest
sinners with regard to the propagation
of noxious weeds—the Government—are to
he exempt.

Mr. Taylor: That was the last Govern-
ment, not this Government.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. THOMSOXN: Yes.
tinued—
The Bill apparently proclaims the doc-
trine that the King or the (‘rown can do
no wrong. \Vhereas every occupier of
land shall be deemed guilty of an offence
if he does not eradieate noxious weeds,
the Government are to be exempt. The
Government hold large areas of Crown
land which are the breeding places for
vermin and nogious weeds. The Railwuy
Department too have miles of country ad-
Jjacent to railways, which are the breeding
jlaces jor noxious weeds, and result in
the spread of those weeds from place to

The Minigter con-

place. Yet the Government are to be
vxempt. That is the fatal obhjection to
the BilL

That iz the Bill that the Minister, as a
private member, objected to Jast year, but
he has introdueed it again this session with
two new provisions. He continued—
It is ntterly unreasenable, and it is neither
just nor equitable, to introduce a Bill in-
sisting that a person buying land from the
Government shall, under penalty, be har-

assed in this way by inspeetors, while the .

Government themselves take no action.
If I spoke for hours I c¢ould produce no
more convineing argument than the words
of the Minister himself when he spoke as a
private member during the last Parliament.
There are two clauses in the Bill of which
I am in favour, Notwithstanding that, how-
ever, [ shall vote against the Bill. Had
the Government indicated that they were
prepared to find a proportion of the expense
invalved, seeing that this is a national work,
and to ask the local authorities to also im-
pose a tax to assist in the work, one would
have realised that the Government were de-
sirous of assisting in the task and in the
expense involved in the eradication of nox-
ious weeds. Judging by the comversation
heing indulped in by members abont the
Honse, very little interest appears to be
evineed in the disenssion; it is easy to see
that this Bill affects the country districts!

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. THOMSON: Dealing with Clause 21,
which gives the Government power in respect
of quarantine and the inspection of imported
stork to prevent the introduction of noxious
weeds, T suggest to the Minister that all
that is required is a slight amendment to
the Stock Disenses Act of 1895, Seetion 13
of which reads as follows—

No stock ghall he imported inte the
eolony unless accompianied by a certificate
from a duly qualified veterinary surxeon,
who shall he approved of by some person
authorised in that behalf by the Gas-
ernor that the stock when placed on heard
the vesse]l conveying them were in a sound
and healthy condition, entirely free from
anv disease, or any indications of it

If that section were amended the Govern-
ment could o further reparding stock, In
fact there is more to he afraid of from im-
ported stock, because they bhring in pests
such as lice, tick, and so on. Some stoeck-
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owners in the Great Southern areas go so far
as tn say that no sheep should be allowed to
enter the Ntate unless shorn, o as to make
sure that they were free from these dis-
vases. If the Government jin their desire
to protect the State from the introduction
of noxious weeds, dealt with stock as vell,
they would realise two objectives. They
eoulil then see that stork were free from
ooxious seeds as well as from pests such as
1 bave mentioned. I frankly confess that
after reading the statement by the present
Minister last year, T do not think bhe can
be quite sincere in his desire to have the
Bill passed as it stands. I helieve he will
he amenalle to reason and will not be so
ingistent us his colleagues have been in de-
manding that Biils shall be passed without
amendment. If the second reading of the
Bill be agreed to, I hope he will give mem-
bers time to insert one or two amendments.
The Bill is tno drastic and places too great
a burden upon local authorities, and also
wpon those men who give their services to
the State voluntarily.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon, M. F. Troy—Mt. Magnet—in reply)
[9.10]: T have been wondering whether the
opposition to the Bill is really sincere,

Mr. Latham: My word, it ia!

The MIXTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The memher for York (Mr. Latham) swas
particularly lame in his address to the
Houge. If he knew the contents of the Bil),
he side-stepped the important provisions in
order to make out a case to his own satis-
faection. The hon. member suggested the
impoassibility of eradicating certain weeds
in parts of the State where those weeds
had secured a foothold. He referred to such
weeds as the double-gee, gtinkwort, Guild-
ford grass, and others that he said ecould
not be eradicated except at great expense.
If the hon. member has read the Bill he
must know that the measure does not apply
in that way. The Bill is not designed to do
impossibilities. Tt merely gives the Gov-
ernment power to declare noxious weeds in
clean districts. Tf the double-gee is found
in a district that has been clean, then it
may be derclared a noxious weed there.

Mr. Thomsen: Where does it say in the
Bill “‘in a clean distriet’’?

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Tf stinkwort has not heen growing in
the Northern areas and the wheat belt and
then makes it appearance, the Government
may at that earlv stage declare it a noxi-
ous weed. The Bill has cne purpose, and
that is to keep clean areas that are already
clean.

Mr,
that.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTIRE:
Tt is in the Bill, Where the work of eradi-
cation can he undertaken at a reasopable
expense, we seck to secure that end. We
candidly admit that stinkwort grows so
prolifically in the South-West and the Great
8Bouthern areas as to he bevond eradieation.

Themson: The Bill does not say
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We are told it is good feed, ard that there-
fore it is not a noxious weed. In my elec-
torate it will be a noxious weed becaunsze it
ia not there at present.

Mr. Thomson: It is not good feed any-
where.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If u weed is not good feed and it so va-
cumbers the ground that cereals will net
produce the crops they should do and thus
cause injury to the country, that weed is
a nozipus weed. In those circumstances
that weed would be a great pest indeed.
As a matter of fact, stinkwort did make
its appearanee ir my neighbour’s field. Be-
cause he did not eradicate it, I sent my
man on to his holding and we cut the weed
out ourselves. The double-gee in that dis-
triet eannot be eradicated; it has too great
a Lold. Tf the double-gee makes its appear-
ance in other parts of the State, so that
we may deal with its eradieation, we shall
declare it a noxious wecd in that area.
Where ean be the objection to such a pro-
posal! Hou. members who objeet to it can-
not have read the Bill.

Mr. Thomaon: We must take the Bill ag
it stands, not ag it iz ‘‘intended’’ to oper-
ate.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I remind those hon. members that in speak-
ing as they have done, they make them-
selves appear extremely foolish.

Mr. Thomson: What about the
sard’’ report of your remarks?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T will eome to that. It has to be remem-
bered that the two members who have
gpoken are ihe leaders of the two sections
of the Country Party. If they show such
ignorance of the provisions, how can we
expect the rank and file to do otherwise?

Mr, Thomson: Abuse is no argument.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is not abuse.

Mr. Thomson: Tt is.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
These people are not the only ones con-
cerned with the operations eof n Noxious
Weeds Act,  There are on this side also
members who are concerned, probably even
more go than is the member for Katanning
fMr. Thomson), who said he could not sup-
port the DBill because it waa unworkable.
I candidly admit having opposed the Bill
last session. I then said the greatest sin-
ner in the propagation of noxious weeds
was the Railway Department. I said also
the Government had not done their dwty.
But whereas the late Government did not
do their duty, T can now say that we have
put £1,000 on the Estimates with a view
to doing our duty. Moreover, the Railway
Department has given me an assorance that
thev, too, will do their duty.

Mr, Thomson: Why didn’t you embody it
in the Bill?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The fact that the Government have placed
on the Estimates £1,000 for the eradication

‘‘Han-
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of noxions weeds is evidence that we are
prepared to do our duty where the late Gov-
ernment failed. What I complained about
last session I am mow repairing to the full-
cst extent,

Bl\ll’r Thomson: Why not embody it in the

1510

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Huw can it be embodied in the Bill? There
is another sample of extraotdinary brilli-
anee!  We have put £1,000 on the Esti-
mates———

Mr. Latham: Why didn't you tell us
thut when you were moving the second read-
ing?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Because I wanted you to fall in. T told
the hon. memler privately.

Mr. Thomson: You did ot tell me.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Another complaint is that I said the local
. boards were the least competent to adminis-
ter this measurc. 1 repeat that. Bot in
the Bill provision is made that if the loeal
board does not do the work, the Gavern-
mest will step in and do it. Are hon.
mambers prepared te oppose the Bill and
then go back to their eonstituents and say
that pests are spreading in clean distriets
amd nothing being dore fo combat the nuis-
ance?! 1 am told there is a possibility of
the Bathurst burr getting abroad in the
conntry. There are on the file telegrams
from DBrookton and other places, drawing
attention to the mischief that pest may do.
It is up to us to fake detion. We are al-
ready making arrangements to twipe out
that weed at Kalgoorlie before it becotnes
established.

Mr. Latham:
legislation?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Beeause it does not give uns the necessary
powetr. Another hon, member said this was
an extraordinary measure to come from a
so-called demoeratic Government., What is
there undemoeratic ahoat the Billt It
wives the local awnthorities full power.

Mr, Latham: If tekea their revenue from
the roads.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Somebody must provide the mnecessary rev-
ehve, Hot. thembers pretend to see in the
Bill a menps for exploiting the loeal au-
thorities.  But the same power is given
under the Vermin Act.

Mr. Latham: TUnder that Act we have
power to strike a special rate.

The MINTSTER ¥OR AGRICULTURE:
Tnder the Bill by-laws ean be framed for
the striking of a speeial rate. TIn every
measure certain powers that may be termed
autoeratic are given the Government.

Mr. Thomson: Tf the Bill means the im-
position of taxation, you could not properly
introduce it withont a Message.

Mr., Latham: And you c¢annot impose
taxation hy by-laws,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T think T have dealt with the main objee-

Why not use the existing

LASSEMBLY.]

tions of hon. members. They quoted with
glee my speech of last year. Their chief
objection to it was that I said the late
Government had not done their duty. I
repeat it. The then Minister for Agricul-
ture did not explain to the House that the
Government intended to do their duty. I
have been able to tell the House that the
present (Government are doing their duty,
and have made the necessary provision on
the Estimates.

Mr. George: The sum of £1,000 would
not clear stinhwort off the railways.

Tite MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon, member’s Government did not
spend £20. The railways have now under-
taket to do their share of the work, Ome
fion. member said the railways had dealt
with the pest along the railway lines. I
ktiow that in destroying weeds the railwaye
hdve destroved good fodder plants, such as
the Iupin.

Mr. Taylor: How are you golng to
manage about the Midland line?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Midland Cotnpany will have to do their
duty. Their Jand comes within road bobrd
digtrlets. T opposed the measure last year,
but the House must admit that I have justi-
fled my attitude, because I am repairing
the omissions I then complained of. There
need be no fear of amy autocrdtic ad-
winiatration of the measure. We do not
propose to interfere in districts where cer-
tain noxious weeds have too great a hold.
The department is not unreasonable, Under
other existing Acts the department could
even now harass settlers, but it doea not do
a0, We could so administer the Vermin
At as to make the conditions pretty harsh
for the settler in the wheat belt.  Other
Acts, alsn, conld be harshly administered,
but we do not do it. The Bill gives the
Government power to declare a noxious
weed in a clean district, and so érapple
with the problem in the most effectual
manner.

Question put and a division taken, with
the following resutt:—

Ayes 23
Noes 16
Majority for 7
AYES,

Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey

ife. Chesson Mr. Marshall

Mr. Clydeadale Mr. McCallum

Mr, Coltler Mr. Munsla

Mr. Corboy Mr. Papton

Mr, Coverley Mr. Sleeman

Mz, Cunniogham Mr. Troy

Mr. Heron Mr. A. Wabsbrough

Mr. Holman I Mr. Willcock

Mr. W. D, Johnsop . Mr. Withers

AMr, Kennedy Mr, Wilron

Mr. Lamond 1 Telier.)
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Nozs.
Mr. Barnard Mr. Sampson
Mr. Brown Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Davy Mr. ,Btubbs
Mr. QeoTgRe Mr. Taylor
Mr. Grifths Mr. Thomson
Mr. Latham Mr. C. P. Waosbrough
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Richardson
Mr. Mann (Teoller.)
Mr. North
P4tR.
AYES. Nogs,
Mr. Lambert Mr. Teesdale

Question thus pagsed.
Bill reed a second time.

In Committec,

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; Minister for
Agriculture in charge of the Bill,

Clause l1—agreed to.
(lanre 2—Repeal:

Clause put and a division takem, with the
following result:—

Ayes . . Z2
Noes .. 14
Majority for 4y
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr, Marshail
Mr. Chessnn Mr. M¢Callum
Mr. Clydeadale Mr. Munsie
Mr. Colller Mr. Panton
Mr. Corboy Mr, Sleeman
Mr. Coverley Mr. Troy
Mr, Cunningham Mr. A. Wanshrough
Mr. Heron Mr. Willcoek
Mr. Holman Mr. Withers
Mr. W. D. Johnson Mr. Wilson
Mr. Kennedy (Tallar.)
Mr. Lamond
NoEs.
Mr, Barnard Mr, Sampson
Mr. Brown Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Davy Mr. Stubbs
Mr. George Mr. Taylor
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Latham Mr. C. P. Wansbrough
Mr. Liodsay Mr. Richardson
Mr. Mann (Tellor.)
Mr. North
PaIlg,
AYES, NoEs.
Mr. Lambert Mr. Teesdale

Clause thus passed.

Clatnge 3—agreed to.

(Clause 4—Governor may declare plants
to he noxious weeds:

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister gaid it
was intended to apply the measure only to
new districts. I move an amendment—

That after '‘defined,’’ in line 3, the
words ‘‘as a new dislriet’’ be ingerted.
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My, Tavlor: I think the Minister said
clean districte.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T oppose the amendment because it conveys
no useful meaning. What is a new dis-
triet?

Mr,
tioned.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I said that if a noxious weed infested one
district and the cost of eradicating it
would be too great, we would not attempt
te deal with it, but if it made an appear-
ance in a clean district, it would be de-
tlared a noxions weed in that district.
The Governor may declare noxious weeds
generally, or in any loeality.

Mr. LATHAM: The clause is not suffi-
ciently Adefinite.  Fluffy seeds may be
earried from an infested distriet to an ad-
joining distriet, and how cpuld the latter be
kept elean? I cannot see how the Minister
can possibly give effect to his wishes under
this elause. The Minister spoke about
Eutﬁng £1,000 on the Estimates. [ do not
now how he proposes to expend it, but that
will be a fleabite compared with what will
be required to eradieate noxioug weeds in
new or clean districts. Tn nearly every dis-
triet there is double-gee on the jam patches.

The Minister for Agriculture: On new
arcas?

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, on the soldier set-
tlements in my district. Stinkwort ia often
found in patehes right vut in new districts,
and is that £1,000 to be vsed to keep Crown
lands elean or to assist the settlerst

The Minister for Agriculture: It is £1,000
more than you provided.

B Mr. LATHAM: We rejectedl the previous

ill.

Mr., Withers: You were prepared to let
the weeds grow.

Mr. LATHAM: Existing legislation 18
sufficient to deal with these pests.

The Minister for Agriculture: Thea why
were they not dealt with?

Mr. LATHAM: I cannot answer for pre-
vigns Governments.

The Minister for Agriculture: You do not
want the weeds dealt with now,

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, I do, but ad a
national work and not by settlers only.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The returned soldiers will have to stand up
to thrir responsibilities the same as other
settlers.

Mr, FLatham: Whether they have money or
not?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The same argument could be raised in be-
half of every individual in the community.
In the interests of the industry in which the
hon. member’s constituents are so vitally
concerned, some action muat be taken. The
Spanish radish in the Geraldton distriet is
regarded hy graziers as good feed, but to
the wheatgrower it is a curse. That seed
hlows about, but the farmers combat it.

Thomson: That is what you men-



644

Mr. Latham: It does not blow about like
other seeds.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is intended that the Governor may de-
¢lare any plant to be a noxious weed gener-
ally or in any distriet, so that the people
will be able to eradicate it before it gets
too great a grip om the country.

Mr. Griffiths: You must have the power
to declare noxious weeds.

Mr. ¢, P, WANSBROUGH: I support
the Minister's contention. Old settled dis-
tricts may hecome infested with a nmew pest
and we may necd the assistance of the Gov-
crnment to eradieate it. Tt is guestionable
whether some of the plants mentioned in the
schedule are noxions weeds in the true sense
of the word. 1 have a vivid reecolleetion
of the benefit gtinkwort proved to the com-
munity in 1934, It praetically saved the
sheep in my distriet. In the group settle-
ment ureas it is called the South-West
lueerne. Sufficient power should be given in
Clause 4 to apply the Bill to any distriet.

Mr. TAYLOR: The ¢lause goes further
than stated by the Minister, but while he is
administering the Bill, T do not think any
bhardship will be caused. FPower should be
given to eradicate noxiovs weeds that crop
up in any new distriet, and for the immed-
iate remaval of any objectionable plant that
is likely to cause trouble.

Amendment pot and pegatived.

(lauwse put and passed.

Clauses 5, 6—agreed to.

Clause 7—Power to destroy after motice:

Mr. THOMSON: I hope the Minister will
accept the addition of a new subelause that
I propose to take from Beetion 14 of the
Act of 1904. T, therefore, move an amend-
ment—

That the following be added to stand
ag Subclause 5: —"* Un a report being made
to the Minister by any municipal council
or road 1oard, or the advisory beard of
the Department of Agriculture, that any
noxious weed is growing upon any Govern-
ment railicay reserye, stock route, or camp-
ing ground, or unoccupied Crown lands
within one mile of cullivated land, oll
such reserves, routes, grounds, or lards
shal’ from time to time be cleared by the
Minister for Lands and the Commisgioner
of Railways, respectively.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T rise to a point of order. Tt is not permis-
gible for a private member to move an
amendment that imposes a charge npon the
revenne. The amendment is, therefore, out
of order.

Mr., THOMSOXN: I knew the amendment
would be out of order, but in view of the
statement made by the Minister last year,
I thoupht he would agree to embody these
words in the Bill. If he is consistent T
do not see how he can refuse,

The Minjster for Agriculture: The hor.
member cannot debate a matter that is out
of order.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. THOMSON: This clause places the

whole respomsibility of destroying weeds
upen  the local authority, aad alse
imposes penalties. The Bill further pro-

vides that the "local authorities shall des-
troy all noxious weeds on their roads.

Mr. George: That is already included in
the Road Districis Act,

Alr. THOMBON: Last year the Minister
took the view that Crown lands were breed-
ing places for vermin and noxious weeds.
If the Minister is consistent he must accept
my suggestion.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I have no intention of accepting the sug-
gestion.

M. Taylor: 1t is all right in opposition
tn hold those views,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I shall administer the Act with diecretion,
and without jmposing hardships upon the
community. T shall not ask a local au-
thority to do that which the Government
would not do.

Mr. (George:
able successor.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the Government took up that attitude
the local authority could defy them.

My, Latham: Every other State has in-
¢laded that section in their Aects.

The CHATRMAN: T capnot accept the
amendment.

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

You may have an unreason-

Ayes 21
Noes 15
Majority for 6
AYEB.
Mr. Angwin Mr, Marshall
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Mr. Clydesdate Mr. Munsie
Mr. Collier Me. Panton
Mr. Carboy Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Caoverley Mr. Troy
Mr. Cunaningham Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. Heron Mr. Willcock
Mr. Holman Mr. Withere
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lamond (Teller.)
NOES.
Mr. Barnard Mr. North
Mr. Brown Mr. Sampson
Mr, Davy Mr, J. H, Bmith
Mr. GeoTge Mr. Taylor
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Thomson
Mr. Latham Mr. C. P. Wansbrough
Mr. Lindsay | Mr. Richardson
Mr. Mann ' “{ Teller.)
Par.
ATES. : Noes.
Mr. Lambert | Mr. Teesdale

Clause thus passed.

Clause 8—Local authority to destroy weeds
on road:
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Mr, SAMPSOXN. I move an amendment—

That afler ‘‘quthority’’ the words *‘if

instructed by the Minister'’ be added.
Without these words the elanse would be
mandatory.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
1 »e¢ no necessity for the amendment. If
the tiovernment have declared that certain
weeds are noxious in any distriet, it is clear
the intention is they should be removed.

Mr. SAMPSON: Must it be specifically
declared a noxious weed for a particular
loeality before this would become obligatory
on the loeal authority?

The Minister for Agriculture: Certainly.
Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and pasgsed.

Clansey 9 to 15-—agreed to.

(Tause 16—Mauner in which notices may
he served:

Mr. THOMSON: 1 move an amendment—

That in Subelause I, paragraph (a),
the word ‘‘three’’ be siruck out, and
“‘fourteen,’’ inserted in lieu.
In the circumstances, threc days’ notice is
altogether insufficient.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I will accept that amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR: A notice of fourteen days
might cause much inconvenience. Many
noxious weeds would be seeding in about
that time,

The Minister for Agricnlture:
might he made seven days.

Mr. THOMSON: An owner might not be
resident in the distriet, or he might be away;
and it might take fourteen days for the
notice to be received by the owner,

The Minister for Lands: This provision
deals with an owner not in the State, and
either seven or fourteen days might not make
any difference as compared with three days.

Mr. THOMSON: But the owner might

have an attorney or friends who wonld notify
him by telegram.,

The period

Ameadment pl and passed.

Mr. THOMSON: Is it the intention merely
to fix a notice on the land, or will a letter
to the owner bhe posted at the same fimet

The Minister for Agricultore: Both must
be done.
Mr. THOMSON: That disposes of an

ohjection 1 intended to raise.
Clause, as amended, agreed to.
Clauses 17 to 20—agreed to

Clause 21—Quarantine and inspection of
imported stock to prevent introduetion of
noxious weeds:

Mr. LATHAM: If sheep that are going

to be nged for exhibition purposes, are going
to be earriers of noxious seeds, what protee-

G45

tion will the State have? Some such words
should he added to Subeclause 2 as “* provid-
ing such sheep are not sold in the State,’’
or ‘‘providing such sheep are shorn before
they are brought into the State.’’ The sub-
ciauge does npt provide that the Minister
ghall be satisfied the sheep are clean,

Mr, C, P. Wansbrough: That is provided
in the previous subelause.

Alr. GEORGE: At the Royal Agricnl-
tural Sgciety’s Show probabiy 400 <heep
from all parts of the State will be exbibited,
and imported sheep will be shown as well,
The latter will probably he carriers of the
sceds of noxious weeds, and these seeds will
he dropped, and subsequently other sheep will
pick them up. It is ridiculous to suggest
that for the purposes of exhibits we should
allow the introduction of any weed that
might prove dangerous to the country. The
Minister should tonsult his officers on the
point,

Mr. C. P. Wapsbrough:
vided for in Subclause 1.

Mr. GEORGE: Sheep for exhibition pur-
poscs should not be exempt.

The Premier; The clause does not say that
the sheep shall be exempt. Exemption is
optional with the Minister.

Mr. GEORGE: But should the matter be
left to the Minister? The introduction of this
Bill amounts to an admission that noxious
weeds are proving a great menace to this
State. Therefore ne loophote shouid Le left
fer the introduction of noxious weeds.

The Minister for Agrieulture: The Min-
ister has power to exempt ounly if it has been
proved to him that the sheep are clean.

Mr. GEORGE: No; that the sheep are
intended for exhibition purposes.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
1lon. members are under 3 misapprehension.
First of all an examipation will be made
in the State from which the stock are sent,
and the stock come over here with a cer-
tificate from the Chief Inspector of Stock
for that State, Then an examination is
made of the stock at Fremantle. If no
exemption is made in respect of stock for
show puorposes, themn stock will not come
here for the purposes of exhibition, beeause
the man who owns sheep wants te show
them in the wool. If we provide that the
sheep must be hrought here shorn, it de-
tracts so muech from the value of the ax-
hihition that the owner wiil not bring them
here. Tt will be the duty of the Minister
and his officers to see that no riske are
taken in this comnection.

Mr. LATHAM: I am unable to read the
Minister’s statement into thig subelause.

The Premier: The Minister has discre-
tionary power to exempt.

Mr. LATHAM: All he needs to satisfy
himself of is that the sheep are intended
for exhibition purposes.

The Premier: XNo; also that thev are
clean,

But that is pro-
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Mr. LATHAM: To make the matter
quite clear, 1 move an amendment—

That in Subclause 2, line 3, after the
word “‘purposes’’ there be inserted ‘' and
that they are entirely free from norxious
weeds. '’

The Minister for Agriculture: The Min-
ister would not eXxempt them otherwise.

AMr. LATHAM: The subclavse confaing
nothing definite as to that.

Mz, (. P. Wansbrough:
covers the position,

Mr, LATHAM: Not at all.
with sheep which are shorn.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. KEXXEDY: I move an amend-
ment—

That after ‘‘State’’ in line 3 of Sub-
clause 3 the words ‘“by trans-Australian
railway’’ be inserted.

Waol ia often Lrought down from the back
country through the goldfields to Fremantle.
The bales are bulky and sometimes the os-
cillation of the train shakes them off the
trugks. The bales are burst asunder, and
the contents are ecattered for miles along
the eountry.

Mr. Sampson: Could not they fall off
on the journey to the Eastern States as
well?

Mr. EENNEDY: But the danger would
not be so great to Western Australia along
the sand plains.

The Minister for Lands:
wool were ghorn down here?

Mr, Thomson: That is the point I wish
to make,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The cleuse provides for wool landed at the
port of disembarkation as well as for that
consigned for carriage to XKalgoorlie. The
amendment would not sufeguard the com-
munity, for the shecp might be shorn at

Subclavse 1

That deals

What if the

Geraldton, Albany, DBunbury, or other
places.
Mr. Kennedy: Sheep brought teo XKal-

goorlie by the trans-Awstralian railway are
shern there,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The amendment does not provide for that.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. GEORGE: Suhetause 3 appears to
be ambiguous when compared with Sub-
clause 9. The latter provides that sheep
must be kept in quarantine until shern, un-
less the Minister is satisfled that such sheep
are jntemded for exhibition purposes, amd
exempts them from the provisions of the
ctausc. Subelause 3 refers to wool shorn
from suel sheep, which has to he immedi-
ately baled, and is not to be sold or dealt
with otlerwise than for export, unless it
has been certified by a Government inspee-
tor to be free from geeds of noxions weeds.
Tf the wool is certified as free from seeds,
why the necessity for shearing? Tt is ab-
surd.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Sobelavse 2 has to be read in conjunetion
with and reters to the stock dealt with in
Subelonse 1.

Mr., THOMEOX: The sohelause indi-
cates that the wool has to be exported.
What would be the position if some were
brought to Albany where there are wuollm
mills? Tt would be safe enough to use the
wool there, and pot insist upon it being
exported.

The Minister for Agriculture: We eannot
provide for everything in the Rill.

Mr. THOMSON: 1t is possible that a
hardship may be inflicted respeeting sheep
imported into the @reat Southern nreas
through Albany.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The member for Roe-
bourne mexntioned the menace of aeroplaues
in spreading seeds of double-gees through-
out the North-West.

Mr, Taylor: That is a serious thing np
there.

Mr., Chesson: Motor cars spread the seed
more than 4o tle aeroplanes.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I understand that
steps have heen taken by the Federal auth-
oritics, but I just mention the matter for
the information of the Minister.

Mr, SAMPSUON: T regret that the mem-
ber for Avon has not seen fit to move an
amendment. His warning is warranted be-
cnuse the rubher tyres of aeroplames pick
up seeds and the vibration during the flight
causes them to drop off, thus spreading
the seelds throughout the country.

Tie Minister for Lands: Can you eclas-
sify aeroplanes as stoek?

Mr. SAMPSON: Perhaps not, but we
are justified in drawing attention to the
gravity arising from this position seeing
that the aeroplanes spread seeds over far
wider areas than is possible with any other
form of convevance.

JMr. MARRHALL: This matter has re-
ceived serious attention at the hands of
the ¥edrral authorities, who have heen ex-
perimenting with a view to avoiding the
tranaterence of donble-gecs by means of
aeroplanes. I do not know if it is pos-
sible to vvercome the diffienltv. It is ton
much to ask the Minister for Agriculture
to arrange sidings throughout the North
in order to inspect 'planes ax they go bs

Mr. Griffiths: No one suggested anything
so gilly. ’

Mr. MARSHALL : Instruetions have
been given to thuse in charge of aero-
dromes to clean up the ground everv time
it is nsed by a ‘plane, T do not know
thut anything else can be done. JMotor
cars are also a favtor in spreading seeds.

Mr. SAMPSON: Tf it is not competent
to move an amendment at the present
stage, perhaps the Minister will have an
amendment prepared so that it may he
inserted in the Bill at a later stage.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICTLTURE:
The only thing thot can he done is for the
loral  governing hodies to declare the
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double-gee a noxious weed in the locali-
ties affected, and then compel the aero-
drome authorities to clean wp their
grounds, Aeroplanes land only in a re-
stricted area and the ¢leaning up of thase
areas is practically all that can be done,

Mr. Griffiths: Would the local anthori-
ties have any power over the Common-
wealth grounds?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
At any rate, that is all that ean be done.

Mr. CHESSON: Double-gees are to be
found throughout the Maurchison distriet
and the North-West, Motor cars and
sheep spread the seeds. Stock owners are
convinced that the galahs should be pro-
tected as they are doing more than any-
thing else to eradicate the donble-gees.

Clanse put and passed.
Clause 22—agreed to.

Clangse 23—Revenue of local authority
may be expended:

Mr. THOMSON: I oppose the clause.
Had the Government inserted ““and such
sum shall be subsidised on a pound for
pound basis by the Government,’’ one
would have felt that they were prepared
to shoulder a portion of their responsi-
bility. I cannot move an amendment be-
cause, as it would impose taxation, I
wounld be out of order. Section 14 of the
Act, which the Q@Government have been
careful to omit from the Biil, threw upon
the Government and the Railway Depart-
ment responsibility in respect of noxious
weeds on railway lines, stock routes and
eamping grounds; while Section 23 pro-
vided that all expenses incurred in the
administration of the Act should be paid
out of moneys to be appropriated by Par-
lianent for the purpose. It is not fair
that the Government should shift that
responsibility on to the loecal authority.
“The Minister has told us the Government
have provided £1,000 from the Estimates;
but I should prefer to see a provision im
the Bill subsidising the local authorities,

The Minister for Lands: We cannot
make the local authorities clear Crown
land.

Mr. THOMSON: If it is not intended,
why was that section of the existing Act
dropped? T will vote against the clanse,

Mr. SAMPSON: Clanse 8 provides that
the loeal aunthority shall destroy noxious
weeds growing on any road or land under
its control; while Clause 4 provides that
any plant may be declared to be a noxious
weed.

Mr. Marshall: On a point of order. Is
the hon. member in order in discussing
clauses we have already passed?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
referring to earlier clauses in order to
illustrate the clanse under discnssion.

Mr. SAMPSON: Tnder Clause 8§ the
local authority must destroy poison grow-

{27]
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ing along the roads. Clause 23 refers to
the finding of money by the local auth-
ority. TEvery year increased obligations
are thrown on the local authorities, I
bope the Minister will not impose this
added obligation on their already strait-
ened finances. Their position is almost
intolerable now.

The Minister for Lands: You admit it
was the duty of the local authority to
clear unoxions weeds off the roads?

Mr. SBAMPSON: No; I bave not ex-
pressed an opinion on the point. In some
districts local noxious weeds do mot con-
stitute a danger. I appeal to the Minister
not to place this proposed added hurden
on the local authorities.

Mr. LATHAM: I strongly object to the
clause, because it secks to impose upon local
authoritiea work that should be carried out
by the State. If the Minister had given
the local authorities power to strike a rate
for the purpose, it would have been evidence
of Dhig earnestness., Tn the first few years
after the measure is proclamied, very little
revenue will be left to provide water sup-
plies and roads.

The Minister for Agriculture: You have
power to increase your rate.

Mr. LATHAM: Yey,

The Minister for Agriculture: Is not that
as good as striking an additional rate?

Mr. LATHAM: The rate was struck on
the 1st July.

Mr, Sampson: And many boards are on
the Iimit now,

Mr. LATHAM: It is impossible to get
revenue this year, and money will be re-
quired for eradicating stinkwort, which is
a sammer weed,

The Minister for Agriculture: The mea-
sure may not be proclaimed by then,

Mr. LATHAM: If we struck a gixpenny
rate every penny could be advantageously
ueed for roads and water supplies.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Clause 8
limits the responsibility of road boards to
the clearing of roads and lands under their
control. The Government intend to provide
£1,000. this vear, and by the time that ex-
penditure is authorised, it will represent a
fairly large sum for the balance of the
financial year. Tn addition, arrangements
have been made with the Railway Depart-
ment to keep their reserves elear of noxious
weeds, Is it more ohjectionable for road
boards te use their revenue to clear noxious
weeds than poison planta? TUnder the Road
Districts Act they may use their revenue
to elear poison plants.

Mr, Tatham: And noxicus weeds also.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tnless
this clanse be included it will be impossible
for road boards to give effect to Clause 8.
How many rcad boards strike a sixpenny
rate? ’

Mr. Latham: The limit in their power is
threepence.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is six-
pence in some districts.

Mr, Sampsen: Only with special permis-
sion.

The MINISTER I'OR LAXDS; I am not
concerned with the qualification. I was in
the House when a Minister—not a Labour
Minister—was compelled to insert a clause
stipulating the striking of a minimum rate
by road boards before they received a sub-
gidy. A certain line of action has been de-
cided upon, and the loeal authoritics must
have money to carry out the work. Is it
intended that there shall be n genernl rate
to clean the property of private ownera?

Mr. Lathom: Xo, it i3 the commons and
camping grounds ahout which I am worry-
ing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It will
not be necessary to strike a rate for lands
owned by road boardd. The measure may
have the eoffect of bringing under ecnltiva-
tion large areas now controiled hy some
loeal authorities, for which application is
frequently being made. T do not say there
should be no reserves in a loeal authority
district; rather do I hold the contrary
opinion. 1t would be impossible nnder this
RBill for a local authority to clear its roads
and the land it controls without this elause.

Mr. Sampson: Some of the road boards
will be given an impossible task,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICCLTURE:
Surely the hon, member was a member of
the party that supported the Bill brought
down by Mr, Maley, and which contained
a similar provision to this. In eradicating
noxious weeds we are increasing the value
of the land for the owmer, and he should
contribute towards the expense of the work.

Alr. Tlomson: You cught fo give a sub.
gidy.

The MINISTER TOR AGRICULTURE:
I am not going to provide that in the Bill
If the CGovernment fall to carry out their
duty in regard to Crown lands, the local
authnrity will have a g argument in fore-
ing the Gevernment to assist in the eradiea-
tion of these weeds.

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

Ayes 21
Noes 13
Majority for 8
ATYRS.

Mr. Angwip Mr. McCallum

Mr, Chesson Mr. Millington

Mr, Colller Mr. Munsie

Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton

Mr, Coverley Mr. Sleeman

Mr. Cunningham ¥r. Trey

Mr, Holman Mr. A. Wanrbreugh

Mr. Hughbes Mr. Willcock

Mr. Kennedy Mr. Withers

Mr. Lamond Mr., Wilson

Mr. Marshall (Teller.)

[ASSEMBLY.]

NoOES.

Mr. Barnard y Mr. Sampson

Mr. Davy Mr. J. H. Smith

Mre. George 1 Mr. Taylor

Mr. Grifiths ! Mr. Thomson

Mr. Latham t Mr. Q. P. Wansbrough

Mr, Lindsay © Mr. Maley

Mr. North ; {Teller.)
ain

AYES, Noms.
Mr. Lamberi Mr. Teesdals

Clauge thus passed.
Clavses 24, 23—agreed to.
Clause 26—By-laws:

Mr. DAVY: This clause is particularly
obnoxious in the direction of by-law regis-
tration. There is an inereasing habit on
the part of members to delegate the fune-
tions of Parliament to local anthorities and
the Executive, Here we have a clause that
confurs npon the leocal authority power to
make any by-laws it thinks necessary or
convenicnt. This confers upon it more
power than it ghould have.

Alr. Hughes: The by-laws have to be ap-
proved by Parliament.

Mr, DAVY: No. Parliament may veto
them, that is all. This is not a proper safe-
guard for the people concerned. Ia the
last clause of the Bill the Governor may
make such regulations as are necessary for
the purpose of carrying it into effect, There
will thus be two separate authorities mak-
ing repulations on the one subject. The
time has come when we should go back to
the proctice of considering Parliament the
best body to make laws for the people of
this country. The paragraph in question
represents mere laziness on the part of the
drafteman or of the people who prepared
the Bill. T inove an nmendment—

That the fo'lowing words be struck out:
— *The loeal awthority wmey olse meke
by-laws preseribing any matters which
may be mecessary or convenient o pre-
scribe for the purpose of earrying this
Adet into effect.’’

The striking out of that paragraph would
gtill leave the loeal autbority with specifie
rower to make by-laws.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
In every Act we pass we have o make pro-
vigion for eventvalities which may arise in
the adminigtration of the measure. During
the evening we have had complaints that
local anthorities are not given sufficient
power; now we have a complaint about
%ower being given to loeal authorities.

very session by-laws are laid on the Tables
of the two Houses, and ther do not become
law until they have lain there for a certain
time; moreover, they can be disallowed hy
a vote of either House.

Mr. Davy: No by-laws were made under
any Act 20 or 30 years ago. We made our
Acts complete then.
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
We legislate just as well and just as
efficiently now ag we did 20 years ago. The
amendment is unnecessary.

Mr. LATHAM: There are 116 road boards
making by-laws in this State.

The Minister for Lands: They make by-
laws suitable for their respective districts.

Mr. LATHAM: Carrying the amendment
will not interfere with the power to make
by-laws under the first portion of the clanse.
1f the Government are poing to force this,
Jet us have a uniform set of by-laws in con-
nection with this measure. Surely it would
be enough if the Government took power to
make regulations for any particular district.

Mr. DAVY: Within strictly defined limits
it is right to give into the hands of loeal
authorities the power to make subordinate
legislation. But the paragraph proposed to
be struck out would give local authorities
wide and undefined powers, The safeguard
as to the Iayiugb of by-laws on the Table
is insufficiert, Many by-laws are never
looked at here. TUnder the Interpretation
Act by-laws become law the moment they
are gazetted, and a period of one month
is given for their disallowance.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clanse put and passed.
Clanse 27—agreed to.

Clause 28—Power of Minister in ease local
:Authority makes default in carrying out this

et

Mr, LATHAM: I would like to see pro-
gress reported. This is a fairly debatable
clanse,

Mr, THOMSON: I strongly object to this
clause. Just fapey the Minister appoint-
ing a commissioner to exercise the powers
of the local authority, his salary having to
be paid out of the funds of the loeal au-
thority, and he to be deemed the local au-
thority for the purposes of this measure!
Moreover, the Jocal authority is to be re-
sponsible for all the commissioner’s acts,
and for all expenses imcurred by him.

Progress reported.

Houge adjourned at 17.11 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
pan., and read prayers.

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,
SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE DE-
PARTMENT SELECT COMMITTERE.

Extension of Time.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN (Metropotitan)
{4.33]: T move—

That the time for bringing up the re-
port of the select commiltee be exiended
for four weeks.

At the outset we were delayed for some
time in waiting for the 1924 figures from
the department, and then we had to wait
for the return of the engineer, who was on
leave, but is now baek in Perth. Conse-
quently, the select committes have pot been
able to make the progress that was expected.
I am asking for an extension of four weeks,
but if we have the report ready before the
expiration of that period, we shall be able,
under the Standing Orders, to present it.

Question put and passed.

ADDRESS-IN.REPLY—FPRESENTA-
TION.

The PRESIDENT ([4.34]: I have te re-
port that I presented to His Excellency the
Administrator the Address-in-reply agreed
to by this House, His Excellency grac-
jously received it and returned the follow-
ing reply:—

Mr. President and Hon. Members of
the Legislative Couneil—I thank you for
your expressions of loyalty to His Most
Gracions Majesty the King and for your
Address-in-reply to the Speech with
which T opened Parliament. (Sgd.) R.
F. MeMillan, Lieutenant-Governor and
Administrator.



