536

license fees for the right of carrying pas-
sengers are entitled to be protected. The
sehedule of fees to be paid hy the owners
of trailers has been remodelled. The seale
in the Act was designed at a time Wwhen
trailers, mainly of a heavy {ype, were at-
tached to motor trucks. The minimum tee
prescribed for a trailer was £4. Light trail-
ers are now atfached fo motor cars and to
small runabouts, and, as a matter of faet,
the minimum charge for a trailer is higher
than the charge for a light motor ear. The
Parliamentary Draftsman has also simpli-
fied the schedule to the Aet whereby dif-
ferent classes of motor vehicles are better
described.

Mr. Patrick: What about paying license
fees on a monthly basis?

The ACTING MINISTER FOR WORKS:
I do not think there is any need to provide
for less than quarterly payments,

Hon. C. G. Latham: In the Old Country
provision is made by issuing licenses in
the months one to 12.

The ACTING MINISTER FOR WORKS:
I think we have met motor owners fairly
by providing for quarterly licenses. The
Act also provides the method whereby fees
shall be assessed, based on what is known
as the Dendy-Mavshall system. It has boen
ascertained that this method has been dis-
carded in other countries. The Bill, there-
fore, provides for the assessement of fees,
based on what is known as the R.A.C. for-
mula.

Mr. Marshall: Will you explain that for-
mula ¥

The Premier: Does it bring in more rev-
enue?

The ACTING MINISTER FOR WORKS:
In some cases slightly more and in other
cases a little less. It is considered to be a
more up-to-date system than the existing
one.

Mr. Marshall: There is more gelignite
in this formula than in the other.

The ACTING MINISTER FOR WOGRKS:
The effect of the alteration will be that in
some instanees the fees will be inereased
beyond what is now being paid for cer-
tain classes of vehicles, but on the other
hand a few reductions will be made. It will
be noted that in this Bill no provision is
made for the compulsory insurance third
party risk by owners of all motor vehicles,
ineluding motor eyeles. The Act itself pro-

[COUNCIL.}

vides for compulsory insurance for all ve-
hicles licensed to carry passengers for hire
or reward, in respect only of injury that
might be caused to persons. We have made
inguiries and obtained information in re-
speet to third-party insurance policies, and
consideration is now being given fo fhe
introduetion of a Bill providing for that.
It is a difficult matter to provide something
that will be fair to the public, and prevent
them from heing exploited if the system is
made compulsory. That, however, is not
ineluded in this measure. In the mair the
amendments are those which have been
asked for by intervested organisations asso-
ciated with the motor traffie, and hy the
Commissioner of Police. Tt is enfirely a
Committee Bill and I move—
That the Bill he now read a second time,

On motion by Hon. C. G. Latham, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 8.43 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Thursday, 5th September, 1933.

PLOB

Bllls; Plant Disenses Act Amendment, 536
Fremantle {Skinner Sireet) Dlsused Gemetery

Amendment, 1R. 4

Trustees’ Powers Amendment, R ... 544

Factorles and Shops Act Amendment, R, . 544

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30¢
p-m., and read prayers.

BILL—PLANT DISEASES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [4.35] in moving the second
reading said: The purpose of this Bill is to
give the Agricultural Department power
to deal more effectively with the fruitfly
pest, which during the last 12 months has
been more prevalent, has become more
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widely distributed throughout the State, and
has deone greater damage than in any simi-
Jar period since the introduction of the pest
into the State. For some time after the
discovery of the introduction of the fruit-
fiy, it was believed to be mainly a stone-
froif pest, and it was thought that the area
of its operations would be confined to dis-
tricis with warm elimatic conditions dur-
ing the summer and with winter fruits form-
ing a continual carry-over from season to
season. It is now found that many fruits
which were thought, if not te be immune,
at least to be highly resistant, are subject
to attack. Even growers of export apples
and grapes now have reason to view the
matter serionslv.  The realisation of the
danger has caused great eoncern to all fruif-
growers. Meetings have been held in many
fruitgrowing centres to discuss ways and
neans of combafing the pest; and as a rve-
sult if was decided to appoint a committee
fo advise what action should be taken in
an endeavour to confrol if not eradicate the
scourge. The Government decided to give
effect to the suggestions of the committee
by introdueing this Bill. There will be no
tax on the fruiterowers, many of whom arve
already suffering severely on account of the
low prices ther are receiving for their pro-
ducts. It is essential, however, that the de-
partment should be in a position to know
every place where fruit trees are grown, not
only for commercial purposes, but for pri-
vate enjoviment also. To ensure that this
information shall be available, provision is
made in the Bill for the registration of all
places where one or more fruit trees or vines
are grown. It is proposed to charge a nomi-
nal registration fee of one shilling, and the
money obtained from this source will be
put into a special fund, and will be utilised
#olely for the purpese of assisting in con-
trolling and eradicating the pest. Registra-
tion is essential in order to enable the de-
partment to locate all erchards, and to learn
the avea of them. and so assist in the cam-
paign for the destruction of the fruitfiy.
The responsibility of taking action fo free
their orchards of the pest will rest upon all
orchardists; and if the action required by
the department is not taken, it is proposed,
in the erowers own interests, to prosecute
without fear er favour, and also without
giving notice that such aection is proposed.
Necessary power is provided in the Bill
to declare any partienlar ares in the State
1n he infested, so that owners of orchards

within that area, even though not infested,
ghall he bound to take steps to prevent the-
spread of the scourge. Under present eon-
ditions a disease must be found in an
orchard by an inspector before instructions
can be given to the owner or occupier to
take action, and under these conditions a
pest might easily inerease and multiply be-
fore either the owners of the properties, or
the inspectors, were aware of its presence.
The action. which will be necessary for
growers {o take under the provisions of the
Bill will undoubtedly have the effect of pre-
venting the spread of disease in what are
now practically clean areas. Much publicity
has been given recently to the damage caused
by this pest, and the time is now opportune
to take vigorous and concerted action, as
theve is o marked disposition amongst all
growers, whether commercially or for pri-
vate use, to do theiv bit towards eradicating
the pest, provided that an assurance is given
that everyone will he compelled to shoulder
his portion of the responsibility, The powers
provided in the Bill will enable the depart-
ment fo force all growers to take necessarv
aetion. T move——
That the Bill be now read a1 second time.

HON. C. ¥, BAXTER (East) [443]: I
shall support the second veading of the
Bill, and 1 desire to compliment the Govern-
ment on hringing the measure hefore Parlia-
ment. it is, indeed, a measure long gverdue.
The fruit-growing industry of this State i=
fortunate in being free from numerous
pests and troubles: but a menace which has
heen knocking at our door for a mumber of
vears has created a dangerous position. [
refer to the spread of the fruit-flv, mul
accompanying «iseases. Small orchards, or
I max zax the few fruit trees to be found in
city and suburban gardens and about small
towns, are the loeal sources of the danuer.
In conneetion with the retention i ihese
trees there is a certain earclessness which
Iras become a menace to the nrdustry gen-
etally.  The fruit industry of Western Ans-
tralia ix a highly important one, and hrings
large mnounts of money to this State by the
export of several varieties of Fruit—nor
alone of apples, in which respect Western
Ausiralia is not surpassed by any part of
the world. Western Australin has made its
name as an apple-growing eonntrv. Some
people may maintain that Tasmanian apple-
are hetter than the Western Australian; but
that has nof been proved. Dhring war
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time, when our fruit indusiry, like every
other industry, was in a parlous condition,
‘the Federal Government made available
funds for the payment of 9d. per case on
all fruit which, baving heen shipped to the
Eastern States, did not realise a certain
price. I am pleased to state that that fund
was never availed of by our growers, he-
cause Western Australian  fruit  always
realised at least the minimum price. What
was more astonishing to me, as Minister for
Agriculture at the time, was the fact that
Western Australian  apples  brought a
higher price in the Sydney market than
did the Tasmanian apples, which were then
thought to be the hest apples in Anstralasia.
With an industry such as we have, it is very
nezessary to adopt every sateguard. The
Bill will not inflit any injury on those
people who have backyard orchards, unless
indeed those arcas become diseased or
attacked by fruit flv. [t is here that cave-
lessness iz shown. The position is they will
be registered in future, and as a result the
inspectors will know where to find them.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Grape vines us well?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Yes, certainly. It
will cost money to carry this out, and I
notice that Clause -4 provides that the fee
for registration or transfer of registration
of an orchard is to be fixed at 1s. T do not
know why if is so low.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Because of the back-
vard orchard. Consider the working wun.

Hon. C. ¥. BAXTER: But surely it
should be raised =2 little above that, for
money has to he found for the inspection of
the orchard.

Hon. H. J. Yellund: It will cost
than that to make one inspection.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Of course so. 1
consider the fee should bhe doubled, and in
Committee I will move an amendment to
that effect.

Houn. G. W. Miles; Yon cannot do tha,
for it would be increasing taxation.

Hon. C. ¥. BAXTER: That is right; I
see J have slipped there. But the shilling
will not he of much value for providing
funds for the inspeetion of orchards. 1
hope the Bill will he well received in this
House, for it is very necessary. 1 under-
stand that some of the backvard orchards
are badly neglected. But this fee will cover
any orchard, hig or small. Otherwise the
clause would not read as it does.

mnre
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Hou. G. W, Miles: Continue the clun-e
from where you left off reading it.

Hon, C. ¥. BAXTER: It continues—

And other registration fees may be graded
from 2s. Gd. upwards, according to area.
1 should like wmembers to get it into theiv
minds that a shilling fee for registration is
too small an amount. T do not want to pile
up expenses on the orchardists, but cer-
tainly one shilling is altogether too low for
the purpese. When this registration 1s
completed members will be astounded to
find how many small orchards there are.
With that qualification ahout the tee, I will
support the seeond reading. T hope the Eill
will pass, and so give the vespomnsible de-
partment, the Awgricultural Department. the
control of these vrehards, that they may not
only check the pest hut wipe it out alto-
gether.

HON. L. ORAIG (South-West} [+30]:
I wish to commend the Bill, which has leen
asked for by the fruitgrowers themselves so
that they may protect themselves. It is the
job of a fruitgrower to protect his own
orchard, but under the Bill the Government
will have power to insist that all orchardists
do their fair share in eradicating the pest.
At present many orchardists are taking pre-
cautions, picking up their affected fruit and
burning it, and s6 on, but there are a few
who are not doing their share, and conse-
quently the work of those who have looked
after their orchards is rendered useless, he-
cause the pest will spread from two or three
neglected trees until the whole area is in-
fested. Fruitflv when first diseovered here,
‘was not supposed to bhe able to live in a
climate like that of Perth. It was thought
the winter would be too severe for the pest.
For many vears the pest has not spread he-
yvond the metropolitan area and outlying
dislriets, but as time has gone on the froit-
fly, like other pests, has become aecclima-
tised and is now in cvidence down as fav
as Bridgetown, and no doubt will spread
right through the fruitgrowing areas unless
something be done to check it. In Franee it
has lived through a French winter includ-
ing several davs bhelow freezing point, so
obviously our climate will not stop the
spread of the disease. The fruitgrowers
themselves have asked for the Bill, but are
not asking that a lot of money be spent by
the Government in the cradication of the
pest. I cannot support Mr. Baxter’s sug-
gestion that a shilling fee is too small.
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Fou. J. Xicholson: That is only for trans-
ferring a registration.

Hen, Lo CRAIG: No, it is for a regis-
tration or the transfer of a registration.
The whole point is that a Jot of money is
not requived. The Mimister will have power
under the Bill to instruct the orchardists
in 2 certain area to take certain action. The
only money regnired will he for the pay-
ment of the inspectors to =ee that the work
is curried out by the orchardists. So I
think a shilling should be guite sufficient,
sinee a lot of money is not requived, Ti i5
also necessary that the Bill shounld not be
delayed. The fruitfly is very active in sum-
wer time and almost dormant in ithe winter.
Exeept orangrs, very fow fruits serve as a
carry-over for the pest during the winter,
but a= soon as the wmrn weather comes the
fly iz onece more very active indeed. So it
will be necessary for the department to get
the Aet into operation as soon as possible,
and have the orchards registered before the
hot wenther comes, so that they may take
action to keep the orchards clean. The
main provision in the Bill is to register the
small backyard orchard. Tt has heen found
that as many as 50,000 pupae can be gath-
ered under one tree. So if one backvard
tree is neglected it may serve to infest a
whole avea of orchards, even ovchards that
lave been kept clean. I commend the Bill
to the House, and I suggest that it he put
through as guickly as possible,

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East)
[4.33]: I, like the last speaker, hope the
Bill will go through the House gmickly,
hecanse prevention is befter than cure.
Last ression the Bill was lhefore another
place, but was crowded out in the closing
dayv= of the session. 1 cannot agree with
Mr. Baxter that the sum of one shilling
is too little as a registration fee. The oh-
jeet of the Agrieultural Department is to
compile a list of the fruit trees planted
around private homes. Many people liv-
ing in the wmelropolitan area like to have
one or two frnit frees about their homes.
Xo doubt, as pointed out by IMr. Craig, a
good deal of the trouble can be traced to
these orchards in private homes. which
are in effect neglected orchards. We have
passed an Aet which gives the department
power io go in and destroy an orchard
if it is found to be a neglected orehard
and likely to beeome a menace to the in-
dustry. Only this morning. when chat-

339

ting with a gentleman interested in the
citrus industry. T vemarked that the 2s.
honus given by the Federal Government
thould be of some assistance to him this
year in view of the low prices. To my
astonishment he informed me that, unfor-
tunately, Western Australia, by virtue of
the faet that she suffiers from fruitfly,
will not be able to participate in that
bonus.

Hon. E. H. Grayv: That was only on
fruit for export.

Hon. A. THOMSOX: Yes, I understand
that we used to export oranges.

Hon. H. V. Piesse: S0 we do now,

Hon. A. THOMSOXN: This was a man
interested in the citrus industry, and pos-
sibly it may be that his orchard is in an
infested area, and conseguenily he cannot
participate in the bonus. I will support
the Bill, believing it will be of benefit to
the people of Western Australia as a
whole. It is alarming to find that the
fruitly has got as far as Bridgetown and
is still spreading. The sooner we give the
department power to take effestive steps
the better it will be for the industry in
Western Australia, and even for those who
have trees in their own private yards.
T support the second reading.

" HON. H. V. PIESSE (South-East)
[4.58]: T intend to support the Bill. T am
sorry the delay has taken place and that
the measure was not bhrought before this
House and passed last session. Many years
ago when I was a lad eodlin moth was dis-
covered in an orchard we had at Katan-
ning. Regulations to deal with the pest
were quickly brought in, and all the fruit
we obtained during the next few years—
running into thousands of cases—was de-
stroyed. The Government rightly took as-
tionm, although it was very costly to the
owner of the orchard. Still the ecodlin
moth has never really got the start in Wes-
tern Australia that it has in the Eastern
States and Tasmania. Consider the cost
it has heen to Tasmanian orchardists, T
was at Hawkesbury College in 1902, when
we had continually to bandage the trees
in order to check the pest. Onee the remm-
lations are brought into force in a couniry
where codlin moth is rampant, it becomes
a very costly matter and tremendons loss
is caused throngh damage to the frmit.
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Therefore, like other members, I think the
Bill shonld be passed as quickly as possible.

HON. J. CORNELL (South) [5.0]: The
only thing I see wrong with the Bill is that
it is not drastie enough, and the sooner we
wake up to actualities the better. There is
really only one eovrse we shonld follow, and
that is to get rid of the one-man orchard in
the meiropelitan avea, Next door fo my
place there is a fig tree, and I am prepared
to say it 1s quite capable of propagating
enangh froitflies to affect the whole of the
melropolitan arvea,

IIan. E. H. Gray interjected.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Mr. Gray is a cham-
pion of repression in one dircction hut not
in every direction. Tt is ridiculous, in my
opinion, for any man to try to grow fruit
trees in the sand in the metropolitan area.
Even lemon trees, T believe, are capable of
carvving the fruit fly. If we are going to
exierminate the pest and declare that the
man growing one froit tree must not be
looked at, then we are on the wrong frack.
Let us voot them all out.

The Monovary 3Minister: What about
vines?
Hon. [J. CORNELL: If phylloxera ap-

peared, what wonld we do? We would root
out and burn all the vines. I am satisfied
if we want to cope with the fly in the metro-
politan avea, we must root out all the trees,
and start all over again. To try and police
the one-man ovchard will be impossible. I
support the scecond reading of the Bill, and
regret it does not go farther.

HON. G. TRASER (West) [3.2]: I am
sorry we have to take the Bill through so
quickly, hecause, had more time heen avail-
able, we might have moved amendments fo
improve it. The Bill as it has heen pre-
senfed to us is certainly an improvement,
aml for that reason I am prepared to sup-
port it. I should like to see a provision
inserted for compmlsory spraying.

Hon. L. Craig: Spraving will not kil
fruitfiy.

Hon, 6. FRASER: Tt has been proved
that spraving aas cheeked the fly very con-
siderably. Some few years ago we had
eompulsory spraying,

Hon, H. 8. W. Parker: But vou do not
want lo spray if it is not necessary to do so.

Hon. L. Craig: Picking up the fruit is the
main thing.

Hon, G. FRASER: I have not the figures
now—they would be very interesting if I
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could give them—to show the difference after
spraying has been carried out, It has been
said by a lot of ovchardists that the small
orchards in fhe metropolifan area are re-
sponsihle for the spread of the fly.

Hon. L. Craig: And the country towns.

Hon. G. FRASER: I am not prepared to
spesk nbout country towns; I am familiar
only with the metropolitan area. The aver-
age person in the metropolitan area who
owns the house he lives in and who has one
or two trees, usnally looks after those trees
fairly well, hut where properties do not
helang to the occupier, there is considerable
indifierence.

Hon. L. Craig: There are also a lot of
neglected  orchards responsible  for ihe
spread of the flv.

Hon. G, FRASER ; Thase who are merely
oceupiers of houses ave not as careful as
they might he with thelr small orchards. I
know of one place close to my people’s pro-
perty which was neglected, with the result
that every orchard in the district suffered.
It is a very serious thing for those who are
prepared to Jook after their orchards, espeei-
ally when they do evervthing possible to
keep down the pest. Some orchardists after
earefully inspeeting their froit before send-
ing it to market, discovered later that a
small portion of it was affecied, and the
whole lot was eondemned, That is what
happens to people who, while they them-
selves are careful, suffer through the neglect
of othevs. Tf it were made compulsory for
all to do everything possible to keep their
orchards elean, then the negleetful people
would have to suffer for their own neglect.
I want the measure to go throngh as quickly
as possible, hecause it is hadly needed, and
I hape that at a later stage it will be pos.
sthle to tmprove the legislation,

HON. H. J. YELLAND {East) [5.6]: I
intend to support the Bill becanse 1 recog-
nise the necessitv for action being taken
to secure the safety of orchardists. T en-
darse what has been said by those mem-
bers who referred to the damage being done
by the metropolitan backvard orehards, the
aowners of which are not giving any atten-
tion to the need for spraying. My mind
goes hack to the time when considerable ex-
penditure was ineurred by the State to cope
with the fiy, and when it waz found that
all that was done was unavailing. We sent
one of our entomologists all over the world
to find the fruitfly parasite. and it was
elaimed that if the parasite were found there
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would be no need for us 1o do anything fur-
ther to eradicaie the pest. The pest came
from South America and logically it was
said that if the entomologist went there,
according to the laws of nature, that was
where the parasite would be found. How-
ever, it was found from experience in deal-
inz with the pest that the parasite usually
attacks the pupae, and, as the fruitfly egg
is laid in the fruit, and develops under the
skin. it is impossible for the parasiie to get
at it.

Hon. J. Cornell: They found a parasite
for the priekly pear and eradieated that
pest

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: That is a differ-
ent thing altogether. The parasite there
attacked the pear iiself; it did not attack
another inseet. The parasite was ahle to
live on the flesh of the prickly pear, but
the parasite required for the fruitfly would
have to lay its eggs in the grub and so de-
stroy the grub before it hecame a fly. Ii
was found that that could not take place
because the grub lives a sheltered life within
the fruit. As the fruit falls or ripens, the
erub develops into the fly and lavs its ecgs,
and so the whole evele goes on.  Therelore
it was found necessary to turn our atten-
tion not to the parasite but to use other
means of dealing with it in a totally dif-
ferent way. Experience has shown that
there are certain ways of dealing with the
fly, and what 15 propoged is only a means
of giving the departinent a right to insisi
that the methods that have lbieen found to
be efficacions shall he adepted. The first
thing to be done is to find the orchards that
are neglected, and I have no besitation in
saving that the greatest menace is the per-
son who is growing fruit not for commer-
cial purposes. He plants a few trees just
for the sake of having them in his garden,
and because he is not making anyvthing out
of the trees, he does not vealise the serious-
ness of neglecting them.  No one would
charge that person with wilfully spreading
the disease: he is responsible for its being
spread because he does not rvealise what a
menace he is to the industry generally. So
it becomes essential fo bring bim under con-
trol. In doing this, T feel certain we shall
be going a long way towards keeping the
pest in check. It is the cheaper wayv of
doing it and the education of the defaulter
in this respeet 15 far more cconnmieal than
sending inspectors around the distriets to
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destroyv the trees. There is another point
the department will have to take into con-
sideration, and that is the nwmnber of our
fruits that carry the pest. I understand
that the fly has heen found in the apple of
Sodom. especially around the Fremantle
district and in other settled places.

Hon. E. H. Angelo: That wounld he
affected by the native fruitfly.

ITon. . J. YELLAND: Perhaps that iz
#0, and i those circumstanees it would not
he so important. On the other hand. the
ordinary fruitfly has been found in the east-
ernn wheat belt, where many of the farmers
have o few trees. Obviously, the fly has
been imported and most probably it has
been brought in from the metropolitan area.
A consignment of infected fruit mayv have
escaped the vigilanee of the inspectors and
been conveved to Lhe castern wheat belt.
There are no restrictions with regard to that
part of the State hecause there are no com-
mercial orchards to be affected, but the fact
that fruitfly can be found 200 miles inland
demonsgrales how easily the pest can spread.
When we realise that possibility, it will
surely indicate the necessity for stringent
artion to keep the pest in check. Referenee
has been made to the cost of combating the
codlin moth, We mus=t commend the oflicers
of the Agricultural Department upon the
manner in which they have kept the State
free Trom that worst of all fruit pests.
What the departmental inspectors have done
in preventing outhreaks of codlin moth, ean
also be done in a smaller way with regard
to the fruitfly. If the fruitfly is kept in
check, no wmeasure will be too stringent in
order that our fruit-growing industry may
be protected. T support the second reading
of the Bill, and 1 trust it will be passed
speedilv so that the regulationz under it may
hecome enforceable.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [317]: 1
support the second reading of the Bill. bug
[ disagree with the arcument advanced by
My, Cornell.  Although I am nof an expert.
T helieve that the fruitfly is spread in the
metropolitan area by the retailers of fruit.

Hon. G, W, Milex: You are wrong.

Hon. E. H. Gray: A lot of it is spread
that way.

Hon. FL. J. Yelland: 1 have not vet hought
any infected froit from refailers.

Hon. .JJ. Cornell: Where did the fruit
come From hefore the retailers handled it?
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Hon. E. H. GRAY: They must have pur-
chased it.

Hon. L. Craig: I remember fruitfly in
Perth 30 years ago.

Hon, E. II. GRAY: (f the vetailer con-
veys fruit from house to louse in an en-
deavour to dispose of it, that practice must
kave the effect of spreading the fruitfly. I
support the Bill because it will have the
eftect of making people careful, but 1 hope
it will not be enforeed in the metropolitan
area until the people receive due notice.
There are thousands of small hackyard
orchards, and it is idle to say it is im-
possible to grow fruit of any kind in the
metropolitan area. The flnest fruit one
could wish for ean be grown in the Fre-
mantle district, including grapes, peaches,
apricots, oranges and many other varieties.
[ would like the Minister to inform mem-
bers why vineyards have been included
under the Bill. I have not known of the
fruitfly affecting grapes.

Hon. L. Craig: It does, most definitely.

The Chief Secretary: Yes, it doe: to o
certain extent.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: It must be to a1 very
small extent, for I have never seen grapes
affected by the fruitfly. One effect of the
Bill, in my opinion, will be to put hundveds
of people to unnecessary tronble in register-
ing their orchards or vineyards.

Hon. L. Craig: But registration will eost
only a shilling.

Hon. J. Cornell: YWhat ic the difference
between making a man register his dog and
register his orchard?

Hon. B, H. GRAY: TIf it is unnecossavy,
why hother about it? T have never seen
grapes affected by fruitfly.

Hon. L. Craig: Of cowrse, the fly affects
grapes.

Hon. E. H. GRAY : If that is so0, [ shall
surrender.

HON. H. TUCKEY (South-West) [5.21]:
I do not agree with the suggestion that the
Bill should he rushed through. Tt is far
too important to be dealt with in that way.
[ hope the debate will be adjourned till
next week, so that memhers may have a
better oppertunity to consider its provi-
gions before we deal with the measure in
Committee. The worst feature of the fruit
flv pest is that it is rapidly spreading
throngh the fruit-growing districts of the
South-West and the Great Southern. The
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Bill is long overdue, and I shall support
it.

HON. H. 8. W. PARKER (Metropoli-
tan-Suburban) {5.22]: I agree with other
members who have stated that the Bill is
long overdue. Ten years ago I was em-
ployed in prosecuting people ior aof com-
plying with the requirements of the Agri-
cuitural Department. In those days, in-
speclors were sent from house to house.
If my recollection serves me aright, there
was not a solitary house visited where
trees growing on the property were not
affected by the pest. It was pointed out
to me by the departmental officials at the
time that the wmost prolific source for the
spread of the fruitfly was the stray
trees in backyards, and that another great
source of infeetion was represented by the
few trees grown on properties in the hills
where people had week-end cottages. The
owners of those bloeks wounld not even
worry to pick the fruif, which simply
dropped, rotted on the ground and spread
the fly. A lot of trouble was oceasioned
through those prosecutions, although the
people c¢oncerned had previously been
warned by the inspectors that they lhad
to take certain nction with regard tn their
fruit trees. Although warned, the people
would not take any heed. Subzequently
inspectors were sent to varions nroperties
to ent the trees down, and that gave rise
to a further source of trouble. T have a
vivid recollection of one inspector who
went to the home of a very senior eivil
servant. He threatened to eut down the
only tree that that official had in his bhack
yard. The inspector happened to know
who the man was, and he was bluffed. The
individual who has one or two trees in his
backyard, vepresents a grave danger and
canses, although unwittingly, the vapid
spread of the fruitfly pest.

Hon. J. Cornell: Such trees ought to be
rooted out.

Hon. E. H. Gray: But the man ecould
keep his trees clean.

Hon, H. 8. W, PARKER: I feel sure
that not one of the persons concerred is
nnxious to eat fruit affected by fly, and
I, for one, am most anxious that my fruit
shall not be affected merely because the
gentleman next door will not attend to hig
trees. It is important that this task shall
be dealt with in a large way, not piece-
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.meal. I trust the department will not
spare expenditure in undertaking the
necessary advertising. Unfortunately, we
must reach many people who do not read
the newspapers and do not realise the fact
that their one or fwo trees may cause s0
wuch harm. They cannot realise, as Mr.
Gray cannot, that onme vine in a backvard
may cause considerable damage to the fruit
trees and vines of neighbours.

Hon, E, H. Gray: T know more about the
matter than you do. T have systematicaily
baited and sprayed my trees for the last
five years.

Hon. H. 8. W. PAREER: I am glad to
bear that. After listening to the hon.
member’s remarks, I was under the im-
pression that he did not know that vines
eould be attacked. I am pleased to know
that he has not been neglectful of his duty.
Another source of trouble is the few trees
that may grow on unoecupied blocks of
land. Throughout the suburbs and in the
outer areas there are odd trees, especially
fig trees, that are neglected and help to
spread the fruit fly. I fear the departmen-
tal officials may have some difficulty in
finding owners in some instances, for very
often they are absentees. I notice, how-
ever, that provision is made for power to
destroy such trees, and I trust the depart-
ment will have sofficient funds to 2pable
that work to be undertaken. I probanly
represent as many people as any other
member, who will be affected by this legis-
lation. In faet, my province will possibly
provide more funds by way of fines for
non-compliance with the Acet or regula-
tions, than any othar part of the State.

Hon. L. Craig: The people will go to
vou to he defended.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: They may, but
[ certainly do not want them to come to me
as their representative in Parliament with
a request that T shall defend them as such.
[ note that the penalty provided is a fine
of £20 and £1 per day. There is also a
section in the Act that provides that the
minimum penalty shall be one-twentieth, so
that if a person is charged, he must be fined
at least £1. That may work hardship in
some instances, and, unfortunately, the
people who do the most damage are those
who do not realise that they are doing so.
I trust the departmental officials will make
every endeavour to notify the more ignor-
ant, or more careless, section of the com-
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munity of what is required and perhaps the
Education Department could assist by means
ol supplying information through the school
children. 1 trust that every opportunity
will he taken to broadeast the provisions
of this legislation as soon as it becomes
law,

HON. J. M, MACFARLANE (Metvopoli-
tan-Suburban) [5.30]: I support the second
reading. With my collengue, Mr. Parker, I
recognize that lhe measure is likely to cause
a good deal of disturbanece in the Metropoli-
tan-Suburban Province, due to the fact that
many people who have two or three trees
in their backyard will bave no knowledge
that & measure providing for the care of
orchards applies ta them. Therefore, if the
drastie provisions of the wmeasure are to be
enforeed in the metropolitan area, they are
likely to work some hardship. I appreciate
that the metropolitan area is a potential
source of trouble for the fruitgrowing dis-
triets of the State, but it will be hard for
people who conscientiously cave for the trees
on their small holdings to be subject to con-
ditions that will apply to orchards condueted
on a commercial seale. Tf a zeparate set of
eonditions could be applied to the commer-
eial orchards, the provisions might be eased
in their , application to the metropolitan
area. Certainly the few trees grown by a
householder cannot he considered s bheing
on the same plane as an orehard having com-
mereial value. Who wounld deny that a
householder is cntitled fo grow a few Cruit
trees?

Hon. L. Craig: Under the measure a cer-
tain area may be declared affected.

Hen. J. M, MACFARLANE: Al peaple
having fruit irees, few ov many, will be
liable to the heavy penalty proposed, many
of them without knowledge of their respon-
sibilities. Who reads the notices in the
“Government Crazette”? WWhile T am fully
in accord with the intentions of the Bill,
T cannot shut my eves to the diffienlties that
are likely fo arise. I hope the Minister
will extend eonsideration to the people in the
metropolitan area as distinet from orchard-
ists operabing on a commercial basis. I
agree with Mr. Tockey that the matter is
urgent, though perhaps not so urgent as to
be necessary to disenss it fn-day. I regret
that the Bill was not passed last vear. I
know of orchards where trapping had been
sureessfully ecarried on for a number of
vears, but probably owing to laxity in ad-
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ministration of the Act, neighbours were
not called upon to do their part and those
orchards became badly infested last year.
Such legislation should be strietly enforced
where fruit is being grown for commerecial
purposes, but there should be a special way
of dealing with the metropolitan area, where
people grow only a little fruit for home
nse.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Grapes vines wonld
not be exempt.

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: That is so.
I have a couple of vines on my block and

presumably they will have to be destroyed,
even though they are grown chiefly for {(he
very fine shade they give in summer. Some-
thing should be done to meet cases of ‘hat
kind.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time,

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.

1, Fremantle (Skinner Street) Dizuszed
Cemetery Amendment.
2, Trusices’ Powers Amendment.
Received from the Assembly.

BILL—FACTORIES AND SHOPS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Tlehate resumed from the previous day.

HON. H, TUCKEY (South-\West) [3.38]:
I have given this Bill careful consideration
and it appears {o me to he far too drastie.
Evidently it is going to he the poliey of
the CGovernment to tax and harass people
and cuortail their freedom uniil, in some in-
stances, they are driven out of the country.
Why, when we are just emerging from the
worst depression the world has even ex-
perienced. should we impose nnnecessary
restrictions on a certain section of indus-
trial people? Surely they are to he com-
mended for striking out for themselves! I
submit that the small factories would have
to employ labour before they could cause
serious opposifion fo the larger factories,
and when they reached the stage of employ-

“ing lahour they would then automatically
come under the provisions of the Act. I
would remint members that the metropoli-
tan area is not the onlv place where small
factories exist.  J{ the Bill be passed. it
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will cause consilerable hardship in the small
country towns. 1t is absurd that a person in
the country who does a liltle manufacturing
should be confronted with red-lape control
from Perth. ” Many of those small factories
are neeessary on acecount of the high cost
of transporting goods from Perth. I cer-
tainly do not believe in unfair competition,
and if necessavv. T would support a pro-
posal {o reduce the number of persons who
niigltt he employed in a so-called backyard
factory from four to three. That, T think,
would meet the case. Regarding health mat-
ters, I consider that the Health Aect pro-
vides the necessary machinery to deal with
all requirements of that kind, Having
given the question full consideration, I am,
speaking generally, opposed te the whole
Bill and will vote against the second read-
ing.

HON. V. HAMERSLEY (East) [5.42]:
With the previous speaker, I feel thal fhis
is a dangerous measure to the disbriets I
represent, Tt seems to be nnother measure
for encournging monopoly and curtailing
individual liberty. Quite a number of ener-
getie people like to start in business on their
own aceouint and, as they progress, tley re-
quire help and take on first one and then
another assistant. If they are to be brought
unter conirol in the same way as large
establishinents nre, their energy will Dbe
sapped and they will be prevented from
operating. The small factories are not ic
a position to instal the best of machinery
and thus eannot offer any very serious oppo-
sition to the larger factories. The effect of
the Bill would be to prevent the small {ac-
fories in outlving districts from doing neces-
sary work. One instance ocecurs to my mind.
Nearly all country hotels manufaciure soft
drinks, such as soda water and lemonade, in
their backyards. This has been rendered
necessary  through the diffieulty of get-
ting supplies, and it is utterly impossible
for some of them to ecarry on their
trade unless a eprtzin amount of work of
this kind is done on the premises.
This Bill will immediately bring them un-
der the control of the faetory inspecior.
Perhaps thev can afford to pay the em-
ployees the wages involved, and it may be
necessary that they should eonform to all
the regulations associated with factory
control, but I feel that if they are brought
under the Aet this will represent merely
another tax upon their resources, and an-
other difficulty for them to contend with.
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We know that inspectors do ask tor rather
impossible things. Theyr may visit certain
premises at a particular time, and demand
that certain drainage and other works
~hail be carried out. 8Six or twelve months
Iater other inspectors may eall round and
condemn all the work that was done at the
instigration of their colleagues, and require
that something quite different shall be
done. When people have become used fo
certain conditions it is a good thing fo
leave them alone. When we amend ocur
Acts of Parliament in this wav we tend
very greatly fo harass those who have es-
tablished themselves, and have taken into
their employment two or three pervons.
The employers are suddenly confronted
with the fact that their premises have heen
declared factories, and that they are com-
pelled to work wvnder conditions that ave
very different from those to which they
have been aceustomed. Such people can-
not possibly face the additional expense in-
volved. These constant amendments to
our Acts are embarrassing for many indi-
viduals, who themselves, if they were left
alone, would probably in time become Jarge
employers of labour. Those who are weil
established are entitled to every credit for
their enterprise, but we should not pre-
vent smaler people from emulating their
good example. The Aect as it i= is =atis-
factory. It provides that if four perzons
are employed in the one establishment it
shall be deeclared a factory. To reduce the
number to less than four would be a mis.
take, If the Bill remains as it is even
the owner may be declared a factory. I
am opposed to that portion of it. and ean-
not believe it is necessary at present to
amend the Aet at all.

On motion by Hon. H. .J. Yelland, debat2
adjourned.

House adjonrned at 5.30 p.m,

[}
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Question ; Commonweallh Savings Bank, usi-umce
y State officers 345

Bills : Fremantle (Skinnor Street) Di~u=ﬁl r‘emmer}
Amendment, 3R. 545
Trustees' Powers Amemdment, 3. e M5
Krands Aet Amendment, report . ... 345
IDroving Act Amendment, Com. ropnrt ... 545
Judges” Retlrement, Com. 545

Tenants, Purchasers and \Iortnngors Relici Act
Amendment 2r., ("om. rvpurt 351
Eural Reliei and Com. . ... 551

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
., and read prayers.

QUESTION—COMMONWEALTH
SAVINGS BANK.
Assistance by State Officers,

Mr. MAXN asked the Premier: 1, What
antotitit is received hy the Government as
connuission for work done for the Common-
wealth Savings Bank at York, Beverley,
Brace Rock, and Wagin? 2, What amount
is paid by the Government as allowances
te the Clerks of Courts performing the work
tar which the commission referred to s re-
eeived !

The PREMIER replied: 1, Twelve months

eded  31st May, 1935:—Beveriey £182
Gie. 1dd.,, Bruce Hock £167 0Oz 3d., Wagin
€220 0< 5, York €241 3s0 20 £23 per
annun.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1. Fremantle (Skinner Street)y Ihspsed
Cemetery Amendment.
Tru~tees” Powers Amendment.
Transmitted to the Counecil

BILLS (2)—REPORTS QF COMMITTEE.

1. Brands A¢t Amendment.
2, Droving Act Amendment.
Adopted.

BILL—JUDGES' RETIREMENT.
In Comnittee.

Mr. Sleeman in the Chair: the Mini-ter
tor Justive in charge af the Bill.

Clanse 1—agreed to.

Clanse 2—Inferpretation:

Hon. N, KEENAX: Why is it nevessary
to incinde acting judges and conimiscioners



