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[Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair.]
Me, ANGWIN: T move—
That the dchbate be adjourned.
Question put and a division taken,
with the following resalt :—

Aves . e o021
Noes ‘e e w17
Majority for .. . 4
AYER,
My, Angwin ' Mr. Hayward
Mr. Brown Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Butcher , Mr. Male
Mr. Carson Mr. N. J. Moore

Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Nanson

Mr. Cowcher
Mr. Daglish

Mr. Davies Mr. Osborp

Mr. George . Mr. J. Price

Mr. Gordon Mr., F. Wilson

Mr. Gregory ! Mr. Layman

Mr, Hardwick ' {Teller).
Nogs.

Mr. Balb Mr, W. Price

Atr. Colller Mr. Scaddan

Mr, G Mr. Swan

Mr. vourley Mr. Underwood

Mr. Heltmann Mr. Walker

Mr. Holman Mr. Ware

Mr. Horan Mr. A. A, Wilsen

Mr. Jolinxan Mr. Troy

My, O'Loghlen {Peller).

Motion thus passed ; the dehate

adjonrned.

BILL—-POLICE (COXSOLIDATION).
Received from the Legislative Council
and rend a first time.
Housr adiourned at 10-19 p.m.
Pam.
Fuor the day.

Hom. J. Mitelc 1l Mr. Boltim

[COUNCIL.]

Tegislative Council,
Thureday, 30th September, 1509.

Paugw
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Abattoirs, ¢r., Com . 42
Public Edueation Endawmenu, Ir. 40
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

. PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Colonial Secretary: Annual
Report of Government Savings Bank.

BILL --LANDLORD AND TENANT
LAW AMENDMENT. '
Introduced by the Hon. M. L. Moss,
and read a frst time.

BILL—HEALTH.
Third Reading.
Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Legislative Assembly.

BILL—ABATTOIRS.
Serond Reading.

Debate resumed from the 28th of
September.
Hon. E. McLARTY {(South-West): 1

moved the adjournment of the debate in
order to have an opportnnity of saying a
few words upon this Bill. T would like to
have heard from the leader of the House
an approximate of what these abattoirs
are likely to cost.

The Colonial Secretary : They are al-
ready built at Kairzoorlie : that iz the
only place we propose to deal with just
now,

Hon. . McLLARTY : T understood this
Bill referred to abattoirs for the metro-
palis.

The Colonial Necretary: No.

Hon. F. McLAR1Y : With reference
to the abatteirs at Walgoorlie. 1 know
from the best authority, that they are
altozether inadequate for the require-
ments, and they can be made little use of
unless a congiderable amount of vuoney
i4 spent in addition to what has already
heen spent. The place is too small, and
is inconvenirnt for the trade. :-
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The Colonial Secretary : Does that in.
formatien come from people interested
in the trade ?

Hon. E. McLARTY : I have it on re-
liable authority. The killing for Kal
goorlie is very considerable, and it is im.
possible for the number of men that
would be slaughtering at the one time to
zel throuzh the number of stock reguired.
At the week end the killine for the Satur-
day’s trade amonnts to about 30 bullocks
and from 800 Lo 0900 sheep. lambs and
pigs ; but there i= only accommedation,
I believe. for six or cight slaughtermen,
and thnt number of men could not pos-
sibly cope with the hnsiness they would
have 10 get through. There has been n
areat nek of forethought and manage-
ment in the provision of sufficient yards.
There is vnly one vard, T am informed,
and all the stock belonging to the different
firms have to be mixed up in the one
yard. That is undesirable. It leads to
eonfusion.  Should half-a-dozen difierent
owners purchase their stock and turn
them ali into one yard it is not always an
easy matter to pick out the right cattle,
especially when most of the work is daone
at night time, as is the case in summer.
I know that a trial has been made. One
firmi was asked to mnake a trial of ten
hullacks : these were slavghtered and it
was found that it took two men todo at
the abattoirs the same work that one man
could do at the slaughter house. That is
certainly not progressive. for the labour
is far more. People in the trade complain
that it would be utterly impossible— and
¥ agrre with them from my own know-
ledge of the business—ior them to get
through the work required. There is no
accommodation for yarding the sheep
except & few at & time, and hon. members
will see that at & place where the business
runs to 800 or %00 for the Saturday’s kill-
ing considerable yording accommodation
is required. I understood that the Bill
also referred to the proposed abattoirs for
the metropolis which concern me more
than the abattoirz at Kalgoorhie, and T
was going to point out to the Leader of
the House that if the Government contem-
plated providing abattoirs for the metro-
politan area, they should not be guided
by what has been done in Kalgoorlie. and
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that far more elaborate accommodation
will have to be provided. T would be
glad to see the Covernment or a corpor-
ation undertake in this State what has
been done in the Eastern States, that is
to provide sufficient accommodation for
public saleyards. I naderstand thatinMel-
bourne and Sydney these yards are very
profitable concerns, but here there are
no public salevards, and T think it
would furnish some advantage to the
general public if they were provided. I
hope that when the most suitable site can
be decided on, and that is a 1natter for
careful consideration, something will be
done in this direction. T know it has
been suggested to have the abattoirs at
North Fremantle. For my own part, I
think a more unszuitable place could not
be suggested. I do not think it would be
at all suited to the requirements.

Hon. M. I.. Moss: Then where would
you put them for the export trade ?
:Hon. E. MCLARTY : At any rate this
Bill does not affect this part of the State.

The Colonial Secretary : Not until the
public ahattoirs are built in the metro-
polis.

Hon. E. McLARTY : T simply wish to
point out that the trade are not satisfied
with what has been done in Kalgoorlie,
and that the abattoirs at Kalgnorlie do
not meet with the recuirements,

Hon. R. W, PENNEFATHER (North):
The remarks of the hon. member in re-
gard to the Kalgoorlie abattoirs recently
built by the Covernment dn not reconcile
this with what was brought under my
attention during the visit of the Meat
Supply Commission to the locality. The
works were almost completed then, and
they certainly seemed to provide for the
wants of Kalgoorlie and the whole of the
surrounding districts. There were spac-
ious ards. well fenced, and there were
large buildings divided into compart-
ments necessary for the killing of animais.
Every convenience that could be imagin.
ed sermed to he there, but there was one
thing noticed—ea marked reluctance on the
part of those interested in the trade at
being compelled to slaughter their cattle
in public abattoirs. To my mind that is
the reason actuating some of these gentle-
men up there who want to keep cn their
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own establishments and slaughter in
their own way, to which they have heen
accustomed. It may be cheaper to do so,
but I doubt it. At any rate it is not w0
sanitary as the system provided in the
publi¢ abattoirs, There was no com-
plaint made about want of accommo-
dation but there was one complaint we
could see at the root of the whole thing
and it seemed almost universal, and that
wag, a disinclination to bring under regu-
lated authority the slaughtering of ani-
mals for public consumption. If Mr.
McLarty had been at Kalgoorlie I am
sure he would not have said what he has
snid to-day, but he would have been con-
strained to admift that there iz ample
accommodation provided at the abat.
toirs.

Hon. F. CONNOR (North-West):
While T agree with the general principles
of the Bill I have one complaint to make
in connection with it, and that is that the
CGovernment have not made & general
Bill. There has been a howl all over the
State on this quesiton about a certain
sectiom of the community playing an un-
fair geme on the public generally ; »nd T
notice some remarks that fell in another
place from a gentleman high up in politics
in which he abused that particalar trade
in nro measured terms. 1 think it is time
the iovernment stepped in and stopped
thie possibility of suchb unfair remarks
Leing made by e respensible man,  The
one complaint 1 have to make about the
Bill iz that it does not go far encugh.
When the Government takes up a thing
like this they shonld do so in such a way
that it will compel all slanghtering to be
done under Government supervisien, and
by the Government themselves, if neces-
SATY.

The Colonial Sceretary : So it does
where public abattoirs exist.

Hox. ¥. CONNOR : Where public
ahattoirs exist | do not know, but there
is o qualificativn in that. The CGovern-
ment should take the matter up and not
shirk it. They =hould have it absolutely
the law that no beast sha'l he slaurhtered
anywhere except under Government
supervisin.  That i3 the position 1
take up as far as this Bill is concerned.
There is net much in it to cavil at except

[COUNCIL]

that it does not go far enough. It
is the sume with nearly every other
measure that is brought here. All they
want is a possibility of shuffling out
of their responsibilities. T would have
no shuffling ous in connection with this
matter. T would say to the Government,
now that you have put your hand to
the plongh see the thing out. There
are several matters in connection with
the clauses that I will refer to when the
Bill reaches the Committee stage. T
will suy no more at present oxcept to
support the second reading.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY (In
reply): 1 only wish to say in the first
place that this is a Bill which gives the
Government power to establish and
maintain public abattoirs, ‘Then anothe:
power given and contained in Clause 6,
Subsection {¢.) is that which prohibits
the slaughtering of stock except in
public abattoirs. The only public abat-
toirs in existence at the present time
are those in Kalgnorlie, and it i3 really
hecnuse of those that the Bill heas been
intraduced. It will he necessary to
proclaimn an area of perhaps 10 or 15
miles around that public. abattoir, and
then the principle that Mr. Connor
moentioned will be rarried ont, namely.
that it wil! not be possible to slaughter
stock in any other than a publie ubattoir.
As =oon as public abattoirs are established
in the metropolitan area an ahattoir
ares. will be proclaimed, and there again
it will not be possible to slaughter
stock other than in these public abattoirs.
Of course, it witl be possible to cxclude
privatr abattoirs which may be existing?
around that area. The benefit of publi:
ahattoirs is well known, They are of
great assistance to the stock owner :
they will supply him with opportunities
of slaughtering independent of any buyer,
of placing the meat in cold storage, and
of disposing of it just as he likes.

Hon. F. Connor: And it will make
the cost to the eonsumer heavier cvery
time.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : Even
though it may make the cost to the
consumer heavier, which T doubt very
much, the abattoirs are wanted from a
health point of wview, because, there
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can be no proper supervision over &
meat supply where there are not public
abattoirs, and where private abattoirs
are scatteced ali over the place. Where
you have big abattoirs like those at
Robb’s Jetty, which require the constant
attendance of a couple of inspectors—

Hon. F. Connor: And they want
assistance.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Yes ;
there are more inspectors required since
the introduection of branding. But as
T was going to say, there is nothing to
prevent—aa thoy exist to-day-—absattoirs
being built in a smell way all over the
metropolitan aree and throughout the
country to such an extent that it will
be quite impossible to have an inspector
at every place. Periodical visits are
made to these places at the present
time, but the only manner in which
we can have proper supervision over
the meat snupply, and preventing dis-
eased and unwholesome meat from
going into consumption, is by a system
of public abattoirs. That is the benefit
to be derived from the health point of
view, and T have already mentioned
the benefit from the sellers’ point of
view. I cannot see how the cost to the
consumer can be increased, because
public abattoirs ure open, as I have
stated, for cveryone to use. At a private
abattoir the owner only can slaughter,
and anyone else who wants to come in
will have to puy the private owner
any price that he may demand. It
goes then without saying that public
abattoirs must cheapen the meat supply.
The remarks made by Mr. Mclarty with
regard to the public abattoirs which
have been erected in NKalzoorlie were
not warranted. I have seen those abat-
toirs, and hon. members have heard
the remarks made by Mr. Pennefather,
who was Chairman of the Meat Com-
mission which inspected these abattoirs.
Porsonally T have had no experience
with regard to abattoirs, but I have
scen these and the other ahattoirs at
Robb's Jetty, and recently in Queensiand
I visited the Quecnsland M=at Company’s
abattoirs at Pinkenbah, where they
slnughter 120 bullocks a day, and can
slanghter up to 230, and a proportionate
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number of sheepr and - small  stock ;
and to mj; cye these ahattoirs did not
seem any bigger thun those at Kalgoorlie.
Undoubtedly it iz true, as Mr. Penone-
father has said, that there has been
resistance to these abattoirs in Kalzoor-
lie. XNatorally the penple who have
their own abattoirs are not likely to
welcomne public abattoirs und. there-
fore, as the hon. meinber says. it was
quite apparent to the Commission that
the (Government institution was not
welcomed by those interested in the
private ahattoirs. The Bill before the
House is simply for the government of
abattoirs, and to prevent stock being
slaughtered anywhere hut in publie
abattoirs after an abattoir's arca has
been proclaimed ;  and, secondiy. it
gives power to municipalities to erect
and control public abattoirs.

Hon. E. McLarty : TIv is all right as
far as it goes, but you will find that
there is not sufficient accommodation.

Bill read & second time.

In Commitice.

Clauses 1 to 5—agreed to.

Clanse 68—Power to make regulations:

Hon. (i, RANDELL: Subclavse (m)
appeared to be a rather cne-sided affair.
Tt was contemplated there that stock
could be destroyed and disposed of
without coinpensation being paid to
owners. It was just possible for the
inspector or controller, whoever he
might be., to make a mistake, and there
was no provision, if that mistake was
proved to have heen made, for the
owner to receive anvthing in the shape
of compensation. Could such a pro-
vision be included in the Biil ?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : There
was no necessity for such a provision.
All animals were taken to the abattoirs
for slaughter, and if after slaugher
they were found to be diseased, the
diseased portion would not go into
consumption.

Hon. G. RANDELL : The explanation
was satisfactory, to some extent, but
some provision might be made in the
case of the destruction of stock. If
an owner disputed the decision of an
officer he shoold have the oppertunity
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of sustaining his nbjection by employing
another, or two other persons to inspect
the animal. The more he (Mr. Randell)
hecame acquainted with experts the less
confiderice he hed in them.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : There
was no need to provide compensation
in the case of an animal being diseased.
It was different in the case of live stock.
The animal wonld be slaughtered at the
abattoirs irn any cace, and it wes only
after slauxhter that the disease was
discoverrd, and then there could be no
dispute heeause the ecarcase was open
for anyone to inspect. 1t was not the
usual cowrse to condemn the whole of
the carcase., only the afiected part
would ke eut away and destroved ;
therefore, there would be no necd for
payment of compensation.

Hon. F. CONNOR: As the Govern-
ment were taking the responsibility
of this procedure there was no need to
argue the question. What he dcesired
to know was why the word “the”
was reruired in the second line of the
subclunse,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
woerd wag bardly necessary, and could
be deleted. He moved—

That anitine 2 of paragraphk (m} of
Subclause 1 the word ““the ' be struck

ol o

Amendment passed.
Hon. F. CONNOR moved an amend-
ment—

That in lines 2 and 3 of Paragraph (m)
of Subclause 1 the words “* or reasonably
susperted by any officer to be affected or
infected with disease’ be struck oul.

He wished to know to what extent the
CGovernment would interfere with people
in the industry. He moved the amend-
ment so that discussion could take place.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Tt
would not be desirnble to sirike vut the
words. This provision was copied irom the
Queensiand Act, which had heen in force
for some time, end the power was found
necessary there. It was  inserted 1o
afiord & certain amount of protection to
the officers.  As in the Health Bill so in
this Bill. there niust be extensive powers
if there was 10 be u pure meat sapply.

[COUNCIL.] ’

Hon. . Randell: The cattle were
brought in to be slaughtered, and when
slaughtered, the disease would be detect-
ed.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: If an animal was
slaughtered it ¢could be easily seen whether
the animal had been diseased. If regu-
lations were made placing large powers
in the hands of inspectors, animals that
were not diseased might be destroyed. If
o carcase was diseased it was readily
ascertaimable  after the animal waus
slaughtered, but there was a doubt in
A live animal as to whether it wos diseased
or not. This power shouid not be allowed
in the Bill. He had had experience of
the incapacity of persons connected with
the administration of the Stoek 1liseases
Act of 1805, where thousands of pounds
worth of animals vere going to be des.
troved becaunse they wera supposed to be
infectod with disease, and an order was
given to slaughter these animals, which
were valued at sewething like £20,000.
An order had been given to deport the
animals to an island on the coazt or to
destroy them. Within a fortnight the
animals had been relessed, for it was
found they were not diseased.

Hon. R. LATRIE : Power was possess-
ed at the present time for inspectors to
kill animals suszpected of being discased,
and if animals were suspected of heing
diseazed inspectors should have power (o
kill them.

Hon. F. COXNOR : There wus nothing
provided in the Bill wherchy if an animal
reasonably suspected to be infecterl and
was killed, compensation had to be given
to the owner if the animal was found not
to be diseased.

Hon. .. RANDELL: Paragraph |/
would be quite sufficient protection with-
out Paragraph m.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
the amendment was carried it would
affect the Bill wviry seriously. 'Lhe
measure gave power not only to condenm
a carcase, hut fto condemd any animal
brought for slaughter. Assuming lul-
locks were varded for slaughter, ii an
inspector suspected one to be diseased,
that anitnal had to be slaughtered be-
cause there could not he any proof until
the animal was killed. 1§ the owner
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knew of the su:picion ofglie inspector
there was nothing 1n prevent the owner
taking she animal away and allowing it
to go into consumption elsewhere if this
power was not in the Bill. This pro-
vigion only applied to cattle that were
bronght to the abattoirs for slaughter,
and if an inspector suspected an animal
to be diseased, until the animal was killed
it could not be ascertained whether the
animal was diseased. But the animal
having been brought in for slanghter, no
damage could lie done. The words were
very essential. ;

Hon. E. McLARTY : No great hard-
ship could ensue, because the animal had
heen taken to the abattoirs for slaughter,
and if it was not diseased, the meat would
go into consumption, Tf it was diseased
the carcase would be condemned. He had
sesn the inspection at Robb’s Jetty, and
generally speaking, the inspectora were
reasonable men. He had had animals
condemned, not hecause they were dis-
eased but bhecause they had been badly
bruised when on board, and were not fit
for consumption. The provision in the
Bill only applied to stock taken to the
abattoira for slaughter.

Hon. F. CONNOR : Where did it say
in the Bill that this paragraph only ap-
plied to stock hrought in for slaughter ?

The Colonial Secretary : In Clauses 3
and 4 provision was mnde.

Hon. F. CONNOR : The powers ¢on-
tained in the Bill would not be curtailed
by carrving the amendment. The power
at present in existence was quite suffi-
cient.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : The
Bill was introduced merely for the con-
trol of abattoirs. Clauses 3 and 4 set out
that there should be districts proclaim.
ed and the clause in question only applied
to such districts. All cattle taken to
abattoirs were for slaughter and it would
be very dangerous to allow a cattle owner
to take cattle there which had once been
suspected, without it being necessary
that they should be slaughtered, other-
wise the cattle might be taken away again
and distributed in some other district.

Hon. R, W, PEXNEFATHER: Ii
the word ““ stock ’’ used in the subclause
were limited definitely to stock brought
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for slaughter to the abattoirs, Mr. Connor's
objection would fall to the ground, but as
there was no qualification of the word, it
meant stock in any district proclaimed
by the Goverament. That embraced a
very considerable area around the abat-
toirs, sherefore any stock in that avea
woutld be liable to he slaughtered on sus-
picion. Ii it were provided that in the
event of an animal which had been
slaughtered by order being found not to
be diseased, compensation should be
granted, it wounld be a different matter
altogether.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : There
was no need for the provision suggested,
in fact there was a great objection to it,
for it would have to be proved that the
stock was brought to the abattoirs for
glanghter. The area proclaimed wouid
not be a very large one and would only
embrace the populated parts. It would
not extend into the country, and the
supervision would be only immediately
around the abattoirs.

Amendment put and negatived ; clawse
as amended put and passed.

Clause T—Avoidence of existing licenses:

Hon. F. CONNOR: What would be the
position of the present licensed abattoirs
of Kalgoorlie when the measure came
into force ¥ Would those people whe
had spent large sums of money on the
ahattoirs there be compensated ? The
Colonial Secretary had stated the Bill
would apply to the goldfields and par-
ticularly Kalgoorlie. There were places
there on which money had been spent by
compulsion, in accordance with the repu-
lations mwade under (lovernment and
municipal laws, under which certuin
classes of improvements had been carried
out. Had not these improvements heen
carried out the licenses would not have
been granted. Were the owners of those
places, who had been compelled to spend
their money, to be compensated *

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : No
compensation was provided for in the Bill
for any private abattoirs that might be
within the proclaimed area, hut it was
not the intention of the Government to
proclaim an ares where there were good
and sufficient private abattoirs. As to
Kalgoorlie, where public abattoirs exist-
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ed, he did not know that the private

abattoirs there were worth much ; at all .

events, those he had seen were not, and
the losses to the owners would conse-
quently not be great. For the past eight
or nine years it had been known to the
pecple of Kalgoorlie that it was intended
to build public abattoirs there, and no
great expense had consequently been in-
curred in the erection of abattoirs. The
present premises wouid not be o complete
loss to the owners, for they could he
turned into yards. e could not say
whether any compentation would he paid
or not. ’

Hown. F. CONNOR : That was no answer
to his question.  TI the Government had
determined they would not pay compen.
sation the Colonial Secretary should say
so. It was an absolute injustice that
people who had been compelled to build
premises there on certain lines should not
be compensated. By the simple clause
under discusgion it was clearly set out
that there should Dbe no compensation.
He applauded the Government for bring-
ing the Bill in as a necessity for it exist-
ed, and the chief objection he had was
that they had not gone far enough and
made the provisions compulsory all over
the State. Ii it were proved that the
premises say at I{algoorlie were up to the
necessary qualification at the time notice
was given to the owners to bring them up
to the qualification, the value of the
premises, at the time at least, should be
granted as compensation. The sum to be
fixed by arbitration or other menns should
be the amount actually spent under com-
pulsion. That was only fair play and
justice, and surely members would take
into consideration the facts he had stated.
All knew that it was necessary at times
when altering laws to create hardships,
and that certain people had to put up
with losses, but this was a very distinet
and clear case where the (overnment
should take into consideration the grant-
inz of compensation.

Hon. R. LAURIE : It was provided
by Ciause 3 that the provisions might
operate in any district. While it might-
not be very harsh in Kalgoorlie, where
for years past people had known there
were going to he abattoirs, it would be

[COUNCIL.)

very harsh indeed if brought into ex-
istence in places where persons had
invested a lot of money in permanent
works, such as at Owen's Anchorage,
Fremantle. There was one particular
instance where at least £15,000 was
spent in  erecting works, and if the
Government extended the operations of
the measure to the Fremantle district
it would mean that the owners of those
valuable works, permanent works, would
suffer an immense loss. The Royal
Commission on the meat question dis-
tinetly and clearly gave it as their opiniin
that so long as the owners of such build-
ings carried on their operations in a
manner required by the Clovernment,
they should not be interfered with
unless some compensation was silowed.
Due weight should be paid to the ideas
of the Commission on that cquestion,
for they were in a position to speak.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : With
regard to the case at ISalgoorlie he was
not in & position to say whether any
compensation should be granted. At
the same time he with other members of
the Government believed that there should
not be confiscation, or the doing away
with any rights, without compensation.
It was true that the Bill could only apply
to Kalgoorlie, where the loss, if any,
would bhe very small indeed. 8till,
as the hon. member had pointed out,
it was possible that if a public abattoir
were t0 be erected at Fremantle, the
establishments already at Robl's Jetty
might be threatened. Something might
be done by way of providing that where
private establishments were of a suffi-
ciently high standard they should not
be affected by the erection of a public
abattoir.

Hon. F. Connor : The private abattoirs
in Kalgoorlie are better than the Covern-
ment establishments.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY : T
could scarcely be agreed to. After sll,
it would be only just and right that
some proviso should be put in in case
a subsequent Clovernment, not seeing
the matter in the light in which it pre.
gented itself to the present Government,
might, in the event of a public abattoir
being erected in the Fremantle distric
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see fit to close up the Robb’s Jetty
abattoirs. With the view to giving
further consideration to this point, he
would be quite willing to report progress
without going right through the Bill

Clause put and passed. '

Clause 8—agreed to.

Clause 9-—Offences :

Hon. F. CONNOR moved an amend-
ment—

Thet +n Paragraph (d) the word
“written " be inserted before the word
* order.”

Amendment passed.

Clause as amended agreed to.
Clauses 10 and 1l—agreed to.
Progress reported.

BILL—PUBLIC EDUCATION EN-
DOWMENT.
Received irom the Legislative Assembly
and read a first time.

BILL—MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.
In Commiltiee,
Resumed from the previous day.
Clanse 12—Amendment of s
Hon. G, RANDELL: Seeing that
the municipalities were now in con-
ference assemhled, further consideration
-on the measure might well be post-
poned.
Progress reported.
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BILL—VACCINATION ACT AMEND.
MENT.
Second Reading.

Hon. A. G. JENKINS (Metropolitan)
in moving the second reading said:
Perhaps it will be useless to express the
hope that the debate will not resolve
itsell into & question of vaccination
versus anti-vaceination. That is by no
means the object of the Bill. The Bill
is simply to provide that any person who
has conscientious objections to having
his child vaccinatied may, by making
the necessary declaration, be exempted.
T might point out that there is at the
present time in New Zealand, South
Australia, and, I am informed, New
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South Wales, similar Bills on the Statute
Books. In England also, the matter
was fully eonsidered. I believe it was
not even brought to a division in the
House of Commons, or if brought to a
division there was a very small minority
against the Bill. T am also informed
that last year although there were
7,750 births in the State, only G616
children were vaccinated. This shows
one of two things; either that the
people at large are not in favour of
compulsory vaccination, or those who
administer the law themselves are not
in favour -of it. I do not know which
of these two reasons lends itseli the
more to argurnent, but it serems to me that
where there is a law so strenously dis.
regarded as is this law, there must be
some sound argument against it. The
Rill, T am informed, has been consiclered
by various municipalities in the districts
in and arcund Perth and from the in-
formation I have been able to gather
the municipalities of Midland Junction,
Guildford, North Perth, Subiaco, Cottes-
loe, East Fremantle, and others, and the
West (iuildford, Bayswater, and Belmont
roads boards have all passed resclutions
in favour of she Bill. In fact, the only
council in which a hostile resolusion
has bheen pessed is, 1 understund, the
Perth city cuouncil, and then only by
A very narrgw majority. Some members
may use the argument that because the
law is disobeyed it is no ground for its
repeal ; buat this Bill does not seek
to repeal compulsory vaccination ; it
simply provides that where a person has
conscientious objections to having a
child vaccinated he can comply with
certain formuls, and if he does not
make the statutory declaration he is
liable. There can be little objection
to & clanse of this character because the
chances are there will be few people
who will take advantage of it and few
people who will have conscientious
objections to vaccination. T am not
prepared to argue whether vaccination
is right or wrong. Bome medical men
tell us that it is ahsolutely compulsory,
and some say that it is a ridiculous thing
that children should be vaccinated.

Some tell us one thing, and the others
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tell us exactly the opposite. 8o where
there is such a difference of opinion
among medical men, it is hard for e
layman to decide ; but where so many
municipal councils have thrashed the
matter out so thoroughly, and when so
many parents of children last year dis-
approved of the Vaccination Aet, and
considering this Bill has passed another
House almost unanimously on four
occasions, I think we are justified in
giving support to the measure. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second

time,

Hen. R, LAURIE (West): 1 intend
to vote against the second reading of this
measure. There is nothing in the argu-
ments adduced by Mr. Jenkins to meake
me alter my opinionn. Those of us who
have seen the ravages of smallpox,
and even those of us who have seen one
or two case introduced into this State,
and those of us who have noted the care
teken to safeguard the people in the
State from contracting smallpox from the
cases brought in, and the care usually
exercised on all ships coming from
Eastern ports, those who recognise the
exiraordinary precautions taken by the
Government and the medical officers
to prevent the introduction of smallpox
have sufficient evidence before us to
make us pause before passing a measure
of the character just introduced. I
do not zee that because only 600 children
were vaccinated out of the 7,000 born
last vear it is any reason why we should
t.ke it that the people do not want
vaccination. Rather does it appear to me
to be an utter disregard of the law and
carclessness on the part of those who
shionuld see the law compelling these
children to be wvaccinated should be
carried out. If we look at what has
happened in Eastern countries where the
conditions for the spreading of the
disease are sinilar to those here—

Hon. A. (. Jenkins: Why not refer
to the other Australian States where
this clause is in existence, and tell us
the effect there?

Hon R. LAURIE: Then let us take
the Eastern States. Only a few yeeors
ago there was a case of smallpox landcd
from one of the mail steamers, &rcd
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what extraordinary precautions were tuken
to see that the disease did not get a
hold! What & safeguard it would be
to this country if the law to enforce
vaceination were carried out? I have
with me to-day two illustrations, one
showing an wunvaccinated child that
died of smallpox and a vaccinated child
who did not contraet it. Another illus-
tration is a photograph of three members
of a family brought to an isolation hospital
with their mother who was suffering
from smallpox. One child was unvac-
cinated ; the other two had been vac-
cinated. The appearance of the child
unvaccinated can be seen by members
from the illustration. The two vac-
cinated children did not contract the
disease. T will pass round these illus.
trations to members. When I was a
boy my younger brother who had not
been vaccinated contracted smallpox
and his appearance was just as bad as that
of the children in the illustration. I
had been vaccinated and I merely sick-
ened; I did not have to go to bed,
and I did not have more than hali-a-
dozen marks on my body. These illus.
trations clearly demonstrate the benefits.
of vacecination, and in the circumstances,
can it be expected of me that I would
do otherwise than oppose s measure of
this description ¥ There is no excuse
in saying that the people have not
carried cut the law. I am sorry to say
that daily the law is set at defiance. In
nearly every direction measures are-
brought before the House to protect
people and to carry on trade of different
characters, but if the present law were
carried out there would be no need for
bringing them forward, Mr, Jenkins
mentioned New Zealand. I have a
report issued by Mr. J. Malcolm Mnson,.
Chief Health Cfficer in New Zealand,
which shows the efficacy of vaccination.
It is a table which shows that of those:
who were vaccinated the number who
died were very few, but if we take the
other side of the sheet and aee those who
were not vaccinated end recovered we-
see they are very few while these who-
died were overwhelmingly numerous in
comparison with those who were vac-

cinated and. died. We are living in a
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country tropical in some pertions. Those
of us who have lived in the old country
will remember the care taken in regard
to smallpox. We know that if a man
gets an attack and has not been vac-
einated the fact is clearly distinguishable
on his person for the remainder of his
life ; and that is in a cold country.
On the other hand notice some of the
steamers that come here with Malays
on board from Asia, and see those who
have been attacked by smallpex. We
may ask ourselves that if vaccination has
been so effective why should we not
continue it ¥ Surély no one tells uy
it has not been efiective ? There has
been no attempt on the part of the hon.
member to do so.

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: I could quote
plenty ol cases where it has been dis-
astrous to the health of the children,

Hon. R. LAURIE: T am glad the
hon. member has made the interjection
because I shall read him something.
This is what Mr. Mason, the Chief Health
Officer of New Zealand, says—

“To remnove the objection some-
times roised against vaccine. namely,
the possibility of disease being trans.

mitted from one child to another
through vaccination by means of
humanised Ilymph. the Covernment
have made it illegal to use other

than pure calf lymph.”
In earlier days it used to be the case
of getting vaccine from the healthy
child, but the Government of New
Zealand have made that illegal. The
report goes on to say—

* Every mother and father is asked
to read the lesson the recent epidernic
teaches. The children cannot protect
themselves, but they will be sacrificed
should the disease obtain a foothold
in the Colony. Abhsolutely pure calf
lymph is supplied by the Government
ifree of charge to all medical men,
and parents can have their children
vaccinated any day hy applving to
the public vaccinator of their dis-
trict.”

I believe that & per-on can gu to uny
puklic vaccinator in Western Australin
and pet pure calf  dvmph.  Perhaps
the Colonjal Seercter: crn indirm us

751

on thav point. It does away with the
old trouble of a child getting some
vaccine matter in its arm or leg—
because doctors now generally vaccinate
on the leg because there it cannot be
disturbed, or a child cannot lie on it so
easily as it can on the arm ; instead of
getting the vaccine from a healthy child
it is now got from pure calf lymph,
We know that research in all branches
of medical science is progressing every
day and we know that by the inocula-
tion of something into the blood a person
can destroy much thet needs destroying.
If the people of the State can see that
every onc is vaccinated and that the
law is carried out while it s on the
stavute-book, then children, through
no fautt of their own, or through the
carelessness of their parents, or those
who should carry out the law, will not
be destroyed, but will live to grow up to
be healthy citizens of the State. The
old fashioned idea that by vaccinating
a child it is going to be destroyed or
weakened has died out, and there are
muny pecple who would not dream of
leaving their children unvaccinated. On
the other hand there is a great cdanger
of the unvaceinated child to the papula-
tion in the eveni of smalipox outbreak.
Why should the people of Perth and
Fremantle be at the merey of those who,
probably  through ignorance or care-
lessness. will leave their children un-
vaceinated 7 At any rate I could not
possibly dream of moving one iota from
the position I have taken up. I must
vote against the sccond reading of this
measure. -

Hon. G. RANDELL: (Metropolitan)
This is a subject that has occupied my
attention for & good many vears. Some
time back I received information from
a relinble source, T helieve it was The
Lancet, but unfortunately I have mis-
laid it, so that I cannot read it to the
House this afternoor. However, the
evidence therein is ovirwhelningly in
favour of the good effects of vaccination,
4o that il I were to vote for the passing of
this Bill I believe 1 woukd be guilty of a
preut dereliction of duty to the people of
the State. We could not po-sible put
ourselves in greater dasieer then to fail to
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use the remedy used by Dr. Jenner many
years ago that has proved through all
this time most efficacious for the pre-
vention of the fatal effects from smallpox.,
It was well known that some of those who
had been vaccinated had not escaped,
but in every case they had received the
disease in a minor form, so that there is
really very little danger to be feared after
vaccination. I do not think it is right
that we should run any risk for the sake
of humouring parents, for I cannot call
it anything eise. I think their failure to
discharge their duty to their children,
and to the country, would be an error
which I hope this House will not be willing
to commit. We know very well that if
cases of smellpox were to arrive from out-
side the State, every precaution would be
taken to prevent the spread of the disease
and I think hitherto these precautions
have been taken very successfully, except
perhaps \c\-ith regard to the cases which
oceurred & few years ago, and in which
the people of the State suffered rather
badly.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD : We can all
get re-vaccinated.

Hon. G. RANDELL : I am proud to
say that on that oceasion I did not get re-
vaceinated because I felt that the vaccin-
ation that I received in boyhood was
sufficient to carry me along. I have five
spots on my arm, and if my memory serves
me correctly, there were some 40 boys
vaceinated from me at that time. This
was done I suppose because I was con-
sidered to be a particularly healthy boy.
There meay be some danger in communi-
cating the disease in this way but that is
only where the condition of the subject is
net healthy. At the present time, how-
ever, as pure lymph from the calf is used,
there can be no danger to be feared. 1
feel sure from the evidence I have had
frcm time to time, and which was repeat-
ed the other day in the newspapers, we
can accept vaccination with perfect safety.
Therefore I shall not change my mind,
neither wiil I run the risk of being a party
to vote for this medsure, and inflict what
will be a dangerous Act upon the inhabi-
tants of Western Australia. That so
vieny persons have failed to have their
children vaccinated seems to me to Le
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a serious danger to the State, but L think
we can readily understand the position,
when we see the various directions in
which the parents are neglecting the
duties they owe to their children. How
sad it is to see that there is need for
children’s hospitals, waif’s homes, and
other institutions, simply because the
parents have utterly failed to do their
duty to their children. The neglect to
secure immunity on the part of the
parents is quite in harmony with, I am
sorry to say, that widespread failure
which parents are manifesting in the care
and upbringing of their children. T do
hope that a majority of this House will
reject this measure, especially as we have
had very few arguments submitted in
favour of it by the hon. member who in-
troduced the Bill

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: I thought it
would resolve itself into a vaccination and.
anti-vaccination discussion. I can give
yvou all the literature you want about it
later on.

Hon. G. RANDELL : There is no ques--
tion about the overwhelming evidence-
we have in favour of retaining this remedy
which was introduced by Dr. Jenner so
long ago, and which has proved so bene-
ficial in many parts of the world, and
especially will it be beneficial in Aus-
tralis. and particularly in Western Aus-
tralia, where we are very liable to receive
cases of smallpox by being so much closer
than the other States to places like Ceylon
and India. Therefore it behoves us to be
more on our guard against allowing this.
disease to come int¢ the country and ob-
taining a foothold. I hope hon. members-
will see their way to reject the Bill.

Cn motion by Hon. C. Sommers de-
bate adjourned.

Hou~e adjourned at 6.5 pan.



