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[Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair.]
Mr. ANUWIN: T move-

That the debate be adjournted.
Question put and a division taken,

with the following result:
Ayes .. . .21

Noes .. . .17

Majority for .

Air. Angwln
M r. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Cowcher
Mr. Daglisti
Mr. Davies
11C. George
IMfr. Gordon
Mr. Gregory
31lr, Hlardwick

Bath
Collier
alit
Uourley
I'eltum iln
Iltman
Flora n
Jou n-oi
O'Logblen

M1otion ti u
mijoturned.

4

AiEs.
Mr. Hayward
Mfr. Jacoby

Mr. Male
IMr, N. J. Moore
M r. S. F. Moore
alr. Nanson
Mr. Osborn
Mr. J. Price
Mr. F. Wilson

IMr. Layman
(Teller).

NOES.
Mr. W. Price
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Swan
Mr. Underwood
3ir. Walker
Mr. Wanre
Mr. A. A. Wilson

Mfr. Troy (Teller).

lpasd ; the dehate

IIILTrPOLICE (CONSOLIDATION).
Received fromn the Legislative Council

and rent] a first time.
I-loner adjogerned at 10-19 p.m.

Rima.
Fo.r thme day.
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The PRESIDENT took che Chair at
4.30 p.in., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Colonial Secretary. Annual

'Report of Government Savings Bank.

13ILL --LAINOIORD ANKD TENANT
LAW AMENDMENT. '

Introduced by the Hon. M. L. Mos,
and read a tirnt time,.

BILL-HEALTH.
Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and trans;mitted
to the Legislative Assemnbly.

BILL-ABATTOI R8.
Secovd Reading.

J)ebate resumred from the 28th of
Septembher.

Hon. B. McLAI-TY (South-West):; I
moved the scljottrnmepnt of the debate i
order to have an opportunity of Haying ti
few words upon this Bill. I would like to
have heard from the leader of the Houste
an ap])roximnate of what theme ab'uttoin4
are likely to cost.

Thew Colonial Secretary ;They are a].
ready built at Kalgoorlie- ; that isi the
only place we propose- to deal with Just,
nOW.

Hon. E. McI.ARTY -I understood this
-Blill referred to abattoirs foi the inetro-
polls

Trhe Colonial $ecrerarv:; No.
Hon. E. MeLAR'lY :. With reference

to the alattoirs at Kalgoorlie. I know
from the best authority, that they are
altoLcetlier inadequate for the require-
ments, and they can be mnade ]ittle use of
unless a conisiderable amnount of mttoney
is spent in addition to whbat has already
been spent. The place is too small, and
is Jnconienient for the trade. :

M r.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.
-Mr.
I.r.
VMr.
Mr.
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The Colonial secretary: Does that in.
formation come from people interested
in the trade?

H~on. E. McLARTY: I have it on re-
liable authority. The kilh~g for Kal-
goorlie is very considerable, and it is im-
possible for the number of men that
wvould be slaughtering at tile one time to
get throu2h the number of stock required.
At the wee-k end the killing for the Satur-
clay's trade amounts to about 50 bullocks
and front 800 to 900 sheep. lamibs and
pigs ;but there is only Ac~omm~ocdation,
I believe, for six or eight slauglitea-,en.
and that number of men could not pos.
sibly cope with the business they would
have to got through. There has been a
great sek of foretltm'ght and muaig-
ment in tie lprovisiofl sufficient ;-ards.
There k, mnly' one yard, I an, informed,
and a!) the stock belonging to the different
firms hav-e to be mixed up, in the one
yard. That is undesirable. It leads to
confunsion. Should hialf-a-dozon different
owners purchase their stock and turn
them allI into one yard it is not always An
easy matter to pick out the right cattle,
especially when most of the work is done
at night time, as is the. case in summer.
I know that a trial has been mode. One
firm, was asked to make a trial of ten
bullocks :these were slotughtcr'-d end it
was found that it took two men to do at
the abattoirs the same work thait one man
could do at the .9laUghter house. That is
certainly not progressive. for the labour
is far more. People in the trade comJplain
that it. would he utterly impossible- and
I agre iith them from my' own know-
ledge of the business-for them to get
through the work required. There is no
accommodation for yarding the sheep
except a few at a time, and hon. members
will see that at a place where the business
runs to 800 or 900 for the Saturday's kill-
ing considerable yording accomnmodation
is required. I understood that the Bill
also referred to the proposed abattoirs for
the metropolis which concern me more
than the abattoirs at Kalgoorlie, and T
wvas going to point out to the Leader of
the House that if the Government contem-
plated providing obattoirs for the metro-
politan area, they should not be guided
by what has been done in Kalroorlie. and

that far more elaborate accommodation
will have to be provided. T would be
glad to see the Government or a corpor-
ation undertake in this State what has
been done in the Eastern States, that is
to provide sufficient accommodation for
public saleyarchs. I understand that in Mfel-
bourne and Sydney these yards are v-ery
profitable concerns, hut here' there are
no public saleyards, nnd 1 think it
would furnish qomne advantage. to the
general liblie if they were provided. I
hope that hlen the most suitable site can
be decided on, and that is a inattor for
carefuil consideration, something will be
done in this directi-n. I know it, Is%
been suggested to have the abattoirs at
North Fremnantle. For toy own part, I
think A more uns~uitable Plac~e could not
bemstrgestcd. I do not think it would be
at all suited to the requirements.

Hon. M. L. Moss : Then where would
you put them for the export trade?
:-Hon. E. McLARTY: At any rote this

Bill does not Affect this part of the State.
The Colonial Secretary: Not until the

public abattoirs are built in the mietro-
polis.

Hon. E. MCLARTY I simply uiish to
point out that the trade are not satisfied
with what has been done in R algoorhe,
and thiat the abattoirs at Kialgoorlie do
not meet with the reeuu-emeuts.

Hon. R. W. PENNEFATIHER (North):
The remarks of the hon. member in re-
gard to the Kalgoorlie ahaRttoirs recently
built by the Government do not reconcile
this with what Ras brought under my
attention during the -visit of the Meat
Supply Commission to the locality. The
works wvere almost completed then, and
they certainly seemed to provide for the
wants of Kalgoorlie and the whole of the
surrounding districts. Ther er-e spay-
iou, yards. well fenced, and there wcre
large buildings divided into compart-
ments necesary for the killing of animals.
Even- conv-enience that could be imagin-
ed seemed to be there, but there Ras one
thing noticed-a marked reluc-tonce on the
part of those interested in tho trade at
being compelled to slaughlter their cattle
in public abattoirs. To my mind that is
the reason actuating some of these gentle-
men tip there who want to keep en their
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own establishments and slaughter in
their own way, to aihich they have been
accustomed. It may be cheaper to do so,
but I doubt it. At any rate it is not a o
santitary as the, system provided in the
public abattoirs, Trhere 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
was. a disinclination to bring under regu-
lated authority the slaughtering of ani-
mlaLs for public consumption. If Mr.
MeLarty hlad been at Kalgoorlie I am
sure he would not have said what hie has
said to-day, but hie would have been con-
strained to admit that there is ample
accommhodation provided at the abat.
toirs.

I-on. F, CON NORH (North-West):
While I agrce with) the general principle,,
of the Bill I have one coriplaint to mnake
in connection with it, and that is that the
(:overnment have not made a g-eneral
Bill. There has been a howl all over the
State on this que-i;iton about a certain
secTtionl of the comnILility playing an un)-
fair gamep on the public generally ; ond I
notice some remark-s that fell in another
place fromn a gentlemnan high tip in politics
in which hie abused that particular trade
in no m-easured termis. I think it is timec
the (kiverninient stepped in and stopped
tl:e possibility of such uinfair remarks-
being made by a responsible mian. The
one comlplaint I have to make about the
Bill is that it does not go far enough.
W1hen the Covernment takes up a thing
like this they should do so in such a way
that it will comnpel all slauightering" to be
done tinder Government supervision, and
by the Go'vernmient themnselves,. if neces-
sary.

T he Colonial Se-cretary:- So it does
%%-here public ahuttoirs exist.

HfON. F. CONXNOR : Where public
abattoirs exist I do not know, but there
is a qualification in that. The Govern-
ment should take the mnatter up and not
shirk it. They Qhould have it abiolutely
the law that no beast sha'I lieslaug-htered
ainywhere except tinder G4overnment
siipervi-ion - That ik the position 1
take up a far as this Bill is concerned.
There is not much in it to cavil at except

that it does not go far enough. It
is the some 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 out in connection with this
matter. I would say to the Government,
now that you have put your hand to
the plough 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. I
will say no more at present except to
support the seonrd reading.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (In
reply) : I only wisih to say in the first
place that this is a Bill which gives the
Government power to establish and
miaintain. public abattoirs. Then anothet.
power given and contained in Clause 6,
Subsect ion (r.) is that which prohibits
the slaughtering of stock except in
public abattoirs. The only public abet-
toirs in existence at the present time
are those in Kalg-oorlie, and it is really
because of those that the Bill ha; been
intr-oduced. It will bie neces-'arx- to
proclaim an area of perhaps 111 01. 1':h
miles around that public. abattoir, and
then the p~rinciple that Mr. Connor
mentioned wvill bie canrrierlI out. namnely.
that it wil! not be. possible to slaoghter
stock in any other than a puhlic abattoir.
As s~ooni as puxblic abattoirs are established
in the mietropolitan area an ahiattoir
area will he proclaimed, anid there again
it will not be possible to slaughter
stock other than in thesce piublic abattoirs.
Of course, it will be possible to exclude
private. abattoirs which may be existing
around that ar-ea. The benefit of public
ahattoirs is well known. They are of
great assistance to the stock owner
they will supply hint with opportunities
of slughtering independent of any buyer,
of placing the me-at iii cold storage. and
of disposing of it just as hie likes.

Hon. F. Connor : And it will make
the cost to the consumer heavier every
time.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Even
though it may make the cost to the
conlsumer heavier, which T doubt very
much, the ahattoirs are wanted from a
health point of view, becausie, there
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can be no proper supervision over a
meat supply where there are not public
abattoirs, and where private abattoirs
are scattered all 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 SIECRE'PARY : Yes:
there are more inspectors required since
the introduction of branding. But as
1 was going to say, there is nothing to
prevent-a" they exist to-day-abattoirs
being built in a small way all over the
metropolitan area 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 call have proper supervision over
the meat supply, 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
vtew, and I 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 are open, as I have
stated, for everyone to use. At a private
abattoir the owner only can slaughiter,
and anyone else who wants to come in
will have to pay 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 Kalgoorlie mere
not warranted. I have seen those abat-
toirs, and hion. members have heard
the remarks made by Mr. Pennefaither.
who was Chairman of the Meat Com-
mission which inspected these abattoirs.
Personally I have had no experience
with regzard to ahattoirs, but I have
seen these and the other ahattoirs at
Robb's Jetty, and recently in Queensland
I visited the Queensland Meat Company's
abattoirs at Pinkenbah, Nihere they
sliaughter 120 bullocks a day, and can
slaughter up to 250, and a proportionate
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number of sheel, and small stock;
and to m.; eye tlhese aIbattoirs did not
.seem any bigger than those at Kalgoorlie.
Undoubtedly it ig true, as Mfr. Pent e-
lather has said, that there has been
resistance to these abattoirs in lialzoor.
lie. Naturally the people who have
their own abattoirs are not likely tw
welcome public abattoirs and, there-
fore, as the lion. member says. it "-as
(quite apparent to the Commission that
the Government institution was not
welcomed by those interested in thle
private abattoirs. The Hill before the
House is simply for the government of
ahattoirs, and to prevent stock being
slaughtered anywhere but in public
abattoirs after an abattoir's area has
been proclaimed ; and, second!lyv it
gives power to municipalities to erect
and control public abattoirs.

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

Bill read a second time.

In Comittee.
Clauses I to .5-agreed to.
Clause 6-Power to make reaulations:
Hon. Q. RANDELL : Subelause (mn)

appeared to be a rather one-sided affair.
Tt was; contemplated there that stock
could be destroyed and disposed of
without compensation be'ing paid to
owners. It was just possible for the
inspector or controller, whoever hie
might be, to make a mistake, and there
was no provision, if that mistake was
proved to have been made, for the
owner to receive anything ift the shape
of compensation. Could such a pro-
vision be included in the Bill?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : rhere
was no necessity for such A~ provision.
All aninialls were taken to the abattoiti
for slaughter, and if after slaouhter
they were found to be diseased, thle
diseased portion would not go into
consumption.

Hon. G4. 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 should have the opportunity
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of sustaining his objection by employing
another, or two oilier persons to inspect
the animal. The more he (Mr. flandehi)
became acquainted with experts the less
confidence he had in themn.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: There
was: no need to provide compensation
in the ease of anl animal being diseased.
It was% different in the case of live stock.
The animali would be slaughtered at the
abattoirs in any cave, and it "-as o~nly
after slauahdter that the disease was,
discoverrd, and then there could be no
dispute hcranse the earcase %%a% open
for anyone to ins'pect, It was not the
usual course to conderan the whole of
the r-arcase, Only the affcted part
,would bLo cut aniay and destroyed.;
therefore, there would be no necd for
paymient, of compensation.

H~on. F. CONNOR: As thle Govern-
ment were taking the responsibility
of this procedure there was no need to
arpie the question. What hie desired
to know was whyv the word "the"
was required in thle second line of the
subelause.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY:; The
wo.rd -was hardly necessary, and could
be deleted. Hie moved-

That iinl line 2 of paragraph (ml' o/
Sa ,bekrusc J the uord " the" be m,suk
out.

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

ment-

That in lines 2 and 3 of Paragraph (m)
of Subelo use 1 the words " or reasonably
suspected by any officer to be afected or
infected with diseosi" he struck out.

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

Tfie COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
would not be desi4rable to strike ojut the
words,. This proviision wasi copie-d from the
Queensland Act, .N h ich had heen in force
for some time, and the power was found
Tiecet--sair there. It was inserted to
afford a certain amount of protection to
tire officers. As in the Health Bill so in
this Bill, there miust be uxtensive powers
if tirere u as to iLe t.pr neat suppily.

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

Hon. At. L. MOSS : If an animal was
slaughtered it could be easily seen whether
the animal had been diseased. If regu-
lations were mnade placing large pou'srs
in tho hands of inspectors, anirna4 tirat
were not diseased might be destroyed. if
a carease was diseased it was readily
ascertainiable after tire animal vus
slaughtered, but there was a doubt in
a live animal as to whether it was disea;,cd
or not. This powver should not be allowed
in the Bill. He had lied experience of
the incapacity of persons connected wi'th
the admiinistration of thp Stock 1)iscascs
Act of 1895, where thousands of pounds
worth of animals .rere going to be des.
trovyed because4 they were supposed to he
infected with disease, and An order was
given to Slaughter thoe animials, which

weevalued at something like £20,000.
An order ha~d been given to deport the
animal-, to an islnd on the coast or to
destroy them. Within a fortnight the
animals had bc-en released, for it was
found they were nut diseased.

Hon. R. LAURIE : Power was possess-
ed at the present time for inspectors to
kill animals suspected of being diseased,
and if animals were suspected of being
diseased inspectors should have power iG
kill themn.

Hon. F. CONNOR :There wavus nothing
provided in the Bill whereby if an animal
reasonablyr suispected to be infectedl and
was killed, compensation had to be givenk
to the owner if the animial was found trot
to be diseased.

Hon. 0. RANDELL:- Paragraph I
would be quite sufficient protection with-
out Paragraph me.

The COLONIAL. SECRETARY : If
ths amendment was carrited it would
affect the Bit] w ry -seriously. 'I le
measure gave power not only to conden
a rarease, hut to conclemd any animal
brought for slaughter. Assuming 1-ul-
locks were yarded for slaughter, if an
inspector sus pected one to be diseased,
that animal had to be slaughitered hre.
cause there could not be any proof until
the animial ;ras killed. If the o-wne-r
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knew of the su-picion uffjiiv inspector
there was nothing to prevent the owner
taking thie animal away and allowing it
to go into consumption elsewhere if this
power was not in the Bill. This pro-
vision only applied to cattle that were
brought 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
animanl was diseased. But the animal
having been brought in for slaughiter, no
damage could be done. The words were
very essential.

Ron. E. 'MoLARTY : -No great hard-
ship could ensue because the animal had
been taken to the abattoirs for slaughter,
and if it was not diseased, the meat would
go into consumption. If it was diseased
the car-case would be condemned. He had
seen the inspection at Robb's Jetty, and
generally speaking, the inspectors were
r,-asonable men. He had had animals
condemned, not because they were dis-
eased but because 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
abattoir.3 for slaughter.

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

The Colonial Secretary :In Clauses 3
and 4 provision wa-i made.

Hon. F. CONNORi: The powers con-
tained in the Bill wvould not be curtailed
by carrying 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. PE CNEFATHER: If
the word " stock " used in the subelause
were limited definitely to stock brought

for slaughter to the abattoirs. Mi. 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 Government. That embraced a
vecry considerable area around the ahrat-
toirs, therefore any stock in that area
would be liable to be slaughtered on sus-
picion. If it were provided that in the
event of an animal wvhich had beeni
slaughtered by order being found not to
be diseased, compensation should be
granted, it would be a different inatter
altogether.

The COLONIAL SECRETA RY :There
wvas 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
slaughter. The area proclaimed would
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 ncgativ-ed ;clause
as amended pat and passed.

Clause 7-Avoidance of existing licenses:
Hon. F. CONNXOR: What would be the

position of the present licensed abattoir-s
of Kalgoorlie when the measure came
into force YWould those people wvho
had spent large sums of money on the
abattoirs 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 regu-
lations made under Covernnient and
nmnicipal laws, tinder which certain
classes of improvements had been carried
out. Had not these improvements been,
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 compenisated?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: No
compensation was provided for in the Bill
for any private abattoirs; that might be
within the proclaimed area, but it "-as
not the intention of the Government to
proclaim an area 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 hed seen were not, and
the losses, to the owners would conse-
quently not be great. For the ps~t eight
or nine years it had been known to the
people 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
pr~esent premises would not be a complete
loss to the owners, for they could be
turned into yards. Be Could not say
whether any comnpentation would be paid
or not.

Ho,,. F. CONNOR : That was no answer
to his question. If the Government had
determined they would not pay compen-
sation the Colonial Secretary should say
so. It was an absolute injustice that
peolple who had been compelled to build
premises there on certain lines should not
be compensated. By the simple clause
under discussion it was clearly set out
that there should be no compensation.
He applauded the Government for bring-
ing the Bill in as a necessity for it exist-
ed, and the chief objection hie had was
that they had not gone far enough and
made the provisions compulsory all over
the State. If it were proved that the
premises say at LKalgoorlie 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 sunm to be
fixed by arbitration or other means should
be the amount actually spent wider come-
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 distinct
and clear case where the Goverrment
should take into consideration the grant-
ifl of compensation.

Hon. RI. LAURIE :It was provided
by Clause .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 be abattoirs, it would be

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 owvners of those
valuable works, perm~anent works, would
.tifler an immense loss. The Rioyal
Commission on the meat question di.s-
tinctly and clearly gave it as tl,ir opiniin.
that so long as the owners of such~ build-
ings carried on their operations in a
manner required by the Gov'ernment.
they should not be interfered with
unless some compensation was allowved.
Due weight should be paid to the ideas
of the Conmision on that (question,
for they were in a, position to speak.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: With
regard to the case at Kalgoorlie hie was
not in a position to say whether an~y
compensation should be granted. At
the sme time hie 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 be very small indeed. Still,
as the lion. member had pointed out,
it was possible that if a public abattoir
were to be erected at Fremiantle, the
establishments already at Robb's Jetty
might be threatened. Something might
be done by way of providing that where
private establishmnebts were of a suffi-
ciently high standard they should not
be affected by the erection of a public
abattoir.

Hon. F. Gonnor : The private abattoirs
in Kalgoorlie are better than the Gov-ei-n-
ment establishments.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY': ITl
could scarcely be agreed to. After all,
it would be only just and right that
some proviso should be put in in case
a subsequent Government, not seeing
the matter in the light in which it pre-
sented itself to the present Government,
might, in the ev-ent of a public abattoir
being erected in the Fremantle distric

748



[30 SEPTEMBER, 1909.] 4

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-Offenees:
Rom. F. CONNOR moved an amend-

went-
That in Paragraph (d) the word

"written" be inserted bejore the word
"order."

Amendment passed.
Clause as amended agreed to.
Clauses 10 and 11-agreed to.
Progress reported.

BILL-PUBLIC EDUCATION EN-
DOWMENT.

Received from the Legislative Assembly
and read a first time.

BILL-MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMEND-MENT.

In Comnmittee.
Resumed from the previous day.
Clause 12-Amendment of s. 378.
Hon. G. RANDELL: Seeing that

-the municipalities were now mn con-
ference as~sembled, further consideration
on the measure might well be post-
poned.

Progress rep)orted.

BILL-VACCINATION ACT AMEND).
NMENT.

Seconda Reading.
Hon. A. G. JENKINS (Metropolitan)

in moving the second reading said':
Perhaps it will be useless to express thle
hope that the debate will not resolve
itself into a question of vaccination
versus anti-vaccination. That is by no
means the object of the Bill. The Bill
is simply to provide that any person who
has conscientious objections to havig
his child vaccinatied may, by making
the necessary declaration, be exempted.
I might point out that there is at the
present time in 'New Zealand. South
Australia, and, I ain informed, New

South Wales, similar Bills on the Statute
Books. In England also, thle matter
was fully considered. I believe it As
not even brought to a division in the
House of Comamons, or if brought to a
division there was a very small mninority'
against the Bill. I am also informed
that last year although there were
7,750 births in the State, only 616
children were vaccinated. This shows
one of two things ; either that thle
people at large are not in favour of
compulsory vaccination, or those whlo
administer the lawv themselves are not
in favour of it. I do not know which
of these two reasons lends itself the
more to argument, but it seems to me that
where there is a law so strenously cri-
regarded as is this law, there must be
some sound argument against it. The
Bill, I anm informed, has been considered
by various municipalities in the districts
in and Mround Perth and from the in-
formation I have been able to gather
the municipalities of Midland Junction,
Guildford, North Perth, Subiaco, Cottes-
boe, East Fremantle, and others, and the
West (huildford, *Bayswater, and Belmont
roads boards have all passed resolutions
in favour of thle Bill. In fact, the only
council in wvhich a hostile resolution
has been passed is, I understand, thle
Perth city council, and then only by
a very narrow majority. Some members
may use the argument that because the
law is disobeyed it is no ground for its
repeal ; but this Bill does not seek
to repeal compulsory vaccination ;it
simiply provides that where a person has
conscientious objections to having a
child vaccinated he can comply with
certain formula, and if he does not
make the statutory declaration hie is
liable. There can be little objection
to a clause of this character because the
chances are there wvill be few people
who will take advantage of it and few
people who will have conscientious
objections to vaccination. I sin not
prepared to argue whether vaccination
is right or wrong. Sonme medical men
tell us that it is absolutely compulsory,
and somue say that it is a ridiculous thing
that children should he vaccinated.
Some tell us one thing, and thle others
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tell us exactly the opposite. So where
there is such a difference of opinion
among medical men, it is hard for a
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 Act, 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 'ioui read a second
tune.

Hon. R. LAURIE (West); I intend
to vote against the second reading of this
measure. There is nothing in the argu-
ments adduced by Mr. Jenkins to make
me alter my opinion. Those of us who
have seen the ravages of smallpox,
and even these of us who have seen one
or two case introduced into this State,
and those of us who have noted the care
taken 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
extraordinary precautions taken by the
Government and thre 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 see that because only 600 children
were vaccinated out of the 7,000 born
last 'year it is any reason why we should
t~ke it that the people do not want
vaccination. Rather does it appear to rme
to be an utter disregard of the law and
carelessness oil the part of those who
should see the law compelling these
children to be vaccinated should lie
carried out. If we look at what has
happened in Eastern countries where the
conditionsi for the spreading of the
disease are similar to those here-

Hon. A. 0. 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 years
ago there was a case of smallpox landd
from one of the mail steamers, &ed

what extraordinary precautionswere taken
to see that the disease did not get a
hold! What a safeguard it would be
to this country if the law to enforce
vaccination were carried out ? I have-
with me to-day two illustrations, one
showing an unvaccinated child that
died of smallpox and a vaccinated child
who did not contract 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 chiild
uinvaccinated canl be seen by members
from the illustration. The two vac-
cinated children did not contract the
disease. I will pass round these illus-
trations to members. When I was a
boy my younge 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 half-a-
dozen marks on my body. These illus-
trations clearly demonstrate the benefits-
of vaccination, and in the circumstances,
call it be expected of mte that I would
do otherwise than oppose a measure of
this description ? There is no excuse-
ill saying that the people have not
carried out 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 Mason,.
Chief Health Officer in New Zealand,
which shows the efficacy of vaccination.
It is a table which showvs that of those-
who were vaccinated the number who
died were very few, but if we take the
other side of the sheet and see those who
were not vaccinated anid recovered we-
see they are very few while those 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 sone portions. Those
of us who have lived in the old country
will remember the care taken in regard
to saullpox. We know that if a man
gets an attack and has not been vac.
cinated the fact is clearly distinguishable
o 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 Malaya
on board from Asia, and see those whlo
have been attacked by smallpox. We
May ask Ourselves that if vaccination hall
been so effective why should we not
continue itI Surely no one tells us
it has not been effectiveI There has
been no attempt o1' the part of the lion.
member to do so.

Hon. A. 0. Jenkins: I could quote
plenty of cases where it has been dis.
astrous to the health of the children.

Hon. B. LAURIE: I am glad the
beol. member has made the interjection
because I shall read him something.
This is what Mir. Mason, the Chief Health
Officer of 'New Zealand, says-

"To remove the objection some-
times raised against vaccine, namely,
the possibility of disease being trans-
mitted from one child to another
through v-accination, by means of
humianised lynmph . the C overn ment
have made it illegal to use rlther
than) pure calf IYnn ph.

In earlier days it used to be the case
of getting, vaccine from the health3 '
child, but the Government of New
Zealand have made that illegal. Tile
report goes onl to say-

" Every mother and father is asked
to read the lesson the recent epidemic
teaches. Thle children cannot protect
themselves, but they will be sacrificed
should the disease obtain a foothold
in the Colony. Absolutely pure call
lymph is supplied by the Government
free of charge to all medical men,
and parents can have their children
vaccinated an day by applying to
the public vaccinator of their dis-
trict."'

I 1,cdieve that a, Jn-r-on can go to mly
public vaccinator in Western Aus-tralia
and get pnre ecaIf lvnpl.. Perhaps
thle Colonial St-erterv eci' l a in s

onl that paint. It does away with the
old trouble of a child getting some
vaccine matter in its arm or le-
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 progresaing every
day and ire know, that by the inocula-
tion of something into the blood a person
can destroy much that neceds destroying.
If the people of the State canl see that
every one is vaztcnated and that the
law is carried out wvhile it is on the
statute-book, then children, through
no fault of their own, or through tile
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 vac~cinating
a child it is going to be destroyed or
weakened has died out, and there are
many people who would not dream of
leaving their children unvaccinated. Onl
thle other hand there is a great danger
of the uinvaceinatcd chl d to the popula-
tion in the event of sialip~ os outbreak<.
Why should tiat people of Perth and
Fremiantle be at tie mercy of those who.
probably through ignorance or care.
lessness. will leave their children tan-
vaccinated ?At any rate I could not
possibly dream of moving one iota from
the position I have taken up. I must
vote against the second reading of this
measure.

Hon. G. RANDELL : (Mietropolitan)
This is a subject that has occupied my
attention for a good many years. Some
time back I received information from
a reliable source, I believe it was Tme
Lanet, but unfortunately I have mnis-
laid it, so that I cannot read it to the
House this afternoor.. However, thle
evidence therein is ov~rwvlelinny in
favour of the good effects of vaccination,
so that if I were to vot6i for the passing of
this Bill I believe 1 would he guilty of a
great dereliction of duty to time people ci!
the State. We could ii' t porsihlh- put
our-,elvc4i in greater dajit_ rreh.-n to jail 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 humnourrng parents, for I cannot call
it anything else. 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 cotmmnit. We know very well that if
eases of smallpox 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 with regard to the cases -which
occurred ca few years ago, and in which
the people of the State suffered rather
lbadly,

Hon. J. W. LANO1SIFORD: We can all
get re-vaccinated.

Hon. G-. RAINDELL: I am proud to
say that on that occasion I did not get re-
vaccinated because I felt that the vaccin-
ation that I received in boyhood was
sufficient to carry rue along. I have five
spots on my arm, and if my memory serves
me correctly, there were some 40 boys
-vaccinated from me at that time. This
was done I suppose because I -was con-
sidered to be a particularly healthy boy.
There may be some danger in conmmuni-
eating the disease in this way but that is
only where the condition of the subject is
riot healthy. At the present time, how-
ever, as pure lymnph from the -callf is used,
there can be no danger to be feared. 1
feel surc from the evidence I have had
fi~t ime to time, and which was repeat-
ed she other day in the newspapers, wve
can accept vaccination with perfect safety.
lriterefore I shall not change my mind.
neither willI I run the risk of being a party
to vote for this medsure, and inflict what
wvill be a dangerous Act upon the inhabi-
tants of Western Australia. That so
i:ieny pci-sons have failed to have their
children vaccinated seems to me to ILe

a serious danger to the State, but I 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 inmnunity 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. I 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 bon, member who in-
troduced the Bill.

Hon. A. Ci. JENIKrNS: I thought it
would resolve itself into a vaccination and,
anti-vaccination discussion. I can give
you 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-
tralia. 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 belioves us to be
more on our guard against allowing this,
disease to come into the country and ob-
taininge a foothold. I hope hion. members-
will see their way to reject the Bill.

On motion by Hon. C. Sonmmers de-
bate adjourned.

Hou- adjouned! at 6J; p.m.
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