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new reason for the reduction of the defieit.
He said the bauolaze of estra wheat bad asided
£80,000 to the railway revenue. But what
about the corresponding expenditure? I am
informed by the Minmister for Railways that
wheat is not carried by the department at a
profit, or else at very little prolit indeed. if
the revenue from the extra five million
bushel> of wheat was £80,000, there must
have been something like a corresponding ex-
penditure. How then ean it be said that the
£80,000 revenue from extra wheat reduced
the deficit?

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Is it asscrted that
the carringe of wheat does not result in any
profit?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Very
little, if any. That is the eomplaint of the
Railway Deyartment.

Hon. II. Stewart: That statement is fre-
quently made, but it has never been proved.

The COLOXIAL SECRETARY : Many
other subjeets have engaged the attention of
hon. members, There have heen requests for
new railway construetion and Government
expenditure in various direetions, but it is
not possible for me to deal in a definite man-
ner with those requests at present. They are
questions which have not come before Cab-
inet for deeision, and in the eireumstances it
will e realised that I am not in » position
to give any indication as to how they may be
viewed by the Government. There has been
criticism, but nthe majority of cases it has
been fair comment on the actions of the
Ministry. It is what every Government
bas been subjected to, and so iong as base
motives a~e not imputed—and such have not
been imputed during the ecourse ¢f the debate
—the criticisms of hon. members will be
accepted by the Ministry with fitting
respect.

On motion by Hon, T. Moore, dehate ad-
journed.

House adjourned at 1044 p.m.
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The SPEAWER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—NORTH-WEST, EXPEN-
DITURE.

Mr. COVERLEY asked the Premier :
What aniounts of public money have lLeen
spent during the past 12 months in ihe Pil-
baia, Roebourne, and Kimberley electorates,
separately ¢

The PREMIER replied: T present two
statements containing the information de-
sired by the hon. member, one of which in-
cludes the expenditure on the Wyndham
Meat Works.

QUESTION—STATE TARMS.
Crops and Rainfall.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, How many bushels of wheat
and oats per inch of winter rainfall are ob-
tained at the Merredin State farm? 2, How
many bushels of wheat and oats per inch of
winter rainfall are obtained at the Chapraan
State farm?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Assuming that by “winter rain-
fall” is meant that falling from May to Sep-
tember, the number of bushels of wheat ob-
tained per inch of rainfall at the Merredin
experiment farm ranged from 224 to 3.03,
an average of 2.39, and the number of
bustels of oats obtained rer inch of rainfall
ranged from 1.41 to 4.92, an average of 2.38.
Assuming that the “winter rainfall” is mennt
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that falling from May to October, the num-
Ler of bushels of wheat obtained per inch of
rainfall at the Merredin Experiment Farm
ranged from 1.81 to 2.44, an average of 2.00,
and the number of bushels of cats obtained
per inch of rainfall ranged from 114 to
3.97, an avernge of 2.60. 2, At the Chap-
man experiment farm the figures for the
season 1924 are not reliable, owing to a large
proportion of the erop being destroyed by
fire. The details for 1923 season show:
Wheat (May to September rainfall), un-
fallowed, 44 to .58 bushels, an average of
AG; fallowed, .65 to 1.06 bushels, an average
of 1.01. OQates (May to Setember rainfall),
1.86 bushels. Wheat (May to Oetober rain-
fall), unfallowed, .42 to-.57 bushels, an aver-
age of .45; fallowed, .66 to 1.02 bushels, an
average of .97. Oats (May to October rain-
fall), 1.80 bushels. Note—For comparative
purposes the figures for the Merredin experi-
ment farm for the year 1923 are as follow:
Wheat (May to September rainfall), un-
fallowed, 2.05 bushels; fallowed, 1.55 to 3.57
bughels, an average of 2.96. Oats {May to
September rainfall}, 2.21 to 4.10, an average
of 3.95 bushels. Wheat (May to October
rainfall), unfallowed, 1.98 bushels; fallowed,
149 to 3.45, an average of 2.85 bushels.
Oats (May to October rainfali), 2.14 to 3.95
bushels, an average of -3.81.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Mr. Latham, leave of ah-
sence for a fortnight granted to Mr. Angelo
{CGtaseoyne) on the ground of urgent private
business.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.

1, Land Tax and Ineome Tax Aet Amend-
ment, )
2, Group Settlers’ Advances.
Transmitted to the Council.

MOTION—PRISONERS, TRANS-
PORT.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [438] : T
move—

That in the opinion of this House the pre-
gent system of transporting prisoners hetween
Perth and Fremantle gaol should be abolished.
With the excertion of a few country members
who have not lived in the metronolitan area,
T believe that members generally are aware
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of the position. It is a disgrace that pris-
oners should be carted around as they are
at present. To see prisoners carted from the
lockup Lo the station, put into the train,
taken to Fremantle, and again carted from
the station to the gaol, one would almost
think we were still living in the dark ages.
Long before 1 had any idea of trying te
enter Parliawent, 1 criticised this practice,
and I have not yet met anyone who would
attempt to justify it. On the eve of my
election 1 saw four prisoners chained to-
gether, and [ determined that if I were
elected, I would raise my voice against the
continuance of this system. I canpot think
that any member would be sulliciently callous
to oppose the motion., For over 12 months
I have been endeavouring to get some better
system adopted. I have been to various de-
partments and I am vot yet sure which de-
partment has control of the matter. I have
been fo the Gaols Department and to the
Police Department, and from them have re-
ceived guotations between which there is a
difference of only £1,000. One department
estimated the cost of the reform at £1,500
and tbe other at £500. No matter what the
cost may be, an alteration shonld he made,
The present system is not only a disgrace
but is 8 monument to the inefficiency of the
department concerned.

Hon. G. Taylor: What do you suggest?

Mr. SLEEMAN: That & motor convey-
anee simtilar to those used in the Eastern
States be procured. It could be used for
conveying prisoners between Perth and Fre-
mantle, and it could also be uiilised to re-
place the vehicle known as Black Maria.
Prisoners are more sensitive than are free
men. Many young fellows who have made
a liitle slip for which they have heen sen-
tenced to a few months’ imprisonment in the
Fremantle gaol are conveyed from Perth
to Fremantle in full view of the publie. I
have seen such men chained to the most
bhardened ecriminal, not because they were
dangerous but in order to prevent the escape
of the hardened criminal.

Hon. G. Taylor: Is there no elassifieation?

Mr. SLEEMAN: No. Prisoners are taken
from the Perth lockup to the West Perth
railway station. Unfortunately they are
generally taken at an hour when trains from
Fremantle are passing, and everyone straing
to get a view of them. I admit that it is
difficult to refrain from taking a slight
glance, 1 have geen young fellows 3o
chained hanging their heads in shame as the
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people gaze . at them. They are taken to
Fremantle in view of the travelling public.
On one oceasion, when a train was on the
point of starting from Cottesloe, a man half
entered the compartment containing a police-
man and prisoners, When he notieed who the
occupants were, he drew back. One of the
prisoners remarked, “You need not look;
you may be in the same position yourself
some day.” Even in the dark days when
people were called upon to answer whether
they were bond or free, prisoners were not
treated worse than they are to-day. Some
people argue that special means for the
conveyance of prisoners are also required
in the conniry distriets. While prisoners in
the eountry districts are entitled to as much
consideration as those in the mefropolitan
area receive, the fewness of their nurobers
would probably make it impossible to adopt
speeial means in the country. There may
be one prisoner a month from a place like
Cue, one from Albany in twoe months, and
one from Leonora in three or four months,
and it would not be possible to have special
means of transport from those centres. I
have discussed the matter with prisoners
and have been informed thet they feel the
trip from Fremantle to Perth, and vice versa,
a hundred times more than the trip from
the country. There is not much publicity
in the country, because there are very few
people at the stations to see the prisoners.
On the journey down, the blinds of the
eompartment on the station side are gener-
ally drawn to prevent people from gazing
at the occupanis. But between Perth and
Fremantle there are hundreds, or even thous-
ands, of people to view these prisoners. Be-
ing held up to the public gaze is more likely
to harden than to reform a young fellow
who has slipped. To keep prisoners from
the view of the public is just as feasible in
Perth as in Adelaide or Brisbane. The
motor could also be used, if necessary, to
yring in & fractious prisoner.

Member: It conld be used to take mem-
yers of Parliament home.

Hon. G. Taylor: I was about to suggest
hat.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Some members are try-
ng to ridicule this idea. How would the
nember for Mt. Margaret {(Hon. . Taylor)
ite to be carted around as these prisoners
ret

Hon. G. Taylor: I kiiow all sbout it.
It s nothing strange to me. I .have been
through the mill,

Mr. SLEEMAN: No doubt the hon. mem-
ber felt the ordeal.

Hon. G. Taylor: 1 did ‘pothing to be
ashamed of.

" Mr. SLEEMAN: The hon. member shonld
be the first to rise and support this motion.
[ believe the House will be sufficiently
humane to earry it.

MR. PANTON (Menzies) [4.47]: 1 have
much pleasure in seconding this motion for
a reform that is long overdue., I have had
to travel from Perth to Kremantle on the
) o’clock train frequently, and 1 know of
no wore humiliating sight than that of two
or three young men, and perhaps some old
men. and sometimes women, waiting in
charge of the police on the West Perth rail-
way station tor the train to pull in. I have
never scen a woman handecuffed, but it is
a common occurrence Lo see two inen or
four men woupled in pairs. These people
are subject to what T conSIder the morbid
curiosily of the passeugers who gaze out of
the train, and at Fremantle the passengers
generally congregate to-see the prisoners
taken off. It is a most remarkable thing
that while young fellows have their first
offence exhibited in this humiliating fashion
a murderer, who .may be guilty of a grae:
some crime, is taken to and from Fremantle
in a motor ecar. If a moter is good enongh
for a murderer, surely it is good enough for
a young man who has committed his first
offence. Prison reformers might well take
this matter up. The humiliation of a firat
offender tends to make him eallous. The
reform should not cost a great deal, and
even if it cost £1,000 it would be worth the
money. The moter van could be used for the
purpose of conveying trial prisoners from
Roe-street to the Supreme Court and back
again. The sight of a horse-drawn vehicle
with two constables on the front seat and
two at the back causes every man in
Barrack-street to wonder what is going on.
I hope the Government will bring about
this much-needed reform. Anyone who
travels by the train I have mentioned soon
becomes disgnsted by the sight of prisoners
exposed to view on the railway statioms. -

On motion by Hon. 8. W. Munsie (Hon-
orary Minister) debate adjourned.



538

TRATTIC REGULATIONS.
Notice of Motion withdraun, .

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [4.50]: The fol-
lowing notice of motion appears on the
Notice Paper in my name:—

That paragraphs (e) and (d) of Regula.

tion 70 of the Trafic Regulations under the
Traffic Act, 1919, as amended by the amend-
ment Act, 1922, and published in the °‘Gov-
ernment Gazette’’ of the 26th June, 1923,
and laid on the Table of the House on Tues-
day, the 4th August, 1925, be disallowed.
I find myself in the happy position of being
able to refrain from moving the motion,
whieh subsequent developments have rend-
ered unnpecessary, the paragraphs in gues-
tion having been amended. Consequently
T ask leave to withdraw the notice of
motion.

Notice of motion by leave withdrawn.

RABBIT-PROOF WIRE-NETTING.
Provision on Loan Estimates,

MR. LATHAM (York) [4.52]. I move—

That in the opinion of this House provision
should be made on the Loan Estimates for
rabbit-proof wire-netting, to be supplied to
farmers on 40 half-yearly payments, so as to
enable them to fence against rabbits and

dingoes.

Since plaecing this motion on the Notite
Paper I have learnt from the Press that
the Federal Government propose to render
assistance in this respect to the various
States. No doubt Western Australia will
receive a considerable beuefit. However,
I consider that in addition to anything we
may get from the Commonwealth, the State
should render further assistance to farmers
and settlers by cash and by securing a large
quantity of wire-netting for the purpose
of fencing against the rabbit and the dingo.
The netting would serve two purposes. It
would help to keep out rabbits, dingoes,
foxes and so forth, and would tend to bring
into better use the land already under
wheat and cercals. I do not wish to be
pessimistic, but Y believe that this year the
loases through the rabbit pest will be very
great. Further, Western Australia is losing
a huge sum yearly through fences not being
completed, through people holding large
areas unfenced, If the Government see fit
to adopt this motion, I believe it will be
the means of bringing a large number of
stoek inte the agrieultural areas. I am
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not moving this motion in any spirit ol
opposition to the Government, because 1
do not think any mun has ever tried to do
more for the farmers than the present Min-
ister for Agrienlture, who is & farmer him-
self and is alive to the importance of bring-
ing into use lands that to-day are rendering
oply half service to the State. The large
quantity of wire-netting obtained by means
of the grant from the Federal Treasury
last year placed some people at a great
advantage, but others at a great dis-
advantage; and I suggest that if this year
our quota is £500,000

The Minister for Lands : It is only
£500,000 altogether for the Commonwealth,

Mr. LATHAM: But I understand there
are £3,000,000 to be distributed in six years.
Say we get £100,000 this year. I would
suggest that that amount be paid into the
capital account of the Agrieultural Bauk,
and that all moneys advanced for wire-
nctting purposes should earry a rebate of
interest. Thus men less fortunately eircum-
stanced would have an opportunity of
sharing in the benefit, Last year only a
very small percentage of settlers were able
to take advantage of the grant, and through
the Agricultura] Bank the money will be
epread over a much larger number of agri-
cultnrists. Perhaps the rate of interest
might be reduced to as little as 3 per cent.
There may, of course, be some objection on
the part of the Federal Government—but
if it is pointed out to them that the effect
would be to spread the benefit over a larger
number of settlers, they would doubtless
agree. The functions of the Agricultural
Bank do not extend in the direction in
which the £100,000 would be mede avail-
able, because the hank do not advance on
farms situated more than 12% miles from
an existing railway, save in exceptional
eirenmstanees. So the setiler who is able
to carry on without Government assirtanee
finds himself hard up against it for fencing.
The means suggested by my motion would
enable the Government to assist such a
man. Moreover, many setilers are to-day
operating vnder the associated banks, in-
snranece companies, and other financial in-
stitutions: and the advances granted by
sueh institutions do not extend sufficiently
to enable tre settler to net. It iz not a
auestion of the Aericultural Bank or of the
individnal landholder, but a question of
getting the greatest benefit from our lands.
I need not again refer to the wonderful
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work that is being dune in this respeet, but
I amn anxicus to see an exiension of that
good work. [ want the people who are
doing 5o much in the way of produetion i
be given an opportunity to make further
use of their lands. 1 hope the Govern-
ment will agree to provide on the Loan

Estimatea a fairly large sum for the
purpose of assisting seitlers in be-
tween the two rabbit-proof fences, We
are informed that the rabbits are in-

creasing very rapidly there. That report is
brought back by everybody who goes into
the ares in question.

The Minister for Lands: The skins have
been bringing too high a price. That is the
trouble.

Mr. LATHAM: Nothing of the sort [
am sure the Minister dves not mean that.

The Minister for Lands: L think a lot
were put over the fenec.

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister for Agri-
culture wonld not make such an interjection
and I am sorry that the Minister for Lands
has done so. There are fewer rabbits out-
side the No. 1 fence than there are inside.
Particularly this year, the e¢arly rains have
cansed the rabbits io breed up more rapidly.

The Minister for Lands: RBecause they are
inside the fence.

Mr. LATHAM: That will always happen
with development, because with the provision
of water supplies and feed, the pests are en-
abled to breed more. I regret that at the
present time we cannot get poizon supplies.
A little while ago one firm in particular was
active in placing with the farmers a tremen-
dons number of fumigators. Later, how-
ever, the farmers found they could net pro-
cure supplies of flake cyanide for the fumi-
gators, while they are also short of bisul-
phate of earbon. A little while ago two men
came to me on the farm and I suggested
that they should engage in rabhiting. 1
thought it would be remnnerative because a
good price was being obtained for the skins.
Those men found they could not procure a
rabbit trap in Western Australia. 1 know
that the Agricultural Department is against

. trapping, but we should use every means to
reduce the pest. Thizs year the rabbits have
been able to breed practicaliv all through
the year. We ought to prevent Western
Australia getting into the position experi-
enced by New South Wales some years ago
when it cost millions of money to get rid of
the pest. The most effective way to deal
with the rabbits is to fence against them.

[21]
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There ave some people who tulk about pal-
ling up the No. 1 rabbit-proof fence and
distriboting the netting amongst the far-
wers.  No greater calamity conld be cx-
perienced than that which would follow
the pulling up of the fence.

The Minister for Agrienlture: It wounld
vost more to pull it up than it would be
worth.

Mr. LATHAM: The fence is of wonder-
tl value as it is. I do not say that i
actually keeps the rabbits from going back.
bat it prevents a eonsiderable rumber from
zoing through, As scon 0% one pasees
thronrh the fence, one can sec great areas
where the rabbits bave eaten the erops
down. | hope the day will never arrive when
the fence is pulled down. No.1 fence is in
s) lendid condition, and more dingoes will
stop on the other side than wall wet through,
Frequently 1 have been along the fence, nnd
I hope the Minister will not asree to the
proposal to do away with it

The Minister for Agriculrare: I have
always opposed that.
Mr. LATHAM: That is so. It amounts

to this, that the people who sdvocate such a
step do not know the value of the fence.
On the other hand, I hope the time may ar-
rive when we will ke able to ereet cros--
sectional fences, With more restricted areas
the pest can he dealt with more effectively,
I commend my motion from that stand-
point, because if the people have the oppor-
tonity of proeuring wire neiting, the pest
ean he dealt with and it ean be reduced very
considerably. I know of holdings that have
been netted for twa vears and I do not
think anyone could find half a dozen rab-
bits on those areas.

MR. LINDBAY (Toodyav) [5.6]: I sup-
port the motion and will give my reasons
for doing so. It must be recogrised that
there has been a great increase in the nnm-
ber of rabbits this year, beeause, owing to
the summer rains, the rabbits not only re-
fused to take the poison while the feed was
green, but have also been able to breed
throughout the whole period. It has heen
the worst year from that standpoint in that
portion of the wheat belt between the fences
since 1917. In the past we have snceeeded
in controlling the rabbits during the sum-
the various vermin
boards have seen to it that the land holders
laid down poison baits whiech the rabbits
will take when there iz no green feed avail-
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able.  While rabbits do not require much
water or green feed to keep them alive, they
do require green feed if they are to con-
tinue breeding. Because of the exceptional
circumstances this year, the rabbits have
peen able to breed uninterruptedly. When
we remember the rate at which rabbits mul-
tiply, we can understand what it means to
the wheat belt. It is not generally known
that when people were suffering eonsiderably
from the ravages of the pest some time ago
there was a rush to get wire netting and
poison. Unfortunately the shipping strike
occurred at the time, and the whole of the
netting in Perth had been disposed of, with
the result that supplies eould notf be replen-
ished. 1 travelled through my electorate
with Mr. Gregory, M.H.R., and we received
complaints from the settlers that they could
not procure the necessary materials fo deal
with the rabbits. When we returned to
Perth we visited various merchants. At the
Westralian Farmers we were told that the
firm had 95 miles of netting on order but
there was not a roll in the ecity. The posi-
tion was the same with Malloeh’s, while
Sandover’s, who provide the caleium cyanide
supplies, had not been able to replenish
their stocks. Mr. Sandover showed us some
of the correspondence from farmers and it
was enough to make one ery. One man
asked if the firm could supply two rabbit
traps if they could not forward anything
else. There were no rabbit traps available,
and therefore the farmers could nof do jus-
tiec to the job. To-day there is a lot of
polsoning going on. When we vigited the
vermin branch of the Agricultural Depart-
ment we were informed that there was no
poison in the State and that supplies were
on board a ship in Melbourne; conse-
quently, until the strike was over those sup-
plies could not be forwarded. Although the
Agricultural Bank has liberalised the condi-
tions recently, I have always thought that
the institution eould have been more liberal
regarding advances for netting. There is
only one way of dealing with the rabbit pest
and that is by way of netting-in the holdings.
Therefore, in order to proteet the hank’s
secarity and to give the peorle a chance to
pay back their advances, the Agricultural
Bank should provide the settlers with the
necessary funds to earry out that work. I
am pleased to know that something is to
be done in that direetion in the future,
Drift in eonnection with this work has ve-
sulted in manv men having to abandon their

ASSEMBLY.]

holdings in the wheat belt. I have had my
property netted for some years and I know
the trouble that has been experienced by
others. | have seen what has gone on in
connection with my neighbours’ properties,
and 1 know that the position is serious be-
cause we have not got the necessary netting.
Another feature is that these who have their
properfies netted are driving the rabbits on
to other holdings which, therefore, get the
benefit of the lot. The other day one of my
neighbours told me that a trapper bad
trapped and poisoned 700 rabbits in five
days. That will evidence the seriousness
of this question. It is disheartening to set-
tlers to find they cannot get poison or traps
and to see their crops eaten off .each year.
I hope the Government will realise the posi-
tion and assist the farmers and also assist
themselves in the protection of the security
of the Agricultural Bank.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
W. C. Angwin—North-East Fremantle)
[5.10]: The motion is unnecessary because
the Government have alveady given consid-
eration to this matter. I was rather amuosed
to hear the member for York (Mr. Latham)
refer to Western Australia getting £100,000
out of the total Commonwealth grant of
£500,000 for the year. The next thing we
shall hear is that the State Governmen( have
received £100,000 which is to be reade avail-
able to seitlers for wire netting at a low rate
of interest.

Mr. Latham: You Hatter me if you think
T get that much publicity.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No one
knows what we shall get from that grant.
The Secretary to the Treasury in Melbourne
told me he would endeavour to get some
netiing for us as early as possible. That
was before any Federal member of Parlia-
ment had seen him.

Mr. Latham: Is the netting to be sent over
here ?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T do not
know how it will be done.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Will they charge
interest?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
there will be a small eharge. Then the mem-
her for York referred to the advance of
£43,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That covered
more than one year.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: May he
so. . That matter was held up for some time
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-on account of the conditions laid down by
the ¥ ederal Government.

Houn. Sir James Mitchell: We could not
reach finality.

The MUNISTER FOR LAXDS: That is
0. When the present Government took
office they dealt with the position and
reached finality as soon as possible and wire
neiting was supplied to those persons who
were not in a position to buy.

Mr. Latham: You got an additional grant,
of course.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member suggested that the whole of the
money for wire netting should be placed with
the Agricoltural Bank and then he com-
plained that the bank would not advance
outside a limit of 12145 miles. 1f the fund
is to be administered by the Agricuitural
Bank, it is natural that the bank would look
after its own clients.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell ; There is no hard
and fast rule.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I know
that, bat there will be a natural tendency
for the bank to protect its own clients. It
1s always easy for an hon. member to ask
the Government to supply something at a
little cost.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell :
that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I never
did so.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yes, hundreds
of times.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Not at
all. To-day we have 400 applications for
wire netting in accordance with the Federal
grant. In all we bad £11,000 including
£8,000 and £3,000 returned and that would
be sufficient to supply 50 of those 400 men
with netting. Hon. members will therefore
see the difficulty.

Mr. Latham: But I wani to supplement
that amount.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What
will be the position? The motion will
mean that the repayments will be spread
cver 40 half-vearly payments.

Mr. Lat"am: That is 20 years.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In the
wheat belt after five years nearly every man
runs his own mofor car.

Mr. Latham: Not the new men.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: It is all
very well for the hon. member to speak
about the new men. If there is anything
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cheap going it is the old settler who wants
to benetit.

Mr. Thomson: You don’t blame them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member knows what one old settler said
when he was asked to pay £1 extra on ae-
count of wire netting that he had free for
20 years. He said he had been robbed by
the Sbylock actions of the Government. Not
only had we to supply the netting, but we
had to get out a mortgage, make a search of
the department t{o determine his position,
send it over to Melbourne, get it back again,
and deal with his account accordingly
for 20 years until the cost of the netting
was defrayed. Yei the Government were
referred to as a lot of Shylocks! Before
this session closes, probably we shall ask
consideration for a wire netting Bill simi-
Iar to the Act in South Australia, under
which the responsibility in respect of
grants falls on the loeal authority, pro-
vision being made for appeal to the Min-
ister when an application is refused. It
would cost an enormous amount of money to
supply wire netting for the enclosing of
every individunal holding, and the Govern-
ment are to-day considering whether it would
not be better to introduce legislation provid-
ing for the fencing in of farms in groups.

Mr. Latham: A very sensible idea.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: How-
ever, if any wire netting be purchased by
the Government and supplied to the farmer,
the farmer will have to pay the rate of in-
terest the Government pay for the money.

Mr. Thomson: Quite right.

Mr. Latham: We are not asking for any-
thing more than that.

The MINISTER TFOR LANDS: Yes,
the bon. member asks that the netiing be
supplied at a low rate of interest.

Mr. Latham: No, I did not.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
member for Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay) said it
was necessary that poisoning and trapping
should be done before the green feed came
up.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: That is what we have
always aimed at.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then he
complained that the farmers could not get
either poison or traps beeause of the ship-
ping strike—which oceurred since the green
feed sprang up! Fancy the earnestpess with
which the farmers must have impressed upon
the city merchants the necessity for stocking
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poisen and traps, when the whole of the
stock is exhausted as the resvlt of a strike
that lasted only a fortnight!

Mr, Thowson: Some of the cargo has not
beeu got out of the ships yet.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It clearly
shows that the farmerg have not heen taking
active steps in protecting their own interests.

Mr. Lindsay: 1 agree with you.

Mr, Latham : But poison cannot be stocked
for any length of time, because it evaporates.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: §till,
some stocks must be kept. T have been in-
formed by those accustomed to farming that
it is useless to lay poison at present, on
seeount of the green feed, that it is now too
late to do any poisoning.

Mr. Lindsay: The rabbits will not take it
so well now, but still they can be coazed
into taking if.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No
doubt something will have to be done to cope
with the rabbits. That is fully realised by
the department. It is expected that the
losges caused thiz year as the result of the
rabbits will be approximately £500,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Who said that?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: You
know that T got it from a good souree. Mr,
MeLarty told me. As soon as the matter
wag reported to the Government they im-
mediately took steps to see what could be
done to preveut further losses. Howevey, it
is impossible to do anything at present to
save the crops already sown. I hope that
hefore the session closes we shall consider
legislation to deal with the supply of wire
nefting as in the other States. In the rean-
time I move an amendment—

That in line 4 the word ‘forty '’ he struck

out.
The mofion will then read, “On half-yearly
payments.” So long as funds are available,
the farmers will never have oceasion to fear
that the Labour Government will not grant
them every assistance,

HON. W. D. JOHNSON ((Guildford)
[523]: We should be eautions sbout ac-
cepting the amendment. Afier some agita-
tinn the Federal Government have been in-
dured to do something, working on & pro-
tective basis, to assist those farmers who in
the national interest should femce against
rabbits and dingoes. The Federal Govern-
mert  having aecepted the responsibility,
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even tbhough only in o limited degree, it
would be dungerous for the House to accept
any responsibility whatever in respeet of the
watter, Without invifation, the Federal Gov-
ernment are prone to transfer to the State
any and every liability, So, if we agree to
do something in addition to ~hat the Fed-
eral Government are doing, it will be re-
garded ds an invitation to the Federal Gov-
ernment to say, “The State baving accepted
this as part of its respounsibility, we will get
out of it.” I know the rabbits are doing an
enormous amount of harm, but I should not
like to say the Minisier’s estimate of pro-
bable losses is correct. Nevertheless the loss
is going to be enormous. [ had intended
to suggest an amendwment thiat the House
urge the Federal (tovernment in view of the
ravages taking place in this State to do
more than they ave doing to combat the rab-
bits. This State deserves morve consider-
ation than do the other Stales; theve are
special reasons why we should get more,
and I think those reasons could be advanced
by the State Government to the Federal au-
thorities, who should be asked to spesd
up that which they are proposing to do, and
even to add to it. Butif we agree to the Min-
ister’'s amendment, the Federal Government
will feel that they are already carrying
more responsibility than we as a State ex-
peet them to bear. It would be altogether
better to maintain this as a Federal respoua-
sibility, and urge the Federal Government to
do movre than they arc doing. We should
not accept any responsibility whatever, for
that will lead them to helieve that we are
prepared fo share the labilitvy with them
and cven to relieve them ot all responsi-
hility.

Mr. Latham:
tion?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: 1 had proposed
to amend the motion in the divcetion of urg-
ing the Federa] authorities to do more than
they are already doing. T am opposed to
the Minister's amendment on the ground
that it aceepts on hehalf of the State some
of the responsibility, and proposes to sup-
plement what the Federal Government are
doing. T do not want that. We have to con-
centrate our attention on indueing the Fed-
eral authorities to do more than they are
doing, in other words to accept the maximum
responsibility, instead of a limited respon-
sibility snpplemented by the State.

You are opposing the mo-

Amendment put and passed
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MR. THOMSON (katauniog) [5.28]: It
ts gratifying to have the assurance of the
Minister for Lands that the Government are
alive to the rabbit menace and that they are
cou~idering the putting of an amount on the
Lwan Estimates. My people are not asking
for tree netting. All that we want is that
the Agricultural Bawk should be more
libereal in the Cuture than it has been in the
pést.  Unfortunately the bank did not seem
to realise the danger to which many of our
people in the wheat helt, particularly those
ontside the rabbit proot fence, were ex-
posed. Recently the Minister for Works was
in porticn of my electorate, when he had
ocular demonstration of the ravages of the
rabbits in the Pingrup district, where large
aress are being eaten out. The Minister's
estimate that we shall lose this year £500,000
throngh the rabhits, shows the serionsness
of the position nnd suggests how cssential
it is that provision should be made for wire
netting, so that the Agricultural Bank shall
he able to advance it to its elients
and thus protect the assets of the State.
I am pleased that the Minister is agreeable
to this. 1 do not agree with the member
for Guildford (Hon. W. D. Johnson) that
the responsibility is a Commenwealth one.
I would strongly object to the Common-
waalth Government interfering in our local
affairs. T support the motion hecause T
kope the Qovernment will make the money
available. Whether they import the wire
netting or not will he a matter for their
pelicy, but I trust they will make the
money available wheceby the farmers ean
purchase their wire netting through the
Agrienliural Bank when they want it. The
need is pressing. If the rabbit-proof net-
ting had been available last year no doubt
a good proportion of the £500,000 loss
wonld have been saved. It is an economic
loas to the State, and will be felt generally
thronghout Western Australia.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (¥or-
thom) [5.32]: T support the motion. The
member for York (Mr. Latham) suggests
that if the Federal Government are going
to give ns this money at & low rate of
interest, the advantage should go to as
large a number of farmers as possible. The
netting is very expensive. It costs frow
£60 to £80 a mile to erect a rabbit-proof
fence, and the netting itself costs £37 a
mile.  Until recently it was dearer.
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The Minister for Lands: It has been £33
a mile through the Commonwealth,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. It
ltas been uiterly impossible to face the cost
on those tigures. The hon. member suggests
that if the Federal Government are giving
wmoney at a low rate of inferest, this might
be used to reduce the rate ol interest on
sums that are advanced by the Agricultural
Bank, That is reasonable and fair. We
cannot say to a few people that they ean
have their wire-netting intercst-free for 20
years, and to others they must pay 6 per
cent. on the money for 20 years. That
never has heen the system. We have
charged all exactly the same rate.  As the
Minister for Lands knows, it is ecustomary
for the Agrienltural Bank to give everyone
the muomey at the same rate and at the same:
time.

The Minister for Lands : The Govern-
ment wete nol going to refuse £43,000 free
of interest for the farmers if Lhey could
wel it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was
aecepted Yefore the Minister became Min-
ister.

The Minister for Lands: It was not.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We said
we wonld take it.

The Minister for Lands: But vou wounld
not agree to their conditions.

ITon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We could
not eet the conditions fixed. The matter
had been going on for months. Tt always
will he so in matters into which the Fed-
eral Giovermment enter. It iz desirable that
they should keep out of these thmgs. If
they have this money to spare, why do they
collect from the people of the State? Why
do not they let the State Government
collect the money instead of themselves?
If they have the money to advance, why do
they not make the advance to the Govern-
ment unconditionally, but stipulate that it
shall be applied to a definite purpose?

Hon. W. D. Johnson : That is another
question.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tt seems
to bhe ridiculous to pass motions in this
Honse demanding of the Federal Govern-
ment that this, that, and the other shall he
done. We are represented in the Federal
Parliement end our represeutatives do their
duty. They voice onr opinions and accept
the responsibility for our share. althourh
it iz a small one, at the hands of the Gov-
ernment of Anstralia. We ran make this
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Government do things, but we cannot even
influence the Federal Government. The
Federal Goverament are apparently being
very liberal with us just mow in giving us
grants for one thing and another, which
total a great deal of money. Everyone
knows that that meney is collected from the
people. The State Government should he
given a chanee of collecting the money
which the Federal Government ave collect-
ing. The cost of collecting the money would
be £1 to the State Government as against
30s. to the Federal Government, The Fed-
eral collections in Western Australia
amount fo enormous sums per annum, The
Premier cannot get by taxation enough to
pay for the free services given to the people
in hospitals, charities, ete. The Federal
Government, however, are getting enough
to pay for these serviees three times over.
Tt would be better if the Federal Govern-
ment stuek to their job and we stuck to
ours. Since they will not do so, we must
get all we can out of them. We are now
to have cheap money for six years. [
understand the Minister for Lands will get
his share of it at a low rate of interest.
What the member for York suggests is that
the money shall he loaned to the Agrieul-
tural Bank, so that they may reduce the
interest on all advances for wire-netting by
the amount of the interest saved.

The Minister for Lands: You cannot do
that; they will 1mpose conditions.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T know
what the trouble will be. I wish the Min-
ister was not in a bad temper. We are only
making soggestions in order to help him.
The hon. member did not attack him.

“The Minister for Lands: That does not
help in any way.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T do net
know that the Minister is the best judge of that
in his present mood. The desire is fo help
and it is a lnudable desire. The member for
Guildford snegests that the feneing is a
Federal responsibility becanse the wire net-
ting will ) rotect the nationa! asset. That
is true. but under the Federal Constitution
the Federal Government can do a great deal
for the industries of the eiiv but mighty
little for the indnstries of the country, Tt
is our responsibility entirely. If we had
our proper share of the total revenue collec-
ted by the Federal Giovernment, we should
have no trouble in carrying on and provid-
ing the farmers with all they wani. Wire
mietting is getting a litile cheaper and the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Minister may be able to do a great deal dur-
ing the next year. The truth about the rab-
bit is that this year we have had summer
rains and the rabbits have bred all through
the summer. Next year we may have a hot
summer and the rabbits will disappear. The
farmer will then say he eannot afford to
pay for the wire netting and the fences will
not be erected.

Mr, Lindsay:
lesson this year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This
season has now been lost. We have been
fortunate in this State. I do not know why
the rabbits have not overrun fne whole coun-
try. They have been down as far as Albany
for years. Twenty years ago they were at
Jarrahdale and at Yatheroo 18 years ago,
but they have not inereased very much,

The Minister for Mines: PForty years ago
they were at Geraldton.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : They were
Western Australian rabbits and were well
behaved. The others are bred in Queens-
land and they are badly hehaved.

The Minister for Mines: There was no
enterprise about the Western Australian rab-
bit.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
was very little energy on the part of some
reople who came to this country. Some dis-
played a lot and some goi intc Parliament.
1 hope the Minister for bLands will let us
know how much money ha will get for this
purpose, We should not depennd upon what
the Federal Government will do. If we wait
for them to do something it will be bad for
us. The memher for York has suggested
that those outside the 12'%-1sile limit, who
are keeping stock as they kave to do, will
want help in the matter ef fencing to pro-
tect them against rabbits and dingoes. 1t is
a national question that of protecting our
livestock and making it possible for farmers
to produce more wealth, bui wire netting
eosts a lot of money. T always think that if
the Agricultural Department had adminis-
tered the Vermin Act more liberally a good
deal more might have been dene. The din-
goes are partienlarly destruetive and their
extermination should be made a national
question. The owners of the land are
doing their part. The Government own
abont two-thirds of all the land in the
South-West. The dingoes seem to increase
along the coast miles away from where they
destroy flocks and herds. I know the Min-
ister for Lands will do all he can. T do

They have learnt their
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not know whether he will adopt the South
Australian system. 1 understand that there
the farmer has his fence erceted and pays so
much per mile per annuw, just as he pays
his rates. It may be possible under that
system to fence considerable areas and to
make it easier for the farmcr’s pocket. They
may be able to pay a per anbum rale nupon
a fence which will be maintained for all time
and be saved the great cosi ol erecting their
own fence. The matter 15 worth looking
into if the fences are to be erected. The
Minister must get it into bis wind that we
are not out to embarrass the CGovernment.
He must know that. We are out to help.
The wmotion is moved for no other ob-
ject than to assist the Minister who is just
now responsible for this werk, 1 am afraid
he displayed some irritation at the andacity
of the hon. member in attempting to dictate
to the llouse in regard !9 the matter.

The Minister for Lands: There would be
no dietation, It is only a piugs resolution.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I[f that
i~ g0, we =hall have to make it a little more
definite.

The DPremier: Jt wil nat have the
slightest effect. No more and no less will be
done than if it had never been moved.

Mon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There is
no reasen to object to (e motion.

The Minister for Lands: { do not object
to it; if I did T would lLave said so and
moved an amendment.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We on
this side of the House must say what is cood
for the country. Members «p; osite did that
when they were here.

Tke Minister for Lands:
jection to the motion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We shall
not be here very long so we shall not have
many more opportunities to do this.

The Premier: We are safe for at least
18 months.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T scem
to see a little gleam of sanity in the faces
of some of the Premier's supporters. T do
not know that he is as safe as he imagines.
Probably he had better he careful. At any
rate 15 months will pass auickly. Tt does
not do to boast too much and we shall take
our chanee when the time comes.

I have no ob-

The Premier: Now yon will withdraw the
motion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELIL.: We can-
not withdraw a motion that has been ap-
proved by responsible Ministers.
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The Minister for Lands: 1 merely said L
had no objection to it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then you
do approve of it.

The Minister for Lands: No; I have no
objection to it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister for Lands might bave said that he
would do his best {o give effect to the wishes
of members on this side of the House, just
for once.

The Minister for Lands: They should be
possessed of broad wvision.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Unfor-
tunately 1 am not permitied to discuss the
question of vision. I know that the Min-
ister for Lands is whole-hearted in his de-
sire to proteet the farmers in every way, and
to see that their produce reaches the mar-
ket. It is very unfortunate that people
should be losing their crops, and all that
the mover of the motion has asked is that
if anything can be done to cheapen the cost
of wire netting, the Minister will take the
matter into consideration. The Minister
suggested the South Australian system; [
hope he will go into the subject and that
some good will result,

MR. STUBBS (Wagin) [3530]: The
seriousness of the position in some parts of
the State warrants my saying a few words in
support of the motion. } am convinced that
the Government are alive to the importance
of the matter, because only o few days ago
at my invitation one of the Ministers spent
the week-end in the Great Southern, and
there saw for himself rabbiters that were
going on the wheat areas. It would he im-
possible for any Government or the Agricul-
tural Bank to wire-net every acre of farm
land in Western Australia where wheat is
being grown. The wiser course would be
for the Government to form groups and not
fence every aecre. Nearly all the holdings
are square blocks and vary in size from
1,000 to 1,500 acres. In my judgment the
cost of puiting wire netting around every
holding that is mortgaged to the Agrieul-
tural Bank would be a costly undertaking.
Unless =amething is done shortly in the dirvee-
tion of supplying wire-netting in some form
or other to the settlers in the Eastern parts
of the wheat belt, large areas: of land, now
enltivated, will soon he idle. 1 understand
that there were turned down at least 100
applications for netting in connection with
the last Federal grant. In addition there are
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scores of applications for the grant ihat is
now being advertised.

The Minister for Lands: £8,000.

My, STUBBS: But there is no netting in
the State; po firm in Western Australia
has a yard of netting for sale. To make
matters worse, the Federal Government have
imposed a dumping duty on wire-netting,
merely for the proteetion of two or three
monufacturers in the Bastern States. Those
manufacturers already have their books full
of orders which they cannot fulfil. It is on
the eards that the Government are in the
pusition to call tenders for netling, but they
will not he able to get any tenderers in
Australia to sopply it*in reasonable time,

'"he Minister for Lands: Under the Com-
monwealth grant you must use .Australian
netting.

Mr. STUBBS: That wmakes the position
worse from the settler's point of wview.
Without any desire to enter into the arena
of Federal politics, if I were a member of
the Government of this State I should not
hesitate to import a large quantity of net-
ting, if it could not be got within the Com-
monwealth in a rteasonable time. They
should do this and refuse to pay the dump-
ing duty, and every man in the State would
support them in their action.

Mr. Panton: What would they call you,
a rebel?

Mr. STUBBS: The position is so serious
that it warrants the Government taking ex-
{reme action. )

The Minister for Londs: We are to pay
duty amounting to £4 a ton.

Mr, STUBBS: The public should be made
aware of the fact, and it is about time that
we eut the painter if they treat Western
Australia in that manmner.

The Minister for Lands: They did remove
the duty on tbe last lot, and then told us
that in future we would have to pay £4 a ton.

Mr, STUBBS: The position is serious,
and if members had been with us last week
end they would have seen how impossible it
was for settlers individually to combat the
rahbits that were invading the holdings. I
do trust that the Government will take the
necesgary steps to sec that wire netting ecomes
into the State irrespective of any attitude
the Federal Government may take. If this
is not dane there will soon be many thous-
ands of aeres of crop destroyed.

MR. BROWN (Pingelly) [5.353]: T also
support the motion, and desire to em-
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phasise the seriousness of Lhe position.

In my electorate there is a rabbit-
provt  fence about 40 miles east of
the Great Southern railway, and for

many years very tew rabbits weve noticed
on the western side. At the present time,
however, almost against the railway line,
thousands of rabbits mway be seen in the
evening approaching the waterconrses. ow
are the (tovernment going to cope with ihe
pest? If there is only a certain amount of
netting available, the man who gets it will
be regarded as lneky. But what about the
seleetor who has the adjoining hloek, and
who may not be so fortunate? The rabbits
will then be foreed vn to the neighbonr's
hloek and the result will he thal the neirh-
hour will be ddriven off his holding. [f
yabhils are to be permitted to inercase in
the manner that they have inereased dur-
ing the lust year, every holding, particu-
larly in the wheat belt, will have to be wire-
netted. That will be an impossibility. We
may have a dry summer and then we may
be uble to enforce the provisions of the
Vermin Act, and by compelling every
farmer to use poison we wmay in that way
keep the rabbits in check. Alovng the
Gireat Southern, poison plants are having
the effect of keeping the pest in check.

Mr. Latham: You have no poison down
there.

Mr. BROWN: There are many thousands
of acres covered with poison, and it 1s in
those areas also that rabbits are to he
found. I believe, however, that natore wiil
do more in the direction of exterminating
rabbits than all the talk in this Chamber
about wive-netting. Personally 1 consider
the matter is so serions that we should use
all the means at our dispossl to combat the
pest. If we are to wire-net we shonld do
what was done in New South Whales and
fence blocks, and Impose heavy penalties
for leaving gates open. That might save
the fencing of individual holdings. T realise
that it is impossible for the Governmens tu
raise money for feneing on top of what is
required for development work, bat if we
can eome to some arrangement with the
Federal Government we should not miss the
opportunity to do so, and then spend what-
ever money may be placed at our disposal
to the best advantage.

The Minister for Lands: We ecan rtaise
money as cheaply as the Commonwealth.

Mr. BROWN : If we can do that we
should purchase wire-netting and try to get
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it in free of duty. It behoves the Govern-
ment to be alive to the position and to do
what they can to deal with the pest.

MR. GRIFFITHS (.Avon) |6.0]: Even
if I thought the motion would not accom-
plish any good, T would willingly support
it as [ believe the more noise we make
about rabbit-proof fencing, the better
chance we shall have of getting some assist-
ance from the l'ederal (iovernment. The
member for Guildford (Hon. YW, D. John-
son) said this was entirely a Federal mat-
ter. T do not agree with that. I¢ mizht
be well for us if it conuld he made a Federal
matter. I support his remarks as to the
seriousness of the pest. Owing to the early
raing the pest lhas inercased enormously.
The member for Pingelly (Mr. Brown) ve-
marked that nature would prohably stop (he
peat. All X can say is that nature is 2 long
time doing it, because the pest is as bad as
ever it was, and it requires only a
favourable season or two to make it un-
controllable. Wire-netting is the only solu-
tion.

Mr. Stubbs: Tt wonld ¢ost a million
pounds fto wire-net cvery holding.

Mr. GRIFFITH=: At Walgoolan in my
electovate there is a small hodx of men who
wish to form a vermin baard in order that
they may rate themselves to the extent of
about £9 per holding per vear in orler to
raise the necessary funds. T hope the Min-
ister will introduce an amemding measure
to permit of tlese men helping ithemselves
as they have indicated. T have reeeived n
letter from Mr. 1L Grezory informing me
of what has taken place following the Pre-
mier's communiention 1o the Prime Min-
ister vegarding wire-netting supplies. 1
think it likely that thie e;rrving and trans-
mission of this maetion will liave a good
effect.

Question, as amended, agreed to.

MOTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR
TRUST.

To dizallorw Reaulations.

MR SLEEMAN (Fremanile)
move—

That Regulations Nos, 140 and 235 of the
Fremantle Harbour Trust, published in the
**Government Gazette ' of the 8th May, 1925,
and laid on the Table of the Honse on Wednes-
day. the 12¢h Aungust, 1925, be disallowed,
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Tt is verv necessary that these regulations
should be disallowed. Poats are coming to
TFremantle with large cargoes of inflammable
material, and until recently an efficient
wateh was kejd upon them. A few months
avo | had oeccasion to eomplain to the Min-
ister eon(rolling the Harbour Trust that the
veenilations were not being adhered to, the
chict offenders being the State Shipping
Service and the eompany in which the presi-
dent ol the Harbowr Trust is interested.
Shortly aficrwards tbe Minister visited Fre-
mantle, and then 1 found that the Harbour
Trust, presumahly to overcome ihe diffieulty,
had amended Llhe regulations.  Originally
regulation No, 140 read—

Maoters of all ships carrying oile or apirits
as earpgo musi deelare their cargo to the pilot
before entering the inner harhour. The Trust
Commissinners place watclhmen on board all
ships where oils or spirits are on beard, at the
oxpense of the owners of the vessels, and the

cost of snme must be paid bhefore the vessels
are granted clearance.

"To ensure ihe enforcement of that regula-

ion, it is repeated as regulation Neo. 238.
Now we find that the Trust do not wish it
o be mandatory; they want to use their dis-
eretion. The amended regulation reads—

Watchmen will be appointed by the Trust
to supervise the handling of inflammable eils
or spirits on the wharves, such watchmen to
he maintained threnghout the whole time such
nils or spirits are being handled or remain upon |
the premises of the Trust, and the cost of such
watching shall be o charge against the com-
signee or shipper of such goods . . . . Where
the Trust onimissioners arc not satisfied that
any ship having on board inflammable oils or
spirits is being cfficiently watched to safe-
guned the interests of the port, by watchmen
appeinted by the master or owner of such ship
in accordance with statutory rules and regula-
tions made under the Australian Navigation
Act, 1912-1920, or any amcndment thercof,
the Commissioners will place watchmen on
hoard snch ship at the expense of the owners
of same, and the cost of sueh watchmen must
he paid before the ship is banded clearance.

Blefare 1 com:uined that eertain boats were
ol vhserving the regnlations it was con-
sidered necessary tar the safety of the port
to have watchmen throughout the 24 hours.
Now, however, the Harbour Trust Commis-
sioners declare that it is only necessary to
liave a watehman on duty unlil 5 p.m., the
hour at whirh the waterside workera finish
landling carge for the day. Recenily com-
plaints were made that naked lights were
being carvied on suech hoats, and there were
no watchmen on hoard to see to the safety
of the vessels. At night there ave no watch-
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men on the wharves to watch over oil ships,
und some person has only to pass that way
and throw down a mateh, and the whole
place will go up in smoke.

Hon. G. Taylor: Is smoking allowed on
the wharf?

Mr. SLEEMAN: Yes. Where an oil ship
was moored, the public formerly were not
allowed to pass a given point. Now that the
watchman  has  been withdrawn, there is
nothing to prevent people from going where
they like. Members of the erew are to be
seen moving about ships carrying naked
lights. Previously such action would have
been prevented by the watehman. I have
known a hig bueck nigger to be placed as
waichman on a boat, and he was regarded
as an efficient watch. If anyone went up
-the gangway, all the nigger could say was,
“The chief officer,”” and off he went to find
him. Yet the Trust consider that such a
wateh over an oil ship is sufficient to pro-
tect the port of Fremantle. If an explosion
ccenrred and considerable damage were done
to the harbour works, T should lose a lot of
electors. Serionsly though, I should not
like to think what would happen if one of
those boats took fire. For the sake of saving
a few paltry shillings, the new regnlations
are not justified.

MR. E. B. JOENSTON (W:liiams-Narro-
gin) [6.12]: The complaint of the member
for Fremantle is very serious and shows that
the administration of the Harbour Trust has
not improved since the recent change in its
personnel. )

Mr, Sleeman: This happened before the
. Tecent change.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON:
ago the Harbour Trust sustained a severe
loss in the death of one of its most promin-
ent members, Mr. Basil Murray, who had
represented the primary producers on the
Trust for many years, When entering into
the merits of the complaint by the member
for Fremantle, I suggest that the Govern-
ment should at once review the constitution
of the Trust and restore to the primary pro-
ducers of the State the representation they
bad for so many years. During Mr. Basil
Murray’s time we had no complaints of this
kind. I hope the Govermment will atiach
serious weight to the hon. member’s remarks

' and give back to the primary producers their
representation on the port suthority.

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

A few months’

[ASSEMBLY.]

ASBSENT TO EILL.

Message from the Governor received and
read notifying assent to the Supply Bill
{No. 1), £1,913,500.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 1o 7.30 p.m.

BILL—DIVORCE AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

MR. MANN (Perth) [7.32] in moving
the second reading said: I realise that some-
times when a measure of this kind is moved,
there is a suspicion that amendment of the
law is being sought in order to favour some
partienlar person or for some special reason.
That is not so in this case. I am simply mov-
ing for a very short amendment of our
divoree law which is necessary in order to
make a previous amendment apply equitably.
The Divoree Ordinance of 1863, by Section
23, laid down the conditions under which
divorce might be granted, as follows:—

It shall be lawful for any busband to pre-
sent a petition to the said court, praying that
hig marriage may be dissolved on the grounds
that his wife had sinee the celebration thereof
been guilty of adultery; and it shall be law-
ful for any wife to present a petition to the
eourt, praying that her marriage may be dis-
solved, on the ground that since the celebration
thereof her busband has been guilty of inces-
tuous adultery, or of bigamy with adultery,
or of rape, or of sodomy, or of bestiality, or
of adultery coupled with such cruelty as with-
out adultery would have entitled her to a
divorce a mensa et thoro in the Ecelesiastical
Courts in England previously to the opera-
tion of the Statute 20 and 21 of Victoria,
Chapter 85, or of adultery coupled with deser-
tion without reasonable excuse for two years
or upwards.

That provision apparently gave the man an
advantage over the woman, inasmuch as a
husband was enabled to get a divorce from
his wife for adultery, whereas a wife was
not able to get a divoree from her husband
unless the adultery was eoupled with cruelty.
The Ordinance did not provide for a divoree
on the ground of desertion, but Section 2
of the Amendment Act of 1911 provides—
Section 23 of the principal Act is hereby re-
pealed, and the following is substituted:—*¢I¢
shall be lawful fer any busband to present a
petition to the said court, praying that his
marriage may be dissolved on the ground
that his wife has since the celebration thereof
been guilty of adultery; and it shall be lawful
for any wife to present a petition to the court,
praying that her marriage may be dissolved
on the pround that since the celebration there.
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of her husband has been guilty of adultery,
sodomy, or bestiality; and it shali be lawful
for any married person to present a petition
to the court praying that his or her marriage
may be dissolved on the ground that since the
celebration thereof his wife or her husband,
as the case may be, has without just eause or
excuse wilfully deserted him or her, and with-
out any such cause or excuse left him or her
continuously deserted for five years and up-
wards.

That, again, was amended by the Amend-
ment Act of 1920, Sectior: 2 of which reads—

Section 5 of the Divorce Amendment Act,
1918, is hereby amended by inserting the words
‘‘subject as hereinafter provided’’ after the
word ‘‘entitled’’ in line eight of subsection
{1), and by omitting the words, ‘‘although
the period of five years or two years (as the
ease mav be),’’ and inserting in place there-
of ‘‘may be pronounced although the period
of two years,’”’ and by adding to subsection
(1) a provise. as follows:— ‘Provided that
no such deeree nisi for the dissolution of a
marriage shall be made unless the desertion
ghall have continved for three years, but wilful
desertion without just or reasonable cause or
excuse prior to the decree for the restitution
of conjugal rights, if continuous with subse-
quent desertion, shall be included in computing
such period of thres years.'’

That, on the face of it, made the conditions
of divorce for desertion equal in the case of
wife and husband. However, in fact it is
not so. The object of this amending Bill is
to give women an equal and equitable right.
As the law stands, if a woman has reasonable
cause to sue her husband for maintenance
and separation, and if she pets maintenance
and separation granted, then, although the
husband may never pay a shilling of the
maintenance awarded to his wife, though
he absconds and disappears, the wife can
never sue for a divorce on the ground of de-
sertion. If a husband and wife find that they
cannot reasonably and happily live together,
and if they enter into an agreement by which
the husband shall pay so mueh per week
towards the support of his wife, and if he
fails to carry out that agreement and deserts
his wife, she can never at any time sue for
a divorce on the ground of desertion. Al
that this amending Bill will do, if carried, is
{o give the wife an opportunity to sue for a
divorce on the ground of desertion after a
husband has failed to make the payments
awarded by the court. Suppose a woman
sued her husband for maintenance and sep-
aration, and got judgment for £} per week,
and suppose the hushand made payments
for three weeks and then disappeared; even
if he were away for 10 or 20 years, the wife
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could not sue for a divorce. The Bill pro-
poses that the period of desertion shall be-
gin from the time of the last payment. I
think the House will agree that that is a
reasonable proposition. I do net think it
was intended when the amendment was
drafted, that a woman who had occasion to
sue her husband for maintenance and separa-
tion shonld for all time be prevented from
suing for a divorce on the ground of deser-
tion. [Ef legislators thought it wise to pro-
vide for divorce on the ground of desertion,
surely they would agree that the fact of a
woman suing for maintenance and getting
it should not prevent her from suing for
divorce if the husband failed te pay the
maintenance ordered by the court. The Bill
is really a one-clause Bill, making the pro-
vigion I have indicated; and I move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Davy debate adjourned.

LAPSED BILL—RESTORATION.
Bills of Sale Act Amendment Bill.

A message having been received from the
Couneil reguesting the Assembly in aecord-
ance with the Standing Orders relating to
lapsed Bills to resume consideration of the
Bills of Sale Aet Amendment Bill, the mes-
sage was now considered.

On motion by Mr. Davy, ordered: That
the Bills of Sale Act Amendment Bill trans-
mitted by the Legislative Council on Thurs-
day, the 27th November, 1924, be restored
to the Notice Paper at the stage at which it
was interrupted by the prorogation.

BILL—JURY ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (ILion.
J. C. Willeock—Geraldton) [7.44] in mov-
ing the second reading said: This Bill is
similar to the measure introduced last ses-
sion, except that some of the amendments
then proposed are omitted on the present
oceasion.  The Bill now deals only with
special juries and the payment of jurors”
fees. The original Aet was passed so far
back as 1898, when money values were en-
tirely different from what they are now.
Wages then averaged about 7s. or 8s. per
day, and the Act provided for the payment
of jurors’ fees at the rate of 10s. per day.
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Money valoes have altered to a iremendons
extent during the past 27 years and what
mauy have been conzidered a fair or even
muniticent payment in those early days is
entirely inadequate at present. It is felt
that conditions may alter again in the
future, and theretore, instead of arbitrarily
fixing payment for jurors under the Act,
provision is made for the payment {o be at
rates preseribed by the Governor-in-Couneil,
That will bring these paywents on to the
game basis ay witness fees, and that system
has proved satisfactory in the past. Under
existing conditions payments set ouf in the
Aect have been increased on many occasions.
It is considered eminently fair, therefore,
that, in order to apply difterent rates of
remuneration, should it he found necessary
to do so, the Government shonld have power
to alter such payments by way of regula-
tions rather than to amend the Act from time
to time, The other provision deals with
gpecial juries. Nearly all members who
were in the House last year will remember
that the principle was discussed extensively,
and probably they are aware of the argu-
ments for and agains{ provision being made
for special juries. Some say that the jury
system itself has outlived its usefulness.

Mr. Sampson: Hear, lieaxr! There is no
doubt sbout if.

The Premier: Now be carefnl how yon
alter old-established institations!

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: At any
rate, I believe that the special jury system
has long outlived its usefulness.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T think you are
" wrong.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: That is
what you said last year. That does not pre-
vent us, however, from introducing the Bill
again and passing it this time,

Hon. Sir .James Mitchell: 1 do not think
you should say that; this waiter should be
left to everyone to vote as he likes.

The Premier: That is so, but we are re-
1ying upon the good sense of the House.

Mr, Davy: Will this provision prevent
anyone moving regarding juries on civil
cases?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You do not
believe in having special knowledge.

The Premier: You mean special wealth.

The MINTISTER FOR JUSTICE: It is
not a question of special knowledge. There
is 1o such provision as in the Coroners Act,
wlhere, in the event of an inquiry inte a min-
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ing aceident, ror instanee, provision is made
for jurymen having a knowledge of the in-
dustry, ’

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There is pro-
vigion regarding speecial juries.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
property qualilications and monetary unali-
fieations. Sowe say that under the jury sys-
tem the jury has to decide which side has
ihe best lawyer.

Hon. Six James Mitchell: In one case a
man lhad set ont in writing that he was
cuilty, but he was let off.

The MINISTER TFORX JUSTICE: A
special jury is just as likely to make foolish
mistalkes as any other type of jury.

Mr. Sampsen: Let ug strike them all out.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: That
is a different principle. The reason for
special jurors having speeial qualifications,
is said by sowe people—and it is correct,
too—io be because they helong to a different
soeial status to people in the ordinary walk
of Tife. On that aecount it is thought by
people liable to come before a special jury
that those juvors should have partieular
gualificalions regarding wealth

My, E. B. Johnston: How much is it?

Mr. Davy: The speeinl jurer requires to
have £500 all told, real and personal.

The Premier: Then of conrse the member
for Willinms-Narregin would not come nnder
that provision! '

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Then,
again, eertain provisions are made regarding
other occupations of gpeeial jnrors. A mer-
chant, even though he may not have any
money at all, is elizgible to serve on a special
Jury, despite the fact that he may be insol-
vent or may “wo broke” the rext day. On
the other hand, a retailer, who way be pos-
sessed of a hundred times u= much wealth as
the merchant or wholesale dealer, is noi al-
lowed to sit on a special jury hecause he is
a retailer.

Mr, Davy: That is not correct.

The MTNISTER FOR JUSTICE:
referring mercly to his ocenpation.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Then you should
say So.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE:
did.

Myr. E. B. Johnston:
themselves merchants,

The MTNISTER FOR JURTICE: But
the Act states specifically “a merchant who
is not a vetatler,”” Tt will be seen that the
endeavonr was to keep off the special juries

I am

S

Many retailers eall
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anyone who had dealings witn the commnon
people. C

My, Davy: How many retailers do you
know who would nol have an cxcess of £500,
representing assets over liabilities?

The MINISTER FOR JUSLICE:
pose 1 could name a thousand.

Mr. Davy: 1 challenge you to name fifty.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: There
are any number of small shopz in the sub-
urbs that ean be bought for £100 or £250.
There are smal! ham and beef shops and
there are quite 100 of them.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: Tle owners of
those shops do not desive 1o be dragued away
to sit on special junries.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No one
wishes to do that, but it is . civie duty that
people are ealled upon to j.erform when
required to do so. However, the whole prin-
ciple regarding speecisl jurors involves the
social status of people who are enfitled to be
selected. People in the particular grades or
social strata I refer to will be biassed—I will
be charitable and say, unconsciously—by
reason of their surroundings, and the walk
of life in which they move. Theretore, when
an issue is placed before them, they deal
with it on biassed lines. Ji is an entirely
vndemocratic principle and should not he
tolerated any longer. The right to have a
special jury is evidently regavrded as of some
intrinsic value or people wvuld not be pre-
pared to pay for the concession.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: When you ap-
point jostices of the peace yon are eaveful,
are you not?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
but we do not say that +he man fo be ap-
pointed as a justice of ibe peace shall be a
merchant and not a retail trader, that he
shall be possessed of £500, and so on. If we
select a man for appointment as a justice of
the peace, we have regard fo his character,
probity and general intelligence.

Mr. Davy: Are you providing that jury-
men shall he appointed in future on those
Linest

The MINISTER FOR JURTICHE: No, T
am saying that the provision regarding jury-
men shall be irrespective of the social status
or wealth of the juryman.

Mr. Davy: Irrespective of character or
anything else?

The MIRXISTER FOR JUSTICE: N,
the jury list to be compiled——

1 sup-
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My, Davy: But wher you have Hnished
with this weasyre there will be no discretiod
left at all.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If
the lhon, mewber can point out upything
to support his contention, we will deal with
it in Cowmirtee. The Bill wercly does away
with the provision for =peciul juries, leav-
ing the provisions for common juries in the
Act.

Huon. Sir James Mitchell :
the special jury?

‘the MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
wealthy man interested and tuat is nndewmo-
crutic.  Merely because an individual pos-
sesses vertain weslth and certuin property,
he should not have privileges wrenter than
those extended to others.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: It is only in
civil actions that they are reyuired.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No.
‘Why should one man, because he is pos-
sessed of wealth, have the privilege of a
special jury®

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
select the jurymen.

The MINISTER ¥OR JUSTICE:
selects people of a certain closs.

Hon. Sir James Mitelell: No. he does
not.

The MINISTER ¥FOR JU'STICE: He
selevls people of wealth and rcertain ocen-
pations. :

Hon, Siv Jumes Mitehell: Bt he does
ol endl anyone he pleases.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: But
the people placed on the speeial jury are
only those who have the spedial gyualifica-
tions. In years gone by there may have been
some necessity for speecial juries, beeause
those possessing wealth had opportunity for
eduecation and training that enabled them to
eive an iutelligent judgment, whereas the
ordinary people were without those advant-
ages. With compulsory education nowadays.
everyone is taught the rudiments of civie
responsibility and cultore acmerally. 1In
those eivenmstances, there is no necessity for
this provision in our laws, Then, again.
manhood suffrage gives people some know-
ledre of civie responsibility ond they take
an interest in what is going on. Therefore,
they are able to give n mielligent jude-
ment on matters brought before them. |

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T dounbt that.
Thev did not give indieation of it last time,

The MINISTER FOR JURTICE: The
Leader of the Opposition has a personal

Whe pay: for

He dves not

He
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grievance, The possession of a certain
ameunt of wealth makes no difference re-
garding character and probity of indi-
viduals at this stage,

Mr. Sampson: That is something.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: With
compulsory edncation the ordinary citizen
can form as good a judgment as anyone else.
Specitl juries have been known to give
verdicts unsatisfactory to litigants.

Mr. Davy: Every jury’s decision is un-
satisfactory to one of the litigants.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : But
why should one party have a special jury
ag against the other party? The other man
finds arrayed in the jury box against him
men not belonging to his class.

Mr, Davy: Nonsense! Have a look at
the special jury list, and see the occopa-
tions of the special jurymen.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: { have
had experience of special juries.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: If they are of no
special value, why have them at all?

Hon. Sir James Milchell : Why have
judges? The hon. member would make a
very good special juryman.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Last
session the member for Guildford (Hon.
W. D. Johnson) gave an example of how
the spacial jury provision works out. Feel-
ing that his character had been traduced in
certdin newspapers, he was disposed to go
to law, but in view of the provision for
special juries he knew that if he brought
an action for libel, a speeial jury would sit
in judgment against him, and so he did not
think he would get a fair deal.

‘Hon. W. D. Johnson: I was advised by u
K.C. not {o proceed.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: of
course the £500 qualification is the minimum
for a special juryman. The average
amongst them would be considerably ahove
that amount. People of high social status
have not an understanding of the ideals of
people in subordinate stations, because they
do not come into contaet with those people.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But the jury
have to decide on the evidence.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Such
men by their social environment are unable
to decide on the evidence, and so they
decide on hias.

Mr. Davy: Aceording to that reasoning,
your common jurymen will decide on bias,
but their decision will go the other way.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: There
is no reason why a particular set of people
should have a special privilege in respect
of juries.

Mr. Davy: The inference is that we had
better wipe them all out.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: A
principle in British justice is that all men
are equal in the eyes of the law. Yet under
the law, if a man has sufficient muney Lo
pay for the privilege he can have a special
jury. Last session the Minister for Works
detailed his experience of speeial juries.
However, 1 do not want te go over the
whole of that again. Let me put this case:
If, in a charge of conspiracy under the in-
dustrial law, a jury eomposed exclusively
of unionists were empanelled, it would be
said that the jury had been packed.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Certainly they
would get a brick if they did not bring in
the proper verdiet.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yet the
people eoncerned in an industrial con-
spiracy case have just as much right to
have that case heard by a jury of indus-
trialists as have men of high special stand-
ing to have their cases referred to special
juries. If one man wants a special jury,
why should not another desire a jury of
unionists? The jury qualifications should
be the same for all, and everybody should
have the same opportunity to get a verdiet.
We have heard a lot of the alleged growing
disrespect for law and order, but if anoma~
lies of this kind are to he tolerated we
cannot blame those whose respect for a law
granting speeial privileges is decreasing.
Tt has been said that special juries are
more likely te bring in an intelligent
verdict. Well, during the past four or five
months we have seen a special jury bring
in a verdict so contradietory that part of
it had to be quashed by a higher tribunal.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What about the
jury that acquitied a man who had pleaded
guilty ?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : On
oceasion peaple have been known to plead
guilty although they were not guilty., 1f
there shonld be reason for a speeial jury,
surely it ought to be for the hearing of
charges carrying the penalty of a long term
of imprisonment, or even of the death sen-
tence? However, we find that life and
liberty do not count, that it is only when a
few pounds are invelved that special juries
can be asked for. It is an invidious distine-
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tion Lhat should nv longer be tolerated. If
special juries are required they should be
available to all litigants, irrespective of
monetury siatus. The Bill got through this
House last year and reached another place.
On this occasion T hope that even if de-
feated in another place, the reasons for
that defeat will be stated. Sueh a Bill
should not be thrown out on a sudden death
motion. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

On motion by Hon. Sir James BMitchell,
debate adjourned.

BILL—REAL PROPERTY (COMMON-
WEALTH TITLES).

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
J. C. Willeock—Geraldton) {8.11] in moving
the second reading said: The memorandum
of the Bill sets out exaetly what the provi-
sions of the measure are. It is a compara-
tively simple Bill, asked for by the Com-
monwealth Government as the result of
some difficulty they have reached in respect
of certain land titles. It will enable the
Commonwealth to obtain titles of land
acquired by the Commonwealth, Some land
has been obtained by compulsory processes;
some hy the war serviee homes board; some
by the Commonwealth Commissioner of
Railways for railway purposes; some by the
trustee for the Commonwealth under the
Treaty of Peace Regulations, and some
acquired for the Commonwealth for other
particular purposes. Tt has been held by
the High Court, sitting in Sydney, that
although the title of the Commonwealth to
land so vested as aequired is valid, and in-
defeasible, Section 20 of the Lands Acquisi-
tion Act, 1906, which was enaeted to
enahle the Commonwealth to be registered
in the Department of Lands Titles as pro-
prietor was ultra vires the Commonwealth
Parliament, and therefore State legislation
to enahle sneh registration is necessary. The
Bill will enable the Registrar of Land Titles
to bring the land acquired by the Common-
wealth under the Transfer of Land Act.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : They have not
got any of their titles in thiz State, have
they?

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: They
had a few titles before this action was
brought before the High Court in Sydney.

Some of the Registrars of Titles had brought
land under the Transfer of Land Act, but
since the Migh Court decided that
this provision of the Commonwealth Land
Aecquisition Act of 1906 was ultra vires, the

"registrars in all the States have not pro-

ceeded to bring the land under the Land
Titles .J\et, The Land Aequisition Aet, 1906,
Section 20, states that the registration of
gazetted notification is to have the effect
of the conveyance of transfer. This has
been deemed to be ultra vires by the High
Court, and it is necessary to have legislation
to put that in order. The position is uncer-
tain in regard to land that has been brought
under the Transfer of Land Aet. This legis-
lation will be pnecessary to validate it or
bring the land under the Act. Simtlar leg-
islation has been passed in South Australia
—this Bill is almost an exact copy of it—
and I understand that most of the States
have signified their willingness to pass such
an Act. Probably it will become law in all
the States. It is of no benefit to Western
Australia, but it does give a validating title
to the Commonwealth in regard to land they
desire to dispose of. The provision is that
if the registrar is satisfied that ¢he Common-
wealth is the owner of land, that land ean
be brought under the Transfer of Land Act,
and a memorial will be noted on the deecds
and the early titles extinguished. Land that
has been acquired by the Commonweailth in
the manner I have indicated cannot be
claimed by anyone, but the original title
may be in the possession of someone else,
and there is the possibility of fraud.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You might get
some land tax out of the other chaps.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: T do
not think many people pay tax on land they
do not own, It is hard enough to get it from
some who do own the land. The Bill will be
a considerable convenience to the Common-
wealth, hecause at present they can do no-
thing in connection with disposing of land
except by the old method of conveyancing.
If the tand is brought under the Transfer of
Land Aet, the dealings will be made simple.
The Commonwealth occupy a position sim-
ilar to an individual. They will make ap-
plication to the Registrar of Titles to he
registered as the proprietor of the land.
If the registrar is satisfied from any source
that the Commonwealth title is valid, he will
bring the land under the Aet and issue the
title in the ordinary way.
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Hon. G. Taylor: Aeccording to the High
Court the title is all right until they try to
dispose of the land.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No one
can take the land eway from them.

Hon. G. Taylor: Bui they cannot give a
title.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: No. If
they wanied to dispose of land to the War
Service Homes, the title would not come
under the Transfer of Land Aet, and the
title would have to be transferred to some-
one else by means of the eumbersome process
of eonveyaneing. There is nothing contro-
versial about the Bill. The Commonwealth
have requested all the States to pass that
legislation, and the Crown officers agree that
it is necessary, There is nothing in it to
which exception can be taken. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

.

HON SIR JAMES MITCHELL ({Nor-
tham) [8.20]: I do not think there can be
any objection to the Bill. It merely gives
the Commonwealth the right to be registered
as the owners of land. I think under the
Transfer of Properties Act they are wanting
their titles as well.

The Minister for Justice: Yes.

Hon. Sir James MITCHELL: Our law
makes it impossible for the Commonwealth
to be registered as the owners to deal in
land. The Minister says that where the Com-
monwealth acquire property to subdivide for
the purpose of war service homes it is not
possible for them to give a title, and they
cannot register the transfer. I do not think
the House would take any exeeption to the
passing of the measure. I suppose it does
not mean that the Commonwealth can be-
come the registered owners of land they do
not own,

The Minister for Justice: The registrar
has to be satisfied that they have the title.

Hon. Sir James MITCHELL: Of course.
It only places them in the position of a
private individual.

The Minister for Justice: That is all.
They acquire the land under certain Aects.

Hon. Sir James MITCHELL: They can-
not have dealings in land to-day as ordinary
prople can under the Transfer of Land Aect.

Hon. G. Taylor: They ean, after this Bill
is passed.

Hon. Sir James MITCHELL: Yes. We
do not want the Commonwealth to aequire
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land in this State except for special pur-
poses.

Hon. G. Taylor: They might buy us out.

Hon. Sir James MITCHELL: We cannot
prevent the ownership of land if they ae-
quire it in the ordinary way. Frequently
they come to the State for land on which
tv erect some public building, such as a light-
liouse. That is all right, and we find the land.
They ean pay for it when we get the oppor-
tunity of making them. In connection with
the air service, they have acquired their own
landing places. Under the War Service
lIomes Scheme they do need to acquire land
in order that they wmay eventually build
homes and transfer the land.

The Minister for Justice: They may ac-
quire a block of land that is unsuitable and
want to dispose of it, and get another for
the same purpose.

Hen. Sir James MITCHELL: They did
acquire land opposite the Post Office, and
are leasing it, and that lease would require
to be registered.

The Minister for Justice: T think that is
provided for.

Hon. Sir James MITCHELL: T have no
objection to the passing of the Bill. It
would be well for the House if all the Bills
introduced by Ministers did so little dam-
age. This cannot damage anyone.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Panton in the Chair; the Minister for
Justice in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 3—agreed to.

Clause 4—Provision for bringing land ae-
quired by the Commonwealth under the
Transfer of Land Aet.

Mr. DAVY: A private person has to go
through a certain complicated process, such
as advertising, lodging applications, ete.,
when disposing of land. I am doubtful
whether the same safegnards will be imposed
under this elause. Tt is conceivable that
under the Bill a man may be deprived of
a right which is not apparent on the title
unless some precautions are taken. Is the
Minister satisfied that no injustice can be
done to anyone?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The

Bill provides that both the Attorney General
and the registrar shall take all due precan-
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tivls, sod the law oflicers assure we that the
provisions ol the Bill are satisfactory.

Mr. B, B. JOHNSTON: The Qovernment
are treating the Commonwealih with grest
Itherality in not asking them to make a con-
tribution tu the gssurance fund. Private
pesple evntribute one farthing in the pound
to the fund, and if a mistake is made in re-
vard to the issue of a title, the person who
sullers has recourse tu the fund. The Com-
monwealth charges us fully for services ren-
derved, and T ean see no reason why they
should not he compelled to contribute some-
thing o the assurance fund. True, the ele-
ment of risk is very small.

The Minister for Justice: Hardly any risk
at all.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: That is so, but
the proportion of risk will be just as great
on gitles issned to the Commonwealth as it
will be on titles issued to private people.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If a
mistake is made in conneetion with an in-
dividual you cannot recover from him. In
connection with the Commonwealth, if an
ervor is made the matter can be adjusted
without the necessity of having recourse to
the assurance fund at all.

Hon. (. Taylor: If there was a claim it
would lie against the fund.

Mr. Davy: It wonld have to be satisfled
from the assurance fund. We gunarantee the
title.

Clause put and passed,
Clauses d to 7, Title—aered to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL—TRANSFER OF LAND ACT
AMENDMENT.

Necond Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
J. C. Willeock-—Geraldton) [8.33] in mov-
ingr the second reading said: It will be re-
membered that this particolar Bill was be-
fore us last venr and was pagsed withoat
amendment. Then it went to the Legislative
Conneil and was delayed until about 3
o'clock on the moming of the closing of the
session. It was the desire of some members
of that Chamber to move amendments to the
Bill, but rather than have those smendments
debated at that hour. the Bill was allowed to
lupse. The delay that has followed has
nreant something, inasmueh as it is the in-
tention of the department to amalgamate
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the position of Registrar of Titles and Com-
missioner of Titles, so that a reorgunisation
of the Crown Law offices may be made. The
nmember for West Perth (Mr. Davy) dealt
with the matter on the Address-in-reply. It
is felt that considerably more time would
be given to the Parliamentary drafisman by
this arrangement. At present that officer is
alsy Coninissioner of Titles and Solicitor
General. If the business of the Commis-
sioner of Titles were taken from him, mem-
hers of Parliament would be in a more satis-
factory position regarding the drafting of
Bills and amendments to Bills. The posi-
tion as it stands now is that the Commis-
sioner of Titles is also Solicitor General,
and notorally his more important duties are
associated with the latter office.  He is
locuted in the Crown Law Department and
persons baving business to do with him as
Commissioner of Titles are obliged to leave
the Titles Office and go to the Crown Law
Department and have matters adjusted there.
There have been slight complaints about this
arrangement, and there would have been
mwore but for the personality of the Commis-
sioner of Titles, The Registrar desls with
evervthing under the Transfer of Land Act,
but when it comes to conveyances, they are
taken to the Commissioner of Titles to deal
with. By making the one person fill the
two positions the whole of the business in
eonnection with the transfer of land, whether
by conveysnce or by certificate of title
can be earried out in the Titles Office, and
the work will be more expeditiously and,
from the viewpoint of public convenience,
more satisfactorily dome.  The original
Act states that there shall be a Com-
missioner of Titles, a Registrar of Titles,
and an Examiner of Titles. We have
had a Commissioner who has practically
held the two offfees, but we have never
bad an Examiner of Titles. With the
passing of time more and more land will
come under the operation of the Act and
it is thought that the time has arrived,
or in faet that it has pnssed, when  one
officer should be appointed to hold iiie dual
positions of Commissioner and Registrar of
Titles. It will be necessary to appoint a
man with legal training to the position of
Commissioner beeause the old conveyances
deal with all sorts of titles. wills, {ransfers,
easements and other things. It may have
been possible to effect by an administrative
act the amalgamation we propoese to bring
about, but inasmuch as the Aet says that
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the Commissioner shall instruet the Regis-
trar to do certain things, and as the transfer
of land is of such importance, and the slight-
est irregularity may make a good deal of
difference to people, it was felt that to safe-
guard thg position it would be better to have
legislation and so avoid trouble, Last year
the member for West Perth {Mr. Davy)
introduced to me "a deputation repre-
senting the legal profession. Their desire
was (o be clear on the matter and having
gone into the whole thing they considered
that it would be satisfactory if the procedure
proposed by the Government were adopted.
Thers is no opposition to the Bill. The
officers at present in the Titles Office will
have their interesis conserved, and the Bill
will make for efficieney. [ move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

MR. DAVY {West Perth} [8.40]: I do
not know that I feel inclined to support the
Bill with great enthusiasm. Last year fecl-
ing that there might be something about it
that T did not understand, the Minister for
Justice was good enough to allow the matter
to be adjourned and 1o receive a deputation
from the conveyancing side of the profes-

- sion, so that they might lay before him any
ohjections they had to the proposal. Al-
though the deputation did not like the idea
of the combination of the two jobs—the
C'ommissioner and the Registrar— they really
felt that they were not able to advance any
valid objection to it.

The Minister for Justice: Others have
heen enthusiastically in favour of it.

Mr. DAVY : I think it was with reluctance
that the deputation admitted there was no
serious objeetion to the proposal and that
there was something to be =aid for it. So
Jlong as the person who combines the two
positions is competent to deal with the some-
what highly technical matters, it will make
little difference, and no valid objection can
“be raised to if.

The Minister for Justice: He will be com-
petent.

Question put and passed.
BRill read a second time.

In Committes.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 8.48 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—MAIN ROADS,
Stale and Federal Expenditure.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS asked the Colonial
Secretary: 1, What amount of money hbas
been—(a) allocated, and {b) expended by
the State upon the construction or mainten-
ance of main roads to which the Common-
wealth Government subseribe? 2, What
mileage of main roads has been recommended
by the Minister for Works? 3, Since the
passing of the Commonwealth Main Roads
Development Act, 1923—(a) what mileage
of main roads bas been constructed, main-
tained, or repaired, and (b} what amount of
money has been expended, in each electoral
district ?

The COLONLAL SECRETARY replied:
1, {a) Total amount allocated to 30th June,
1925—£384,000, for construction and main-
tenance of main developmental roads, half
of whiech has been contributed by the Com-
monwealth Government. (b) Amount ex-
pended from State funds to 30th June, 1925,
on construetion and maintenance—£178,450
1s. 2d. Salaries and other administration
charges, £13,393. 2, Approximately 1,930
miles. 3, (a) Clearing, 570% miles; form-
ing, 34614 miles, including 133,172 cubic
yards of side cutting; gravelling and metal-
ling 24214 miles; drains, 144 miles; bridges
and culverts, 372. (b) No record is kept of
expenditure in electoral distriets. Time
would be oceuried and exvenditure inenrred
in furnishing the required information and
then it would necessarily be only approxi-
mate. A schedule showing all authorised
works within each road district was recently
laid on the Table of the House.



