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

PAPERS PRESENTED,

By the Minister for Works: By-law
of Dowerin road board—valuation on
annual value,

By the Minister for Mines: State-
ment of expenditure under the Mining
Development Vote for the year ending
30th June, 1913.

By the Minister for Lands: Avondale
estate, balance-sheet for the 22 months
ended 31st December, 1912 (ordered on
motion by Mr, Broun).

QUESTION — KALGOORLIE RE-
SERVOIR, ELECTRICITY CON-
TRACT.

Mr. GREEN asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Has the contract been let for
the supply of eleciric power to the Kal-
goorlie storage reservoir? 2, If so,
when was the contract let and to whom$
3, Is the romour that the contract has
been let to a private corporation correct,
and, if so—4, Seeing that the Govern-
ment stands for public as against eor-
poration-owned utilities, why were not
the Kalgoorlie municipal council ap-
proached and given an opportunity to
tender for ithe supply? 5, Is not the
municipal eleetric plant in closer proxim-
ity to the reservoir than any other source
of supply? 6, Is it contended by the
acting engineer for the goldfields that a
“steady pressure of 3,000 volts” is
necessary for the power required? 7,
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Or is the contenfion of the municipal
electrical engineer correct that a euar-
rent at 3,000 volts will have to be frans-
formed at a low standard voltage before
connecting with the pumping motor? 8,
On whet information did the engineer
base his conclusion that there was nothing
to be gained by approaching the ecounecil?
9, What was the source of his informa-
tion ¥

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied : 1, Yes. 2, On 25th July, con-
ditions of contract agreed to with the
Kalgoorlie Electric Power and Lighting
Corporation, Limited. 3, Answered by
No. 2. 4, The Kalgoorlie Electric Power
and Lighting Corporation approached
the Government with an offer of electric
current. ai a redueed rate, and nrpged that
this should be utilised in preference to
gas or steam, tenders for which had heen
called. Seeing that the quotes obtained
for the latter were not suitable, the Gov-
ernment negotiated with the company,
and finally arranged a contract. It is
regretted that the couneil did not make
representations at the same time, as the
department understood that the muni-
cipal plant had no large margin at night,
consequently the Government engineer
eonsidered it would be a waste of time to
ask for quotes or commenece correspon.
dence with the municipal ecouncil, be-
lieving that no contract would follow.
5, Yes. 6, Yes. 7, No. 8 and 9, An
assistant engineer at Kalgoorlie.

QUESTION — PERTH TRAMWAYS,
SALE OF TICKETS.

Mr. ALLEN asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, In view of the great in-
convenience eaused to the general pub-
lic by the abolition of the sale of tram
tickets by the conduetors om the cars,
will he cause instruetions to be issned
to revert back fo the previous custom?
2, I not, why not?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: A satisfactory method of eol-
lecting fares in the interests of the pas-

senger. the conductor. and the State, is
a fairly difficult problem, and it was
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decided to give a trial to the present
plan, on the suggestion of the Commis-
sioner of Railways and Tramways. After
a little more experience the question can,
if necessary, be again reviewed.

QUESTION—BULK HANDLING OF
WHEAT,

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Min-
isler for Lands: When does the board
appointed to inquire into the question
of introducing the bulk system of
handling wheat in Western Anstralia
expect to hand in its report?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied : As soon as its investigarinns
are eompleted the report of the bonrd
will be submitted to the Government.

QUESTIONS (2)—LAND SELECTION.
Esperance.

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Min-
ister for Lands : 1, Ts it a faet that a
large numher of agrienltural selections
have heen surveved near Esperance town
site from land that was locked up in pas-
toral leases for many vears? 2, When
will this land he available for selection?
3, Will he have the date well advertised
in accordanee with the request to this
effect made hy the Esperance Land and
Railway T.eazue?

The MINTISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, On 15th Oectober.

Applications may be lodged at the Kai-
goorlie offiece at any time after Friday,
the 12th instant, 3, Notice will be given
in the usnal way.

Dudening.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTOY asked the Min-
ister for Tands : 1, When will the town
lots at Dudening, on the Yillimining-
Kondinin railwav, be thrown open for
selection or sale? 2, As two stores are
already established at Dudening, and
other peonle are anxious to open business
there, will he trv to have these blocks
made available aquicklv?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, On or about the Sth October.
2. Yes,
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QUESTION—~RAILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, YILLIMINING-KONDININ.
Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Min-

ister for Works: What progress has been

made, and is intended, with the construe-
tion of the Yillimining-Kondinin rail-
way?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 1, Tank at Yillimining completed
and contains 5,000,000 gallons of water.
Tank at 36m. 56¢. in progress, Clearing
complete to 39 miles. Thirteen miles of
rails on ground and 40 miles of sleepers.
2, Good supply of material ordered and
construetion work will be expedited by
the engagement of additional men.

QUESTION — VICE-REGATL RESI-
DENCE AT ALBANY.

Mr. TURVEY asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Has his attention been drawn
to a paragraph appearing in the West
Australian of Saturday, 30th ult, in
which it is stated that £5,000 is to be
spent in econnection with a vice-regal resi-
denee at Albany? 2, Is it his intention
to spend the snm of £5.000 as reported?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 1, The matter is ineorveetly re-
ported. 2, The amount mentioned in-
eludes the cost of purchase, £3,500. On
a rough estimate it is considered that an
additional £1,600 will be required for
furnishing, repairs, and additions for
staff quarters.

QUESTION — STATE STEAMSHIP

SERVICE.

Mr, ALLEN asked the Honorary Min-
ister {Hon. W. C. Angwin): 1, How
many officers are employed in {he State
Steamship Service at the Fremantle
office? 2, Their names, occupation, and
salary?

The HONORARY MINISTER re-
plied: (1 and 2}, The officers engazed
under the old administration of the State
Steamship Service at Fremantle are as
follows:—Mr, Sudholz, manager, £600
per anmum:; Mr. Watkin, aecountant,
£276 per annum; Mr. Healey, passage
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clerk, £260 per annum; Mr, Hancock,
manifest clerk, £19¢ per annum; Mr.
Flower, cashier, £180 per annum; Mr.
Hales, correspondence clerk, £168 per
annum; Mr. Bagget, accountant, 12s. 6d.
per day; Mr. Butcher, engineer super-
intendent, £75 per annum; Mr, Brown,
junior elerk, £39 per annum; Mrs.
Swanson, office cleaner, £39 per annum.
The officers employed on State steam-
ships are not included in the above list.
The staff necessary for the conduct of
the service nnder the new arrangements
is under consideration.

QUESTION—GOVERNMENT ELEC-
TRIC POWER SCHEME.

Hon., FRANK WILSQON asked the
Premier: With reference to the Govern-
ment Electric Power Scheme; 1, As the
scheme should be capable of supplying
power for the Midland Junction work-
shops and the Fremantle harbour require-
ments, is he aware that the machinery
ordered, which is designed to generate
electricity at a frequency of 40 periods
per second, is nnsuitable for the motors
installed in the above instances, and
would, if supplied from the new system,
develop only 80 per cent. of their power,
and run 20 per cent. slower, which wounld
render them useless for the work they
have to do? 2, Has the system proposed
any advantages to eompensate for the
above disadvantages, and, if not, will
steps be taken to remedy the error?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The instal-
lation of & periodicity converter, which it
is proposed to provide in the workshops
sub-station, will overcome the difficulty.
2, Yes. Higher efficiency and, therefore,
more economical.

QUESTION—FRUIT MAREKETING.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE asked the Minister
for Agriculture: i, Have the Government
consented to lease to the Produce Dealers’
Company pottion of the resumed area
near the proposed new markets site? 2,
If so0, have the Government taken into
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consideration the eircumstances that add-
ing another to the markets established
must, by further splitting buyers, play
into the hands of dealers and speculators,
to the detriment of growers and withont
any advantage to the consumer? 3, Are
the Government not already comnmitted to
the principle of centralising the market-
ing of fruit, and does not the suggested
action negative {hat principle? 4, Tf the
matter of securing a little rent for the
premnises is advanced as a reason in fav-
our of assisting the dealers in the way
proposed, have the Government taken
into account that considerable additional
cost will be involved for fruit inspectors$

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUL-
TURE replied: 1, The Government have
heen approached to make available for
market purposes Metters’ building on the
area resumed for railway purposes at
West Perth. This is outside the area re-
sumed for market purposes. This matter
i5 now receiving consideration. 2, See
reply to No. 1. 3, The Government are
committed to the establishment of central
markets and have vesomed an area for
that purpose. 4, This aspect will be duly
considered in arriving at a decision in the
matter.

BILL—DISTRICT FIRE BRIGADES
ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Premier and read a
first time.

BILL—TRAFFIC.
In Committee.

Resumed from the 2nd September; Mr.
Holman in the Chair; the Minister for
Works in charge of the Bill.

Clanse 20—Cancellation of Licenses:

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Subclause 2
stated that if a license was forfeited on
acconnt of two convictions having been
recorded against a holder the licensee
fighall’’ be disqnalified during the peri-
od for which the license was issued from
obtaining a license in respect of the same
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vebicle. There ought to be a diseretion-
ary power; therefore, he moved an
arendmenl—

That in Subclause 2, line 2, the word
“shall” be struck out and “may” in-
serted in lieu,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : 1f a
man deliberately flouted the provisions
of this measure he shonld not hold a
license at all. Fhere was nothing to pre-
vent him getting rid of the vehicle, the
license for which had been forfeited, bat
the Bill dealt with the licensee and if he
eame before the beneh on a second oe-
casion the magistrate had power to deal
with him. The disqualification should
not be at the diseretion of the bench. He
would not mind the amendment if the
diseretion was to be with the resident
magistrate always, but some eases would
be dealt with by justices of the peace, and
loeal men would be dealing with loeal
offenders, with the resnlt that very often
personal considerations wonld be aflowed
to outweigh sound judgweni, and the
general publie would be penalizsed.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The disquali-
fication referred only to the vehicle, and
not to the owner, because he could sell
lris unlicensed vehicle and huy another.
He was disqualified in respect of only
ona vehiele. There might be surround-
ing a case cirenmstances which wonld
justifv a magistrate in granting the
owner a Jicense, The Bill provided pun-
ishment Lor an offence, and that punish-
ment should be sufficient without the
further punishment of disqualification,

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result :—
Aves .. . .. 10
Noes .. . .. 26

Majority against .. 16

AYES,
Mr. Allen Mzr. Moore
Mr. Broun Mr. A. N. Plesss
Mr. Male Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Monger Mr. Layman
{Teller).
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Noma,

Mr. Angwin Mr. MeDonald
Mr. Bath Mr. McDowall
Mr, Bolton Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpeater + Mr. Munsie
Mr. Colller Mr. 0'Loghlen
Mr. Foley I Mr. Price
Mr. Gardiner | Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Gill i Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Green « Mr. Turvey
Mr. Johoson '+ Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnston Mr. Walker
Mr. Tander | Mr, A, AL Wilson
Mr. Lewls . Mer. Heltmann

; (Teller).

Amendment thos negatived.

Clauge put and passed.

Clause 21—Exemptions :

Hon. J. MITCHELL : Uuoder para-
graph (b) the licensing authority could
grant to a manufacturer of or dealer in
motor cars a general identifieation dise
on payment of a fee of £5. Often il
was hecessary for a dealer to have a num-
ber of discs, but the clause limited him
to one.

The Minister for Works : What does
he want half-a-dozen for ?

Hon. J. MITCHELL : At present
dealers in motor cars were allowed a
number of discs which they akttached to
ears which were on trial.

The Minister for Works : The object
is to give him a general dealer’s dise
instead of requiring him to fake out a
number.

Hon. J, MITCHELL : A man might
have iwo ears on trial at the same time,
and suvely the Committee would have no
desire to interfere with a man’s busi-
ness. He moved an amendment—

That in line € of paragraph (b) the

words “a general” be struck out, end

“one or more”’ inserted in leu.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS :
There would be no check at all if more
than one disc were to be issued to each
manufacturer or dealer.

Mr. Broun:  Suppose two buyers
come along at once, and both want trial
runs at the same fime, how is a dealer
to et on with one dise ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : If
a car was being sent out on trial the
dealer went with it and would have the
dise with him. The object of the clause
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was to enable a dealer to yet one general
dise instead of getting a mwumber. 1f the
amendment were agreed (o, what check
would the inspector have as to whether
Jack Jones was using his dise or that of
somebody else ? The clause was a good
c¢lause and was inserted with the object
of assisting the dealer.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The clause
provided that a dealer in
might apply for a general ideuntification
dise which he could use on his ears if he
was attempting to sell them. All the
amendment said was that it should be at
the discretion of the licensing aunthorities
to allow a dealer to bave more than one
dise. In a big establishment cars were
taken out by more than one person, and
& number of ears might be out at once for
trial or demonstration. Why should the
dealer’s business be interfered with by
limiting him to one dise?

The Minister for Works: If he pays £5
for each dise there is no objection.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The clause as
drafted was hardly wise, for it meant
that each car sent out by a dealer for
trial must have the one identification dise,
or he wounld be liable to a fine. These
dises could only be used in econnection
with the dealer’s business.

The Minister for Works: They could
he nsed on other ecars.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Cars would
not be allowed to run under hire with
these dises. There would be special dises
for the use of manufacturers, agents, or
others, selling ears, and they could he used
only when a ear was being tested or sold.
There conld he no objection io ssuing
as many such dises as were reasonahly
necessary.

Mr. LAXDER : It would be wrong for
any person who was hiring a car to use
one of these dises. If inquiries were
made at livery stables and the number of
vehicles out on hire was compared with
the nomber licensed, it would be found
that there were many out which were not
licensed. The elanse might seem harsh,
hut otherwise how would it be possible
to meet the difficulty? The City counecil
and the police had experienced much
tronble when privileges were given and

motor cars
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it was necessary Lo be very striet iu such
cases.

Hon. FRANK WILSOX: Inspection
conld be made as striet as was desired,
but we showld not do anything which
would cripple business. On the other
hand, business ought to be encouraged.

Mr. Lander: But they will not pay the
fees at all.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: There had
been tronble, but to limit a man to one
disc to test one car at a time, when he
might require half a dozen, wouald eripple
business. The inspectors should see that
the system was not abused.

Mr. ALLEN: Tbe contention of the
lron. member fur Northam was eorrect. [f
a man was buying a ear the proprietor
might take him to Mundaring to test it,
and in the event of another purchaser
calling meanwhile, he would have to wait
until the other one returned. The number
of dises could be limited, but sellers
should not be restricted to one each,

Hon. J. MITCHELYL:: The Minister
would have the desired control, because
the dealers were in the metropolitan area.

The Minister for Works: There are
dealers in Northam,

Hon, J. MITCHELL: But they did not
own more than one ear.

The Minister for Works: You order
one and you will find it there next morn-
ing.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: That might be
so. Under this clause the dealer’s disc
would have to be attached and the matier
of eontrol would be an easy one. Con-
sideration should be shown for the needs
of the trade. Every ear sold would mean
additional revenue and so the sale of cars
should be encouraged. Except for a
mere trial, a dealer was not likely to let
a car go out of his possession. Sueh trials
would take place over comparatively
short runs, and the disc would enable
the inspectors to exercise proper control.
It was doubtful whether we would be
Justified in legislating against the business
of dealers to the extent which we wonld
be under this clanse.

Mr. BROUN: The Minister should
agree to the amendment. If a Beverley
resident parchased a ecar it would be
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necessary to have a dise while it was being
taken to that town, and if a dealer was
to Le allowed to have only one dise, he
would be unable to take another car out
until the dise was returped. A dealer
might have several ears for sale and per-
haps would have two or three buyers, and
in each eave an identifieation dise would
be required. 1f a Beverley resident pur-
chased a ear he could not take out an
ordinary license until he got to Beverley.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Para-
graph {a) wounld meet {he case mentioned
by the member for Beverley.

My, Broun: Not in respect of a dealer’s
hicense.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
made no difference. It wag guestionable
whether a dealer and purchaser shonld
have the right to run to Beverley to try
a ear. If provision was not made for a
dealer’s license, every motor ¢ar Lhat went
on the road would have to be licensed
in the ordinary way. It would be unfair
to require a dealer to have a general
license for every ear that was being
tested, and so a dealer’s license was to
be issned. Then, immediately a dealer
took a car on to the road, the inspectors
would know from the dise that the car
was on irial. If we pave dealers several
dises in antieipation of them running out
several cars at one time, they could farm
them out and there would be no check. If
a dealer had five dises, another man hav-
ing an opportunity to make a deal might
borrow one and lhe inspector would have
no check. The leader of the Opposition
had said that every dealer’s license should
bear a separate mark; that would be im-
possible.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Surely vou intend
to do that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: How
was it possible?

Hon, Frank Wilson: By a special dise.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If a
dealer required five dises, would it he
possible to put a separate mark on each?

Mr. Allen: Have a different colour.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Even
so, what cheek would that bet It was
riecessary to facilitate dealers as much as
possible without unduly penalising them,
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and the clause would make things as easy
as possible for them. Motor cars were
ot sold as easily as some hon. members
seemed to think; there was not the de-
mand for them. An intending purchaser
would not be likely to refuse to wait an
hour for a trial run, and if be did, it
would be a small matier eompared with
the diflically whieh would resalt from the
passing of the amendment.

Mr. WISDOM: The Minister’s fear
seemed to be that a dealer might use a
digse for vehicles which were not on trial
for the purpose of purehase, hut the
wmeasure provided that such dises eonld be
used on cars only after eompletion or
when on trial, and it wounld be an offence
to ajlow v dise to be nsed by any other
persorr.  The clanse would prove very
barsli fur the dealer. A dealer might
reavire to have several ears out on trial
at the one time, His experience was that
the purchaser of a wmotor car generally
required a irial extending over two or
three hours. During that time it was
pribable that other intending purehasers
would call, and it would be a hardship if
the dealer was unable to give them & trial
run simply for want of another identifica-
tion dise. Unless a dealer was allowed
move than one identifieation dise, it would
he necessary for him to pay several license
fees in order that his business might not
be hampered. The clause should be re-
laxed in justice tn the dealer.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Hon. members of
the Oppesition were simply beating the
air. Practically every motor car dealer
had a garage, and kept a number of
vehicles, and while they might be for
sale, they were used for the purpose of
hire.

Hon, J. Mitehell: What, new cars?

Mr. Allen: You would not buy one like
that.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: If hon. members
inquired they would find that he was
eorrect.

Mr, Allen: They would be secondhand
cars,

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: If each dealer was
granted a number of dises, there was no
question that they wounld be used and it
would be impossible for any inspector to
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ascertain whetlier a ear was being tried
by a prospective purchaser, vr whether
il had been hired vnl. The ceeupant of
the ear could tell the inspector he was an
intending purchaser when he might
simply have the car on hire. The object
of the identification dise was to allow ears
to be iried on the roads. If any agent
was doing snch a large bosiness in new
cars as to want more than one dise he
could obtain it by paying £5.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The question
was not what the fee was fixed at, but
he doubted whether under the elause a
man could get more than one dise. His
desire was to make it quite clear that
more than one could be had.

Amendment negatived.

Clause puf and passed.

Clause 22—agreed to.

Clanse 23—Minister to be licensing
authority, metropolitan area:

Mr. DWYER: JTo order that the
amendment of which he had given notice,
substituting a new elanse, could be con-
sidered, it wonld be necessary for him to
move to strike out the ¢lause in the Bill.

The CHATRMAN : Tt was not possible
for the hon, member to move to strike out
the clause in the Bill; the hon. member
would have fo vote against it. The hon.
member could speak against the clause.

Mr. DWYER: Wounld the Minister
give some pronouncement with reference
to what was intended would bhe done so
far as main trunk roads in the metropoli-
tan area were concerned? That wounld
clear the way.

My, CARPENTER: The clause was
one over which there had been much con-
troversy, and it was rvegarded by many
friends of the Bill as the only blot upon
the measure. While he had sufficient eon-
fidence in the Minister to believe the lalter
did not intend to do any injustice to any
municipal body. he would like to hear a
word or two from the Minisler to remove
mueh misconception and possibly some
antagonism, The wmunicipality of TFre-
mantle had just a little bit of suspicion
that it might under this clause be giving
up a good deal more than it had any
right to give up, and certainly o zood
deal more than it wonld get in compeusa-
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tion. The matter had heen splendidly
stage-managed—he did not know whether
the Minister was responsible for it, he
hoped he was not—for if it was desired
to exploit one or two bodies it was a very
simple process to get all the bodies within
a given area to meet those two and carry
a moetion that the majority should get
something which the minority should give
up,
Mr. Allen: That is what was done.

The Minister for Works: The long-
suffering eighteen.

Mr. CARPENTER: It was doubtful
whether those other bodies had suffered
all that it had been attempted to prove
they had suffered, but even if they had,
was it right to infliet a greater hardship
ou fthe other two bodies, or to exploit
them? A few words from the Dlinister
might possibly set the maiter right. Up
to the present the Minister said he had
not been able to define a main road. All
knew the difficulty of having any general
definition to cover every case, but no
doubl the Minister could say by this time
just what the machinery was to bhe to
bring about the classification of these
roads. The Minister would allay misap-
prebension if he would tell us what he
wns going to do in the matter of classi-
fying, what basis there wonld be to work
upon, and what roads were likely to be
considered as main roads. If the Minis-
ter would do that he would remove the
feeling that an attempt was being made
in the Bill to work an injustice.

Mr. ALLEN: Ti was his intention to
vote against the clause. The hon. mem-
ber for #'remaritle had put the position in
a nnt-sbell. The Minister in introducing
the Bill bad told us he had been present
at that now almost world-famed confer-
ence at whieh 18 municipalities decided
to try and filech from the other muniei-
palities the fees they were eolleeting.

The Minister for Works: No. that is
not fair.

Mr. ALLEN: That was the impression
the Minister gave him., There was no
doubt the conference passed resolutions
asking the Minister to introduce this
measure which had practieally for its ob-
jeet the getting of what those other muni-



1014

cipalities enjoved. The full faets of the
position should be eonsidered. The Perth
u#nd Fremantle municipalilies were sup-
posed 10 be receiving a large amount in
fees to which they were not entitled, be-
canse the vehicles licensed went ontside
and cut up the roads of other distriets.
So far as Perth was concerned, that was
a very wrong impression, and if a toll
was taken ibe true posilion would no
doubt be proved. Outside the muniet-
pality of Perth all the dairying licenses
were lield, and those earts vame into the
eity to supply milk morning and night,
The same applied to all the market gard-
eners and hawkers who came in with
vegetables along the Wanneroo road.
Those licenses were collected by the Perth
Roads Board.  For the gardeners who
came in from Wannerco the Perth City
Council a few years ago spent money for
the purpose of providing & stand with
kerbing so that the carts would not break
up the road. Everv one of those hawk-
ers, no doubt, was licensed outside Perth,
yet the Perth City Conneil had to
go to that expense, beside providing =
special service for clearing up the road.
The Minister said the bulk of fees were
ecollected by the Perth City Council. On
the contrary a great many were collected
outside Perth. The hon. member for
Perth (Mr. Dwyer) had suggested thal
the Minister was going to make himself
a czar. At any rate, the Minister was
going to find himself in serious trouble
in complying with the request of those 18
munieipalities, Tntil the Minister gave
some idea of what he proposed to do in
the matter of defining a main road, he
(the Minister) was hardly justified in
asking us to give away this large sum of
money. There was a false impression
that eertain municipalities were getting a
larger amount of fees than they were en-
titled to, but he {Mr. Allen} felt certain
that far more rond maintenance had to
be done for outside vehicles than for
those licensed in Perth. Take the amount
of traffic that went down to the Perth
gaods shed.

The Minister for Works: If all the
traffic goes there from everywhere, that
is a trunk road,
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Mr. ALLEN: Was the Minister going
to define it as sueh? As a matter of faet
probably the bulk of the roads in the city
conld be classed as main roads.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs:
the benefit from them.

Mr. ALLEN: Tt was not as though
that £1,400 was more than enough to do
the roads, and the money was being put
to some other uses. The sum of £1400
did not go anywhere; £14.000 was more
like the snm required. The crux of the
whole position was what the Minister
wns going lo define as a main road.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
had already been conveyed by him to the
Chamber that it was impossible in a
growing State to put into an Aet of Par-
linment the definition of a main road;
therefore it was not proposed that main
roads should be defined. The Bill' pro-
vided that main Toads ‘‘shall be de-
clared.” We would declare which roads
in the opinion of the experts were genu-
ine trunk roads, and then the license fees,
plus an amount voted on the LEstimates,
would be divided amongst the local au-
{horities for maintenance on a chainage
and width basis. The member for West
Perth said that we were going to take
away from Terth £1,400 and give noth-
ing in return. That was ineorrect. Perth
was not going to have all its streets de-
clared main roads. That was an unrea-
sonable request. Recently a deputation
from the Perth City Council waited on
him, and urged that all reads in Perth
should be declared main roads, but he re-
plied that that could not be done. There
wonld, however, be roads which would
be declared main roads. The member for
West Perth stated that there was a road
leading to the ratlway station, to and
from which all classes of goods were
carted, and that being so, that might he
declared a trunk road and wonld be so
subsidised. In eonnection with the de-
claration of trunk roads, Parliament each
vear would have the same right of eriti-
eism as it had now in connecton with the
distribution of votes under the Roads and
Municipalities Acts, Tt had also been
stated that the Minister was going to be

They are getting
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a ezar, but under most Aects of Parlia-
ment the Minister became a ezar.

Hon. Frank Wilson: He is not gotng
ta be; he is.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
leader of the Opposition was a czar until
the people removed him, and, if he lived
long enough, and had a lot of luck, he
might become a czar again. He was a
ezar inasmueh as under the Roads Act he
had to do certain things, but at the same
time he was subjeet to the eriticism of
Parliament, and it was beranse a Minis-
ter occupied sueh a position that he exer-
cised care, and did what he thought was
equitable and just. Wherever new re-
forms were introduced, there were always
lhose who attempted to read into them
many evils that would follow,

My, Dwyer : 1 admit the inpeach-
menl,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
member for Perth was included amongst
those who feared the elause, but his fears
were not justified. There was no need
to assume thal it was proposed to take
all the money from Perth and give noth-
ing in return. If an injustice were done,
the Minister would receive at the hands
of Parliament the treatment he deserved.
With regard to the conference, reference
to which had been made, it was not con-
vened, so far as his memory served him
hy the Minister; it way a voluntary con-
ferenre, or it was convened by some-
one outside Government ceontrol. and its
objeet was to overecome the diffienlties
in regard to the condition of the main
reads. The Perth City Council gave an
underiaking to maintain part of the
Perth-Fremasntle road, and it eould be
said without hesitation that the part
they undertook to maintain was one of
the worst.

Mr. Allen :
formation.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
road was reconstrueted and put in such
u state that the Government were justi-
fied in asking the city council to main-
tain it, and that body undertook the re-
sponsibility of doing so, but they had al-
lowed it to drift until even last winter
it was in a deplorable condition. The

Yes, owing to the had
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Bill would give a guarantee that main
roads wounld be adequately maintained,
and therefore he contended that the
clause was equitable and would enable
the Clovernment to so distribute the
license fees plas the subsidy voted by
Parliameat in such a manner as would
permit of the roads being kent up to that
standard we were justilied in expecting.
It had been said that the Perth-Fre-
mantle road was the only road that
should be mentioned in this Bill and the
mayor of Perth stated that if the Govern-
ment took it over and made it a Gov-
ernment road, or undertook its mainfen-
ance, there would be no agitation. That,
however, was incorrect. There were
agitations from all parts of the State
with regard to main roads. and while
this parfieular clause dealt with the
main roads in the metropolitan area, the
Bill was drafied to meet difficulties in
all parts of the State. It was provided
that the lieense fees should be ear-
marked and a subsidy paid on them, and
that main reads would be declared and
money would be spent on them. In re-
gard to the Perth-Fremantle road, the
local bodies with perhaps one exception
had neglected to assume their share of
responsibility. The Claremont roads
board. with less assistance iu the way of
raling powers than the other bodies,
had kept their portion of the road up to
a good standard, but even what the
Claremont hoard lLad done was small
when compared with the work of the Bel-
mont roads board. Anyone driving
along the main road through the Belmont
district would be strueck by the high
standard of maintenance,” comparatively
ppeaking, existing along that thorough-
fare between the Causeway and Guild-
ford. The Belmont board were taxzed
to a great extent, and the people were
penalised to keep that main road in &
good state of repair. That board claimed
that it was unfair to allow Perth to col-
lect all the license fees and that Belmont
should be saddled with the responsi-
bility of maintaining roads over which
those licensed vehicles travelled.

Mr. Allen : Perth does not colleet
them.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS :
Perth collects the major portion of the
fees, but if they did not collect all they
would not suffer an injustice. 1t was
because Perth knew that it was collect-
ing an undune share that it was protfest-
ing against the provisions of the Bill
As Minister, he was not singling ont
Perth for a speeial penalty; every local
body in the metropolitan area was being
treated alike. As the conditions woere
to-day it was unfair to expeet one loeal
body to maintain wmwaiu roads such as
the Belmont board had been ealled apon
to do for so many vears, and get such
little assistance. 1le c¢uuld not see his
way o amend the clause. Tn the new
elause which he proposed to move at a
later stage, it was outlined exacily how
a local body shonld distribute the money
it would receive, but it was impossible
in the Bill to define main voads. Those
who had eriticised the Bill had not given
hirn any assistance in that  direction.
He had appealed 1o the Perth City Coun-
cil and as the reply was that the Bill
was unfair he had asked them to suggest
an alternative.

Mr. Dwyer : Theve is a sugeestion on
the Notice Paper.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : That
suggestion was that he should ecarry ont
what he proposed to do under the Bill

Mr. Dwver: There is a basis laid
down.

The MINISTER FOR WUORKS : That
basis was not definite, What the hon.
member stated was that there should
he commissioners and that they shonld
be officers of the service in order that
they might assist in defining main roads.
That was exactlv what was provided in
the Bill. No one was justified in asswin-
ing that the Minister was capable of go-
ing into the claims regarding main roads
and taking upon himself the responsi-
bility of defining which were and which
were nol inain roads. That would be

the duty of the expert officers
who would visii every part of the
State and investigate these mat-

ters, and they would be ealled upon
to declare which were and which
were not main roads. Then the Minister
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wonld assume responsibility by acting
on the advice of his officers: it he dif-
fered from tiie oflicers he would again
have io take the responsibility.

Mr. Carpenter :  The expert officers
will eonsult with the loeal hodies,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: (er-
tainly, but it conld not be said that all
their views wonld be acted upou. The
Yocu! anihorities would be consulted as to
which they thought were main roads. and
where there was any doubt the expert
affieers would be guided by {he advice of
the lova! bodies. The clause was the
only selution of a difficult matter and
should he passed.

Mr. DWYER: The Minister was not
at all convineing in his argument for the
retention of the clause. It was uuneces-
sary to repeal what had been said on the
second reading in regard to the inadvis-
ableness of Ministerial” control in  the
wholesale fashion contemplated by the
elanse., 1l was a ity that in a Bill other-
wive ~o well drafted with a view to the
improvement of existing conditions, we
should have. a blot sueh as this clause.
The elonse conld ensily be exeised without
domg any harm to the Bill, and xome
means provided for dealing equitably
with the amnunts colleeted in the metro-
politan area hy way of fraflic licenses
and fees on vehicles, The Minister had
stated (hat the commissioners provided
for in his { Mr. Dwyer's) proposed amend-
meni were exactly the officers whom the
Minister iniended to appoint.

The Minister for Works: They are ap-
pointed.

Mr. DWYER: Bat it was necessary
that this should be set down clearly and
disiinetly in the Bill. As worded, the
clause was an unwarrantable exercise and
extension of Ministerial authority. The
Minister was made the licensing aunthority
for the whole of the metropolitan area.
Why shounld the metropolitan area be
gingled out for this special treatment?
Why was not Kalgoorlie and distriet, or
Northam and distriet, similarly singled
out? There was no reasen why the metro-
politan area should he sinzled out in this
fashion. Tt was unjust treatment. As
he had previously stated, the proposed
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system would place in the hands of a
Minister power which might be exercised
injudiciously, to say the least of it, When
a Minister had in bis hands the dispesi-
tion of all these licensing fees, wheh were
bound to reach immense proportions in
the course of time, he had a dangerous
power of influencing elections. It was
bad polities and bad principle that sach
power should lie in the hands of any
Minister, The Minister had said that
Perth, and perhaps Fremantle, were the
only places erying out,

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : Fremantle is not crying onf.

Mr. DWYER: It was to be assumed
that the memher for Fremantle knew the
requirements of Fremantle muech hetier
than did the Honorary Minister, who was
member for East Fremantle; for, after
all, Fremanile was the heart, of which
East Fremantle was merely one of the
winor arteries. Nor could the importance
of a place always be gauged by the value
of its representative in Parliament. Perth
was not the only place which was crying
out,

Hon. W. C. Angwin {Honorary Min-
ister}: Yes, it is.

The Minister for Works: It is.

Mr. DWYER: Perth was not the only
plaee which was erying out., The Min-
ister, in introducing the Bill, had made
special reference to Perth as a place re-
ceiving at the present time more than
its due share of license fees. The member
for West Perth had pointed out that the
streets of Perth were used by vehieles
from all the snirounding distriets. That
hon. member might have gone further and
said vehicles from all over the State.
Almost every street in Perth was being
used and worn by vehicles from all over
the State. If a return were compiled
with a view to showing what proportion
of vehicles nsing the streets of Perth had
their domicile, so to speak, in Perth, it
would be found that by far the larger
number came from oniside the muniei-
pality. Perth streets were not exclusively
maintained for vehicles domiciled in
Perth.

Hen. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : That applies to every town.
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Mr. DWYER: It applied to Perth with
convincing force. Apart altogether from
the injustice which under the Bill might
he inflicted on Perth there was another
reason for obhjecting to the ciause, namely,
that while ibe Minister in his proposed
amendment provided that the Governor
might proelaim any road to be a trunk
road for the purposes of the measure,
the Minister had nowhere laid down any
rules for the zoiernance of those officers
wha were to reeoigmend what roads should
be trunk rvads., Why did not the Min-
ister throw his cards upon the table and
pluy the game openly? It was necessary
to lknow what instruetions the Minister
wonld eive te his subordinate officers.
The Minister had complained ihat no help
had been given him, no suggestions
oifered, in connection with this matter.
He (Mr. Dwyer) had made a suggestion
which, althongii not perfect, would, if
adopled, help in rendering the measure
equitable towards all the several districts
conslituting the metropolitan area, He
had no desire thai Perth should be singled
out for specially favourable ireatment.
He simply wished that Perth, in cormmon
with the other loeal government bodies,
should receive justice under the clause.
His sugeestion was that the basis should
be clearly laid down as to what roads -
should be trunk roads, that the following
directions should be issned to the officers
entrusted with defining the trunk roads:—
That regard should be had to (1) the im-
portance of the road as an avenue of
traffic and eommunication, (2} the extent
to which the road was used by vehicles
generally, and (3) the residence and place
of business of users and owners of such
vehicles using the roads. If that basis
were adopted, something like an equitable
arrangement could be made for appor-
tioning the fees and other moneys to be
collected by the licensing authority for
the metropolitan area. Certainly some
such basis should be laid down. The
definition should not be in any sense hap-
hazard. This or some other satisfactory
basis of the definition of trunk ‘roads
should be unmistakably inserted in the
Bill. The consideration of the clanse and
proposed amendments should be post-
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poned uniil the rest of the Bill had heen
disposed of, by which 1ime some way out
of the difficully wonld probably have been
discovered after consnltation with the
officers.

The Minister for Works: They have
been at it for five years.

Mr. DWYER: If the officers were ex-
perls it was surprising (hat it should have
taken them so long to decide upon what
were and what were not trunk roads.
Surely it was net a task requiring snper-
buman intelligence ou ihe part of expert
officers. As a parallel instance of what

might happen. the Minister in eharge of

the Electoral Departmeni might determine
to snbdivide Western Australia into elec-
foraies without rezard to  pepulation,
geographical position. or anything eclse,
following nothing buf his own will and
pleasure. In ¢ases of the kind instrue-
tions - were usually issued as to the hasis
on which the electorates should he dis-
tribnted. A similar prineiple onght to
be applied in the defininy of trunk roads,
An ever-increasing revenue was lo he dis-
tributed in proportion to the mileage of
tronk road in each distriet. Tt was for
the officers to determine whieh were the
frunk reads, and it was neressary to eom-
munieate to those officors the ideas of
Parlinment as o e basis of the defini-
tion of trunk roads. Tn view of the erave
ininstice which, under the Bill, mizht he
inflicted. not only on the ceniral mumi-
eipalify, but also on ontside distriels, the
basis on which these trunk roads were
to he defined. should be laid down in the
Bill. Tn justice to the electorate he repre-
sented, and in view of his position as a
responsihle member of a  deliberaitve
Assemblv, and in view also of the strong
views he held as to the wrong principle
contained in the clause, he felt it to he
his duty to vote against it.

Mr. CARPENTER : The Honorary
Minister had interjeeted that the Fre-
thantle Municipal Couneil had refus<ed to
pass a motion objecting to this Bill. That
was literallv true, but the reason why the
eouncil did not earryv the motion was not
becanse it was 2 motion objecting to the
Bill, but hecause it contained a suggestion
which was impractieable.

(ASSEMBLY.]

Toe Bolum: Why jmyractienble?

Are, CARPEXNTER: The motion eon-
tained a propo<al {hat Fremantle should
e exeloded front the operation of the
B!l

Ilon. W, . Aogwin (Honorary Min-
isler): Could not (he wotion have heen
amended ?

Me, CARPENTER: That had not ae-
evwved to the epuneil,

Hon. W, C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): Oh yes, it did.

My, CARPENTER: The majorily of
the epuneil wonld have voted for the
“wdion objecting 1o the Rill it il had vot
epilained the proposal to exclude Fre-
mantle from the operation of the mea-nre,

My, Bolton: The majoritv of ihe people
of Fremantle would vole for this Bill.

M, CARPENTER: One would like to
know lLiow {he hon. member aseoriained
the mind ¢f the people of Fremantle. On
thi< point be knew (he mind of the people
of TFremantie hetter than the Lion, mem-
bier did, ITe did not want the Committee
io be misled as fo Fremantle's attitnde.
Therve wa< a strong feeling againsl this
partienlar portion of the Bill.

The Minister for Works: Which is the
RilL

My, CARPENTER: Tt was a very im-
nortant part to a Minister laoking for
revete or a redistribation of revenue.
Fremantle, in common with Perth. feared
that it micht not vet p falr denl in that
vadictribntion, and it was a pity if the
“Tinister had te irelude a provision of
thiz sort in the Bill. He did not think
there was another munivipality in  the
State whieh harl as muneh of its hahitable
area covered by Government buildingz,
and which had to pay for the upkeep of
roads and footpaths and for lighting for
(Government huildings. to the same extent
as Fremanile, Tt would have been a fair
prapaesition if the Minister had set that
expenditure off against anvthing that
Fremantle mizht eollect in excess of its
due. He had heard no one outside elam-
ouring for the Bill. So far as he eounld
understand. the whnle thing had hezun
and ended with the Mnister.

Mr, Munsie: You have heard com-
plaints about the Perth-Fremanile-road.
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Mr. CARPEXNTER: There had hbeen
eomplainis, but they were due to the fact
that the local bodies had neglected their
duty.

Mr. Munsie: This Bill will ecompel
them to do their duty.
Mr. CARPENTER: But with other

people’s money. However, he had never
heard of the Minister doing a wilful in-
justice to any portion of the State and
he was still hopeful that, if the worst
came to the worst, Fremantle would be
given a fair deal. Tt was satisfaciory to
hear from the Minister that his officers
would consult with the local bodies, who
would give them all the information they
required to prove that there was more
than one road euntering Fremantle which
could be classed as a main road. The
member for South Fremantle was in the
same position as he was, becanse he did
not know what roads mighi he classed as
main roads. He eould promise the Min-
ister that if there was not a fair allotment
there wonld be trouble for him in tMe
futnre.

Mr., WISPDOM: This clause appeared
to be the hest solution of a very great
diflicultx. He sympathised with the Min-
-jster in his stalement that he had not bheen
able to get assisiance in the definition of
a main trunk road. and the Minister had
apparently fallen back on the next best
thing. The suggestion made by the mem-
ber for Perth covered only to a small ex-
tent the considerations which wonld re-
quire to be borne in mind in deeciding
what should be declared tronk roads. Tf
this clanse passed, the Minister would be
inundated by claims from loeal authori-
ties all over the State to have certain
roads declared main trunk roads, and it
would be for him to decide which were
-entitled to be declared such, The Com-
mittee could dismiss at onee the argument
that Perth and Fremantle ocenpied places
_on the some parallel with the ontside dis-
tricts.  All cities, especially capital
_eities, were really centres to whigh great
traffic flowed from the outside distriels,
but it must not be forgotten that the ecity
reaped immense benefit from that traffic.
apart altogether from license fees. The

member for West Perth had referred to
°
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the traflie of dairvmen
deners, hut as the ¢ity would not allow
dairies to be operated within its boun-
daries, it must have the dairy earts eom-
ing info the ety or the people would he
withont milk, The revenue of the city
was contribuied to a large extent by the
traﬁic'from the =suburbs to the eity,
whereas the traftic in the snbnrhs was
mainly through traffie, from which the
local bodies derived no henefit.  The
Perth-Fremanile road was a striking in-
stance of the bad condition into which
many of the main roads had fallen
through the inability of local authorities
having a small revenue fo maintain them.
1t was impossible for the local anthori-
ties concerned to maintain the Perth-Fre-
mantle road efliciently with the funds
they had available for the purpose.
Apart from that, it was manifestly un-
just that they should be asked to do that
maintenance when the road was used
largely by traffic from which thev derived
no henefit whatever.,  Taken all ronnd,
the clause hefore the Canunittee met the
case as well as it conld be met, and if it
were struck out the most important por-
tion of the Bill wonld bhe destroyed. The

and market gar-

Jause was inserted fo remedy a cryine

injostice. and to distribute as fairly as
possible the revenne from traffie.in {he
directions where such revenne woulld do
the most good.

-Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. DWYER: With a view to testing
the feeling of the Committee on this
clanse and inserting more equnitable pro-
visions he moved an amendment—

That all the wards after “the” in line
one be struck out and the following in-
serted in lien:—*(1)} The Governor
shall from time to lime appoint three
ot more persons. being officers of the
public service, as commissioners. one
af whom shall be appointed chuirman,
under this Aet for the following pur-
poses :—(a) To define what roads

. within the metropolitan area ave trunk
roads for the purposes of this .det;

(b) to pay and divide to and amnngsi

the local awthorities of the districis
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and sub-districis comprised in the met-
ropolitan area in such shares and pro-
portions as may be determined on the
basis of the mileage of trunk roads
within the boundaries of such districts
ond sub-districts the fees paid each
year for licenses, transfers of licenses,
and registralions in the metropolitan
area under this Act or any regulation.
(2.) Any person appointed a commis-
sioner shall hold office at the will of the
Governor. (3.} In defining what is a
trunk road for the purposes of this
section regavd shall be had to the fol-
lowing :—(a) The importance of the
road as an avenue of traffic and com-
municalion; (b) the extent to which
the road is used by vehicles generally;
(c) the residence and place of business
of the users and owners of the vehicles.
(4.) The fact that a road is confined
within the boundaries of any one dis-
trict or sub-district shall not disentitle
it to be termed a trunk road. (5.) A
portion of o road may be o trunk road
for the purposes of this section. (6.)
The local authority of any disiriel or
sub-district within  the metropolitan
area may, if aggrieved by the share or
proportion of the amount received by
#i under ihis section, appeal to the Min-
tster, whose decision shall be final
24, (1) DNotwithstanding anything
kereinbefore contained, the commis-
sioners appointed under Section 23
hereof shall be the licensing authority
Jor every distriet and sub-disirict com-
prised in the metropolitan arca, and
shall have and may exercise thergin
such powers and discretions (under
this Act or any regulation) of or com-
cerning the issue and transfer of
licenses and the effecting of registra-
tions as are in other districis or sub-
districts vested in the local authorities.
(2.) All fees paid eachk year for
licenses or transfers of licenses or re-
gistrations in the metropolitan area
under this Act or any regulation (a)
skall be paid into the T'reasury to the
credit of an account to be called the
“Metropolitan Traffic Trust Account”;
(b) shall be chargeable before any dis-
tribution is made, under Clause 23
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hereof, with the costs of collection as
certified by the commissioners. (3.)
The warrant of the chairman of the
commissioners shall be sufficient autho-
rity to the Colonial Treasurer to make
any payment provided for under Sec-
tion 23 hereof. (4.) A return shall be
presented annually to Parliament show-
ing the amount gollected and the pro-
portions in which such amount has been
distributed amongst the districts and
sub-districts in the metropolilan area.”

Hon, FRANK WILSON : We had had
a few words from the Minister in connee-
tion with the extrsordinary powers
songht by him, and he (Mr. Wilson)
hoped that the electors represented by
the member for Fremantle would feel
he had done his duty and would accept
his few words as a settlement of all the
responsibility he carried in representing
their views. On the second reading he
(Mr. Wilson) had objected to this clause
because it was not drafted in a spirit
of equity so far as the metropolian au-
thorities were concerned. The great ef-
fort put forth by the member for Perth
to placate his electors was amusing.
That hou. member had denounced the
powers ontlined in the eclause as pretty
well equal to those held by the Czar
of Russia, and indicated that he was
going to do terrible things later on, and
now it was all boiled down te an amend-
ment, tantamount to what the Minister
proposed, that these extraordinary pow-
ers should be put into the hands of three
of the Minister’s subordinate officers.

Mr. Dwyer : Three members of the
public serviee.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : The Minis-
ter’s officials.

Mr, Dwyer : Not of the Public Works
Department.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : Who else
would be appointed? ‘That was a mar-
vcllous solution of a very difficult mat.-
ter, Neither the elause nor the amend-
ment of the member for Perth would re-
ceive his support. To get down to bed-
rock it was necessary to inquire into the
object, and the object undonbtedly was
to get the license fees of all vehicles
using the roads in the metropolitan aren
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into the hands of the Minister in order
that he might expend the mony on the
maintenance of certain roads. TIf it was
not for the position regarding the Perth-
Fremantle road there would never have
been such & proposal. This was a dras-
tic way to go abont repairing and main-
taining the Perth-Fremantle road, and,
notwithstanding the indignant denial of
the Honorary Minister that there was
any opposition from Fremantle or from
the Fremantle couneil, inquiry wonld
show that ithe member for Fremantle
was right in protesting on hehalf of the
members of that eouneil. It was ab-
solutelv impossible to define a main road
in such a measure unless the road was
named. Therefore, he was with the Min-
ister on that point.

Mr. Dwyer : You are living in hopes
of being Minister for Works later on.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : It was easy
to understand the hon. member casting
envious eyes on the Attorney General’s
sent. hut having been in charge of the
Works Department two or three times
he was eonient (o let others have it.

The Minister for Works : Leave it
with me for a few years,
Hon., FRANK WILSON : No, a few

montks, and then Lhe electors, with the
assistance of the citizens of Perth and
Fremantle. wonld remove the Minister
heeanse of their dissatisfaction with this
proposal-——

Mr. Monger : That is a eertainty.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : A position'

which the Minister now occupied with
80 mueh pleasnre to himself, if not dis-
aster Lo the State. The question was one
of Ministerial control and on that ac-
eount he was opposed to it. Why should
we take away from Perth, Fremantle and
the subonrban inunicipalities powers
which were left in the hands of. other
local authorities? The member for Perth
was not voicing the opinions of those he
represented, namely, the ratepayers of
Perth proper. They did not want either
the clause or the proposed amendment.
They wanted to reserve to themselves
these powers and to adminisler the issne
of licenses as heretofore and colleet the
fees. Tf Parliament endorsed the view

LA |

that these fees shonld be earmarked for
the speeial purpose of maintaining cer-
tain roads which mizht be designated
by proclamation main roads, why not go
to the Toot and legislate in that diree-
tion? There was neot the stightest ob-
jeetion on kig part to the ereater portion
of the fees being spent on the Perth-
Fremantle voad. IF the Minister had
propesed one or two clauses as outlined
by him (Mr. Wilson) during the second
reading providing that the fees should be
collected by tlle municipalities in the
metropolitan area and paid into the Trea-
sury to maintain eertain roads, the Min-
ister would have attained his object
without any frietion or in any way
tonching the dignity of the Perth or Fre-
mantle councils. and without setting up
a department which would become un-
wieldly and which would not receive the
persenal control of the Minister, because
that would be impossible on aecount of
his multifartous duties. No doubt, as had
been stated, the duty would develve upon
the chief officer in control of roads, so
that one officer would bhe =et up as an
autocrat to deal with these funds and
utilise them in addition to what the Min-
ister could persnade 'arliament to add
as a bonus—thoush it was difficult to
know where he would et the money—-
and distribute the sum on the different
roads in the metropolitan area from time
to lime declared as main or {runk reads.
That was highly ohjeciionable. We shonld
nut {ake away from fhe powers and fune-
tion< of municipalities one jota except to
compel them to do (heir dety in regard
to main roads fairly and equitably to the
sarrounding municipalities. That would
be ;roing far enough without establishing
what must shortly hecome a very big and
expensive department under the Minister,
one which would be vervy difficult to
handie, would create no end of friction,
wonld not give satisfaction, and would
pratably cost the bulk of the fees eol-
lected. As he had previously poiated out,
lhere was nothinz in the Bill to say
that those fees would be expended upon
the inaintenance of main roads. The
ineasure simply provided that the money
had i{o be paid int¢ the Treasury and
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then, at the diseretion of the Minisler, had
to be distributed back to the different
municipalities, going towards their gen-
eral revenue, so thai we were just as we
were hefore, except that we took some-
thing from Perth which it enjoyed to-day,
and said we would give a portion of it
to some olher municipality. The Ministey
had it absolutely in his diseretion to dis-
tribnte those fees back to the different
munieipalities as he thought fit and equit-
able. Now it was seen that the Minister
proposed some amendment, which speci-
fied that the money was to be used for a
special purpose, and also speecified that
this power of declaring main roads or
trunk roads, which he was now going to
vest in the Governor by way of pro-
clamation, could be revoked at will, so
we would have the peculiar position tbat
perhaps this year we wounld declare a
certain road to be a trunk road and get
some benefit in regard to its maintenance
by the Works Depariment, and next year
the chances were that the expert officers
referred to by the Minister would come to
the coneclusion that he had done all that
was necessary on that road and it should
be no longer declared a trunk road, but
some other road should be proclaimed a
trunk road, and so it would ge on until
the position was worse confused than
ever. The clause was, he considered, a
blot in that it was seeking to deprive
certain municipalities of powers which
had been vested in them He could not
go so far as to agree with the hon, mem-
ber for Perth regarding the “terrible
power” there was in the bhands of the
Minister to be used for the purpose of
getting support at election time, for, no
matter what the Minister did in the way
of placating .some local authority, he was
bound to offend some others; the honours
would be equally divided and so far from
getting political support, the chances were
the Minister would suffer.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Is there no fairness in
the loeal bodies at all?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: At the pre-
sent time we were talking about fairness
in the Minister. Perhaps the hon. mem-
ber did not think there was any fairness
in the Minister, although he (Hon. Frank
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Wilson) thought that occasionally there
was. As the bhon, member for Perth had
said the clause gave grounds for suspicion
and asked the Minister to throw his cards
on the table, why did not the Minister
do so?

The Minister for Works: My cards are
there—in writing in the Bill.

Hon, FRANK WILSON : The hon.
member for Fremantle had asked the
Minister to say a word or two to allay the
suspicion that this legislation had
aroused, but the request had not brought
forth more than the reiteration that the
Minister intended to put the elause
through. Doubtless he wonld put the
clause through all right; notwithstanding
the thinly veiled opposition of the two
hon. members who had taken the Minister
io task, the clavse was going through this
House; apparently the effort put up by
the two hon. members to show it was
against the wish of the ratepayers in their
respective electorates was not going to be
sufficient, and the hon. members would be
called to acecount for not having made a
more strenuous battle and taken stronger
means with the Minister on this oceasion
than they had done,

Mr. Dwyer: I think we are both more
ready to face our electors than you sre
to face yours.

Hon., FRANK WILSON : The hon.
member might think so; the hon. member
had been thinking a lot since he (Hon.,
Frank Wilson) had started his speech.
The hon. member would have to go on
thinking a long time before he made him
(Hon. Frank Wilson) afraid to face his
electors; he had been facing ihem for
many years now.

Mr., Heitmann : You do not faee the
same ones too many times.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : The hon.
member for Perth would probably find
there was no need for bim to stand again.

Mr. Dwyer : You will not have the
opportunity of drawing a line this time.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : The hon.
member would perhaps have that oppor-
tunity, and it would be seen what sort of
a fist the bon. member would make of
it. It was his infention to vote against
the clause and against the amendment.
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To make Lhis a reasonable measure and
without inflicting hardship on the muni-
cipality, we must leave the same power
with the meiropolitan municipalities as
we had left in the hands of the local an-
thorities outside the metropolitan area,
and pass a simple clause providing for
the expenditure of money approved by
Parliament on the roads whieh in the
opinion of the municipalities required
special expenditure.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
leader of the Opposition bad taken an ex-
traordinary attitude on the clause; he
had spoken the whole time in support of
it and finished up by opposing 1. The
leader of the Opposition first agreed to
pooling, as there must be pooling in order
to maintain the main roads. The hon.
member said the funds should be paid
into the Treasury, but insiead of the
Minister for Works distributing those
funds the local authorities should do it.

Hon, Frank Wilson: T did not say
anything of the sort.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : That
was exactly what the leader of the Op-
position did say.

Hon, Frank Wilson : N». T did not.
The Minister has not been listening.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS :
There was a conference to cousider the
proposition and 18 of the loeal authori-
ties decided on this method, but the leader
of the Opposition said be wanted to get
a more equitable deal for the city of
Perth and was going to leave it to those
other authorities to decide what should
or should not be main road. Would Perth
sooner leave it to him (the Minister for
Works) and officers of the Works De-
partment, or leave it to those other au-
thorities, and under which systemn would
Perth get the faireat deal ¥ Was the
hon. member for West Perth prepared to
accept the suggestion of the leader of the

- Opposition.

Hon. Frank Wilson : Of course he is.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: If
the hon. member for West Perth would
move it. he (the Minister for Works)
would adopt it.

Mr. Allen :
first.

Let us get rid of this one
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS : In
order that there might he no misunder-
standing, he would outline the sugges-
tion. The leader of the Opposition said
we must maintain our main roads, and
to do that we should pool the license fees,
which should go into the Treasury; the
fees having arrived at the Treasury, the
loeal authorities should then distribute
them.

Hon, Frank Wilson :
anything of the sort.

The MINISTER FFOR WORKS : If
the hon, member opposed the clanse and
said the matter should be left to the loecal
authorities after the funds were pooled,
how did he propose to do it? As a mat-
ter of faet the hon. member spoke the
whole time in favour of the elause, and
then because the clanse was introduced
by the Government he opposed it.

Hon. Frank Wilson : I did not sug-
gest anything about pooling.

The MINISTER FOR WOQRES : The
hon, member used the word deliberately;
he said ‘‘to pool.’?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Such a
thing was never suggested by him at all.
He had suggested that certain fees col-
lected for the licensing of vehicles were
necessary for the maintenance of certain
roads, termed main roads, in the metro-
politan area. We could legislate by &
simple clause that those fees should he
paid into the Treasury for that purpose.

I did not say

The Minister for Works : That is
pooling.
Hon. FRANK WILSON : It was not.

Angd that those fees should be used by
municipalities to maintain main roads,
and the unexpended balance, if there
was any, to be returned to the munici-
palities from which it was reeeived. There
we had a simple propesition. He could
understand the Minister being muddled,
as the Minister did not know what the
effect of his own Bill would be, but knew
he was going to create a stupendous de-
partment and take a mass of detail on
his shounlders Lhat he could noi super-
vise, and take away the administration
from loeal authorities who were the
proper hodies fo exercise the powers in
guestion. What was the good of the



1024

Minister trying to tie him (Hon. Frank
Wilson) into a knot in regard to pooling.
What the Minister was doing was fooling
the publie, fooling the munieipalities,
and fooling his own sapperters in trying
to get those excessive powers vested in
himself. Tt was not right to take away
from municipal authorities powers which
they had always exercised. It was pro-
posed to put the functions performed
week in and week out by the general
purposes committee of the city of Perth
into the hands of an inspector. The in-
tention of fthe Bill was unwieldly and
wrong. The simple proposition would be
for the municipalities to specify the roads
they had to wmaintain, earmark the money
for the purpose, and return any unex-
pended balance there might be to the
munieipalities.

Hon. W, C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : Will there be a balance?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: If there he
a balance, The extravagant manner in
which the Works Department was being
managed to-day would, he was afraid, pre-
vent a balance from being shown, and the
chances were that the State would have
to make good the deficiency. For these
reasons, he proposed to support the mem-
ber for Perth in striking out the words,
and then he would also vote against that
hon, member’s amendment,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
feader of the Opposition suggested that
all these fees should go to the Treasury.
That was pooling, but the hon. member
said it was not. And then he went on to
suggest that all the fees should be ex-
pended on the Perth-Fremantle road. Was
that his proposal?

Hon. Frank Wilson: Oh, go on, go on.

The Premier: That is one of them.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member wanted these fees spent on
the Perth-Fremantle road, and possibly
other 14ads,

Hon, Frank Wilson: Yon are getting
on.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Well,
the hon, mamber first suggested the Perth-
Fremanile road, and them other roads.
The Bill proposed that the fees should go
into the Treasury, and, plus a subsidy,
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should he spent on the Perth-Fremantle
road, and other roads. Therefore. the
leader of the Oppesition was arguing
favour of the clause, Then, to oppose the
elause, the hon. member suggested that
the eost of administration would be out-
rageous and that a big department would
he ecreated. There was no proposal to
eveate a department. The hon. member
asked wlky not leave it to the loesl
anthorities. There was nothing to preveot
that in the Bill; as a matter of faet that
was anticipated. The only thing the hon.
member bad anticipated under the Bill
was the appointment of an inspector, We
had inspectors to-day, conmsequently we
would not increase the cost of administra-
tion, because we would only be taking
aver for the whole of the metropolitan
area those who were appointed to-day for
a portion of the metropolitan area. There-
fore, instead of inereasing the cost of
administration, the Bill would actually
reduce it. The hon. member talked around
the elause, and then went back to it. while
the member for Perth did exactly the same
thing, The latter oppnsed the elause and
then introduced other words to bring into
existence that which the clause proposed.
The member for Perth declared that com-
missioners should he appointed. The only
difference between the suggestion of the
hon. member and that of the Government
was that the Minister would have expert
officers, and fhe hon. member wanted to
call them eommissioners. What was the
difference? The clanse was sound and
equitable, and there was nothing auto-
erati¢ in it. All the debate on the clanse
had really been in surport of it, and the
opposition had only ecome from members
who could not see the justice of it be-
cause they imazined the Government were
going to do an injustice to Perth. Perth
would only suffer if if was getting an
undure proportion. If it was not it ecould
not suffer,

Mr. DWYER: The Minister declared
that the snggestion he (Mr. Dwyer) had
made was practically what was in the
Bill.

The Minister for Works: And T am
supported in that by the leader of the
Opposition,



.

[9 Serremser, 1913.]

Mr, DWYER: Then he would have to
differ from bollh the Minister and the
leader of tle Opposition.

The Minister for Works: You are in
a hopeless minority this time.

Mr, DWYER: To illustrate what he
was about to say, he wounld ask members
to glance at Clanse 23 and the suggestion
on the Notice Paper. The Minister de-
clared that the suggestion was what he
andertook to do. It was only what the
Minister undertook to do, but we had no
further undertaking as to what his sue-
cessors might do. Tt was a widely differ-
ent thing to bave eommissioners with cer-
tain powers conferred upon them than to
have exira plenary powers placed in the
hands of the Minister. In this case he
(Mr, Dwyer) advocated the appointment
of eommissioners who would have to sub-
mit to Parliament an annunal report as to
their doings and in regard to the appro-
priation of funds. This point of differ-
ence arose, and it was really the crueial
peint of the proposed amendment. It
was that certain prineiples were placed
in the Bill which were fo guide the com-
missioners, or even the Minister, as to
what were and what were not main roads.
That was the point the Minister had
missed. When the commissioners or offi-
cers of the Works Department intended
to define what were main roads, they
would have to define them on certain
prineiples laid down in the Aef, The
Minister had conveniently forgotten that
point in the amendment, which was really
the most important point in it. The Com-
mittee should not legislate in that diree-
tion without laying down prineiples which
were to gunide and control the delibera-
tions of Government servants when they
were asked to declare what were and what
were not main roads.

The Minister for Works: Your defini-
tion is foo limited.

Mr. DWYER: That might be. He had
already said it was far from perfect, but
it was an honest attempt to do something
towards solving the problem of laying
down some rule for the guidance of the
public servanis who were to say what
were and what were not main roads.
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : The desire of the member for
Perth was that the funds should be de-
voted towards providing a board of com-
missioners.

Mr. Dwyer: Civil servants.
Hon, W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : No matter who the ecivil ser-

vants were, they wounld require other offi-
cers.

Mr. Dwyer: That is the fault of the
Bill.
Hon, W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary

Minister) : And if the civil servants were
formed into a board, in a very little time
they would have a large staff, and they
would use not only the license fees but
the whole of the Government subsidy in
their work of administration.

Hon., Frank Wilson: Would not the
Minister do the same thing®

Hon., W. C. ANGWIN
Minister): No.
Hon. Frank Wilson: Jolly near it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister): On many oceasions he had
approached the leader of the Opposition
when Minister for Works in regard to
grants for main roads. Did the Minister
go out and see whether it was necessary
for such a grant to be made? The Min-
ister senl one of his officers to report,
and he was guided by thai report and
acted accordingly. The same thing would
apply now so far as main roads were
concerned. The officers would report, and
if an injustice had been done, an appeal
could be made to the Minister, who would
see that justice followed. Hon. members
would also bave the opportunity of rais-
ing their voices in Parliament. When
the leader of the Opposition was Colonial
Treasurer, and submitted an estimate for
the maintenance of the Perth-Fremantls
road, a large majority of members op-
posed him strongly in making that pro-
vision from State funds. He (Mr. Ang-
win) supported him on that oceasion, but
the only difficulty was that the Treasurer
Yeft bim on his own, The then Government
though it advisable that they should alter
their attitude regarding the maintenancas

{(Honorary
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of this road. Fremantle, however, was
the priniepal port of the State, and all
roads led to Fremantle, so that every
main road mentioned was a Fremantle
road, and, for the sake of saving his own
vote, the hon. member at that time
thought it necessary {o promise Parlia-
ment that eertain action should be taken,
and that action was that the vote should
be reduced by 33 per cent. every year
until the tolal amount was wiped out.
This had been forced on him by his own
supporters. The subsequent result was
well known. It was known that the
main roads aveound Perth had been ne-
glected. It was necessary that something
should be done, and that these main roads
leading to Perth should be properly
maintained. The only way to do it was
by collecting the fees, pooling them and
distributing them over the main roads.
No better praposition had been brought
forward, As the representative of a
large portion of Fremantle, he had re-
ceived no eomplaints in regard to the
Bill. except from one source. The greater
portion of his electorate approved of the
Bill, although, of course, all those people
would be guite willing to see the elanse
knocked out if the Governmeat wounld
take over the maintenance of main roads
in its entirety, Of course Parliament
wonld not agree to that, nor would the
couniry. Therefore it was necvessary to
the maintenanve of the main roads that
the license feex shonld he pooled. [t had
been said that we were likely to rob
Perth of some fees, and that vehicles
from all parts of the State eame into
Perth. If it were not so it would he
a case of God help Perth, for Perlh de-
pended largely on the trade from the
country and snburban areas, which was
‘bringing in those vehicles to take ont the
merchandise sald.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What about the
vehicles going out?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : There were very few of them.
The vehicles used the main roads, and
those who had the responsibility of main-
taining those roads received very little in
fees. Many suburban vehicles. took. out
licenses in Perth as passenger vehicles, te

[ASSEMBLY.]

use the roads outside. Freyuently they
were refused licenses as passenger vehi-
cles because they had not paid the wheel
tax. That was wrong, and should he
avoided,  As an objeclion against the
clause it had heen urged that some towns
confained large public buildings and
other Government property. Even the
meber for Nortbam would not object
to the transference of a number of Gov-
ernment buildings from Perth or Fre-
mantle to Northam., The presence of
such buildings was a privilege to the
towns in which they were loeated, for
they not only hrought trade to the town,
but they provided employment in the
town and so increased the number of rate-
pavers. As a matter of faet, towns in
which large Government buildings were
loeated should he prepared to pay some-
thing for the privilege. He hoped the
clanse would be agreed to. The Bill was
absolutely necessary and it had the sup-
port of all the [oeal governing aunthori-
ties 1n the metropolitan area, with one ex-
ception.

The CHAIRMAN: An amendment
had been moved to strike out all the
words of the elanse afier “the”™ in the
first line, The Minister for Warks had
an amendment on the Notice Paper to
strike ont Subelause 4. I1i would he
necessary for the Minisler to move as an
amendment on ' the amendment that all
the words of the clause down to the end
of Subelanse 3 he retained.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: In
accordance with the Chairman’s sugees-
tion, he moved an amendment on the
amendment—

That the words “down to the end of
Subclanse 3% be added after the word
"‘he-”

* Amendment on the amendment passed.

Amendment_( Mr. Dwyer's) as amended
put, and a division taken with the follow-
ing result :—

Aves .. . ..o 14
Noes . .. . .. 28
Majority against .. 14
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ArgB,
Mr. Allen Mr. Monger
Mr. Broun Mr. Moore
Mr. Carpenter Mr. A. N, Pleses
Mr. Dwyer . Mr. S. Stubbs
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Wilson
My, Lander Mr. Layman
‘Mr. Male . tTeller).
Mr. Mitchell !

Nors,
Mr. Angwin Mr. 0'Loghlen
Mr. Bath Mr, Price
‘Mr. Bolton Mr. fcaddan
Mr. Colller Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Foley Mr, Swan
Mr, Gu.rd!uer Mr. Taylor
Mr. Gill | Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green . Mr. Turvey
Mr. Iludson Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnson t Mr. Walker
Mr. Johnsten "OMr. AL AL Wllson
Mr. Lewis © Mr, Wisdom
Mr. McDonald Mr. Heltinann
Mr. McDowall (Telier).

Mr. Munsfa l

Amendment thus nepatived.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS moved
an anendment —

That Subelause § Le struek onf,

Amendment passed.

Clause as amended put, and a division
taken with the following resulf:--

Aves .- .. .. 28
Noes .. .. o014
Majority for .14
AYES.
Mr. Angwin ¢ Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Balh Mr. Prica
Mr. Bolton Mr. Ecaddan
‘Mr. Collier Mr. B. J. Stvbbs
Mr. Foley Mr. Swan
Mr. GIH Mr. Taylor
Mr. Green Mr. Thomas
Mr. Hudson Mr. Turvey
Mr. Johnson Mr. Underwnod
‘Mr. Johnstor Mr. Watker
Mr. Lewlx Mr. A, A. Wilson
Mr. McDonald Mr. Wisdom
© M. MeDowall Mr. Heitmann
Mr. Mulleny (Teller®
Mr. Munsle
NOES,
Mr. Allen Mr, Monger
Mr. Broun Mr. Moore
Mr. Carpenter Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Dwyer Mr. 8. Stubhbz
‘Mr, ‘Harper I Mr. F. Wieon
‘Mr. Lander ! Mr. Layman
Mr. Male I {Teiler).

Mr. Mitchell

Hthy

Clause as amended thus paszed.

Clauses 24, 25—agreed to.

{lause 26-—Iffeet of rerulations and
by-laws:

Hon. J. MI'TCHELL: .\ camel used by
a prospeetor was not to be licensed, but
one useil for breeding purposes would re-
guire lo  be licensed.

The Minister for Works:
does not come inte traffie.

Hon, .J. MITCHELL : It was elear
according te the Fourth Sehedule that a
weedine camel would require to he
licensed, and that should not be.

The MINISTER WOR WORKS : TUn-
less a vehiele was on the rvads it was
nol required to be licensed, The same
thing applied to a camel. If a eamel
was on a statfon and was wsed only for
hreeding purposes, no license would be
requited. but many camels used for
breeding purposes were lso put into
traffiec, and, ilherefare, hreeding camels
could not he specifically excmpted,

Ton. FRANK WILSOXN ; The Fourth
Scliedule was explieit on this point, be-
canse it provided for a fee of £1 for
camels used for earryving zoods for hire,
of 10s, for eamels used tor draught pur-
poses for hire, and 7s. 6d, for eamels
“not used as ahove mentioned.”

The Minister for Works : Those are
riding camels,

Hon. TRANK WILSOXN ; The
schedule did not sav so. [t further pro-
vided that auy bull camel of three years
or over, no matter for what purpose it
was used, would be required fo pay a
license fee of £5.

The Premier : You cannot compel a
person to pay a license for a vehiele until
le uses it on the road, and it is the same
with a camel.

("lause put and passed.

Clauses 27 to 30—agreed to.

lanse 31-—Maximum weight of
hieles :

Mr, MALE (for Hon. H. B. Lefroy)
moved an amendment—

That the following proviso be added
to the clause:—“Provided that it shall
not be necessury under this section for
the brearing surface of the tyres of any

Not if it

ve-
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wheels to be more than six inches in

width.
Spearking on the second reading the mem-
ber for Moore had pointed ont that this
clanse might be imposing a hatdship on
the people in the North where they had
to cart for hundreds of miles and it was
necessary to put on as big a load as pos-
sible. In carting wool, a load of 10 or
12 tons might be put on a wagrpon and
it would not be advisable in those eir-
comstances Lo carry out the provisions of
this elause. To do so in some instances
would require an absurdly wide tyre.

Amendwment put and passerd; the clause
as amended agreed to,

Clause 32—agreed io.

Clanse 33—Name of owner and weight
of vehicle to be displayed :

Mr. MALE (for Hon. H. B. Lefroy)
moved an amendment—

That the following words be added
lo the clause:—*Nothing in this sec-
tion shall apply to any private pas-
senger vehicle not plying for hire and
ordinerily used for private passenger
purposes only, even if on any parlie-
ular ocecasion goods are carried in such
private passenger vehicle”

A similar provision appeared in the Vie-
torian Act. 1t should not he compulsory
for farmers and station owners using
private vehicles to have to comply with
the clause requiring their name and the
weight of the vehicle to be displayed.
Station owners who had private vehicles
going 50 or 100 miles into the town
often carried back goods or passengers
to a neighbouring station. Such vehicles
should not be brought under the law,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
amendment could not be accepted, be-
cause if a dozen people were riding in
a vehicle the damage done to the road
would be as great, irrespective of
whether the occupants were members of
one family or of several families, Tt
would be distinctly unfair to include the
provision and it would be dangerous be-
eause it would amount to an invitation
to people to use their vehicles in com-
petition with licensed vehicles. Each
vebicle used the road in the same way.

{ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. J. Mitchell :
extent.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Mr. Broun : Clause 33 does not ap-
ply.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Then
where was the need for the amendment?
The clause applied only to vehicles con-
structed to carryv goods and passengers.
It was possible to get a wagonetie built
for careving passengers and another for
& private family, but to exempt the lat-
ter would be unfair.

Mr. BROUN: Apparently theemember
for Moore had misinterpreted the clause,
because ‘‘ passenger vehicle'' was defined
as one used to ply for hire. Therefore
a private buggy would not have to com-
ply with the elause.

The Minister for Works : It would not
apply to buggies.

Mr. MALE: If the Minister was sure
that the eclause wonld mnot apply to
buggies, that would meet the difficulty.

The Minister for Works: It was never
intended to.

Mr. MALX: Suech things did happen,
even when they were not intended. In

Not to the same

. Vietoria the necessity for the amendment

had been realised.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Would
the inspectors penalise people for doing
n thing oncef

Mr. Monger: Most of them would.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
most of the eivil servants wounld do as he
told them, he would be pleased, as the
Rtale would get better results. A eivil
servant did not deliberately do wrong,
and an inspeetor would not penalise the
owner of a vehicle hecause he had once
happened fo carry a hag of chaff. A
similar point had heen raised by the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington in regard to
the licensing of a vehicle built in Perth
and travelling over the roads to get to
the farm. No inspector would enforce
the clause in question because on one
oceasion something was done which might
bring the owner of a vehicle within the
scope of the law.

Mr, 8, STUBBS: Would the Minister
assure the Committee that any farmer
driving from the market town in a wagon-
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ette and earryivg some parcels was not
required to put his name and address on
his vehicle! Aecording to his own read-
ing of the clanse su¢h a person would be
exempt, '

The Minister for Works: Of eourse he
would.

Mr, 8. STUBBS: The Minister's ex-
platation was clear that drivers of
vehicles carrying passengers and pareels
for {hemselves need not be licensed or
have their names on the vehicles.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
clause would not apj by to buggies and
vehicles used for privale purposes, buf,
in the case of a wagonette carrving a
number of people rcwularly, the clanse
would apply.

Mr. Alen: A family wagonettee?

The MININTER FOR WORKS: 1f 1t
was carrying a number of people it should
come under the measure. Tn tle case of
A buggy going inte the town easnally and
carrying privale persons and their par-
cels, it would not apply, but he would
not go to the extent of raving that it
wounld not apply in the case of a wagon-
ette  belonging to private individuals
irrespechive of how mueh it used the
roads. Taking the ordinary farmer’s
vehicle in the ordinary course of his busi-
ness the clause wonld not apply.

Mr, TAYLOR: The Minister was cer-
tainly right insofar as the interpretation
of “passenger vehicle™ was concerned, but
be was wholly wrong in regard to the
interpretation of “vehiele”  Aeceording
to the definition clanse, “vehicle” ineluded
every deseription of vehiele and it must
include the vehicle deseribed by the mem-
ber for Wagin. Any means of convey-
ance must be a vehicle and, in face of the
definition, Clause 33 could not decide the
point. The Minister might explain the
matter.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member had not read far enough,
because there was a definition of “goods
vehicle” which specified a vehicle nsed for
the earriage of goods for reward. If
goods were being carried for reward, the
name of the owner of the vehicle must be
displayed.
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Jir. TAYLOR : The Minister could not
liave noticed the interpretation of vehicle
which included every description of
vehiele or locomotive engine or machine
with certain exceptions; therefore all
kinds of vehicles must be ineluded whether
they were used to carry only a driver or
a family, If any vebicle was once used
on the road it must come under Clause 33.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The idea of the
member for Moore was to exempt such
cases as one farmer ohliging ancther by
accasionally earrying a bag of flour or
something of the kind. Tt should not be
necessary to pay a special fee or display
the owner's name on the vehicle as in the
case of those who carried for reward. No
inspector would question the right of one
farmer to carry for another, even if a
small reward was paid, but the amend-
men had heen moved to make the posi-
tion elear,

Mr. WISDOM : The Minister had ex-
ylained that it was not his intention that
anyone simply earrying goods for his own
convenience and not for hire should com-
ply with this clawse, but the word
“vehiele” had been used instead of the
words “goods velnele  If the words
“o0o0ds vehicle” were inserted the difficalty
would be overcome,

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
clanse was clear, as it specified a vehicle
eonstrneted to carry goods.

Mr. Wisdom: Say “for bhire or reward.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
interpretation elanse mave that and it
preveried this clanse from applying as
hon. memhers feared it would.

Amendwent put and negatived.

Claise put and passed.

Clauses 34, 35—agreed to.

Clause 36—Vehicle to be weighed if
rerjuired:

Hon, J. MITCHELL moved an amend-
ment—

That the following proviso be insert-
el at the end of the clause—"Provided
this section shall not apply if the owner
has a eertifivate of the weight of such
wagon fiom any inspeclor, and the
distanre to the nearest weighing machine
erected, or recognised by, the local
authority is greuter than two miles.”
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The Minister would see that this was
reasonable. If the waggon had been
weighed by any inspector the certificate
should be sufficient, and if the vehicle
was miles from the nearest weighbridge
no hardship should be placed on the
owner.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
amendment could be accepled.

Amendment pat and passed; the clanse
as amended agreed to.

Clause 37—agreed to.

Clause 38—Licensing of drivers:

Mr, BROUN moved an amendment—

That after “molor vehicle” in ling 1

the words "“for hire” be inserted.

His object was to protect owners of ears
used other than for hire from paying a
double tax; that was, having to pay a tax
for the motor itself and for the license to
drive the ear, as that would be 1o a certain
extent a hardship, especially to people
in the conntry. The wife or daughters of
& motor.- car owner in the country were
often able to drive the car, and in such
cases they wonld have to take out licen-
ses, which, in his opinion, would not be
fair.

My, WISDOM : While sympathising
with the hon. member for Reverley in
his eontention that it mizht he a haridship
on the family of owners if individual
members had to take out liccnses, he
thought the clause was necessury, not
only in the case of wvehieles usad for
hire, but in the case of drivers who were
employed by the owners of cars. 'The
personal license of chauffeurs had been
a great advantage and a protection tn the
owners of cars. It had worked excel-
lently in Fingland as a restraint and a
eheck upon chauffenrs, There was neo
donht that the fear of a license being
endorsed or cancelled was the greatest
means of restraint on reckless driving
by chauffeurs, and for that reason he
thought the owners of cars were entirely
in favour of the licensing of paid
drivers. He bhelieved the Automobile
Club of Western Australia looked with
- favour on the licensing of sueh drivers.

Mr. 8. STUBBS : No doubt the Min-
ister would agree that if he had a motor-
ear of his own and the members of his
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family, including his wife, learned pro-
perly how to drive that car, that he
would think it a hardship if he were
called upon to pay a license fee for each
member of his family who learned to
drive 2 car and went out Inr pleasure.
The amendtnent ought to mz2et with the
approval of the Committes. If a man
was getiing a living by driving a motor
car, he should pay a license fee in addi-
tion to the tax on the wheel. Having
once paid his license fee it would be a
hardship on o man if he had to pay for
three ar four licenses for members of his
familv. In the ecountry districts the
members of numerous families had learned
by experience how to drive a ecar care-
fully and well and it would be a hard-
ship if each one of them had to pay for
a license, If an accident happened, it
would he easy to ascertain the owner of
the car from the number.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
amendment was not one which he eould
accept. He eould understand hon, mem-
bers opposing the amount of the fee, but
could nut see why the driver of a pri-
vate motor car should be exempt from
a license. The license fee was not im-
posed for the sole purpose of raising re-
venue, hut to give some pgvarantee of
safetv to the general publie. A person
would have to demonstrate ability to
drive a car.

Mr. 8 Stubbs: To whom?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In
country disirieis to the loeal authorities.

Mr. S, Stubbs : They may not know
anything about a ear.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
were uniform regulations dealing with
motor traffie. and the driver was sup-
posed to know those regulations and drive
according to them. There were a num-
ber of persons who attempted to drive
motor cars, and ecould not do so.

Hon, Frank Wilson : Many persons
cannot drive a horse,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
difference was that if they could not
manage a horse they got injured them-
selves ; if they could not manage a motor
ear they hurt someone else. The license
was imposed ns some guarantee that they
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Ynew something about a mator ear before
they drove one. The amendment would
exempt those who did not understand
# molor car, and those who drove only
at irregular periods were not so expert
as the man whe drove for hire, The
owners of private cars were in proportion
less expert than those who might he
called professionals, or men driving for
reward, or who were betng paid a fee
by the owner to drive a ear for his
safety,

Mr. Heitmann : So far as safety is
concerned, you will find fewer aceidents
with amateurs than with experts,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Thut
he was not prepared to.admit, but he con-
gidered the amateur was more dangerous
to the geuneral publie than the profes-
sional was.

Mz, Heitmann @ Familiarity breeds
contempl, und they take risks.

The MINISTER I'OR WORKS : That
did not apply in motor driving. {Gener-
ally speaking aecidents were more likely
to happen with the inexperienred driver
than with the experienced driver. Tn the
city of London there was exactly the
same provision; in that population of
taillions evervone driving a car had to he
licensed and it was the sanie here. Tt
was not a question of the population
bhut the safety of the population, irrespec-
tive of numbers. He conld understand
hon. memhers protesting against the
amonnt of the license fee, but when they
wanted {o exempt the driver from hold-
ing a license he could not agree with
them at all, as he did not consider it was
in the interests of the travelling publie
that thev should be exempt.

Hon, J. MITCHFELL : 1t could be
well understuod that the Minister wanted
drivers to submit to some test hefore
driving motor cars in the cily of Perth,
or even at Claremont, or Fremantle, but
in the country it was not necessary. The
average man who had a motor car was
very careful indeed. The clause wonld
cause a good deal of annoyance and some
hardship, and would not do much good.
In some families mothers and the child-
ren learnt to drive ears, and was it pro-
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posed that each one shouldl pay  the
license Ffee ?

The Minister for Works: I want them
atl to be competent to drive.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: As far as the
couniry was concerned, at anv rate, there
shouldl not be a license fee charged.

The Minister for Works: The amend-
ment exempts everyone, in the town and
eounfry,

Hon, J. MITCHELL : Wonld the
Minister agree to esempt those outside
the metropolitan area?

The Minister for Works: I have some
rezard for the safety of the people in
Northam,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Minister
should consider the amendment, becanse
the Bill wonld work a bardship upon a
seetion of the people without imposing
a benefit on anyone.

Mr. B, J. STUBBS: The amendment
wanld not acecomplish what the member
for Beverley desired. Hvervone realised
that some control should be exercised
over those who drove motor vehicles in
the country or in the city. Tt would be
unwise to allow anyone. irrespective of
their ability to manage these vehicles to
be in charge of them without paying a
license fee. bnt lie could see Lhat a hard-
ship would be imposed on members of
families, if everyvone had to pay the
license fee provided for in the Bill. The
matter eould be overcome by providing
that one fee should cover everv member
of the family who might have Jeamt to
drive, but all should be compelled to un-
dergo a test. Apart from that, however,
the fee for the license was fairly high,
Tt should be nomtnal.

Mr. BROUN: The Minister might
agree to an amendment that the owner of
the ear, or any member of the family,
might be exempt from paying the license.

The Minister for Works: Provided
they demonstrate their ability to drive.

Mr. BROUN: How would the Minis-
ter prove that? It was a very simple
matter to learn to drive a car.

The Premier: Tt is a matter of know-
ing what to do in exceptional circom-
stances,
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Mr. BROUN: If a proviso were added
exempting a private owner, or any mem-
ber of his family, it wonld be found that
no accidents would oeeur., The owner of
a private car always refrained from ex-
ceeding the speed limit and never did
anything which would he likely to dam-
age his car.

The PREMIKR : What the hon. mem-
ber desired was a reduction of the license
fee.

Myr. Broun: Not necessarily,

The PREMIKR: And that there should
be some difference between the amount
paid by a private owner and the man
who was using his car for the purpose of
making a living., Under those cireum-
stances a different fee might be charged.
The owner of a private ear must he
licensed, otherwise the object of the
clause would be defeated, If a man were
licensed and lie committed an offence it
would be possible to prevent him repeat-
ing it by removing his license. Whether
the fee was too high or not was for the
Commniftee to deeide. Everv person who
ran a ¢ar on the highways should be c¢om-
pelled to take out a license, and it would
not be a diflicult matter for a man who
was able fo run a car to find 10s. with
which 1o pay the liceuse fee. Tt might,
bowever, he a different mafter in the case
of a man who was earning a livelilwod
with the aid of a car. Tf an hon, member
desired that every memher of a family
should learn to drive. then all should
comply with the conditions, and if there
were ten in the family it would eost only
£5, and the head of the family would be
getiing oft eheaply. A motor ear conld
not be taken on the highways in any part
of the British dominions unless the driver
was in possession of a license, and that
license had to be produced at any time.
There mugl he some method of preventing
reckless driving of motor ears in this
State.

Mr. Broun: Taking out a license will
not prevent it.

The PREMIER: That was {rue, but
the fear of losing the license would have
a good effeet, The proposal in the Bill
was in keeping with the law in every
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oilier part of the world where motor cars
were run apon the highways.

Mr. BROUN: In ihe eountry towns
to-day eheap ears were necessary’ factors
and in many instances they were only
used to run into town onee a week. It
was a different thing where cars were
required for everyday use.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 39 to 43—azreed to.

Clause 44—Notice of traction engine:

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Was it neces-
sary that notice should be given in every
case?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
clanse provided that notice should be
given before driving a traction engine
through any township, Tt was not &
diffieult matter to give such notice. All
knew the danger of rushing a traction
engine throngh a town withont notice.

Hon. J. Mitchell: You limit its speed
to two and a half miles an hour.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
very presence of such an engine was suffi-
cient to frighten horses. Tt was recog-
nised throughout the world that notice
should be gtven hefore a traction engine
entered a town. One ohjeet of the clanse
was lo impress upon drivers of traction

engines the necessity  for exereising
special care.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: There were

many instances of several small town-
ships being controlled by the one local
authority. Suppose it was desired to
drive a traetion engine throngh Tammin.
Would the driver be required to give no-
tice to the roads board seerelary at Meeck-
ering?

The Minisier for Works: Tf there is no
local authioity domiciled in Tammin the
provision would not apply to that place.

Hon, J. MITCHFELL: The office of the
loeal authority domiriled in Tamwmin the
sttuated at Meckerinz., The elanse should
he rendered reasonable.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
there was no [ocal auwthority in a town
the preseribed notice conld not be given.
Notiee would bave to be given in respect
to Kellerhorrin, hecause there was there
a loeal anthority, but, there being no toeal
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authority at Doodlakine, a traciion engine
<could pass through thal town without
notice. The provision would only apply
wliere toeal anthorities were domieiled.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: Under ile clause
a driver wishing to take his engine
Through Cunderdin or Tammnin would be
required to give notice 1o the roads board
seerelary at Meckering. Of course no-
body would ever bother to ubserve such
-a elause, It was further provided that the
roliee should be net less than three hours
nor moere than 48 hours,

The Minister for Works: The provision
gives the loeal authority a chanee to say
whether its bridges and culverts ean with-
stand the weight of the engine.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: In a great many
small towns it wounld be imnpossible for
the notice to reach the local anthority
within the 48 hours as preseribed. In
gome instanees 1he provision would be
nseful as enabling the loeal authority in
a town like Northam fo direct that the
engine should take a eertain ronie when
passing through the town in order to avoid
trafic or a bridge of queslionable
strength, However, such instances would
not often oceur,

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON : The Minister
for Works might well econsider the point
raised. Under the interpretation clause
“lgeal anthority” meant municipality or
roads hoard. If the provision were
allowed to stand it would mean that a
man who desired to enter Bellevue with
a traction engine wonld have to leave his
engine three miles outside while he went
into Bellevoe and sent notice up to Lion
Mill, where the local authority was domi-
ciled, after which he would be required
to wail three hours.

The Minister for Works: No.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Of course that
was not the wish ¢f the Minister. It was
quite clear that the member for Northam
had found a weak point in the Bill,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
loeal anthority must be given some pro-
tection against traction engines. It was
impossible to limit the provision to cer-
tain towns. The clause provided that
before entering a town with a traction
engine notice must be given to the local

1033

authorily.  Of course i there was no
loeal authority the elanse would nut apply.

Mr. E. B. Johuston: The loeal auihority
might be 30 miles away.

The PREMIER: 1 was to lhe venmem-
bered that a traction engine wa< not a
motor car or cyele which ran about from
point to point at a moment's notice. A
traclion engine set out with a defnite
object in view, for llie parpose of doing
some class of work, which, probably, was
arranged (davs or weeks ahead. All thal
the owner required to do hefore starting
his engine on ifs journey was to mnolify
the various local authorities that at a
certain time on a given dav the engine
would be passing through eertam towns.
Upon receipt of the notice the loeal
authorities could direct the owner of 1he
engine to take a certain ronte throngh the
town in order to avoid traffie, or it might
be, to avoid passing aver a eulvert o~
bridge regarded as unequal to the strain
mnposed by a traction engine.

Alr. 8. Stubbs: Not long ago, T saw a

huge fraction engine drawing tremendous

loads of wood and it was used daily.
What would happen to it?

The Premier: The driver could give
notice to the local anthority each day.

The Minister for Works: EHe wonld
simply write to the local authorily to say
that for the mnext month he would be
through a partienlar town every day.

Hon, J. MITCHET.L: The clause pro-
vided that the notiee shonld be not more
than 48 hours old. Yater on traction
engines would be as plentiful as motor
cars were to-day, and there would also
be road trains which would be just as
useful as Government railways. Already
there were many fraction engines in the
State, and it was surely just as necessary
for the Premier to give notice that he
intended to run his motor car through a
town as it was that traction engine-drivers
should give such notice. He moved an
amendment— *

That after Subclause 1 the following
proviso be added:—Provided that such
notice shall not be necessary unless the

office of the local authority is in such
township.”
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Hon. FRANK WILSON : The
Bill would be Thetter without the

clanse altogether. The Premier’s visit
to the Old Country must have taught
him that these traction engines
carrying goods were to be counted
in tbousands in the streets of London. In
the definition, traction engine meant “any
vehicle not being a wmotor vehicle which
is propelled by mechanieal power,” so
that ordinary steam trolleys such as had
been used for some time by the Swan
Brewery would come under that defini-
tion, and it was manifestly absurd to
compel a delivery wagon of that deserip-
tion to give not less than three hours or
more than 48 hours’ notice beforé going
into the streets to deliver goods. The
clause was not going to achieve the object
which the Minister anticipated, for, whilst
it might prevent a certain bridge or enl-
vert from being ufilised, it would restriet
commerce by interfering with the earry-
ing of goods to and fro by mechanical
power. He suggested that the Minister
should allow the elanse to he struck out,
or, if he insisted upon retaining i, in
order to apply it specifically to ordinary
traction engines, he should insert a pro-
viso that to traction engines ordinarily
engaged in delivering goods in a town-
ship the clanse should not apply.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Whilst not prepared to aceept the amend-
ment moved by the member for Northam,
he would consider the proposal made by
the leader of the Opposition. It might
be necessary fo make another inter-
pretation to cover vehicles that usually
plied in one given township, as in the
case of the Swan Brewery’s motor de-
livery van.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The Minister
might also at the same time look into the
previous clause,

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. WISDOM: Two and a half miles
per hour was rather a low rate of speed
for traction engines and was a quite un-
necessary restriction. A reasonable re-
sirietion would be about four miles per
hour,

The Minister for Works : If yon move
it I will aecept it.
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Mr. WISDOM noved an amendment—
That in Subclause 3 “two and a
half” be struck out, and the word

“four” ingerted in lieu.

Hon., Frank Wilson : That does not
apply to these delivery waguons?

The Minister for Works : No; I will
look into that.

Amendment passed ; the clanse as
amended agreed to,

Clanses 45 tn 48—agreed to.

Clause 49—Disqualifieation :

Mr. WISDOM : TUnder this eclanse
two years disqualification must be the
penalty on a third convietion. It wonld
be harsh to make that a bhard and fast
rule. If a person was convicted of
trivial offences, he would be prevented
from earning a living for two years. Tt
should he left to the magistrate to take
all the cireumstances of the offence into
eonsideration. .

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : There
would be no objection to reducing the
term to twelve months as that would
tench an offender a lesson. Two years
was rather drastic, At the same time this
was the penaliy on the third convietion,
Tf the safety of the general public was
at stake, it was questionable whether a
man shon!d not he severely penalised or
even disqualified for life if he persisted
in such eonduet. He would agree to mini-
mise the penally, but he desired the Bill
to indieate to Lhe justices that disquali-
fication mnst follow after three eonvie-
tions.

Mr. WISDOM : Tt would have been
proferabie to him ta retain the two yvears
disealifieation as a auide to the justices,
and to lave made it optional. If the
Minister objected to that, he would ac-
cept the lesser penalty. e moved an
amendment—

That in line 2 “two years” be struck
out and the words “one year” inserted
in lieu.

Amendment  passed; the clause as
antended agreed to.

Clause 50—Powers of road authority
to recover expenses of heavy or extra-
ordinary traffic :

Mr, TCRVEY: TUnder the -clause
power was given to recover expenses of
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heavy or exiraordipary traffic. In ad-
dition to this, was it proposed to impose
a special fee for heavy traffict TUnder
the Rnads Act power was wgiven to the
local anthorities to impose a speecial fee
on heavy ftrafliec.  Consequently, the
various loeal authorities imposed differ-
ent fees and placed an entirely different
interpretation upon the definition of
heavy traffic. Some imposed a wheel tax
to the extent of £2 a wheel. One roads
board, he believed, desired to make it
sormething like £12 a wheel. Where heavy
traffic, caused considerable damage to
roads, it was necessary for those earry-
ing on such traffic to pay an increased
wheel tax, and the majority would agree
to an increase of 50 or even 100 per
cent. When, however, a roads board pro-
posed to increase the tax to the rate of
800 per cent., it was little wonder that
people elamounred against the powers
which had been granted in the past. If,
in addition to this clause, power was
given to impose an extra fee for heavy
traffie, it would be unfair.

The Minister for Works :
proposed.

Mr. TCRVEY : Then he understood
that the owner of a vehicle engaged in
heavy traffic would pay the same license
fee as aby other vehicle of a similar na-
ture, and if any extraordivary damage
was caused there would be power to re-
cover. Was that so?

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS : There
was no difference in the fee but this
clause wis intended to make it possible
for the local authorities to collect a
special impost from those who did special
damage to the roads. This would take
the place of the provisions in the Roads
Act dealing with iraffie, and those pro-
visions wonld eease to exist when this
measnre came into operation.

Clanse put and passed.

Clause 31—agreed to.

Clause 52—Penalty for unauthorised
use of vehicles :

Mr. PRICE : The Minister should
give somt explanation of this clause. It
seemed to be a matter which really ought
to come under the Criminal Code.

That is not
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
object of the eclause was to assist in
putting down joy riding. Considerable
damage had been done io cars and proper-
ty and individuals by people taking charge
of cars which they had no right to use.
The object of the clause was to give a
direction in the Traffie Bill that cars
should not be so utilised, and if they
were, this special penalty was provided.
This would give traffic inspectors control
without leaving it to the police in a gen-
eral way to supervise whai, under the
Criminal Code, would be regarded as the
theft of a motor car.

Mr. WISDOM : With the clause lLe
agreed, but he was surprised to hear
that it was intended to put down joy
riding, There was nothing in the clause
to prevent joy riding, and he proposed to
move a new clause later on to deal with
that matter. The flaw in this clause
was that the person who usually did the
Jjoy riding could give permission to some-
one else to go joy riding. The clause
would fail in this objeet, although it
would be useful in other respeects.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
wouwld be no objection to the striking out
of the words “or person in charge of a
vehiele.” If the hon. member, while away
on a trip, left his car in charge of some
person, action could not be taken under
this claunse against such person for joy
riding without the c¢onsent of the owner
and the cwner would not be here to assist
the prosecution. The person in charge
was the owner for the time being, and
unless these words were inserted there
would be some diffienlty. He was not
keen on the clause at all, becanse he did
not think it wonld put down joy riding,
but it was copied from Victorian legisla-
tion, in which it had been inserted for
this special purpose.

Mr. WISDOM: The Minister failed to
realise that if & ear was left in charge of
some person that would imply consent on
the part of the owner. In the case of joy
riding, the only one who conld acquaint
the authorities of the fact was the owner
who desired to put a stop to the practice.

The Minister for Works: If you were
in England yon could not give the an-
thorities notice.
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Mr. WISDOM:
left in eharge.

The Minister for Works: That is why
the words are put in.

Mr, WISDOM: That implied consent.
Joy riding as a rule was done by the
chauffeur, and he was the person in charge
of the car. If the chauffeur gave consent
to a chauffeur friend to go joy riding, it
would be impossible to get a conviction.
As he was afraid this clanse would not
be likely to prevent joy riding, he had
prepared one which hg ealeulated would
do so. He would like to see the existing
elause remain in the Bill and have his
own as well, so as to make assurance
doubly sare.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
was not his intention to have the two
clauses, If the hon. member for Clare-
mont would put his proposition on the
Notiece Paper he (the Minister for
Works) was prepared to consult the
Crown Law anthorities to see whether it
wonld meet the case better than the one
prepared by the Parliamentary Draughts-
man. In the event of it doing so, he
wounld b prepared to delete the existing
clause with a view to inserting that of
the hon. member.

Clanse put and passed.

Clause 53—Roads may be closed:

Mr, BROUN: Why was this clavse in
the Bill at all, as the loeal authority was
already given power under the Roads
Board Act ?

The Minister for Works: This will
come out of that Aet.

Mr. MALE: Why was dual econtrol
given over the roads, end why was the
Minister to have the right to overrule the
local aunthorities in this matter? It ap-
peared that if the local authorities said
the road was safe or unsafe, the Minister
eould come along and alter that decision.

The Mirister for Works: No. Sub-
clause 1 gives the Minister power and
Subelanse 2 gives power to the local au-
thority. We must give the Minister
power as tnere are certain roads which
be wants control over.

Mr. MALE moved an amendment—

That after “control,” in Subclause 2,

the words “but any order made by a

A person would be
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local authority hereunder may be on-

nulled by the Ministier” be struck out.
That would have the effect of preventing
dual control so far as Subclause 2 was
coneerned.

Amendment put and passed; the clanse
as amended agreed to.

Clause 54—agreed to.

Clanse B5—Application of Act to
Crown and local authorities:

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: Was it intended
to exempt the driver of a Government
motor-car from the necessity of being
licensed? It would not be right o do so
as those were the very people who should
be licensed, especially after a Ministerial
pienic. From the clause it appeared
clear that the driver of a Government ear
would not need to be licensed.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
position was that where the Government
eame into eompetilion with irading eon-

eerns, the vehicles used were licensed.
The Crown was wusually exempt,
not only in conneetion with licenses

for motor cars but in various eother
ways, and of course he wus not pro-
pared to insert in this Bill what was not
found in any other applying to taxation
or raling with regard to Government pro-
perty.

Mr. BROUN: The drivers of Govern-
ment cars should be made to have a
license.

The Minister for Works: I do not know
that there is any ohjection to those driv-
ers being licensed, but this does not deal
with them.

Mr. BROUN: All the same, the clanse
exempted them.

The Minister for Works: That wonld
have to be done under “drivers’ licenses,”
not under this elause.

Mr. BROUN: The Minister for Works
shonld have something inseried here deal-
ing with the point raised, as the drivers
of Government motor-cars should be
licensed. He had been on Si. George’s-
terrace and seen Ministers driven at a
greater rate than any ordinary individual.

Mz, A. N. PIESSE: Just now the Min-
ister was anxious about the safety of the
public in the country and it was grossly
ineonsistent that he should show any laek
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of care for the safety of the public in the
city, The drivers of Government cars
drove mueh more frequently in the city
than in the eouniry and, therefore, lhere
was the necessity of having more skilful
drivers.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : It should be reeognised that
the Government were paying a subsidy,
and were therefore paying the bighest
license fees of the lof. In his opinion
any driver of a Government motor-car
was going to be an efficient driver, and
not only a driver but a mechanic as well,

Mr. Broun: They go beyond the ordin-
ary speed very often and the Minister
for Works knows it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : Any time that I have had an
opportunity of being in a motor-car it
lias not gone beyond the proper speed.

Mr. Broun: The Minister was hurry-
ing for his dinner on one occasion.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : When the question of licens-
ing Government vehicles was raised the
same argument could be applied as that
whieh held good in regard to the rating
of Government buildings.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1f
it was good for everybody to be licensed
he was prepared to admit that it was
good for the drivers of Government ears
to be licensed, and as he had taken up the
attitnde that everybody should be
licensed, he did not see how we could ex-
empt Government drivers.  The clause
could be recommitted. He thoughtf, how-
however, that the Government drivers
were particularly careful and only on
rare oreasions had they exceeded the
speed limit. He recalled one oeceasion
when the hon. member for Wagin was
presest and was in a hurry to get to his
dinner.

Mr. 8. Stubbs:
her go. Jock.”

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 56, 57—agreed to.

Clause 58—License to be produced on
demand:

Mr. MALE: Was it always possible
and convenient to give effect to the last
portion of the clanse, “and also any

No. You said, “Let

1037

license which is required to be held by
the owner”? It was not easy for every
person to carry a license about with him
for every trap in respect to whick he held
a license,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Ua-
less the license went with the vehicle there
was absolutely no evidence that it was
licensed, How was an inspector to know
the vehicle was licensed unless the driver
in gddition to his own license, had the
vehicle license? If the evidence of the
license was affixed to the vehicle it was all
right. No doubt it usually would be so
affixed, and, therefore, it was produced
hecause it was on the vehicle, The clause
would make the driver see the evidence
that his vehicle was licensed was affized
to the vehicle or he would have to produce
it.

Clause pat and passed,

Clause 59—Appeal:

Mr. MALE: Was it usual when making
an applieation for a license, and it was
refused by the loeal authority or inspee-
tor, that a person shonld have to appeal
to the Minister.

Mr. LANDER: It would be a very
good thing in cases of a few cronk coun-
eillors objecting to a man getting &
license.

Mr. MALE: As be did not see the neces-
sity for the clause he would oppose it.

Mr, BROUN: The clause did not ap-
pear to be necessary. It was absolutely
essential that a local authority must issue
a license, and could only refuse in terms
of Clause 49. It was not right to give
any local authority power to refuse issn-
ing a license unless it had some just
canse to do so.

Mr, LANDER: All sorts of objeetions
might be raised to a man, and in the
event of injustice being likely there should
be some means of appealing to the Min-
ister. The clause was necessary.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: It
was only in very exceptional eases that
it would apply, but there must be some
appeal. Under the Roads Act there were
several matters the local authority had
power to deal with, If an jndividusl felt
agerieved he had the right to appeal to
the Minister, but it was seldom that
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appeals came along. In the course of
his experience extending over two years,
there had only been one appeal, and in
that case he decided against the loeal
authority.

Mr, Broun: If a local authority refused
me & license I would use my vehiele and
then appeal to the court.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
court could not give the hon. member any
protection against a local authority, but
under the clanse he would have protection
by being able to appeal to the Minister.

Mr, MALE: The Minister was not
right there because & local authority had
no power to refuse to license.

Mr. Lander: They do refuse sometimes.

Mr. MALE: They could not refuse, He
remembered an instance where a local
authority tried to refuse a license. The
matter was referred to the Crown Solici-
tor, and he said that the local authorities
were bound to issue the license if the
fee was tendered.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 60 to 64—agreed to.

New Clause:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS
moved—

That the following be added to
stand in Part IV., a3 Clause 50: “(1.)
The Governor may from lime to iime
place to the credit of a local authority,
for the maintenance of trunk roads
within the district or of any particular
trunk roed, any sum of money out of
moneys appropriated by Parliament for
the maintenance of trunk roads. (2.)
Such sum shall not be deemed to be
ordinary income of the local authority,
but shall be expended only for the pur-
pose for which it has been allotied, and
a separate detailed account of the ex-
penditure thereof shall from time to
time and whenever required be fur-
nished to the Minister. (3.) The moneys
received by any local authority for
license or registration fees under this
Act or any regulation shall, after pay-
ment thereout of the costs of collection,
be applied to the maintenance of trunk
roads within its district and not other-
wise. (4.) Moneys received by a local
authority under section twenly-three
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shall be applied by the local authority
to the maintenance of trunk roads with-
in ils district, or when only portion of
its district is within the metropolitan
area then to the maintenance of trunk
roads within such portion. (5.) The

Governor may proclaim any road to

be a trunk; road for the purposes of this

Aet, and may af any time revoke any

such proclamation. (6.} The erpres-

sion ‘trunk road’ in this section means

a road as to which any such proclama-

tion is in ferce and any part of such a

road.”

The object was merely to define that the
license fees should be used for the pur-
pose of frunk roads. It provided the
machinery by which these fees should be
used, and outlined the provisions as set
out in Clause 23 and other parts of the
Bill.
Mr, WISDOM moved an amendment—
That after the word “fees” in line 2
of paragraph 3 of the proposed new
clause, fhe words “and fines and pen-
alties” be inseried,
The fines and penalties should be allotted
to the same purpose as the license fees,
and the proposed new cause did not make
that provision,

Amendment passed.

Mr. WISDOM: Paragraph 4 provided
that the moneys received by a local autho-
rity under Clanse 23 should be applied
to the maintenance of trank roads with-
in its distriet or when ounly portion of its
district was within the metropolitan area,
then te the maintenance of trunk roads
within such portion. Did that mean that
all moneys received by a loeal authority
which had a district partly in and partly
out of the metropolitan area should allot
all that amount to the portion inside the
metropolitan area?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
metropolitan area was so drafted as to
take them in.

Mr. DWYER moved an amendment—

That after the word “road” in line

1 of paragraph 5 of the proposed new

clause the words “or any portion of

a road” be inserted.

Amendment passed; the new clause as
amended agreed to.
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First and Seecond Schedules—agreed
to.
Third Schedule:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : When
on the clause dealing with license fees
he had promised to go into the maiter
of cycles. In accordance with this be had
obtained from the Crown Law Depart-
ment an amendwent which, however, did
noi, to his mind, meet the requirements
of the House. Therefore, if members
would pass this, he would recommit the
Bill with the objeet of inserting on
amendment whiech wonld be satisfactory
to all coneerned. The trouble was that
in some places it was desired to tax
cycles up to 5s. per wheel, while in others,
ag in the metropolitan area, it was not
desired to do more than impose:a
mere registration fee. It was de-
sirable that wToads boards and loeal
anthorities who had te mainfain special
cycle pads should have the right to im-
pose taxation. The cyelists themselves
desired it, beeause it meant the mainten-
ance of the pads, while the local authori-
ties desired it also. It was nceessary
to again point out that this prineiple of
licensing cyeles had been adopted by the
loeal authorities, not merely those of the
goldfields, but the loeal anthorities all
over fhe country. Yet it had been stated
by the Press that it was an inmovation
devised by the Government. As a mat-
ter of fact, it had been introduced, or at
least adopted, by the local authorities
themselves, and had been given a place
on the Roads Act for many years past,

My, Wisdom : Do you propose to re-
eommit the whole of the schedale ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : No,
the remainder of the schedule could be
dealt with on the present oeccasion.

Mr. WISDOM : To earry out his par-
pose, the Minister would require to al-
lot the fees, eollected from cyelists on a
system different from that preseribed in
the Bill, under which all fees were to be
allotted fo trunk roads. The cycle fees
would not be alloited to trunk roads.

The Minister for Works : That will be
covered in the propesed amendment, for
which the Bill will be re-committed.

[38]
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Hon. J. MITCHELL : The license
fee of £1 per month to be imposed on
traction engines was very stiff indeed.

The Minister for Works : TLook at the
damage they do.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : They were re-
sponsible for any special damage done.
The fee was far too heavy. He moved—

That “£1 per month” be struck out
and “ten shillings per month” inseried
in lew,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In
proportion to the other license fees eon-
tained in the schedule, £1 per month was
not excessive for traction engines. To
alter ihat fee would be to throw if out
of proportion with the rest. The fees had
all been fixed in proportion to the damage
done to the roads. He econld not agrec
to the amendment.

Mr. Broun: Have they the same fee
in the Fastern States?

The MINISTER TOR WORKS: With-
out stopping to look it up, he could not
state definitely that the fee was precisely
the same in all the other States.

Mr. DWYERK : It would be noticed
that this was the only elass of license
which was not on an annusal basis. Pre-
sumably the reason was that a traction
engine worked for only a certain period
in the year. Consequently whatever
amount was decided upon, it should be
made monthly or weekly,

Hon, FRANK WILSON : As already
pointed ount, ‘‘traction engine’ covered
any vehicle driven by mechanieal power
other than a motor vebicle. Therefore it
did not necessarily follow that what was
understood as a traction engine was
worked intermittently. The proposed fee
of £1 per month seemed an exeessive tax,
A brewer’s delivery waggon drawn by
three or four horses would only pay 8s.
per wheel annually, whereas a vehicle
driven by mechanieal power and engaged
in the same work would be required to
pay £12 per annum.

The Minister for Works :
you I will amend the definition.
accept 10s, per month,

Amendment put and passed.

I have told
I will
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Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : Passenger
vehiele licenses were proposed to be 2s,
6d. per wheel annvally. Tt was an ex-
traordinary thing that the tax on a set-
tler’s cart was 5s. whilst that on a cab
was only 2s. 6d. In his opinion a person
who paid rates should not pay wheel tax
at all, bnt eertainly a carriage nsed by a
person perhaps once a month should
pay a lower tax than a vehicle plying
eonstantly for hire.

The Minister for Works : I think it
ought to be 5s. for passenger vehicles.

Mr. LANDER : The passenger ve-
hicle was a man’s sole means of lLiveli-
hood, whereas the settler made his money
out of the land and not out of his vehicle,

Mr. DWYER : Two and sixpence per
wheel was an ample tax on a vab, becanse
it was equivalent to a tax on the cab-
man’s tools of trade. There was no true
parallel between a cab and a farm vehicle,
because a man driving a cab made his
living out of that vehicle, whereas the
farmer nsed his vehicle only as an ae-
CRSSOTY.

Mr. BROUN : It was essential that the
license fee for a passenger vehicle shauld
be the same as the earriage leense. The
farmer was required to pay €1 per an-
num for his vehicle, which might be used
only a few times in the year, whereas ae-
cording to the schedule as drafied a
eabman would pay only 10s. per annum.

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON: There was no
desive to increase the license fee for
passenger vehicles if the Minister wonld
rednee the license fee for ordinary car-
riages.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
would be distinctly unfair to charge 5s.
per wheel for carriages and only 2s, 6d.
per wheel for a passenger vehicle license.
He moved an amendment—

That in passenger wehicle licenses

“9s. 6d.” be struck out and “55” in-

serted in leu.

Amendment passed.

Mr. BROUN moved an amendment—

That in the license fee for motor car
of 10-horse power or under “£27 be
struck out and “£17 inserted in liew.

Motor ears for hire were nsed practically
every day, and covered a 200 or 300 per
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cent. greater mileage than the ordinary
motor car used in the eountry. Therefore,
the amendment had been moved to meet
the cases in the eountry of farmers who
used their motor cars to come into the
nearest town ahout onee a week. The
schedule provided for the same fee per
car for all cars, irrespective of whether
they were for hire or not.

Mr, LANDER: It was to be hoped the
Minister would not agree to the amend-
ment. If a farmer could afford to keep
a motor car he could afford to pay a
license fee of £2, especially in view of
the damage done to the roads by the cars.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
fees ware distributed equitably in pro-
portion to the damege done, and no
amendment ¢ould be aceepted. He wounld
be prepared to consider any proposal to
increase the fees but not to decrease them.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The Minister
should accept the amendment. People
who could afford to buy motors should
be encouraged to use them. Motor cars
damaged the roads more than bugsies,
but not four times as munch, and a £5
fee was fairly stiff,

Mr, WISDOM: 1In his opinion the
license fees were too low. They were just
half of the amounts eharged for similar
powered cars in the old country.

Hon. J. Mitchell: They have good roads
there.

Mr. WISDOM: If we were going to get
good roads here the revenue would have
to be found.

Mr. Broun: They get their cars for half
the priece in England.

Mr. WISDOM: A car for which he
would have to pay a license fee of £3
wonld cost £6 in the old eonntry. As the
fees were to be devoted to the construe-
tion and maintenance of trunk roads he,
a5 an owner and driver, would not object
to pay a higher fee.

Mr. A, N. PIESSE: The Minister
should not be guided by the member for
Claremont. This was another bleeding.
process. The Minister was getting quite
an adept in applying the Treasury leech.
Already heavy roads board, land and
water rates were paid and with all the
impositions, life was searcely worth Tiv- -
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ing.  This would be distinetly a class
penalty. The Minister ought to be rea-
sonable and mecept the amendment. There
was no hope of getting good roads by
these means.

Mr, 8. STUBBS: The Minister should
agree fo reduece the fees. There was a
mistaken notion among supporters of the
Government that because a man owned a
motor car he was rich.

The Minister for Works: It usually
keeps him poor.

Mr, S. STUBBS : The present and
past Administrations had unfortunately
settled a number of men at greater dis-
tances from railway stations than they
eonld profitably earry their goods to and
from. A pair of horses cost £40 and a
trap another £40, and a Ford or similar
car epuld be purchased for a little over
£200. The statement that so muoch damage
was done to the roads by motor cars was
all moonshine.

Mr. Lander: You must be blind.

Mr. 8, STUBBS: It depended on the
size of the tyres used and the speed. No
more damage was done to a country road
by & motor car travelling at 12 to 15
niiles an hour thar a buggy driven at
eight miles an hour.

Mr. Wisdom: Whoever travels at that
speed ?

Mr. 8. STUBBS: A eareful man would
not travel at a greater speed than 15
miles an hour.

Mr, Taylor: So that there is not a
careful man in the State,

Mr. 8. STUBBS: If such a car was
driven at a greater speed expenses equiva-
lent to its value would he incurred in the
space of 12 or 18 months,

Mr, Taylor: Ask the hon. member for
Pingelly.

Mr, S. STUBBS: The fee was an ex-
cessive one and he supported the amend-
ment,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The schedule
provided that a motor wagon of & gross
weight not exceeding five tons should pay
25s., and surely a 30-horse power motor
car should not have to pay £5 a year.

Mr. BROUN : The Minister should con-
gede the reduction or perhaps he could
give the roads boards power to fix the
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licenses as the present Cart and Carriage
License Act provided. Many farmers
were living far from the nearest town
and could only just afford to buy a car,
and the license fees would prove heavy
for them. A motor carrier used for the
earriage of persons would cost £1 and
& 10 to 20 horse power car £3 per annum.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : If any license
fees at all were justified under the Bill it
was those on motor vehicles. THe was
soITy some hon. members argued that
some settlers should pay taxes on ecarts,
but defended the proposal to leave the
license fees on motor-cars as they were.
The Minister ought not to accept any re-
duction. He did noft know any farmers
owning moftor-cars who were not pre-
pared to pay the very reasonable rates
proposed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: ¥
was not possible for him to agree to any
reduection, but he was prepared to go into
the question of seeing whether a special
impost conld not be charged against
motor-cars plying for hire. There was
no getting away from the fact that motor-
cars did a tremendous lot of damage to
the roads.

Mr. Broun: Heavy ears.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Even
the light cars. The Ford car was a light
car, but it was of high horse-power.

Mr. S. Stubbs: Does it not depend on
the speed?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
did depend on speed. @ Motor-cars did
damage out of all proportion to what
was done by the ordinary ecarriage and
the license proposed was fair in the
circumstances.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: The Minister
seemed fo think motor-cars and motor
tractors did an extraordinary amouni of
damage to the roads, but snch was not the
ease, as could be seen from the main road
between Perth and Toodyay, only one
small section of which was at all affected.
The State had not reached tbat stage
when the effect of motor-car traffic was
perceptible to any alarming degree and,
therefore, the proposed fees were too
high.
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Mr. LANDER: Members on his side
were prepared to fight for the little man,
not the big man with the motor-car. It
was to be hoped the Minister would stand
firm to the dlause, and recognise the
liberal-mindedness of the member for
Claremont, who was willing to consider
an advance, whereas with some members
on the other side, directly boodle was
affected we saw them fighting for it, but
on no oceasion had they fought for the
small farmer in relation to his wheel tax.

Amendment put and negatived,

Mr. WISDOM: There had been some
discussion earlier in the evening with re-
gard to drivers’ licenses, and he did not
know if he had been clearly understood
in what he said, namely, that he was en-
tirely in favour of drivers' licenses. The
Minister seemed to think he (Mr. Wis-
dom) was not, but he was. At the same
lime it must be admitted there might be
something in the contention of the hon.
member for Beverley that the owner of
a car, having members of his family who
were able to drive if, should have some
consideration, With that view he would
move an amendment to the schednle—

That the following words be added :—

“Owner’'s license (of car not for hire),

10s. For owner’s family, each member

2s. 647

Mr. DWYER: The amendment was
evidently intended to meet the case of
private motor vehicles, and we had to
consider, not only the owner, hut the
chauffeur, and in addition the members of
the owner’s family, Probably a definition
would be required for “members of fam-
ily.” In the case of private cars a fee
might be charged to apply all round,
covering not only the owner but the
driver, if he was a special driver or a
member of the family. The fee might
be made 15s. for them all.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
was hig intention, as he had already
stated, to go into the question as to
whether there sbould be a special impost
on motors for hire. If the hon. member
wonld withdraw his amendment, the mat-
ter would be gone into properly and an
effort made to meet his desires. All that

was wanted was that drivers should be
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registered. There was no desire to collect
a big fee,

Mr. TAYLOR: When the Minister was
readjusting the schedule it would be well
for him to consider whether the suggested
fee of 2s, 6d. for each member of a family
ghould only apply to those families, the
members of which drove cars,

Mr. WISDOM: Having had an assor-
ance from the Minister that {he queslion
would receive attention, he would ask
leave to withdraw the amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Schedule, as previonsly amended, put
and passed.

Fourth Schedule:

Hon, J. MITCHELL: Would the Min-
ister explain why it was proposed to make
the license fee for camels so high?

The Minister for Works: Tt is the same
as is charged to-day.

Mr. Dwyer: They are only the maxi-
mum fees,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Some people en-
gaged in the breeding of camels in the
State, and it would be a pity to allow the
fee of £5 for a bull camel to remain, The
owner of a camel would see that it did
no injury to anyone. The amount might
well be reduced to £1.

Mr. DWYER: The Minisier might
adopt the same course as was proposed in
the other schedule, and where a camel
was required for breeding purposes a
similar provision might be made, Where
camels were heing used for other pur-
poses, they ought to pay the full amount.

Mr. TAYLOR: It onght to be remem-
bered that the Bill before the Committee
was not one to deal with stud stock; its
object was to deal with traffic, and we
found in the schedule that camels were
specified as working camels. The Min-
ister had explained that the fee was simi-
lar to that charged under the Roads Act.
If it were a stud matter it might be wise
to impose a heavy tax so as to insure a
good breed. The ohject of the heavy im-
post on a bull camel was that protection
might be offered to the public against
attack. The penalty, however, would not
make the camel any less vicious.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
provision was identical with that in the
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Roads Act. This was the maximum fee
and in certain cases it would be regulated
according to the local conditions.

My, TAYLOR: Again it might be
pointed out that the Committee were
dealing with a traffic Bill and the taxes
which had been set out had been worked
out on a scale according to the damage
done to roads by vehicles. Could anyone
tell him that a bull camel carrying six
ewt. woud do more damage to a road than
a cow camel carrying a similar load?

Schedule put and passed,
Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

House adjourned at 11.27 p.m.

)
Lcgislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 10th Sepiember, 1913.
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QUESTION —PERTH TRAMWAYS,
BATHING TICKETS.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS asked the Minister
for Railways: As the Premier has several
times made the statement that there would
be no alteration in the tramway fares
nantil such time as the new power-house
was completed, and as the bath ticket
which was attached to a return tieket
from any part of the City or suburbs to
Nedlands Park was withdrawn on or
about the 28th May last, or some monihs
after the Government had paid the pur-
chase money for the Nedlands Park
{rams, will he take steps to have the
agreement with the lessee of the Nedlands
baths reinstated, so as not to meake it pro-
hibitive for the publie, and especially the
school ehildren, to make use of those con-
venient baths?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: The issne of combined tram and
bath tickets was discontinued before the
tramways were taken over by the Govern-
ment, The question of re-introducing
them is under consideration.

QUESTIONS (2) — GOVERNMENT
ABATTOIRS.

At Kalgoorlie.

Mr. MOORE asked the Minister for
Agrienlture: 1,What was the original
cost of the Kalgoorlie abattoirs? 2, The
total cost of subsequent alterations and
additions? 3, Who designed these abat-
toirs? 4, Who prepared the plans? 5,
Were these officers qualified men?

The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Agricnlture) replied: 1, £22,617. 2, The
only alteration or addition was the length-
ening of the skin-drying shed at a cost of
£400. 3, The chief architect of the Pub-
lic Works Department, acting under the
expert advice of the State controller of
abattoirs. 4, The chief architect. 5,
Yes.

At Midland Junction.

Mr. MOORE asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, What area bas been
secured for the Midland@ Junction abat-
toirs? 2, Is this area freehold or lease-
hold? 3, Who selected this site? 4, Who



