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1f it is desired to serve a given area and the
Government hnd it necessary to charge ls.
per acre, the proposal could be submitted
to the )wople, and it they agreed it would
Le a voluntary contract between them and
the Government.

Hon. J. Cunningham: One district at
present is rated up to 1s, per acre. Two-
thirds of the peuple petitioned for the ex-
tension and agreed to pay the 1s. per acre.

Mr. THOMSON: Those people have
voluntarily undertaken to pay the 1s. per
acre. Provision should be made in the Bill
that when further exlensions are made a
water board should be appointed and en-
trusted with the administration in that par-
ticular district. Then, when the stage was
reached that interest charges had heen met
and the capital cost could be reduced, it
might be possible to reduce the charge to
8d. or cven 6d. per acre. The Water Sup-
t1v Department pool the whole of their
revenue and expenditure, and while one
section of the scheme may have paid for
itself over and over again, high rates have
still to be paid because of the heavy capital
expenditure.

Hon. J. Cunningham: The experience is
that the department have to go to the rescue
of water boards, take over the liabilities and
run the affairs where the boards have failed.

Mr. THOMBON: Perhaps so. I hope
the Minister will not press for the increased
charge. Though it may not be the intention
of the Government to increase the rate to
1s., it should not be possible to impose the
inerease upon people with whom the Gov-
ernment have agreed to 3 maximum rate
of Bd.

Hon. G. Taylor: Under this Bill we would
really be sanctioning an inerease of 7d. per
acre.

Mr. THOMSON: That is so. I'hope the
Minister will agree to the insertion of a
clause to protect the rights of people who
already have a water supply.

On motion by Mr. Davy, debate ad-

journed.

House adjourned at 10.27 p.m.
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The PRESIDEXNT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

SELECT COMMITTEE—MAIN ROADS
BILL.

Power [0 admit Press.

On motion by Hon. I’ E. 8§, Willmott,
ordered: “That the Select Committee on the
Main Rvads Bill, during the taking of evi-
dence, have power at their discretion tv adinit
representatives of the Press.”

BILL—AUCTIONEERS AUT AMEND-
MENT.

Introduced by Hon. J. Nicholson, ani
read a first time.

BILL—CITY OF PERTH.
Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE COLONIAL SECREETARY (Hon.
J. M. Drew-—Central) [4.37) in moving the
second reading said: I do not intend to
speak at any length in introdueing this
Bill. It is not necessary that I should do
so. With the exception of an omission and
a few minor additions, the Bill is praecti-
cally in the same form as it was when sub-
mitied last year. It was then discussed
almost ciause by eclause by hon. members.
and was reecommitted several times for
further discussion. T think I shall have
done enough if I explain the differences
between the former Bill and the one now
hefore the House. When we get into Com-
mittee—] am assuming we shall get into
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Committee—the arguments for and agamst
controversial ¢lauses can be presented per-
haps with better effeet. Since last session
there arose in connection with the Arbitra-
tion Court a position that caused the Gov-
ernment some anxiety. There was a difii-
culty in finding a president for the courl.
Under the existing law the president must
be a judge of the Supreme Court, and each
of the judges who had held the position
had resigned. The only thing left to do,
in order to avoid industrial chaos, was to
make some temporary arrangement which
would serve until Parliament had again
been consulted. Therefore the Master of
the Supreme Court was appointed an aet-
ing judge and President of the Arbitration

Court. The CGovernment do not consider
it satisfaciory to have a tfemporary
appointment.  Mueh of the industrial

trouble which has oceurred in the past has
been duc to changes in the personnel of
the occupant of the office. There has, in
consequence, been wno consistent poliey.
Each judge has conceived a standard of his
own; each has viewed matters from a
different standpoint; each, in some in-
stances, has given different interpretations.
All this ean be said without any reflection
on the ability or honour of the learned
gentlemen who presided. 1If a president
were appointed for a long term, with
eligibility for reappointment, and were
burdened with no other responsibilities, he
would become proficient in the work, and
there would be uniformity of aetion and
interpretaiion. I shall now briefly indicate
the prineciples of the Bill, and afterwards
explain the alterations made since last
year. The court may grant preference to*
unionists if 1t so desires, but there 1s
nothing to say it shall do so. There is pro-
vision for the appointment of a president
for seven years. He may or may not be
a judge of the Supreme GCourt. If a
Supreme Court judge is appointed, he must
give the whole of his time to Arbitration
Court work. Power is given to the couri
to set up industrial boards, which will act
under instruections trom the court. The
principal funection ot such boards will be
to conduct inquiries for the purpose of
assisting the court in framing an award;
but the court, if it thinks fit, can authorise
an industrial board to make an award. The
conrt may grant special leave to appeal
against the decision of such a board. These
boards are mainly on the principle of the
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wages boards obtaining in Vietoria, but
they can operate only under the control of
the Arbitration Court. Provision is made
for the appointment of industrial magi-
strates, who will take cases for breach of
award. Authority is granted the court to
establish boards of reference for the
settlement of =small industrial disputes.
arising out of the operation of an award.
Then there are demarcation boards to-
decide small disputes between different
employees regarding which trade a par-
tieular class of work belongs to. The Bill
enlarges the provisions for compulsory con-
ferences. The court can step in not only
when a dispute has oceurred, but when-
ever one is threatened. The Minister
bas power to set up coneciliation com-
mittees in given distriets. Their duty
will be to compel the parties to meet
and diseuss the matter in dispute with
a view fo an agreement heing reached.
Briefly. there will be one supreme and six
subsidiary bodies. Provision is made that
the courk shall periodically fix a basie wage.
When the Bill is in Committee I shall give
reasons to emphasise the necessity for this.
Machinery for enabling organisations to
have quick and easy access to the court is
provided in the Bill, Instead of the present
cumbersome process of special meetings
and ballots, unions will be able to define in
their own rules the method by which they
ghall approach the court. The measure i8
to apply to the Government equally with
private employees, except as regards em-
ployees covered by special Acts. Under the
present law, if an employer pays less than
award rates, the workman cannof recover
the balance due to him unless he takes
action within three months. That pro-
vision has been temoved, and the Statute
of Limitations is to be the only bar to
TEcovery. The technical training of
apprentices in the employer’s time is
also provided for in the Bill. Now
for the alterations made in the Bill
since last session: In Clause 2, Subclause 1,
the words “and also any club employing
one or more workers” have been added. This
amendment specifically includes clubs in the
interpretation of “employer” and is purely
supplementary to Clanse 65, which was in
the Rill last vear. The clause dealing with
the standard 44-hour provision has been
omitted, and will be the subject of a separate
Bill. A new clause (59) has been inserted,
dealing with the registration of apprentiees.
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Under this elausc no upprentice can be em-
lI'loyed otherwise than by an agreement in
writing, and within 11 days of its date {his
agreement most he  registered  with  the
clerk of the court. The union concerned
must be given notice by the clerk of the
registration, and has the right to lodge an
ebjeetion, which shall be heard by the eonrt.
It will not be within the power of an em-
plover to discharge an apprentice until the
eourt annuls the agreement of apprentice-
ship. The court ean, under this clanse, ex-
ercise its discretion in regard to eurrent
agreemenis that have not been registered.
The Bill supplies all the machinery neces-
sary for the speedy settlement of industrial
disputes, and it should go a long way to-
wards preventing such troubles. During the
last twelve months the need for such a meas-
ure as ‘'this was brought home to the Gov-
ernment. Several disputes had to be settled
by private arbitration with the consent of
the parties concerned. Mr. Walsh, the Re-
gistrar, fook a number of cases, and the
claims of the police were referred to the act-
ing police magistrate, Mr. Kidson. The ar-
gument is often used by opponents of arbi-
tration that the decisions of the court are
not obeyed by the workmen. Sueh instances
are only rare. During the last twelre nonths
there were but two strikes of uny consc.
quence against decisions of the Arbitration
Court, namely, the seaman’s strike 2and the
tearoom strike. The first was engineered
from ountside Western Australia, and the
author of this Bill, the Minister for Works,
was largely responsible for the settlement
of the other. As ngainst those occasional
happenings for which the workmen are ve-
sponstble, there are numerous breaches of
awards by employers. One has only to fol-
low the newspaper reports to be seized of
this fact. Neither this Bill nor any other
Bill will absolutely prevent strikes, lock-outs
or breaches of awards. Every law is broken
and will be broken till the end of time. But
the Bill should certainly lessen the number
of such infractions of the law. If it accom-
plishes that mueh, it will have served a use-
ful purpose and jusiified its aceeptance by
the Legislature. I trust that there will be
no undue delay in passing the second read-
ing of the Bill, and that hon. members will
place on the Notice Paper, as soon as pos-
sible, any amendments they propese to sub-
mit. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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Hon. J. Nicholson: Will yoy give a reas-
onable time for the (ommittee stuge?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Yes,
certainly.

HON. J. EWING (South-West) [4.30]:
To a large extent | am opposed to the Bill.
The Minister for Works, when moving the
second reading in another place, said there
had been practically no change in the pet-
sonnet of that House sinee the Bill was last
before Parliament, and therefore there ~ould
be no need for any amendwents, since the
Bill had been exhaustively considered last
session. The same may be said of the posi-
tion in this House, where ihe onily change
we have had has been the coming of Mr.
Glasheen in place of the late Mr. Creig.
So I ask is it reasonahle that the Govern-
ment should bring down practically the same
Bill and expect the decisions arrived at by
this House last session to be reversed? We
are a House of review and we all want to
find some solution of this diffienlt question.
We are more likely to arrive at a com-
promise than another place may be. The
Bill is practically the same as that of last
Year, except that the provision for a 44-hour
week is omitied, with a view to its being
brought down in a separate measure. That,
of course, prevents us from discussing on
this Bill the principle of a 44-hour week.
The Bill was widely debated on the serond
reading last session, and quite exhaustively
discussed in Committee. Following on ihat,
it was the subjeet of a conference between
this House and another place; hut at that
conference no amendments were acceptable
to the Assembly managers, and so the Leader
of this House had to come back and report
that the Bill was dropped, since there was
no possibility of agreement between the man-
agers of this Flouse and those of another
place. The position is now practically tie
same. It is not easy to discuss such a Bill at the
present time, since arbitration is being so
much talked of, so much ahused, so much
interfered with that it is almost impossible
to say whether or not one is in favour of
arbitration at ali. In this State we have
seen the industrial laws of the land broken,
and they are even now being broken in an-
other part of Auslralia. With all these
things confronting us. it is somewhat diffi-
cult to take any interest in the Bill. SHI
we must persevere and diseuss the Bill in
all its phases, in order if possible to arrive
at a solution of this difficult question. Tt is
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quite palpable that to-day many diiliculties
are thrown in the way of arbitration, and
the industrial laws of Australia are being
flouted by .those who should support them.

Hon. E. H. Gray interjceted.

Hon. J. EWING: 1t is not a yuestion of
payment, but a question of what conditions
and wages should be; and that question is
to be dictated, not by industrialists, but by
a court constituted under the Bill. Many
phases of the Bill are distinetly acceptable
to members, for they are ecaleulated to
greatly improve the industrial conditions.
But those were all available to the Govern-
ment last session, and 1 can tell the Leader
of the House that he could have got as good
a Bill last session as he can hope to get this
session. Of course if one side or the other
is going to put up a stone-wall and say it
will not aceept any amendments to the Bill,
then there is no hope of compromise nor of
any good arising from the consideration of
tle Bill, The Bill provides that the presi-
dent of the court may be a judge or may
be a layman. Last session this House dis-
tinetly stated that the president must he a
judge of the Supreme Court, and I know
of no reason why the Iouse should now
alter its opinion.

Hon. J. R. Brown: Where are you to get
a judge from?

Hon. J. EWING: The Government over-
came that difieulty the other day by ap-
pointing Mr. Justice Davies as president of
the court. What is to prevent the appoint-
ment of Mr. Justice Davies as permanent
president? I quite agree that the president
of the court should devote himself exclu-
sively to the work of the court. If hon.
members were prepared to allow a layman
to be president of the Arbitration Court I
am sure they would have said so last session.
So T do not see that we are to gain much by
the Bill eoming before us, except thaf the
sweet spirit of compromise may yet be in-
voked and the Minister for Works, who
infrodueed the Bill in another place, may
endeavour to get something that will be use-
ful to him and of advantaze to the country.
When the Workers’ Compensation Bill of
last session eame hefore us it was sfronely
opposed in its original form, and eventually
amended, vet what was given in that Bill as
it left this Honse has proved to be of great
valne to the State.

Hon. E. H. Harris:
know it.

And the workers

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. J. EWING: Tie majority of the
House voted for the Bill in iis eventual
shape, so it will be seen that there is nothing
unreasonable about the House.

Hon. E. H. Gray: You require to be
reasonable as well,

Hon. J. EWING: Yes, I will be reason-
able and do all I can t¢ help the Government
frame a good Bill, We want to take out
what is bad and leave in what is good. I
do not favour the proposal that the presi-
dent should be appointed for a period of
seven years only. I consider that the ap-
pointment should be for life, and I hope
that members will not take any other view
of the position. It weuld be intolerable if
a man were appointed to a position such as
that proposed unless the appointment were
for life. The Minister has told us that who-
cver is chosen will be a whole-time president.
With that I am in accord. T am also in
agreement with the proposal to appoint in-
dustrial magistrates and conciliation and
demarcation hoards. These, T believe, will
do good and will expedite the work of the
court. They will also afford relief to the
yresident and give him full time to consider
the law and the various questions in the
abstract. One matter to which I am opposed
is that of giving consideration to the ques-
tion of personal feeling. Dr. Saw, speak-
ing last session, referred in enlogistic terms
to the services rendered by Mr. Somerville.
1 agree with what Dr. Saw said. Since then
a new member, in the person of Mr. Bloxz-
some, has been appointed to a seat on the
court bench and I am perfectly certain that
both Mr. Somerville and Mr. Bloxsome have
done, and will continue to do, good work.
At the same time I am entirely opposed to
the appointment of laymen to the Arbitra-
tion Court bench. With a Supreme Court
judge as president, the advocates should be
on the floor of the court and not on the
bench, and the judge's thoughts should be
guided by the arguments advanced by the
advocates. WWhile they are sitting with the
jndge they have big powers and responsi-
hilities, and they are naturally hiassed one
way or the other. Mr. Somerville is there to
gee that he gets everything he possibly can
for the worker, while the other representa-
tive will do his utmost for the people whose
interests he is there to watch. That kind of
thing, to my mind, i= intolerable, and it is
my intention to move at a later stage that
those positions be abolished.
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"Hon, J. R. Brown: The judge would be
lost if you took away the laymen from the
bench.

Hon. J. EWING: If the judge is likely
to be lost, as the hon. member says, he should
not be given the position of president. The
laymen should not be on the bench; they
shonld be on the floer of the court as ordin-
ary advocates, They now occupy & position
that should never have been created.

Hon. E. H. Harris: You are arguing that
the two representatives shonld be on the
floor of the court instead of on the hench.

Hon. J. EWING: Most decidedly. Al
present they are what might be termed
deputy presidents.

Hon. J. R. Brown: They do the work
and if they cannot agree then they refer to
the judge.

Hon. J. EWING: The president of the
court should be familiar with the induostrial
laws of the State and he shonld be able to
give a decision aceording to the evidence put
before him. T was unsnceessful last session
in hringing about the removal of the lay
members of the conrt, Perhaps that was
due to a feeling of svmpathv towards Mr.
Somerville. I have the greatest apprecia-
tion and admiration for the manner in which
that gentleman has discharged his duties,
but my contention is that it is unnecessary,
and wrong, to have laymen on the Arbitra-
tion Conrt bench. The question of the basic
wage 15 again introdnced in the Bill in ex-
actly the same form as it was presented last,
session. I do not say that it is wrong that
a basic wage should be fixed, but I do argue
that it should be fixed by the ecourt. The
Bill lays down what the basic wage is to be.
Tt speaks of the married man with a family
and a house of five rooms, ete. It is far
hetter that the basic wage should be fixed
on the wage the single man is capable of
earning.

Hon, J. Duffell: Would it not be much
more difficult. onder those conditions, for a
married man to get a job?

Hon. J. EWING: The hasic wage should
be fixed according to the valve of work done
by a single man. That is what is taking
place in other parts of the world, and it
should be possible to do the same thing here.

Han. W. H. Kijtson: Can vou mention any

part of the world where such a thing is in
oreration?
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Hon. J. BEWING: If I had the time I
might be able to find out for the hon. mem-
ber. Perhaps I am wrong, but I have an idea
that I have read about it somewhere. At any
rate, the basic wage should be fixed by the
eourt which is established to fix both the
rates of wages and the hours of work. If
we take those duties away from the court we
rob it of a fundamental part of its work.
Only the other day the Government granted
4¢ hours to a section of the railway em-
ployees. I have no objection fo that, because
the Government were returned by the people
to carry out that as one of the planks of
their platform. At the same time it should
he the duty of the eourt to fix the hours of
work. The Government desire to become an
emplover and to be able to go to the court to
fix the rates of wages, ete. In the meaniime,
however, they fix wages and hours them-
selves, and if they continue to adopt this
policy there will be no need for an Arbitra-
tion Court.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Does not the aetion of
the Government show that they feared it
would not be fixed on the basis desired if
they went to the court?

Hon. J. EWING: T would not suggest
that for a moment, because I do not know
what would be in the minds of the court. The
Government, as it were, are desirous of be;
coming emplovers and all the unions asso-
ciated with the Government should go before
the Arbitration Court to have wages, hours
and conditions fixed. But the electors them-
selves are responsible for the existing state
of afiairs hecause they returned the (iovern-
ment to carry out a certain policy, and that
18 now being put into effect. Still, it is our
duty to object lo a Government now seeking
to hezoine a party to the establishment of the
Arbitration Court and who, at the same time,
are acting in a manmer that will obviate
their taking advantage of the court. Until
the mandate of the people is reversed, we
cannot eriticise the Government for earry-
ing out one of the pledges made on the
platform. I wish every (Government in
power wonld do the same thing.

ITon. .A. Burvill: They are diplomatie.

Hon. .J. EWTING: There is tot much di-
plomaev in palities; we shonld hit out when-
ever it is neeevsary to do so.

Han. W. H. Kitsan: What is the position
of this Chanber when it attempts to pre-
vent the Government from putting into op-
eration that which it was elected to do?



992

Hon. J. EWING: All the same, the min-
ority in Parliament will fight just as hard
-against the Government bringing in proposals
whick, in the opinion of that minority, are
not in the hest interests of the community.
Thi= Chamber is not comparable to the Legis-
lative Assembiy. The constitutions of the
two Chambers are different, the Legislative
‘Council Leing a honse of review and a house

‘that endeavonrs to reetify mistakes that may -

‘be made by the Government. I do not speak
of the present Governument, I refer to any
‘Government that may be in power. The pre-
vious Government was hard fought in this
House and their legislative proposals were
writicised and opposed much more vigorously
than is being done at the present time., The
Colonial Secretary is having a comparatively
light task, because everyone is trying to make
things as comfortable as possible for him.
Throughout my experience I have found that
no matter what Government is in power,
whenever Bills bave come before the Legisla-
tive Counecil they have been freated on their
merits, regardless as to whether the Gov-
ernment desired that the Bills should go
through or not. Conferences have been
held and perhaps compromises arrived at,
whilst on other oeccasions nothing came of
the conferences. I do not know that any
good ecan be gained by speaking at any
greater length, because I know that you,
Sir, would not permit me fo touch upon
the details of the Bill. The Minister
has ecleerly explained the major prin-
ciples embodied in the Bill. 1 have en-
deavoured to draw attention to those prin-
ciples to whieh I take exception. If we con-
fine ourselves in the course of the debate to
main prioeciples only, we should reach the
Committee stage shortly. I know the Min-
ister will give us ample time to consider the
Bill at that stage. The Minister has always
been fair and he would not ask me or any
other hon. member who objects to principles
embodied in the Bill, to agree to the passage
of the measure without fighting to have those
principles eliminated. On the other hand,
he and his colleagnes will no doubt strive to
get the Bill passed in its present form. We
shall endeavour te make the RBill as fair
and just as possible so that it will be of
advantage to the workers and employers.

On motion by Hon. J. Nicholson, debate
adjourned.
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BILL—JURY ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Mectropolitan)
[8.17): The object of the Bill, as explained
by the Honorary Minister, is to accomplish
two things, the abolition of special juries
and an alteration regarding the fees pay-
able to jurors. It is intended to establish
one elass of jury. That is to say, everyone
who is qualified to aet as a common juror
will be capable of acting in the fullest
capacity as a juror under the provisions of
the Agt. The provision as to special jurors
Lias existed for many years in connection with
the trial of civil eases. The qualifieations are
set out in the Jury Act of 1898 regarding
common jurors and special jurors. Section
5 of that Act provides—

Every man (except as hereinafter excepted)
between the ages of 21 and 60 years residing
within the said colony, and who shall have
within the colony either in hiz own name or
in trust for him, real estate of the value of
£50 sterling, clear of all emcumbrances, or a
clear personal estate of the value of £150
sterling or upwards, ehall be qualified and
liable to serve as a common juror in all eivil
and criminal proceedings and on any inguisi-
tion in the said colony within a radius of 36
miles from his residence.

Mection 6 deals with the qualification and
liability of individuwals to serve as special
Jurors, and reads as follows:—

(1.) Subject to the exeeption hereinafter
contained, every man between the ages afore-
said, and residing as aforesuid, who is a jus-
tica of the peace, or i3 a bank director, or is
2 merchant not keeping a general retail shop,
or has withiu the colony either in his own name
or in trust for him, real or persenal estate of
the value of £500, shall be qualified and liable
to serve as a speeial juror for the trial of
issues in civil cases in the Supreme Court at
Perth, and in any distriet in which a Court of
ieneral Sessions of the Peace has been ap-
pointed to be held, and shall be qualified and
liable to serve as a speeial juror, and also as
a common juror for the trial of issues in civil
and criminal cases in any court within the
limit prescribed by this Act.

(2.) Provided that in any such district as
aforesaid justices of the peace shall be ex-
empted from serving on juries, and may claim
exemption although their names are on the
jury list.

It is recognised that special juries were
introduced for a eclear and specific purpose.
The intention was good at the time in pro-
viding for the establishment of a system
of both common and special juries. It was
recognised when the law was introduced
that men possessing a certain amount of
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properity were no doubt more fitted to fulfil
the duties that special jurymen might be
called upon to carry out, as compared with
other members of the community. I admit
freely that in view of the advances made
in conneetion with our educational facili-
ties which are now available to everyone in
the State, many of the disadvautages that
existed in earlier years have gradually dis-
appeared. The system adopted in those
earlier years, however, is not now, to my
mind, the best suited for our present-day
requirements, bearing in mind our eduea-
tional advancement. Some other system
should be adopted for the appointment of
special juries. That applies particularly
where a case 1s being tried involving cer-
tain definite issues and the consideration
of technical matters. In such cases the
mere fact that a man possesses a certain
amount of property does not of itself indi-
cate nor prove that such a man possesses
knowledge that will enable him to deter-
ming justly important issues before the court.
Thevefore, there should be a new method of
selection of special juries whereby, for ex-
ample, if an engineering matter were before
the court, a special jury could be drawn from
men experieneed in that partieular pre-
fession, If that provision were made, un-
doubtedly the court would be greatly bene-
fited by the assistance of men of experience
in the matters being tried.

Hon. J. Duffell: If a pastoralist were
concerned, whal would you suggest then?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: 1 would noi say
that the best man for a special jury deal-
ing with the pastoralist’s case would be,
for instance, a grocer.

Hon. J. Duffell: Or a shearer.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : No. The men
most fitted {o fulfil such duties would be
men experienced in that partieular branch
of industry. A shearer is not a pastoralist,
although he may have hed experience in
ane branch of the pastoral industry. The
ahject of the Bill, however, is to abolish
the system of special juries altogether. The
Glovernment have omitted to make provision
in the Bill for any amendment abolishing
the special Juries established under the
Coroners Aet of 1920. Section 32 of that
Act provides that for inquests on the hodies
of persons whose death has been caused by
explosion or accident in or about a mine to
whiech the Mines Regulation Act, 1906, or
the Coal Mines Regnlation Aect, 1902,
applies, the jurors summoned shall, when-
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ever practicable, be persons accustomed to
the working of mines. Thus, the systemn
soughi to be abolished iz still to be main-
tained under the provisions of the Curuners
Aet, A system that is good under that
Aet is, to my mind, good in its application
to other branches of our law. We can take
the matter a lLittle further. e have be-
fore us a Bill to amend the Industrial
Arbitration Aet. That legislation provides
for a system of specialists being intro-
duced. Take the constitution of the court;
it cousists at present of the President who
shall be a judge of the Supreme Court and
two other members, one of whom has to be
nominated by the industrial unions of
workers, and the other by the industrial
unions of employers. Both parties are
represented. The two lay members of the
court are more or less assessors, and thev
assist the president in the determination of
the causes coming before him. Are not
those two men specialists in their particular
branches?

Hon. J. E. Dodd: Their gualification is
general experience.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Quite so. They
are selected by the different unicns because
they will represent specially the interests
of those unions. It cannot be denied that
they are speecialists. 1n the Arbitration Bill
now before the House the same prineiple
is applied to the apprenticeship hoard. The
Governor may appoint a board of three
members to be callel the apprenticeship
board comprising one member nominated by
the industrial unions of employers in the
building trade, one member nominated by
the industrial umions of workers in the
building trade, and a third member to be
appointed chairman shall be a member of
the Court of Arhitration. The same prin-
ciple is observed in regard to the various
coneiliation committees and boards proposed
under that Bill. If we consider the matter
we must realise that as education advances
people in the different professions find it
necessary to specielise. Owing to the ad-
vance of science, subjects have become so
enlarged and the scope of work has become
so mueh greater that the general practitioner
is disappearing and giving place {o men
who specialise in the different branches.
Medicine provides one of the best instances
of this. Doctors specialise in the eye, ear,
nose, throat and different organs of the body,
and each man finds a sufficiently large field
to engage his attention and to benefit the
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community. If it is to the benefit of the
community that there should be specialisu-
tion, why not continue the system in con-
necfion with juries if the appointment of
special juries is made on the lines I have
indieated? To determine their appointment
on a property qualification is ansound. Deal-
ing with branches of trade, one would not
empioy a labourer to do a plumber’s work,
beeause a plumber is a specialist in his par-
tienlar line. The same applies to an en-
gineer, a motor mechanie, a carpenter, and
so forth. Iach ‘man is a specialist in his
own line, and we get betier work by em-
ploying a qualiied man. Consequenily
there would be a betier determination of
disputes if we had qualified men as jurors
when a special jury was found to be of ad-
vantage to deal with fechnical subjeets. It
was pointed out in another place that there
could he no possible argument against the
special jury system on the ground of cost.
The difference between the cost of a special
and a common jury is so infinitesimal that
it is not worthy of allusion. The Honorary
Minister said there was a belief that special
juries were inclined to be more or less
biassed. I do not agree with that. If the
Honorary Minister can give instances of
bias and prove that special juries have failed
in their duty, they should be dealt with ac-
eording to law. If the law is not sufliciently
sirong to enable the court to deal with a man
who commits a breach of his oath, then by
all means let us sbrengthen the law so that
a juror who fails to carry out his duty shall
receive the punishment Le rightly deserves.
I am quite at ove wilh the desire of the
Government to allow increased remuneration
to jurymen, whether on common or special
juries. The day is passed when 10s. a day
wag adequate remuneration for a commnon
juror. It will be admitted thai a special
Juror, a man having special gualifications,
is entitled 10 a higher fee than is a common
juror, beeause he is called upon to decide
more intricate questions, just as a skilled
artisan is entitled to a higher wage than is
a labourer. I am prepared to support the
Bill to the extent of amending that portion
of the law relating to the remuneration of
jurors, but I cannot subseribe to the pro-
posed abolition of special juries. So long
as the jury system prevails, it is our duty
to maintain not only common juries but also
special juries. If the Minister is prepared
to suggest amendments to alter the quali-
fications of special jurors, he may be able
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to gain my support. I shall support the
second reading, and in Committee I shall
oppose any alleration of the speecial jury
system unless an amendment on the lines
1 bave indicated is agreed to.

HON. J. E, DODD (Souath) [35.40]: There
is not likely to be any division of opinion
to the proposed increase of remuneration 1o
Jurors. We are all convinced that a juror is
entitled to more than he is being paid to-
day. The difference of opinion eentres in
the proposed aholition of special juries. To
my mind the provision for special juries
is altogether out of place nowadays. The
system is obsolete, and I cannot see lhow
anyone can justly argue that because one
man has a little more money than has an-
other, he shonld be entitled to sit on a speeial
jury. Mr. Nicholson’s objecfions are not
altogether good, and neither are the exam-
ples he quoted. If the qualification for a
special juror was one of ezperience and
ability in some particular case that was
being heard, I would be in agreement with
Mr. Nicholson, but that is not the gualifiea-
tion.

Hon. J. Nicholson: That is what I sug-
gested it should be.

Hon. J. E. DODD: The qualification is
simplv one of money. The hon. member
pointed out that the workers have a right
to nominate one of the lay members of the
Arbitration Court. He is nominated purely
becanse of his experience and ability, and
the same applies to the emrlovers’ repre-
senfative. So it will be in connection with
the apprenticeship board. 1f the hon. mem-
ber refers to the existing Arbitration Act,
he will find provision for the appointment
of expert assessors. That provision has not
heen availed of. If the same principle ap-
plied to special juries, no great exception
could be taken to it. Would it not be better
to abolish the special jury system altogether®
If we did that, we should estabiish in place
of the money qualification the qualification
of professional training oun the part of a
Judge sworn to do justice. Why not leave
the maiter in the hands of the judge? That
would he far more in aceord with modern
ideas of what should prevail. If an amend-
ment be moved to that effect, I shall sup-
port it.

HON. A. J. H. SAW (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [5.43]: I congratulate the Gov-
ernment opon having introduced a Bill so
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entirely different from the one brought for-
ward last session. Thuat measure contained
an in-and-out clause for womepn. It also
sought to abolish the very humble provision
that ezists for the qualifieation of a common
Juror. It practically said that the man in
the street or the public-house loafer was
fitted to be a juror. 1 took somewhat
strenuous objection to that Bill and it was
my intention, as I indicated in my speech,
fo vote against the second reading. bhut
owing tc a series of accidents, the Bill
slipped through the second reading in a
comparatively empty Honse. The facts are
these. Mr. Cornell made a somewhat ex-
haustive speech upon the subject. T listened
earefolly to him, and as he concluded his
remarks I moved out of the Chamber to get
some tea. Several other members in the
lohby were also having tea. Tt had been
intended that a motion for the adjournment
of the debate should be moved in order that
certain members who wished to speak might
have an opportunity to do so. Owing to
some misundersianding this was not done,
and the Bill went throngh the second read-
ing. I had indicated my opposition to it
and I took the opportunity, when the Bill
went ioto Committee, to move, after g trial
division on the first clause, that the Chair-
man should leave the Chair, I wish o ex-
plain the attitude I took up. When I took
this action Mr. Gray interjected “Shame”
I know a considerable number of persons
thought I had faken some underhand ad-
vantage of the forms of the House. 1 ap-
peal to the Honorary Minister, who was in
charge of the Bill, to confirm my statement
that this was not so.

The Honorary Minister: I quite agree.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: I told him it was
my intention to move the Chairman out of
the Chair after we had had a division on
the first clause, with the object of testing
the feeling of the Committee upon the Bill.
T told him this so that he might huve several
hours’ notice, and that if he cared fo do so,
he could postpone the Bill to another day,
when there might be more of his forces at
his command. I also said it was perfectly
within his power to do this. T claim, there-
fore, that I took no advantage of any of
the forms of the house, and that it was
absolutely unnecessary for Mr. Gray to in-
terjeet “Shame” with reference to my ae-
tion. The increased payment to jurors, pro-
vided in this Bill, is long overdue. I am
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sure it will be welcomed by every member
of the House. Jurors will, even under this
Bill, be paid somewhat inadeguately in view
of the very important functions they have
to fulfii. Onr jury system needs revision.
Especially does it seem so after one has
heard the remarks that have failen from the
Chief Justice with reference to the jury
system. It would bave been very much
wiser had the Government appointed a Com-
mission to go into the whole of the jury
system than that they should have brought
down a Bill to abolish special juries. The
Government might have brought down a
small Bill to provide for increased payment
to jurors, and referred the much wider ques-
tion to a special Commission, which would
have taken evidence from those competent to
give it. We would then have had some
means of ganging the hest opinions upon the
jury system. There is great dissatisfaction
amongst the legal profession and the general
public with reference to this matter. Many
of va think that the jury system has out-
lived its usefulness, and, exeept in certain
¢ases, should be done away with. The point
of view that has been raised as to the neces-
sary qualifications of a juryman is to my
mind beside the issne. It was argued, per-
ticularly during the passage of the Bill last
session by those who supported if, that there
was some inherent right in every individual
in the community to sit on a jury. I main-
tain that is entirely wrong. What we have
to regard is this faet: that the jury is an
instrument in the administration of justice,
What is really required is the best possible
instrument we c¢an get whereby a fair and
impartial trial shall be given in every case.
That is the correct issue, and not the ques-
tion which has been raised that everybody,
becanse this is a democratie country, should
have the privilege of sitting on a jury.
People might as well claim that everyone
should have the privilege of being a magis-
trate. That is carrying the thing a littre
further along the lines of reductio ad ab-
sardum.  Although this Bill proposes to
abolish speeial juries, the special jury sys-
tem still exists in every one of the Aus-
tralian States with the exeeption of Queens-
land. A good deal wag said by those whe
sepported the Bill last session, with regard
to the New Zealand Act. That Act T think
retains the provision for special juries,
althongh the qualifications for ordinary
jarymen are on & somewhat different
plane from ours. The qualification for
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an ordinary juryman in Western Aus-
tralia is that he should possess real
estate to the value of £50, or a clear per-
sonal estate to the value of £150. A special
Juryman—there are certain people such as
merchants, ete., who are admitted—must pos-
sess real or personal estate to the value of
£300. In South Australia they have a com-
mon jury. The qualifications of such a jury-
man are that he shall be the owner or oc-
cupier of any land or tenement of a yearly
value of not less than £20. The qualification
for a spectal juror is that he shall be the
owner or occupier of any land or tenement of
a yearly value of not less than £100. Tn New
South Wales, they still bave common jury-
men and special jurymen. A common jury-
man must possess real estate that will yield
to him £30 per annum. That is a higher
qualification than we have. Alternatively, he
mu~t possess a clear, yeal or personal estate
tu the value of £300. That is a much higher
gualification than we have. In the case of
special jurors—certain classes of individuals
sueh as bankers, merchants, ete, are ad-
mitted—they muat be the owners or tenants
of land to the value of £100 annually or up-
wards. In Victoria a common juryman must
be a householder, and be rated at not less
than £20. The qualification for a special
juryman is that he must be rated at not less
than £680, or have real estate worth £1,200.
That is a much higher qualification than we
have in this State. Bearing in mind that the
system of both common and speeial jurymen
exists in everv other State except Queens-
land, I think the Honorary Minister should
have given the House more valid reasons
than he did for the abolition of special juries.
He should have endeavoured to point oat that
it had involved some miscarriage of justice,
but he did nothing of the kind. T know he
did not wish to raise any controversial mat-
ter, but be did allude to the fact that some-
one—I believe he was personally concerned
—at one time had heen eonvieted by a special
jury of a cerfain offence, namely, that the
persons eoncerned had declined to work in
eombination with some other workers. He
did not say that the special jury had brought
in a verdiet that was not m accordance with
the evidence, or the Taw of the land. TUn-
dovhtedly, they did bring m a verdict that
was in aecordance with hoth these things. Tf
an injustice was done it was done under the
TIaw of the land. No doubt, as is usual in sach
cases, the judge told the jurv exactly what
the law was. That is the function of the
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judge. There was no misearriage of justice,
and the jury returned a verdist according to
the oath they had sworn, namely, to admin-
ister justice. I understand the Honorary Min-
ister was convieted, but there was no mis-
carriage of justice. If there was anything
wrong it was in the law, which should have
been altered. There was no reason in what
took piace for attacking the special jury
system, merely because this special jury re-
turned a verdiet in accordance with the evi-
dence,

Hon. E. H. Harris:
compiain about.

Hon. F. . 8, Willmott:
follow.

The Honorary Minister:
heard me complain much.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: I do not say the
Honorary Minister has complained. I know he
did not wish {o enter into any personal ex-
planation of the matter, but as he alluded to
it I have done the same. Exactly similar ar-
guments were used in another place last ses-
sion.  No effort was made to prove that
special juries had been biassed, or had done
anything that was opposed fo their oath. It
would have been much wiser if the Govern-
ment had appointed a Commission to go into
the whole question of the jury system. I am
going to vote for the increased payment to
Jurors, but I am also going to vote for the
vetention of special juries. 1 do not say
the monetary qualification is by any means
the best that can be devised, but T believe
there is a sphere of usefulness for a spreial
jury so long as we retain that system. It
would be quite possible to set up special
jurors in different cases very much on the
lines outlined by Mr. Nicholson, namely, that
we should have special juries drawn from cer-
fain classes of the community aceording to
the special issue that was being tried.

The Honorary Minister: The system
wonld heeome rather complicated then.

Hon, A. J. H, SAW: T think not. Juries
need not be as large as they are to-day. I
bolieve it is customary to restrict a speeial
jury to say, five or six men. Itis unnecessary
to have 12 men sitting oh such a jurv, In
the circumstances T helieve a greater measure
of justice would be done. No omne ean be
altogether satisfied with the verdicts that
are at present returned by juries, whether
special or common,

Hon. F. B. 8. Willmott: How can a special
jury bring in any more satisfactory verdict
if vou say the law of the land prevents them

He had nothing to
That does not

Yon have not
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f:om doing so? They give a verdiet accord-
ing to the law of the land, and if that is un-
satisfactory it will have to be altered.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: They give their ver-
dict according to the evidence. The law is in-
terpreted for them by the judge. I was only
alluding to the special case to which the
Honorary Minister referred. I have had
considerable experience before juries, fortu-
uately not in the dock. It has often been my
privilege to go down to the court as a wit-
ness. 1t is painful, I think, to anyone who
has had to give technical evidence, espeealiy
on anatomical or surgical points, to have
ordinary jurymen listening to it. One is per-
fectly certain they do not understand what is
heing said.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Or the judge either.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: He is not too sue-
cessful, but he is more successful than the
jurymen.

The Honorary Minister: Would a £500
yuslifieation give a man more understand-
ing?

Hon. A. J. H, S8AW: I am not satisfied
with the monetary qualification, but that is
what we have at present. It is mor
for me to suggest a better method. This
should be determined after investigation
by those who are always dealing with
juries. I refer to eminent counsel, to
eounsel of all kinds, and to judges, as being
fit and proper persons to give evidence
before a Commission, and put forward
some better substitufe for the jury system
than we have at present. Until something
of the sort is done, I am not going to be a
party to abolishing special juries as they exist
now. Even as that system exists to-day it is

better than the ordinary jury system.
We know well that in some cases
that come before a jury there is a

considerable amount of passion aroused.
Sometimes political issues are involved.
Political issues are not being fought out,
but the question of political issues some-
times does creep in. I maintain that in
those cases one is more likely to get a fear-
less verdiet from a special jury, even as at
present constituted, than from a common
jury. The reason is obvious, If those two
eminent gentlemen, Mr. Tom Walsh and
Mr. Johnson, or Joharunsen, were brought
before a common jury to-day on any ques-
tion arising out of their political or indus-
trial action, it would be impossible, to get
a conviction—absolutely impossible.
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Hon. E. H. Gray: You wonld get a con-
vietion from a special jury.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: Justice would be
obtained from a special jury, and what we
want is fearless adm.nistration of justice.
We want juries that will dare to return
verdicts according to the evidence. 1 am
afraid that under present conditions we
would not be likely to get that from a
common jury in a case of the kind I have
suggested.

Hon. J. E. Dodd: That argument ecuts
both ways.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: I do not think so.

Hon. 1. E. Dodd: If a common jury
would not convict in such a case, we could
suy that a special jury would not convict
in another case. .

Hon. A, J. H. BAW: 1 do not think su.
The point I wish to make is that the
element of fear comes in. It is not a ques-
tion of bias. We know perfectly well that
in industrial eases the element of fear does
enter, fear of the consequences. I have no-
hesitation in saying, becanse I know it
perfectly well, that a great deal of in-
timtdation is earried on in these industrial
issues.

The Honorary Minister : A legitimate
industrialist does not know the meaning of
fear. He has taken too many risks.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: Until some better
substitute is put up, I shall have to vote:
for the reteniion of the special jury.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILL—FORESTS ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day..

HON. A. BURVILL (South-East) [6.6]:
I understand that the object of this Bill is
to do away with the need for such a
measure coming before Parliament every
session. On reference to the report of the
Farests Department I find that £27,445,000°
worth of forest produets has been exported
from this State. The bulk of the value is
in timber, though sandalwood represents
nearly four millions of the total. Our
forests are being exploited for no adequate
return. Last year’s revenne is pretty well
a record, amounting to £182,000; and the
export has also been a record, representing
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1% millions sterling. In my opinion
sufficient attention has not been paid to re-
forestation. We have a wasting asset,
and the time is not far distant when, in-
stead of record relurns, we sghall have a
waning revenue, Thal position will come
about very rapidly unless steps are taken
to prevent it. Certainly, more should be
done in the way of reforestation. Aeccord-
ing to the Conservator’s report, so far less
than £100,000 has been spent on that work.
The report states—

The department have po large reserve of
funds accumulating, and the problem of the
future, now that trained administrative staff
is available, is to confine work urgently re-
quiring attention to the limits prescribed by
funds available.

Sufficient advances are not being made in
the matter of pine plantations. On this
aspeet the report states—

Seven new pine plantations have been estab-
lished, bringing the total up to 14, and in theae
50 pounds of Pinus pinaster seed, 100 pounds
of Pinus insignis sced, and ¢C¢ pounds of other
species have been sown. These nurseries should
result in the annual area planted being raised
to over 1,000 acres per year within two years.
This is not pearly enough to cope with the
wants of the State in the near future. We
are extending our fruit planting and our
export of fruit, and in view of our laws,
and of the approaching shortage of hard-
wood, we shall be compelled to use pine
timber. In order to make provision for
fruit cases, we must have extensive planta-
tions of pine. The law forbids the use of
second-hand fruit cases. That is guite as it
should be, on account of the danger of
orchards becoming infected with insect
pests from another State, or of one part of
this State infecting others. The pine
plantations should be established at the
earliest possible mement, as it takes 30
years to reach the stage when pines can
be thinned out so as to be of use for bex
making. Long before the expiration of 30
years we shall cerfainly be imporiing soft
wood for fruit cases. Indeed, I understand
the import has already siarted. Tasmania,
a far smaller State than Western Australia
in the matter of fruit growing, is now ex-
porting considerably over 114 million cases
of fruit. Pine plantations should be placed
where they will be accessible to the
orehardists. Pine trees will grow well in
the vieinity of the orcbards that are estab-
lished, and plenty of land suitable for pine
plantations ‘is available there. The Min-
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ister, in replying, might state whether
finanecial provision is to be made in the
near future for pine plantations. I under-
stand that the money aceruing from sandal-
wood royalty goes into revenue. This Bill
proposes that £3,000 of the royalty should
go to reforestation, and the rewainder to
vevenue. 1 am not in favour of that
arrangement Dbeing made permanent. 1
prefer to have the matter reviewed next
session. Unless there is special provision
of loan funds for the purpose, the Con-
servator of Forests will need more money
than is available to him al present for
both reforestation and afforestation. Such
part of the sandalwood revenue as is
not used for re-planting sandalwood
should go towards maintaining the forest
asset we have. That should not Dbe
done with borrowed money, which posterity
will have to repay. We are exploiting one
of the finest assets of the State, and we
should find the necessary funds for afforesta-
tion and reforestation. I support the Bill,
thongh I do not favour the financial ar-
rangement under it being made permanent.

HON F. E. S. WILLMOTT (South-
West) [6.13]: T entirely agree with the Bill,
and consider that an amount of £5,000 is
ample for the purpose of reforestation,
especially in view of the funds the Conser-
vator of Forests has in hand. A charge
has been made agaiust the Lands Depart-
ment of having encroached on certain for-
est lands at Bridgetown. T happened to
be in control of the Lands Department when
this matter was first arranged. In those
bygone days I held the opinien that there
wus excellent ]and in the Bridgetown distriet
for settlement purposes. In the Conserva-
tor’s report, parts of which are published
in to-day’s “West Australian.”” I notice a
statement to the effect that after the Con-
servator had begun operations on this land
adjacent to Bridgetown, the Minister for
Lands put his officers in, surveyed blocks.
and settled groups there. 1 wish to deny
that statement from my place in ihis House.
The land in guestion had been in the eye
of the Lands Department for some time.
The surveyors had looked over the land,
and bhad snrveyed blocks on it, and everv.
thing was in readiness for the groups. Some
months later, when the people came nut Lrom
England, all was prepared for them io go
straight oa to the bloeks; but in the mean-
time the Conservator of Forests had in-
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structed his offieers to do certain work on
this very land which had already been cut
up for group purposes. And now the Con-
servator has the temerity to tax the Minister
for Lands with putting groups on an area
on which forestry work had already been
begun. In reality, the position is the ex-
act opposite, and the Conservator began
reforestation work on land whick had al-
ready been surveyed for groups. An officer
holding sueh a high position should have
been much more eareful in making such an
assertion, While supporting the Bill, T take
the epportunity to draw the attention of the
House {0 a mis-statement which should never
have heen made, and which I hope will be
withdrawn in the immediate future.

On motion by Hon. J. Duffell, debate ad-
journed.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M. Drew—Central) [6.171: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tuesday, the 6th October.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned ot 6.19 p.m.

Legislative Hgscmbly,
Wednesday, 23rd September, 1925

Personal Ex; on 09
Questions : Forly-four Hoor Week ... o 999
Motor Lorries, Wanneroo Road PR )
Motlon : Experlmenhl Plota <. 1000
Bills ; Narrolv&‘l{\ Soldiers’ Memorial Instltul-e, .. 1000
Metropolitan Water Sapply, Sewmgs.nd Drain-
age Act Amendment, 1R, ... 1000
Electoral Act Amendment. Report 1000
W.A. Trustee, Executor, and Agency &o., Ltd. 1000
Act Amendment (Prlmt-e), 25. Com, B.eport
Cottestoe Municipal Beach Trust, 2B. 1000
Restriction Aet Amendment, 211 1004
Enl ents Tax Assessment, 2B., éom. chott 1008
Entertalnments Tax, 2R., Com, Beport 1008
Primary Products Mnrkd;lng. Z2n. e 1009

The SPEAKER iook the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr, J. H. Smith and the Primary Products
Marketing Bill.

MFE. J. H. SMITH (Nclson) [4.31]:
desire to make a personal explanation. When
the member for Swan (Mr. Sampson) was
speaking on the Primary Products Market-
ing Bill last night I remarked, by way of
interjection, that 99 per cent. or 100 per
cent. of the fruitgrowers in my eleetorate
were opposed to the Bill. There were many
interjections at the time and perhaps my re-
mark was not plainly heard. The “West
Australian,” however, reported me as having
said that 99 per cent. or 100 per cent. of the
growers in my distriet were in favour of the
Bill. Early to-day I received a telegram
Erom electors in my eonstituency drawing
my attention to the report in the “West Aus-
tralian” and asking me to correct the state-
ment in Parliament this afternoon. T beg
to do so now.

QUESTION—FORTY-FOUR HOUR
WEEK.

Estimate of Cost.

Mr. LINDSAY (for Mr. Thomson} asked
the Premier: 1, What is the estimated in-
creased cost of the 44-hour week poliey? 2,
As the Government’s action in introducing
the #-hour week in the various depart-
ments and industries may automatically
bring outside industry under the 44-hour
conditions, have the Government an esti-
mate of the inereased cost to the State? 3,
1f not, will they instruet the Statistical De-
partment to prepare an estimate?®

The PREMIER replied: 1, A reliable
estimate of increased cost, if any, cannot be
furnished where so many factors of such a
complex nature are involved. 2 and 3, No,
for the reasons stated in answer No. 1.

QUESTION—MOTOR LORRIES,
WANNEROO-ROAD.

Mr. MILLINGTON asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Is he aware that the Wanneroo-
road from Cape-street northwards for about
48 chains is in such a bad condition that the
local authorities have declared it closed? 2,
Is he aware that the damage was caused by
heavy motor lorries carting material for the
reconstruction of the Wanneroo-road north-



