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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have no
right to say that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If the
Leader of the Opposition had not thought
there was a difference between the, two
classes of land a Bill of this nature would
have gone through two years ago. The
Royal Commission deeided that both should
be included.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
New clause:
Mr. THOMSON: I move:

That a new Clause be added to stand aw
Clausve 11, as follows :-Ou'ner may retain
portion of land intended to be acquired.
Notwithstanding anything in this Act to
the contrary, any owner who, before a de-
claration, is published under Section seven
theat land As been takcen under this Act,
may notify the Board of his desire to re-
tain a portion of the land intended to be
taken sufficient for the sustenance of him-
sif and Isis family; and in such ease he
shall have the right to retain such portion
of the land as? mty be agreed vipon be-
twceen sucht owner and the Board or, in
ease an agreement is not arrived at, as
shall be determined by a Local Court,
and the decision of tire Court shall be
final.

it is only reasonable that a man should be
allowed to retain enough of his land to en-
able him to sustain himself upon it.

The MINYISTER FOR LA-NDS: I op-
pose the new clause. If it were carried it
might be possibl for a man, whose lro-
perty wvas req tired for subdivi,,ional purr-
poses, to retain the best of it for himself
and leave only the poorer portion. I would
again point out that the Government do not
desire to acquire improved land.

Mr. Thomson: You will take some.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Very
little. The more highly land is improved
the more expensive will it be to acquire.

Mir. Thomson: But the board might give
the owner the poorer part of his land and
take only the best of it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.
There would be a fair subdivision.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tf the
owner of a resumed area wishes to take
one of his blocks, and is willing to improve
it, he should be given the opportunity to
do so. It would save a lot of money, and
the owner would be treated with considera-
tion. The clause does Dot provide for that,
but the necessary provision could easily be
made without interfering with the Govern-
ment 's intentions. If the member for
Katanning will put up the necesafry
amendment I will support it, hut I cannot
support his present amendment.

Mr. Griffiths: There should be some pro-
tection of this kind for the man who wants
land.

"fr. SAMPSON: I see no force ia the
arguments brought forward in support of
the amendment. It is not reasonable to
suppose that a Than and his wife and
children would he sustained ais the result
of opt-rations upon the wiall section that
would be retained. The amendment is I" r-
niekety, and its adoption would certainly
not increase the eff'ectiveness of the mea-
sure.

Mir. THOMSON: I will accept the last
speaker's correction if lie can show n-e
where the Bill gives the owner the right to
claim part of the land taken from hLim.
My amendment has been put up with a min-
cere desire to give reasonable protection to
those whom tiis party represent. The Min-
ister's assurance is not worth a snap of the
fingers when we are legislating.

New clause put and negatived.

Title-agreed to.

Bill reported without ontundment,
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 11.15 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QX-ESTION-ESPERA2CCE SETTLERS,
ASSISTANCE.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, What was the cost per acre to
the settlers for the land put under cultiva-
tion byv the Government at Esperne for
the yeatr 1923-24? 2, What wais the return
per acre for the above-mentioned area? 3,
Is there anr indemnity provided by the
Treasurer to the trustees of the Agricultural
Bank aginat any loss in this area?

572



[2 SF2TMMn, 2924. 57

The 31MINISTER FOE LANDS re-
plied: J, Sixty-three shillings per acre,
which includes depreciation and main-
t'*nance of machinery, transport, fuel,
seed, superphosphate, insurance, corn.
sacks, harvesting, and all other charges
2, The yield ranged from eight bush-
els to nil. All crops were not stripped,
and a comparatively large area cut for bay
for very light returns. 3, The cost of crop-
ping %as not provided from the Agricultural
Bank funds;.

Q IJJSTION-INSPECTION OF
MACHINERY.

Forrest-place Crone Accideet.

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Minister
for NAines: 1, Is the Press report of the
evidence tendered by Inspector Gill at the
coroujal inquiry at Perth on 6th August,
1924, touching the death of Peter Harrison,
crane driver, at Forrest-plave, correct,
wherein he stated: "No notice has been
given of the removal of the crane from the
place AN-here it was previously working, the
Swan Brewery, but this was not required
by the Act'"? 2, Did the Inspection of
Machinery Department institute proceedings
against A. T. Brine & Sons, contractors, for
failing to notify the department of the re-
moral of a crane from the Swan Brewery
to Forrest-place, as provided in Section 70
of the Inspection of Machinery Act? 3,
What was the result of the prosecution?

4, Was the prosecution instituted without
the consent or knowledge of the Chief In-
syector'I 5, Is he aware that at thp
coronial inquiry the jury expressed the
opinion ''that a strict inspection by the
Machinery Department should be made on
the erection tand re-erection of all cranes''?J
6, Is the Machinery Department in posses-
sion of the detals of a test applied to a
crane on the Fremantle quay after its re-
moval from Buabury? 7, Who represented
the department when the test was made I
8, Have the owners notified the department
as provided for by Section 70 of the Act
of the place of removal of this crane? 9,
If so, on what date? 10, How long sine
has it been the practice of the department
to compute the strength of jibs and other
important parts of cranes? 11, Is it a fact
that hitherto the strength of parts was
merely estimated!

The MINISTER FOE MINES replied:
1, The evidence tendered by Inspeitor Gill
as to removal of the crane was not fully
or correctly reported in the Press. He was
asked if it were necessary to notify removal
of the crane from the Swan Brewery, no
mention being made of Forrest-place, and
answered ''No."' After a contract is
finished a contraetor can dismantle and store
nmavhine'v without notice. The inspector
was nexrt asked whether A. T1. Brine & Sons
should have given notice of re-erection at

Forrest-place, and answered -Certainly."
Asked if they did so, he replied "''No."'
The inspector further stated that the cer-
tificate issued on the crane when erected
at the brewery was automnatically"N cancelled
by the removal of the crane, and in any
case, by, material alterations made when
re-erecting it. 2, No; but proceedings
were taken against the contractors for
working the crane without a certificate
under Section 44 of the Act. 3, Defend-
ant- were fined £2 and £1. 4s. costs. 4, Pro-
ceeulings were taken by the Chief Inspec-
tor's instructions. 5, Yes; the Act only
applies to machinery erected as provided
in Section 16. All machinery under the
provisions of the Act is inspected as soon
as notification is received from the owner
after erection or re-erection, and before the
issue of a certificate. 6, No. 7, No one.
The department has no knowledge of a test
having been made. 8, No. 9, Answered by
No. 8. 10, U9p to recently alt cranes in this
State have been self-contaned, and have
been made by reputable British makers.
All of thenm arc working within the makers'
tested and guaranteed loads, and computa-
tions, except in the case of ropes and other
minor details, have been unnecessary.
Cranes such as Brines', which include foun-
dations, etc., not supplied by the makers,
have been computed, and loads assessed
accordingly. 11, The tensile strength of
material used cannot he computed. Af ter
ascertaining the nature of the material
(i.e., whether steel, iron, cast iron, etc.),
computations are made on the assumption
that the material complies with the usual
standards for such material. Wherever
possible, particulars of the brand, breaking
stress, etc., of the material are obtained.

QUESTION-COLLIE LAND,
APPLICATIONS.

'Mr. WILSON asked the Premier: 1, Is
he aware there have been numerous appli-
cations from coal miners, timber workers
and others in the Collie coal fields district
for land there, that such applications in-
variably have been refused, and that the
reasons for the refusals are that the land
has been dedicated as a forest reservel 2,
Is he aware that the applicants generally
do not desire financial help to clear the
land, but that they intend to clear the land
in spar$ time consequent upon the irregn-
larity of the work in which they a-re en-
gaged! 3, Will he cause inve-siigations to
be made so that land can he made available
for these persons!

The PREMIER replied: I, There have
been v ine applications for land in the No. 4
State Forest at Collie. There may have
been numerous inquiries, but no record is
kept of these. 2, 1 have no information.
.1, Inquiiries will be made, but land in a
State Fores9t can only be made available
with the approval of Parliament.
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QUESTION-KENDENUP COMMIS-
SION, COST.

Mr. A. WA CSBEOUGH asked the Pre-
mier: What was the total cost of the Ken-
denup commission of inquiry?

The PREMIER replied: The expenditure
to date, which is far from complete, is
£09i 3s. 2d.

BILLS (2)-THiRD READING.

1, Unclaimed Moneys Act Amendment.
2, Closer Settlement.

Transmitted to the Cotuncil.

BILL-PRVATE SAVINGS BANK.

In Cornmitteec.

Resumed from tho 28th August. M r.
Lutey in the Chair; the Premier in charge
of the Dill.

Clause 6--Licensed savings banks to de-
posit securities with Minister:

Mr. ANGELO: I move an amendment-

That after "E.10,000" in paragraph
(a) of Subeclause I the words ''or a
lesser sum sufficient to cover all the
liabilities of the bank under its savings
bank business" be inserted.

The Premier said the Bill was introduced
for a two-fold purpose-to protect the sav-
ings of the people, and to preserve to the
use of the State a reasonable accumulation
of those savings. The amendment will in
no way interfere with the Premier's laud-
able desires. A lesser sum equivalent to
the whole of the deposits for the time
being up to £CiO,000 would be lodged in
the same way as the security mentioned in
the Bill, and the institution, whose in-
auguration has led to the introduction of
the Bill is devoting, and I can safely say
will, devote the whole of its accumulated
deposits to assisting the producers of this
State. The amendment would render it un-
necessary for the institution to put up a
huge sumu of money, for if it had to do so
it might be unable to assist at least a
dozen farmers. The deposits in the savings
bank section amount to only a few hundred
pounds.

The PREMIER: I hope the boa, mem-
ber will not press his amnendment. The Bill
is intended to safeguard the interests of
depositors, and this deposit of £1,000 Is
a guarantee of the stability of the bank,
and must be put up by any person desirous
of embarking upon the savings bank busi
ness. It will also act as a check upon
any small company that may wish to start
a savings bank. It is very necessary that

a dequate guarantees should be provided for
depositors. we insist upon a £10,000 de-
posit being paid by life insurance com-
panics, to Protect the interests of those who
do business with them, and also upon 25

per cent, of the deposits each year being
put up until they reach the sum of £20,000.
If this is necessary in the case of life in-
surance companies, it is equally necessary
in the case of a savings bank. The amend-
snent is not capable of practical applica-
tion, because tbe liabilities of a bank vary
front day to day. It is the responsibility
of the Government to see that those por-
sons s~ho invest their small savings in a
banking institution of this kind are ade-
quately safeguarded. If the amendment
were carried, it would destroy the whole
purpose of the Bill.

Mr. ANGELO: The bank I referred to
is a co-operative bank, said its shareholders
are all primary prodlucers. They complain
that the saVings banks in the State do not
make advances to them equivalent to the
deposits they lodge. To overcome this
difficulty they established a bank of their
Own.

The Premier: It should be no hardship
for the bank to put up the £10,000 deposit,
for it would be paid interest upon it.

Mr. ANGELO: Perhaps under Clause 7
the Premier w~ill do what he can to protect
the interests of the Primary Producers'
Rank.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Primary Producers' Bank were the only
institution in question, I am sure the Pre-
mlier would agree to the amendment

The Premier: That is so-
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : 'The

danger of the amendment tis that it will
encourage others, to start ant in the sav-
ings bank business without putting up a
penny. We do not want any more savings
banks. It would have been better to have
had a one-clause Bill prohibiting their as-
tablishmnent.

The Premier: I think there is only £700
in the savings bank section of the Primary
Producers' Bank. It could hand that
money to us and go out of business ae a
savings bank.

nfon Sir JAMES MITCHELL : No
doubt it has gone to some expense in start-
ing the business, and if the Premier could
help it in any way it would he a gracious
act on his part to do so- If the clause
means that all who wish to establish a
savings bank may do so, I cannot support
it.

Mr. ANGELO: From what has been
said, I think the bank may safely rely upon
the Premier giving i t a fair deal. Per-
haps when hie knows the good work it is
doing, he will exempt it from the provisions
of the Bill. This measure cannot last more
than a few months. The Commonwealth
are talking of introducing a comprehensive
hank Bill, and that would override any
State Act. With the permission of the
Committee, I will withdraw the amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Clause put and passed.
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Clause 7-Quarterly investments with
Minister:

Mr. GEORGE: A man may receive a
little extra money and put it into a savings
bank. Shortly after, he may desire to
withdraw it. If that happens after a big
sum, of mousy has been paid in, and the
first part of this clause is carried out,
the bank may be put to considerable
trouble in meeting the extra withdrawals.
The clause provides that every licensed
savings bank shall once a quarter in-
vest with the Minister a sum equal
to 70 per cent, of the excess of the
total deposits made over the total with-
drawals during the last preceding quarter.
Seventy per cent, is rather much, and
might embarrass the bank. Fifty per cent.
would make a working business proposition.
I remember the Australian flank failures
in 1893, when the withdrawals from the
banks were very heavy, and forced some of
the banks down. A good deal of the money
withdrawn here was put right away into the
Government Savings Bank. Had there
been another savings bank, as contemplated
by this Bill, no doubt it would hove re-
ceived a considerable proportion of those
withdrawals. We hope there will never be
another bank crisis like that of 1893; but
if it did occur, such a provision as this
might prove highly embarrassing. Banks
do not keep much cash in hand; they can-
not afford to do so; they lend out their
deposits as speedily as possible. While
their credit is good, the position is per-
fectly safe; but in times of crisis each
bank has to rely upon itself. I shall not
move an amendment, because I do not
profess to know much about banking busi-
ness. The position would be all right if there
were a provision that the bank could, in
a time of crisis, go to the Government and
obtain the amount of the deposit.

The PREMIER: I do not think there is
much occasion to fear what has been sug-
gested by the hon. member. In my opinion
70 rer cent, of the excess of deposits over
withdrawals is a reasonable proportion.
The times referred to by the hon. member
were quite exceptional, and had to do with
banks other than savings banks. The peo-
ple who deposit in savings banks are not
people who are able suddenly to make
either large deposits or large withdrawals.

Mr. George: They' did in that case,
The PREMIER: They made large de-

posits in the Government Savings Bank,
but they were not likely to withdraw those
sums atrain quickly.

Mr. George: They did here.
The PREMTER: The hon. member must

bear in mind that there is a margin of 30
per cent. A situation such as the hon.
member fears is not likely to arise here.
Even then persons who found themselves
so fearful of the safety of their deposits
as to withdraw them from a private bank,
would not be likely to deposit them in a
private savings bank, but would go to the

Government Savings Bank, or to some other
private banking institution in which they
had confidence,

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 8 to 15, inclusive-agreed to.
Title-agreed to,
Bill reported without amendment, and

the report adopted.

BfLA,-ROAJJ DISTRICTS RATES.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 26th August.

'Mr. GEORGE (Murray-Wellington)
[5.10]: The Bill is a step in the right diree.
tion. My reason for moving the adjourn-
nient of the debate was tbat it seemed to
me the present might be an opportune
time for embodying in our legislation some
extra protection for the metropolitan water
supply in respect of its rates and charges.
For many years there has been trouble, in
this connection, as regards land that has
not been transferred. I have taken the op-
portunity of seeing the Crown Solicitor,
'%r. Sayer, and discussing the matter with
him. I believe an Act passed during the
last year or two conferred on the authority
controlling metropolitan water supply some
more power than that authority possessed
previously. Mr. Sayer has drafted for me
an amendment, of which I have sent a
copy to the M3inister in charge of the Bill.
In Committee I propose to move that the
following be added to Clause 2:-

But subject as regards any registra-
tion after the commencement of this Act
to the payment by the transferee before
the registration of the transfer of any
rates for the time being due in respect
of the land, including rates and charges
due and payable under any Act relating
to water supply, sewerage, and drainage.

If the Minister sees his way to accept that
amendment and the House agrees to it, it
will remove any doubt that may exint re-
unrding rights that are, or should he, to
compel charges on the land to be paid by
the person who purchases the land and get s
the transfer. That course is absolutely
fair.

The Mfinister for Lands: In that case the
Water Supply Department will he getting
greater protection than the local au1thnrtr .

Mr. GEORVE: I do not know about that.
The dlevil looks after his own, and I sup-
pose "-e must look after State money as
far as we possibly can. For that reason
I am taking the course I have indicated.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
'Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister

for Works in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1-agreed to.
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Clause 2-Extension of time for regiti-
tration of transfers:

Mr. GEORGE: I move an amcndlment-
That flie following be added to the

clause-" but subject as regards tiny re-
gistration after the conmeemen~t of this
Act to the payment by the- transfereei be-
fore the rcrgistrat ion of the transfer of any
rates for tine that being due in respeet
of the land. includiag ratev and rharyi s
due and poagrble under any Act relatiue.
to water Rmi{JIyd sewecrage. mid drain-
age."I
The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: I1 raise

no objection to tine aMendment, :ultbougli
I amt advised that the existing situationi
covers; the point iaiscod by tile bonn. inern-
her, Still, the aninadment ruay make ais-
siurnuce doubly Noire. There have been ov-
casioins when the Water Supply Department
have attempnted to recover rates, and the
fact of' their withndrawing notices titer% hail
issued line been interpreted as casting a
doubt on the legality of their Position.
The notices were withdrawn owing to the
faulty manner in which they were issumed.
Since the change of Government, that has
becn overcome and sa faulty notices are is-
sued now. There may 'eachne ora-
ernment in the future and more care may
be necessary' . No harm will be done by
agreeing to the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: As one
who has had considerable experience in
local gcvernment affairs, I believe the
amendment is dangerous. It mneans; that
road boards will hare to take steps more
extreme than they have done in the past.
Frequently in order to assist persons. in
diflleulties, road boards and municipalities
have allowed rates to ron on. The result
has been that large amounts have been
owking. Similarly' the water supply rates have
run on. The effect of this is that it be-
comes useless f or a road board to put uip
an'- such property for sale, sereing that the
amount that would be recovered would not
equal the rates owing.

Mr. George: The amendment does not
refer to waeter rates exclusively.

The 'MINIST ER FOR LANDS: The
aimendment means that even' penny owing
to the Water Supply I)epartment for rates
must be paid, irrespective of whether the
road board receives anything out of it or
not.

Mrr. George: Not at all.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, it

does. A transfer could not be niade minlosR
that were done. The amendment mneans it
wumld be isl- to put up land for sale, and
anid it will debar road hoards from exereis-
inu their rights uinder the Act.

'Mr. GTharac: Should not tbe road hoard
rates as well as the water rates; be paid?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, but
the sale of many of the blocks wonld not
realise, Nuffivient to cosver the rates. owinz.

Mr. George: The amendment says that
all rntes must lbe paid including water supply
rates.

The MIENISTER FOR LANDS: That
cannot he guaranteedi, for experience in the
metropolitan area as well as in country die-
tric-ts, shows that blocks put up to auction
bty the local authorities, have not brought
sudhitent to cover the rates owing on them.
I1 n sorry ton disiagree with my, colleague,
thne Minister for Works, but I dto not tire
lii- , rniendmnent.

Hont. W. 1). JOHNSON: Evidently the
nnuvittinient seeks to extend the scope of
tihe Bill, lint neither I nor many other
:nn'inrs know what the debate is about. I
am prepared to he guided by the Minister
to a great extent, but I will not vote "on
the linid. " Stich an amendment as the
(ine uinder discussion should appear on the
-Notice Paper so that members may see
what it means. As it is, we do not know.
I wvill oppose the atnwndraent, not because -I
understand it, but because I do not know
its wording.

Mr. GEORGE: An apology is due to the
Committee for not having the amendment
placed on the Notice Paper. It does not
contemplate any diabolical harm.

lHon. W. D. JIobnson: According to the
Minister far Lands there may be some dan-
ger in it.

Mr. GEORGE: While I was Minister for
Works in charge of the Water Supply
Department, I know that difficulty was ex-
Ineriehh-ed in seuring casb owing on pro-
perties. At M.%idland Junction the local au-
thorities planned a sale of properties with-
out, so far as I know, making any inquiries
Sin to wvhat was due on account of water
rates. That led to difficulties. If a person
is to secure benefits, it is not wrong to ex-
peet him to pay dues owing upon the land
With which he is concerned. I do not think
there is any danger in the amendment.

The Minister for Lands: Road hoards
and municipalities cannot sell laud until
rates have been owing for five years; then
they have to advertise their intention before
they can submit the blocks to auction.

Mr. Davy: The sale wipes out the ar-
rears.

The Minister for Lands: Of course.
Mfr. GEOROE: The arrears to the Met-

ropolitan Water Supply Department could
not be wiped out by that means, for no
joiwer is given to local authorities to over-
ridi' the Glovernment.

The Minister for Lands: An Act over-
rides the Government.

Mr. Thrnnson: It would appear that the
road! board forces the sale and the Water
qi1I .ply Department gets the rates.

Mr. GEORGE: That is not the position.
At any rate, I would not have proposed the
amnendiment if I did not think importance
attached to it.

The CIIAIRIMAN: The latter portion of
the amendment referring to rates due on
account Of Water supply, sewerage and
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drainage refers to matters coming under an-
other Act, and that will involve an amend-
ment to the Title of the Bill.

,%r. GEORGE: I do Dot think so. The
amendment applies to action by road boards.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: This all demon-
strates the advisability of reporting pro-
gress so that wre may lovok into the position.

Mr. GEORGE; I have no objection to
the matter being postponed.

On motion by Hon. W. D. Johnson, pro-
gress reported.

BILL-TINSPECTTON OF SCAFFOLD.
ING.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from 21st August.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray - Wellington)
15.301: 1 have gone carefully through the
Bill. I do not think there can be any
doubt about the necessity for it, although
we ma ' well desire to make some amend-
mnint in its provisions. Last session a
Bill with a similar title was brought
down, but unfortunately it did not pass.
I think the House is quite satisfied tnat,
owing to the large volume of construction
going on iii the metropolitan area and the
fact that the older small buildings are
being replaced by lofty, ornate structures,
our scaffolding regulations should bo care-
fully attended to. Tt may be argued, Of
course, that our contractors and hujidiers
are men of experience, avid therefor, not
likely to omit such precautions as are
necessary to prevent injury. Nevertheless,'
accidents do occur, as we saw recently in
Forrest Place -when, unfortunately, the
collapse of a crane resulted in loss of
Jife. So I think a Bill of this sort is
needed. But some of the provisions in the
Bill are quite new. For instance, it
has been, decided to include inspectors
under the Inspection of Machinery Act.
That, I think, is wise. The 8-foot
limit prescribed in the Bill of last
session has been omitted from the measure
before us. Also it is intended that the
operations of the Bill shall extend to
ships and boats. That, of course, Is quite
new. Last year we debated the question
of whether the Bill should apply to gear
in wells, and decided against it, notwith-
standing which the Provision reappears in
the present Bill. It is further provided
that inspectors may visit and inspect
scaffolding by day or by night. Such a
provision should, I think, be folly justi-
fied in Committee. At the very least we
ought to provide that the person responsible
for the erection of the scaffolding should
be given due notice of such visits. The
Bill provides that an inspector may give
notice in writing of what he requires. In
my view that "may" should be amended
to ''shall.'-' Provision is made that when

an accident happens, no alteration shall
be made to the defective scaffolding. Hon.
members will agree that this should be
amended, and that the defective scaffold-
ing should be altered, not with the idea
of permitting the responsible person to
interfere with it in order to cover Up the
defect, hut merely to ensure safety by
precluding a repetition of the accident.
The Bill does not provide, as the previous
one did, that regulations made under it
shall be laid before Parliament. That
may he covered by some other Act. 1
merely draw attention to it. I must con-
gratuliate the Mfinister for Works on the
zeal with which he is getting to his task.
In moving the second reading a few days
ago he told us he ba seen a man working
on the top of a ladder over 30 feet from
the ground. Three ladders, he said, were
lashed together and were standing in the
miiddle of a righit-of-way. There were two
horses anid a cart a little further away,
and if the horses had bolted the man on
top of the ladder must have lost his life.
I do not know whether this was quoted as
an illustration of the doctrine of ''go-
slow''; for last session the hon. member
said this-

This morning as I left the Perth rail-
way station I saw a man painting the
parapet of the building next to the old
14Sunday Times'' office. He bad two
ladders lashed together with ropes, and
was working at a height of 30 feet from
the pavement.

I draw attention to the fact that, whereas
the man in last year's illustration could
get up 30 feet with the aid of two
ladders, this year he requires three
ladders to attain the same height. I trust
the Minister will be able to clear up this
point for us when be replies to the debate.

IMr. THOMSON (Katanning) [3.401: 1
don not think the Bill is required. -For
making that statement I may be accused
of want of hmunity. Yet I have had
years of practical experience, and I can-
not see any necessity for the introduction
of the Bill. In these days of high costs
we are faced with a Dill that can only
mean added costs of construction. As for
the safety of the public and of the work-
men, that can well be left in the hands
of the local authorities. To-day a an
wishing to erect a structure in the metro-
politan area, or indeed anywhere else in
the State, has to submit his plans to the
local authority. If be has to erect scaffold-
ing on the outside of the building, the
local authority lays down conditions cal-
culated to samfeguard the public. The
builder can come out only a certain dis-
tance with his scaffolding. He must erect
a proper barricade, and the public must
be protected from the danger of falling
bricks or other material.
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Hon. J. Cunningham- What about inside
scaffolding?

Mr. THOMSON: 'Well, the public are
protected there just the same. To pass
the Bill will be to create another public
department with a full staff of inspectors
and sub-inspectors. It is provided that
the necessary money shall be furnished by
Parliament from time to time. Reading
that literally, one wouldl tbink the Gov-
ernment were to provide the cost of the
inspection of scaffolding. But there is
another provision that says the Governor
may prescribe the scale of fees to be paid
for tine inspection of scaffolding and gear.
Sub-inspectors, it is directed, shall keep
minutes and report to the chief inspector.
That means that an inspector going around
the various buildings shalt report on, each
of his visits. Of course, for two reasons
that is deemed to be necessary: first, to
safeguard those who are working on the
building by seeing to it that the scaffold-
ing is properly erected and, secondly, in
order that certain prescribed fees may be
collected. The objection I have to it all
is that it can only spell added cost of
erection of buildings. As with the build-
ing fees, one erecting a building will be
called upon to pay anything from 1
upwards, according to the value of the
building. We could not well have a flat
rate covering all buildings from cottages
to large warehouses. If only the scale of
fees were before us, we should have some
knowledge of what the thing is likely. to cost.
All that we know is that the Minister in
charge of the Bill will consult the inspectors
and will then prescribe that certain fees
shall be imposed. Perhaps the Minister,
when replying, will give an indication of
the fees that he has in view. Suppose we
add one per cent. That amount, on a £500
cottage, will mean £5. It will be an addi-
tion to other costs already abnormally
high. It wnay be argued that £ 5 is neither
here nor there, hut we have to remember
that in larger buildings the amount will be
considerably more and it will have to be
added to the cost of construction. Again,
the Bill gives great powers to the inspectors
to be appointed. The inspectors will de-
clare that all scaffolding and gear shall
be as prescribed by regulation and shall be
maintained and used in accordance with the
Act. I know that the Minister will say
that the Act will be administered with com-
mon sense. He may also point out that
there is a proviso in the Bill, which was
not included in the previous Bill, that will
give power to divide the State into districts.
The Government, therefore, will have the
power to declare an area. Generally speak-
iag, I do not sea any need for the Bill,
chiefly because the matter of attending to
scaffolding can with safety be left in the
hands of the local authorities. If it is
proposed to deal principally with the metro-

politan area, we must bear in mind that the
local authorities have a building surveyor
who is supposed to see that the buildings,
permission for the erection of which has
been granted, are constructed in accordance
with the plans submitted. We can entrust
that authority with the work of seeing that
the scaffolding and gear are as they should
be, and if we adopt that course we do away
with the expense of building up another
department. These of us who happen to
know a little about building are aware
that there are many occasions when scaf-
folding and gear used may not be all that is
desired. It is a common thing for builders
to use what are termed first floor joists
when they reach that level in a building.
It may be right to debar builders from using
those- joinsta. Clause 12 reads-

If any scaffolding or gear is not kept
in conformity with this Act, or if with
respect to the same there is a breach of
this Act, or if the owner fails to comply
with an order or request duly made by
inspector with respect to the same, the
owner shall, if no other penalty is pro-
vided, be liable to a penalty not exceed-
ing £920.

I wish to make it clear that I am not in
any way in favouir of inadequate scaffold-
ing, or of anything being done that will
endanger the lives of those who are engaged
in erecting buildings. As a general rule,
however, speaking as a workman and an
employrer, the desire is to do everything
that is possihle to make scaffolding sa-fe.
In these days of high costs, it can truth-
fully he said that unless an employer pro-
vides proper scaffolding, he is taking a
course that iL% penny wise and pound foolish.
I do not think there is a man contracting
in Western Australia who is stupid enough
to ask his employees to work on scaffolding
that is not perfectly sae. These are some
of the reasons why I consider that the Bill
is not required. The only effect will be to
build up a separate department. I am con-
vinced that if we were to request the muni-
cipial councils in the metropolitan area
to attend to the erection of scaffolding,
every purpose would be served. In this
way we would obviate the creation of an-
other department.

The Minister for Works: There will not
he any separate department if I am in
charge.

Mr. THOMSON: There may be. To-dlay
we have the Machinery Department, which
is quite a separate affair. There is a chief
inspector, and then district inspectors, and
of course a clerical division. I cannot see
hew the Minister will avoid the establish-
ment of another department, or perhaps a
suhb-depnrtment. Th any case there will be
increased cost, and it is on that account
that I intend to oppose the second reading
of the Bill.

Question pnt and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Comijee.
Ms. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for

Works in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2 -Interpretation:
Mr. CRESSON : If it is intended to ap-

ply the Bill to the work of sinking wells
in outback places such as pastoral areas,
a hardship will be inflicted. Experienced
men who engage in this work secure them-
selves perfectly I 9en well sinking, and
when water is struck a windmill is erected.
If there is to be an inspection it will be
pretty hard on that section of the comn-
",uity. it the country moat of the around
in which weolls are sunk is firm and there-
lore no inspection at all is required. The
clause need not apply outside the metro-
politan area. Probably there is need for
it in the metropolitan area because most
of the wells are sunk in sand.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
not intended that the Bill shall apply gen-.
erally throughout the State.

Mr. Latham: You have power to make
it so apply.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
cannot make a law for one part of the
State, but we can say that an Act shall
operate over a particular area. That is
what we propose to do in this ease. I give
the Committee an assurance that there is
no intention to apply the measure to the
out-bacek districts; the present intention is
to limit the Bill to the metropolitan area,
though subsequently it may be applied to
certain nminicipalities.

Mr. .T. H. Smith: What is the radius?
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Prob-

ably 25 miles from the Perth Town Hall.
Mr. Latham: That is all right so long

as it does not interfere with well sinking
on a farm.

M r. Sampson: In man,- instances 25
miles from Perth would] land you in the
bush.

Mr. Marshall: The bush! You have not
ween it yet.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
must be rower to supervise the erection ot
scaffolding in wells in the sandy soil around
Perth. The men have asked to be protected
and we propose to protect them.

Mr. George: It is the disused well that
is dangerous.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not
necessarily; lives have been lost in wells
that were still in use. If the wells around
Perth were as safe as those in the Mur-
ehison country there would be no necessity
for the Bill to apply to them.

Mr. pastos: You want a proper ladder-
way for the wells here.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
Mr. Sampson: Is this measure to be con-

fined to a 25-mile radiust
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. I

am not binding myself to that. I suggested

25 miles as the radius that may be decided
upon.

Mr. GEORGE: The Bill of last session
defined scaffolding as any structure built up
and fired to a height exceeding 8ft. from
the horizontal base oa which it was built
sip and fixed, etc., and I aol strongly of
opinion that we should not depart from that
definition. The scaffolding for an ordinary
one-storey cottage does not go very high,
and timber to be used in the building of the
house is generally, utilised in the scaffold-
ing. To apply this measure to every build-
ing is going too far, and will certainly add
greatly to th2 cost of building. I do not
know that this will make any difference to
the pocket of the contractor; if he has to
comply with these conditions, he will make
his price cover the increased outlay. The
8ft. limit was a fair compromise and
would meet all requirements. The danger
lies in scaffolding for huge buildings such
as. the G.P.O., the A.M.P. and Surrey Cham-
bers. We have buildings that would be a
credit to any city in the world, and it is the
scaffolding for them that should be well
looked after. No matter howv careful a
contractor may be, no harm will be done by
having inspectors to supervise the scaffold-
ing. I move an amendment-

That after '"structure"' in linc I of thea
definition of '"scafolding," the words
"built up and fixed to a height exceeding
8ff. from the horizontal base on which it-
is built up and fixed'' be inserted.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I caa-

not accept the amendment. Last session 1
placed my views clearly before members.
In the Eastern States some of the Acts
have a limitation. South Australia in 1907
limited the height to Itift., but in 1908 that
provision was repealed mid the height was
lef t unlimited, as is proposed here. Meum-
bers opposite seem to be under the impres-
sion that there must be one class of scaffold-
ing irrespective of the height of the build-
ing.

Mr. Thomson: No, we want to do away
with the inspection of a small building.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: To do
that would be wrong, because a fall from a
height of it. is liable to have as serious
results as a fall from twice that height.

Mr. Thomson: I would sooner take the
Sf L

The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: South
Australia has regulations dealing with dif-
ferent classes of buildings, and no doubt
regulations framed under this measure would
provide that the material to be used in the
construction of a building might be em-
ployed for scaffolding, so long as it was
satisfactory. I want this measure to be up-
to-date. Why should we lag so far behind
the other States?

Mr. George: They may be too forward.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They

may be going too fast for some people. The
hen, member would have us start now where
South Australia was in 1908.
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Sitting suspended from 6,15 to 7

The MINISTER FOR WORK;
Bill will be administered with eon
and reasonableness. It is breal
ground, and because of that a gee
mystery appears to surround it.
wish to start off at the spot le
other States some sixteen years ag
are doing the Job let us bring
date. I cannot accept any amend
will place us where gouth Aust
many years ago.

Mr. THOMSON:- The Minist
ently objects to his Bill being a'
any way. I van see no necessity f1
speetion of scaffolding in the case
storey building, for that will on]
the cost of the structure. I hope t
went will he carried.

Amendment put and a div-is
with the following result:-

Noes

Ma jorit. ragainst

as.
Sir James
Mr. North
Mr. Ramps
Mr. .1, 1,
M r. Thorns'
Mr. Latham

a.
Mr. McCall

Mr. Millia
Mr. Munim

'Mr. Paaton
Mr. Sleema,
Mr, lesds
Mr. A. Wek
Mr. Willc

'Mr. Wither
Mr. Wilson

Anr

Mr. Barnard
Mr. Brow
Mr. Dav
Mr. George
Mr. Griffiths
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. Mann

'Mr. Ans-win
Mr. Obesson
Mr. Cirdesdale
Mr. Coverley
Mr, Cunningham

Mr. Heron
Mr. Holman
Mr, Hughes
Mr. W. D). Johnson
Mr. Kennedy
Mr. Lambert
Mr. Lamond

AYEs&
Mr. Richardson
Mr. Teesle Mr. Lambe

Amendnment thus negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 3-Expenses to be Psi
moneys sppropriated:

Mr. THOMSON: This Bille
another Government DepartmentL
Estimates showed that the insp
machinery cost E5,292, that the re
rh-ed from that "onrce wvas £6,089

.SO P.M.

S: This
monsense

fiug new
d deal of
I do not
ft by the
a. As we

the credit balance was £797. I intend to
nmove that the clause be struck out, and the
following words inserted in lieu:

For the purpose of carrying this Act
into ex-cnt ion thr Acts governing the
Municipolities and road boards shat be
afmended, ynrino tihem power to levy the
necessary feet.

it up to Tho administration of the low respecting
meat that the inswetioli of scaffolding should be car-
rals was ried out byv the local authorities. Without

casting any reflection whatever on the

cv- appar- civil servants we have, I strongly object
nended in to fuirther increasing the civil service. We
'or the M' are told by both past and present Minis-
of a one- ters that members of Cabinets are over-

ly add to burdened with work. This Bill will in-
he amend- crease the burdens of Ministers.

The CHAIRMAN: If the hon. member
wishes to have the clause struck out, he

on taken will vote against it. He can move his
amendment in the form of a new clause

18 at the end of the Bill.
22 The MINISTER FOR WORKS:- The

- logic of the member for Katanning is in-
9 comprehensible. He dernurs at the ex-

- pense which he says the measure involves,
but his proposal would mean separate in-
spectors. for each municipality and road

Mitchell bosrd in the metropolitan area, whereas
an inspector under a central authority

on would easily, look after three or foar
Smith municipal aod road districts. My objee-
on tion to giving municipalities and road

boards such authority as that provided in
(Tdlle.) the Bill is that they do not represent the

people, being elected on a restricted fran-
chise, a property basis. If the electorates
of local governmeonts are considerably ex-

Lum tended, I shiall be prepared to assist
ton towards enlarging the powersl of those
3 bodies. A proposition such as this, affect-

ing the lives of men, should not be handed
o over to authorities elected on a purely
le* property franchise. T certainly will not
~nsbrougb have a new department set up for the

ck purposes of this Bill; the existing govern-
s mental machinery will be employed to

administer the measure. I hope the Corn-
(Telaer.) mittee will retain the clause. The cost

of inspection will not be anythiag like
one per cent. of the cost of the work in-
spected. A cottage will not cost 109, to

I. inspect, and numerous cottages can be

Johnson inspected in one day.
ri Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: If the suggested

amendment were carried, its mover could
not insert the words he desires to insert.
It is not competent for the hon. member
to, amendI totally foreign Acts by this

d out of Bill.

~stablishes
ast year'Is
ieition of
~venue de-
,and that

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 4, 5, 6-agreed to.

Clause 7-Powers and dutties of inspectors'

.M'r. GEORGE:- This clause is fairly
strenuous, empowering an inspector to
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eater at any time, by day or by night,
any Place where he has reason to believe
there is scaffolding, for the purpose of
examining such scaffolding. The owner
should be given advice beforehand of the
intended visit of an inspector.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 8 and 9-agreed to.

Clause 10--Scaffolding, etc., to be in
accordance with the Act:

Mr. THOMSON : I do not like this
clause. Earlier in the evening the Min-
ister said the South Australian measure
contained a schedule directing that cer-
tain things should apply to certain strue-
tures. We have tbe Minister's assurance
that the department will be reasonable,
but what appears reasonable to the de-
partmnent not infrequently does not seem
so to the practical man using the appli-
ances in question every day. Surely those
who drafted the Bill had an idea as to
bow it should be carried into operation.
We are in ffect asked to sign a blank
cheque.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I have
an inherent distaste for government by
regulation. Had it been possible, I would
have included in the Bill every detail
which will be fixed by the regulations.
Indeed, I tried to do it; but I discovered
that it was impossible.

Mr. Thomson: Would it not be possible
to indicate what class of material would
be required for the scaffolding for a build
ing of a given number of storeysi

The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: What-
ever regulations are made will be based
on regulations obtaining throughout the
Eastern States. The Committee should
accept our assurance that nothing un-
reasonable will be dlone. We will not ask
for anything more stringent in our regui-
lations than operates in the Eastern
States. We will go quietly for a start.
I cannot give definite details at present.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 11 to 19-agreed to.

Clause 20-Who may be proceeded
against for offences:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Wilt the
Minister explain to what extent the
owner or occupier of a property will be
held responsible under the clause.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
definition of an owner is set out in the
interpretation clause and shows that
''owner'' means the "'owner of any
scaffolding and the mortgagee, lessee,
hirer and borrower thereof, and any over-
seer, foreman, agent, and person having
the control, charge; or manag ement
thereof.''

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : But what
about the occupier of pretisesf

Mr. George: The occupier iq not mn-
tioned in the interpretation clause. There
cannot be an occupier of scaffolding.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
occupier is first mentioned in Clauise 1S.
The intention is clear that the owner of
the scaffolding will be liable for anything
in connection with that scaffolding and
the owner or occupier of a houie will only
become liable should he prevent the in-
spector from entering upon the premises,
or from carrying out his duties. That is
the extent of the liability of an occupier.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But Clause 20
sets out that the occupier has to prove
that he used due diligence to enforce the
Act.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I can-
not understand how it can be argued that
an occupier has any responrsibility regard-
ing the scaffolding. Only one phase of
the Bill concerns the occupier and that
would arise should he not permit the in-
spector to carry out his duties. It is
perfectly clear that no liability attaches
to the occupier regarding anything con-
ceruing the scaffolding.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
clause has been badly drafted. I accept
the 'Minister's assurance that the owner
or occupier of a building has no responsi-
bility regarding the work of a contractor
engaged upon painting or repairing his pre-
Mms. It would be unthinkable if the
owner of a cottage who had arranged to
have his house painted should be landed in
trouble and perhaps he sued for damages
arising from faulty scaffolding. I know
that the M.%inister does not intend that any
such responsibility should attach to the
owner or occupier of at dwelling, but
the matter should be looked into.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses, 21 to 24-agreed to.

Clause 25-Regulations:

Mr. THOMSON: Paragraph (r) sets out
inter alia that regulations may be framed
"requiring written notice to be given
to an inspector before the erection
of scaffolding or gear, which notice
shall state the estimated cost of the
work -in connection with which scaffold-
ing or gear is intended to be used.'"
That shows clearly that it is the intention
of the Government to impose charges ac-
cording to the value of buildings con-
structed.

The Minister for Works: You suggested
that yourself!

Mr. THO'MSON: No, I said that was
what would happen. What I said is shown.
in the paragraph I refer to.

The Minister for Lands: You would not
charge the same for a four-roomed cottage
as you would for constructing a four-storey
building.

'Mr. THOMSON\: Quite so, but it is a
pity that no fees is prescribed in the clause.
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I commend that suggestion to the Minister.
Under the Municipalities Act and the Road
Districts Act, power is provided to charge
fees.

The Minister for Lands: Motor licenses
vary according to the sizes of the vehicles.

Mr. THOMSON: That is not the inten-
tion here. The intention here is to charge
on a percentage basis and this means in-
creased taxation. It is on all fours with
the authority given to local governiag bodies
to levy building fees when they pass plant.

The Minister for Lands: Not all muni-
cipalities impose building fees.

Mr. THO'MSON:. Most of them do, and
under the Bill we shall hare imposed a
similar scale of fees.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHOLL: This
clause ought to go out altogether. It re-
presents legislation by regulation with a
vengenance. I do not suppose such a clause
has ever appeared in any other Bill.

The Minister for Lands:. Re careful. 'You
had better examine some of those you have
fathered in days gone by.

Hfon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Prob-
ably there never has been such a clause as
this. Under it the Minister will be able to
do all manner of things by regulation' Of
course, in a measure like this we must have
power to make regulations, but this clause
gives the Minister power to extend the scope
of the Bill. The Committee would not be
justified in passing such a clause.

Mr. Heron: You set them a bad example.
Mon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Not at

all. We want a reasonable Bill. Hfere we
have 24 clauses, after which Clause 25 gives
the Minister power to do anything he
pleases. T agree with leaving the scale of
fees to be fixed. by regulation, but -not with
a proposal to allow the Minister to extend
the legislation by regulation. I invite mem-
bers onnosite to vote against the Minister.

M-r. Panton: You give us good advice.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In this

instance I do. The principle of the clause
is altogether wrong. The Minister should
be given power to make regulations in re-
speet of the 24 clauses, bnt nothing -more.
He has been instructed by my' learned friend,
the Minister for Lands.

The Minister for 'Works: Yes; I just
told him what I wanted.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: And be
has shown you how to get it. The Minister
for Works himself, when moving the second
reaine. apolorised for this clause. It is
altogrether a bad clause, for it gives the
Minister nreasonable power.

The MIN.ISTER FOR WORKS: The
Lender of the Opposition has roundly con-
demned the clause. I wish to tell him it
has been taken word for word from the
Bill brought down by his Government hast
session. The only alteration to it is the
addition of the provision governing
mechanical gear.

Mr. George:- That is all right. It is
necessary.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
there can be no objection to that. The
Clause was quite nil right when embodied in
a Bill brought down by the late Govern-
ment.

Ion. Sir JAMES M.NITCHELL: it was
not my Dill.

The Minister for Lands: Don't dIisowa
your children.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It was
in charge of one of your Ministers. I re-
gret that so much power has to be taken by
regulation, but in a Bill such as this there
are a hundred and one details to be con-
sidered, and to set them all out in an Act
of Parliament would not be possible.

Mr. GEORGE: I agree that the pro-
vision governing mechanical gear should be
in the clause. The Minister says that is the
only point of difference between this clause
and the correspontding clause in last year s
Bill. Just the same, the scope of the Bill
has been so greatly widened by the elimina-
tion of the Sft. limit, the inclus9ion of wells
and ships, and in other ways, that to be
complete the regulations will have to he very
voluminous. Therefore the Lender of the
Opposition was perfectly justified in his
criticism.

Mr. THOMSON: I move an amend-
met-

That af ter ''fees" in paragraph (di)
the words "which shall not exceed one
per cent. of the cost of the work" ber
inserted.
Mr. Latham: The Government may re-

gard that as the minimum.
Mr. THOMSON: If we do not stipulate

one per cent-, they may charge 2 or S per
con t.

Mr. Latham: Make it one-half per cant.
Mr. THOMSON: The Minister is wil-

lang to accept one per cent., and it would
be better to stipulate that than leave the
amount unlimited.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I have
no objection to the amendment if it be
made to read "one per cent. of the esti-
mated cost of the building."

Mr. Thomson: I accept the 'Minister's
suggestion.

Mr. Latbam: That is far too high;
tuake it 5s. per cent.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do,
not think it will cost a fraction of one per
cent. I know the charges elsewhere-

Hon. Sir James Mitcell: What are they!
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And

the fees here will not approach one per
cent.

Ho01. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: One per
cent, is too high. If the Minister knower
the fees elsewhere, be should tell us what
they are. I move--

That the amendment be amended bi-
striking out "&o" and inserting "fiv&
shillings" in lieu.
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The present Minister will not always be in
office.

The Mlinister for Works: I think I shall
be until I die of old age.

Hon. Sir -JAMES. MITCHELL: It will
be had for the country if that occurs. The
aggregate amount at 5s, per cent, will be
considerable.

Mr. THOMSON: I amn prepared to alter
my amendment on the lines suggested by
the Leader of the Opposition.

The Minister for Works: Look out, or
you will lose the lot.

Mr. THOMSON: All regulations must
be laid on the Table, and it will be within
the province of the House to reject any of
them.

Mr. George: But a lot of money will
have been collected by way of fees.

Mr. THOMSON: That cannot be helped.
Will the Minister accept 5s. per cent.?

The Minister for Works: You had better
stick to the one per cent.

Mr. THOMBOX:. Very well, I shall do
so.

Amendment on amendment put and nega-
tived.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to,

Clauses 28, 27, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with an amendment.

BILL-NOX-IOUS WEEDS.

Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. Mt. F. Troy-Mt. Magnet) (8.41] in
moving the second reading said: It ha
fallen to my lot to introduce a BiUl which
I was largely, responsible for having de-
feated last year-at least not the Bill in
its entirety, because this measure contains
several further amendments that experience
has shown to be necessary. Probably I
shall be taunted by some members opposite
about haviug seen fit to change my views
regarding the principles embodied in this
Bill, undt if that be so, I can only say with
'St. Panl that when I ivas a child I spake
us a child,' and when I became a man I put
away the things of a child and spake as a
suaa. Last year I spoke without having
the knowledge that the Minister only could
"have regarding the injury being done to
this State and to its industries by noxious
weeds, and siince I became installed in the
Department of Agriculture I have realised
the neeeosity for a Bill of this description.
I have also rceliged the necessity for a Bill
containing wider provisions than those that
were embodied in the Bill introduced by
my predecessor. A Noxious Weeds Bill
was introduced into this House in 1904, but
experience has proved that the measure is
most unsatisfactory. Our agricultural and
pastoral industries hare developed very con-
siderably sinee 1904 and we find that in

Western Australia, as in the early stages
of development in other countries, noxious
weeds are spreading throughout the agri-
cultural and pastoral areas. Unless steps
be taken at once these pests will be respon-
sible for the loss of thousands of pounds
of wealth as time goes on. In Queensland
owing to the spread of the prickly pear
there is 24,000,000 acres of land out of
production, and the eradication campaign
now being carried on in that State is cat-
ing the Government £:100,000 per year.
Happily we in Western Australia axe not
affected by a pest of that kind, but still
there are noxious weeds peculiar to this
country that will spread unless action be
taken under legislation of this description.
At present sccd is imported into this
country con tamning noxious weed seeds,
and the department has no power to pre-
vent it. Stock i.3 brought into the State
carrying noxious weeds on their manes,
tails and fetlocks, and the department has
no power to intervene. Recently the Bath-
urst burr was imported into the State on
horses and sheep. Last year on the manes,
tails, and fetlocks of horses imported from
South Australia and Victoria this occurred,
and the stock travelled as far as Brook-
ton and other districts before it was dis-
covered, On the files there are letters from
road boards and other interested persons
protesting strongly against the importa-
tioni of stock carrying these weed seeds.
Because of that, the department has been
compelled to take action giving the local
authorities the necessary power to deal with
the matter. Mr. IR. T. 'Robinson, who at one
time sat in this Chamber, recently telegraphed
from the transcntinental railway that he
had seen a number of sheep that were trav-
elling on. the train, and that the fleeces of
these sheep were carrying Bathurst burr. All
the department could do was to get into
touch with 'Moers. Elder, Smith & Co., and
request them to have the sheep shorn at Kal-
goorlie, have the wool packed in bales, and
brought to Fremiantle. Every possible pre-
cantiun, therefore, was taken to prevent the
burr from getting about. I am glad to say
'Messrs. Elder, Smith & Co., carried out the
request. The prompt action of the depart-
ment, and particularly that of Mr. Robinson,
was responsible for the fact that we were
able to cope with that particular importation.
The Bathurst hurr plant has been in evi-
doee over quite a big stretch of country in
the Kalgoorlie district. This year the de-
partmenit will spend a considerable amount
of money in destroying the burr there. East-
ern goldfields areas are attracting a good
deal of attention from South Australian pas-
toralits. The whole country is being set-
tied, and it is incumbent upon us now, as
people will be bringing their stock here, to
create the powers necessary to cope with the
introduction of noxious weeds. The Bill pro-
vides for imported stock being placed in.
quarantine at the point of disembarkation
until alt noxious weed seeds have keen des-
troyed. The responsibility of seeing that
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the stock arc freed from these seeds rests
with the importers, Provision is made in
the Bill that stock brought here for exhibi-
tion purposes shall be exempt. That is un-
derstandable, because the department has
full sulperyision over all stock imported for
that purpose, We shlall he able to see that
the stock does not go abroad throughout
the eountry.

Mr. Latham: What will you do if the
stork is sold?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The stock will ho under our supervision when
sold. The department will have that stock
under :ts 'ye from the day it arrives in the
country%. It the stock carries fleeces con-
taiuling Aeeds4, the department wil take the
necessary action. In 1904 the Act under
which woe are now operating prodided that
the department alone should be responsible
for eradication of the weed. The department
entleavoured to have this work carried out by
honorary inspectors in the country districts.*This, nithod proved most unsatisfactory. It
is not to be expected that an honorary in.
spetor will make enemies in his own locality
by eniforcing upon his fellow settlers the
duty of eradicating noxious weeds. This Bill
p)roposes, to invest that power in the local
authorities, who, in turn, will have power to
use their ordinary revenues in carrying out
the work of eradlication. If the local an-
tborities doa not carry out the work, the de-
l'artnient will have power to step in and
charge the local hoards with the cost. For
the lwrlm'<' of the Bill, ''local authority''
invans a road board district or a mulnici-
pality.

'Mr. Sampson: Their work will he limited.
Hon. qir James Mitchell: The, geranium

weed at (ieraldton will tic-kle tbrn' inilter
f or Railways.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
There are ninny noxious weeds in the State
that are apt to become a souree of expense
and loss if ant promptly dealt with. The
stinking roger is not a noxious weed in the
proper sense, but it is a noxious weed where
wheat growing is the only industry. It is
not a nosiorls woed where sheepo alone are
being raised.

Mr. Oritniths: It is good teed for sheep
when there is no other feed.

Mr. La thon: It is jolly poor feed then.
The 'MINISTER POR AGRICULTURE:

Stinking roger is very good feed when there
is no other, at which time sheep will eat
anythinig. Beside this, there is the weed
known as Paterson's curse. If the carnation
weed got abroad in the agricultural areas, it
would be a very great pest7 but happily it
has been kept in check by the department.
The blaekberry, I understand, is largely con-
fined to the Sooth-West. Now we have the
Bathurst burr being imported into the coun-
try. In my opinion this is one of the worst
of the pests, because it depreciates the value
of wool. Onr pastoral industry is grow-
ing to such an extent that Western Austra-
lia is bound to be the greatest wool-produc-
ing State in the Comoawcalth. The eastern

wheat lelt will also be p'rodut-ing sheep, in at
few years, and we must therefore see that
this pest does not spread, as assuredly it will
do unless the pIowers contained in this Bill
are carried into effect. The Hill is a simple
one. The Plosernor may declare plants to be
noxious weed:,. The local authority will have
.power to destroy these weeds after not ie
has been given. If the local authority dopes
not destroy them, the department may step
in and do so at the expense of the local au-
thority. Thu Bill provides for the quaran-
tine and insliectino of imported sttork too pre-
vent the introdoctina of weeds, the excep-
tion being stock imported for exhibition pta-
poses. The local authority may also apply
its ordinary rerenije for the purpotses; of the
Act. These are the main provisions of the
Bill. I move-

That flit. Bill be niow reed o scrape?
tivie.

On "mot ion byv Hloj. Sir James M,%itohell,
debate adjourned.

HiLL,-fTr~Y A(CT A'MENDMIENT.

Second Reading,

Debate resumed from 26th AuguLst.

'Mr. NORTH (Claremont) F8.551: Three
poarticular objects; have been mentioned
by the Minister as the reason for the in-
troduction of this Bill. The first is the
abolition of special juries, the seco!Lnd to
ensurer absolute secrey as regards jitors,
111d the third to provide for die placing
of won on the jury list on their 'ippli-
I-ntioa. ltcgmoliLg thte 5Ceot'la4 oject,
everyone will agree as to th-! necessity
for preventing any whis;per or soiggestion
of jinc rigging. A measuire that is likely
to ine-reass" siecrecy on this question is
licund to receive support. With regard
to the first and third obisets, there is
room for a little investigation. I hare
been through the vari 'ous Acts in Aus-tra-
lia, applying to the question of speciafl
juries, to ascertain what actually consti-
tute tihe qualifications for jurors in the
other States. This mnay assist the House
in cooming to a decision as to whether or
not we should pass this Bill. In South
Australia the special jury list consists of
bankers, merchants, ac~couintants, engi-
neers, architects, or the tenants or occn-
pier4 oif properties of an annual rateable
value of E110., In -Vic~toria, special jurors
eoiqist of capitalists; worth £1,200-if
they can be called] capitaliste--or persons
receiving interest at 5 per cent, equal to
£60 a year. In 'New South Wales the
jury list cousists of justices of the peace,
Crown lessees, bank directors, merchants,
accountants, engineers, station managers,
brokers, chemlists, druggists, warehouse-
men, cominnssion agents, architects, and
occupiers of hand of a rateable value of
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£100O a year nipwardev. It will be agreed
that special' jurors in that State cover
nearly everyone in it. The list is almost
as wide in qualification as in the case of
our common jury list. I suggest to the
Minister that his wishes may perhaps be
met if he uses a list of that description
for the jury list here, so as to limit it to
a certain extent. Am at present consti-
tiated it embraces everyone who owns £50
worth of land.

The Minister for Railways : Make
everyone a special juror.

Mr. NORTH: It also includes persona
owning £130i worth of personal property.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Five hundred
pounds' worth,

Mr. NORTH: I gn speaking of common
jurymnen. In Qtteetisland we see another
,Aide to the picture. Unzder the Act passed
last year the Assembly rolls are used as
qualification for the jury list. That is far
wider in scope thou the "Minister proposes
in this Bill. This shows how varied the
qualifications for special jurymen are ink
Australia, and it cannot be said which
set of qualifications is9 the right one. In
the ease of common jurors, an interesting
distinction is noticeable tnder the South
Anstralijin law. In that State the authori-
ties distinguish between civil cases and
criminal eases in respect to common jury-
men. Anyone owning property of a rate-
able value of flt a year is entitled to
serve oIn a criminal jury, but in civil eases
he must hoave propseity valued at £30 a
year. It is interestintg to note that in
New South Wales in criminal eases both
the Attorney General and the accused are
able to apply' for a special jury. As I
have pointed out, the special jury qualifi.
cation in that State elbraces practically
all its inhabitants. That being the ease,
to my mind it is harl'y necessary for us
to interfere with the system of special
juries. It many lie said that there is a
distinction, andl that in certsin cases men
of one persuasion might be voted against
by a jory of special jurors. However, I
know of cases on the corresponding side,
where mien of small possessions have
succe-eded very well before special juries.
I myself have been in two eases in which
the plaintiff fought before a special jury,
the defendants. solicitor having applied
for a special jury in order to make his
client's ease a little stronger, as he
thought. Yn both cases, I am glad to say,
liy clients succeeded, one of them getting
damages of E30I or £400 agains.t a tramn-
war hoard, whereas the defendant's
Qolicitor had thought that before a special
Jury lie i'uul'l ls able to whittle the
damages down to perhaps £30 or £940.
Therefore I think we are justified in re-
seating the Minister's suggestion that
there have been cases of miscarriage of
justice or undlue bias in the decisions of

gentlemen who are bankers, or merchants,
or possessed of 9:500 in real estate. We
all have bias. A common jury has bias
just as a special jury has. There is a
certain amount of bias which in some cases
overcomes logic. Were it not so, the world
would he a very different place. To how
few eases tan we apply our logiel Nearly
always we hare to fall hack on sentiment
or feeling.

Mr. Paniton: That is a strong argument
against special juries.

Mr. NORTH: It is an argument against
all juries. However, the time apparently
has not yet come for abolishing juries,
although they have come down to us from
the misty past. In the ease of civil
justice, as distinguished from the criminal
courts, it is very desirable that the jurors
should have a certain amount of interest"
in the case, so that they may be able
to keep awake. That is the special
reason for special jurors. They are
men who have an interest in the State,
or piossess some business which puts them
on the alert. 'My own slight experience in
the courts has been that many juries
which are not called ''special' -an in-
vidious termn-are apt to go to sleep; and
thut is highly disconcerting.

The Premier:, Disconcerting to the solici-
tor.

Alr. NORTH: Frequently it has a worse
effect on the trial than on the solici-
tar. We would be wvch advised to adapt
the framework of the N.%ew South "Wales
Act to our jury list, and apply that
generally. That would meet my views,
hecauie it would give us juries drawn
from a wide circle of the community
and Yet consisting of people who, by
reason of their occupations, would be hound
to listen to the evidence and give a true
verdict according to the evidence. As re-
gards women serving on juiries, the subject
is dangerous to umention, because in these
days of democratic rule and universal sat-
f rage, thte ladies we-nt to have a say In
everything. The Government are undertak-
ing a very risky experiment, and if it fails
the respnusibilit-v will he on their heads.
England has hail experience of nomen serv-
ing 00 Juries; and ia that connection the
only news which has reached us through the
Press, as hun. members may have noted,
has been as to women fainting in court and
having to be carried out, and so delaying
the course of justice. Let us hope that
Western Aus4tralian women who apply to
s~erve on Juries will prove of better calibre.
The cuinning suggestion of the Minister, that
only those ladies. who are anxious to serve
on juries shouild he put on the jury list,
may not work well in practice, for we all
know that there are certain ladies in the
community who are anxious to get on com-
mittees and so forth.

The Premier: Anxious to get anywbere.



.86[ASSEMEBLY.-

Mri. NORTH: Their presence in the
criminal court will be a greater incentive
than ever to keep out of it. Now as re-
gards the more serious point of actual jus-
tice in the jury chamber. The whole jury
system has simply grown up in a higgledy-
piggledy fashion from the mists of anti-
quity. 'Nobody Cani quite say how it started,
but it replaced another system even more
uncertain-I refer to the system of mak-
ing people stand on hot ploughshtarcs, which
'was one method. of discovering justice be-
fore juries were thought of. Certainly it is
better to have 12 men, whoever they are,
to decide on one's fate. But imagine a
criminal court with seine of our ladies sit-
ting on the jury, especially those self-
important ladies who nre likely to come
forward to sit in crliminal eascs. As we
know, at present a unanimous verdict is
required in c rimninal cases. It stands to
reason that the stronger personality
decides the verdict, Four or fire jurors
may have strong views on the evidence,
and they may easily force seven or eight
to their way of thinking.

Mr. Hughes: Doesn 't that apply to-day?
Mr. NORTH: Yes; but here is a chance

of improving our jury systemn, and the pro-
posal is to bring into it another -section
whose personality will not be so strong, in
my opinion, as that of the men.

Mr. Puntcn: Are you a married mao?
11r. NORTH: That is a very awkward

question to answer in a Chamber like this.
Does the lion, member wvant to know who
wears the trousersI

MrT. Hughes: Yes.
Mr. NORTHf: Under the proposal of the

Government we are likely to get what will
be considered by -prisoners, and probably
by their solicitors, ''dud" verdicts. As
the Bill is before us, here is a chance to im-
prove the jury system, to give it a little
kick forward in the march of time. Min-
isters should consider the question of juries
voting by ballot.

The Premier: Nio.
Mr. NORTH: There are drawbacks to

everything, but at present 'e have to con-
sier the possibility of a sprinkling of ladies
sitting on a jury and giving their verdict.
Undoubtedly in many cases the stronger
personality will overcome the weak.

The Premier: 'Which is the stronger in
your opinion ?

Mr. NORTH: I cannot imagine. I am
leaving that point to the decision of
hon. members. But I am picturing in my
mind some of those ladies who are likely
to come forward to serve on a jury. I know
of a case in which my late partner made a
magnificent defence for a criminal, and very
nearly eot him off on the tactics of the
fight. However, the accused bail to do two
years in gaol. It leaked out later that 11
out of 12 voted thu man innocent, but that the
twelfth, a shopkeeper in Fremnantle, thought
that that gentleman's9 type of physiognomy
would be better in gaol, even for two year;,

than outside, so long as he, the twelfth
juror, kept a shop in the district. That is
ant extreme case, no doubt- but assuredly
the jury system is not perfect. The more we
look into it the less we like it. Therefore,
ini passing I strongly ur-ge time M7 inister, now
that lie is introducing ladies into the jury
be;, to let the jurors vote by ballot after
they have had their discussion.

Mr. SL1EMAN (Freirnautle) [9.10): 1
am glad that thre Government have brought
along this Bill, which is many years over-
dlue; and I am pleased that special juries
will he abolished if the measure gets
through the twvo Houses.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: I don't think
it will get through this House.

,Mr. SLEEMAN: I believe that it will
pass here all right, and that the common
sense of the Upper Chamber will also see
I hat it goes through. I have yet to learn
flint a justice of the peace, a bank director,
a. merchant not keeping a general retail
shop, or the owner of real estate to the
v-alue of £500, has any more brains than
the average member of the community, nor
dto 1 think that such men are fairer than
time ordinary individual. The system of
special juries should have been abolished
long ago. It is also satisfactory to learn
that the present scale of jury fees is to be
abolished, mnd that the Governor is to pre-
scribe a new scale. Any manI 'who comes
out to do thre work of his country should
niot he at a loss through it, especially the
working man, who has to leave his work
and be at a considerable loss by time time
a ease is finished. The member for flare-
inoat (Yr. North) said that in the case of

omnen on juries their personality was
likely to be overcome by the stronger per-
sonality of men. Hle' practically suggested
that the women would he the weaker per-
.sotalities.

M-%embers: No! Not at all!
The Premier: He was too cautious.
Mr. SLEEMAN: I consider women have

just us strong personalities as men have.
.dr. Latham: We all believe that.
hit SLEEMAN: I object to the require-

ment that women wishing to serve on
juries should send along to the Government
a written noDtificationL to that effect. Women
ought to he in the same position as men in
that respect. There are certain eases tried
in our criminal courts in which it might be
advisable to have juries composed solely of
women. Y believe there are cases with which
women would deal more severely than men
would, and which require to be dealt with
severely. For that reason I shall move
during the Committee stage that women be
placed on an equal footing with men in this
respect. If a woman is inclined to go on
a jury, she should not have to write and
ask for permission. It would be said out-
side, if a woman appeared irk the jury box
tinder such conditions, that she was looking
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for publicity and notoriety, and was a busy-
body who had asked specially to be put on
the jury. In that connection also I sala
move an amendment during the Committee
stage. Even in the case of common juries
a property qualification is at present re-
quired. I1 regret that the Minister has not
seen fit to wipe out that qualification, for
which I see no necessity whatever. Any
man or woman capable of voting for the
return of members of Parliament to make
the laws of this country should also be eligi-
ble for inclusion in the jury list. I hope that
my amendments will be carried.

Mr. DAVY (West Perth) [9.151 : I
would like to remind bon. members that the
function of a jury is not to inflict punish-
ment but to find on the facts whether a
man is guilty or not guilty of the charge
laid against him, and ini a civil ease to de-
tide whether the plaintiff or the defendant
has succeeded. The member for Frenantle
(Mr. Sleeman) seemed to be under the im-
pression that juries have some say in the
punishment inflicted.

Mr. Sleeman: They have the right to
say whether a man is guilty or not guilty.

Mr. Penton: And that has some effect
on the punishment inflicted.

Mr. DAVY: He also suggested that
some eases should be dealt with by women
jurors because the offenders would be dealt
with more severely. I trust that men or
women chosen as jurors will always en-
deavour to fulfil their oaths and find their
verdict on the evidence. The question
whether the offence is a bad one or not
does not enter into the consideration of
the matter.

Mr. North: It should not.
Mr. DAVY: With the utmost respect

for the Minister in charge of the measure,
I submit that it is entirely unnecessary.
It is one to which the House should not be
called upon to devote any time. As has
already been pointed out, three main issues
are dealt with in the Bill. First of all
there is an attempt to satisfy what is
thought to be a desire on the part of women
to get onjuis.

Mr. Laha: The desire of some womenl
Mr. DAVY: If there is any legitimate

desire on the part of women to take a
share in the work of juries, it is in rela-
tion to certain classes of offences. The
women's movement feels that where wvomen
are concerned and where women are de-
fendants in criminal eases, it is only right
and proper that women should sit to judge
them. There is a good deal to be said for
that point of view.

Mr. Panton: They generally judge more
harshly than men.

Mr. DAVY: The provisions of the B;ll
do not satisfy that desire in any degree
whatever. The measure simply says that
any woman who wishes to do so may apply
to be placed on the jury list. Having
been placed upon the list the applicant

will not be treated as a man or a woman,
but simply as a name. There is no asbur-
ance that any woman wvill sit on a case
in which a woman is concerned, or that
any but men will sit on the jury. There
will be no assurance that women will not
sit on a case of the foulest aad most dis-
gusting description where a man only is
concerned.

Mr. Sleeman: You may find that too.
Mr. DAVY: If this is meant to be a

concession to that alleged iJesire on the
part of women, it does not comply with
their suggestion.

Mr. Marshall: I can see how you beat
our lady member now!

Mr. DAVY: At any rate that is my
objection to that part of the Bill. I will
not debate the question as to whether or
uiot women should sit on juries. The fact
remains that if the Bill becomes law, there
w-ill be nothing to prevent a woman insisting
upon her name being placed on the jury
list. oes her name is put oa the list she
cannot get out of it if chosen for a par-
ticular case. Such a woman may bc the
mother of a number of children and pre-
sumably the father will have to stay away
from wvork to look after the kids while
his wife is locked up for three weeks
on a trial such as the Auburn -ase. If
the question is to be tackle.d, the better
way is to provide for special Juries com-
posed of women for special eases or to
provide some arrangement svherey some
women shall sit on certain cases of inter-
est to wvomnIf.

'.%r. Thomson: That is a gool sugges-
tion.

Mr. DAVY: The next point of interest
refers to the proposal to abo-lish
special juries. As I understand it,
the motive behind the mind of the Min-
ister in his desire to abolish special jlies,
is that the existence of provision f or
special juries rather indicates that men with
more money will have more brains than men
with less money. I take it that feeling has
prompted the attempt to abolish special
juries. I have to remind hon. members that
even a common juror requires to have pro-
perty qualifications. If we abolish special
juries we do not get rid of that invidious
(distinction. That being so, the apparent
motive of the 3linister will not be satisfied
if the Bill becomes law. I would also remind
the House that special juries are concerned
wtith civil eases only. In Western Australia
the sitting together of a judge and jury is
the reverse of the normal state of affairs.
The jury never sits to deal with civil cases
except as the result of a special application
by one or other of the parties. Consent to
the appointment of a jury is entirely within
the discretion of the judge who, if he con-
siders the case is not a fit and proper one for
a jury to try, will refuse the application.
I hope I shall not be misunderstood if I say
that in my short experience I believe that

587



588 ASSEMThLY.]

the kind of eases in which the aid of a
special jury is invoked, is that to which the
invoker intends to rely to a certain extent
upon prejudice rather than upon merit. If
a man has a bad case in which he hopes that
the passions of his judges will help hoim%,
then he applies for a jury.

Mr. Panton: That is w~hy we object to
the special jury system. it is used against
Us.

Mr. I)AVY: In the event of an application
for a special jury being agreed to, the party
apoplying for the jury has to pay the differ.
ece between the cost of a special jury and
of a common jury. The object in applying
for a special jury is that one may happen
by chance to get amongst the six or twelve
men chosen-the number is fixed boy agree-
ment between the parties-someone of mnre
education than one generally finds on a
common jury.

Mr. Sleeman: They want the man who has
more brass. Education makes fools of some
people.

Mr. DAVY: The object is not to get men
who hav-e more brass, but we know that
special juries are selected from bank man-
agers and other persons in that category. It
is no use being hypocritical about it; every
memiber of the House knows, if lie is honest
with himself, that if wre get a collection of
persons possessing some property, though
they may be picked casnelly, and if we also
get a collection of men possessed of no pro-
perty, men with more education will he found
among the former than among life latter.

Ministerial members: No, that is not so.
Mr. DAVY: If members are honest thee

will admit it. It is not an invidious distinc-
tion at all. We do not say that because an
mndividual posswases education he is better
tban his fellow, nor need we necessarily have
more respect for hint The fact remnain~s that
people who hare handled affairs have more
opportunities to cultivate their brains than
those who are not in such a position. That
is a distinction one ulay honestly and sin-
cerely recognise without being accused of
being undeniocratic. However, the matter is
of such little importance that it is not worth
worrying about. We do not get rid of the
invidious distinction because we still retain
the property qualification for the common
jury. Moreover, there are very few cases
for which juries are applied. T do not desire
to labour the point, as I do not think the
Bill is worthy of much notice. It will not
do any harm, but it will not do any good.
I do not like to see legislation dealt with
that will not perform some definite good.
The third section of the Bill is aimed to
provide against a prevalent wickedness that
has been manifested in the Eastern -States.
I refer to jury rigging. I have not heard of
any instance of that in Western Australia,
and I do not think that jury rigging exists
here. T do not think there is any npecessity
for these new provisions.

Mr. BrOGHES (East Perth) f9.251: The
memher for West Perth (.%r. Davy)

appears to me to have made out lite best
ease so far for the Bill. He asserled thalt
juries de-ided only on the acvq as to
whether a person was guilty or not guilty.

Mr. Thomson: That is what slimy Should
do.

Mr. HttfllEM: The member for West
Perth suid that the dut) of imposing
itunishuieut rv.sted with the Judge, and I
gathered from his remarks that he con-
sidered the duty of indicting a sentence
was more onerous than the duty of de-
rbiig whether a man was guilty or not
guilty of the eharge preferred against
him.

Mr. Davy: You must have misunder-
stood me if you thought I made any much
contention.

Mr. HUTGHES: Both arc onerous duties.
if a person is found guilty of an offence,
it is within the power of the judge to
say whether a long or a short sentence
shall 'be imposed.

Mr. Davy: Or no sentence at all.
Mr, HrOHES: The hon. member sug-

gested that to decide such an important
point as to whether or not a person was
guilty we should retain the provision for
special juries.

M.%r. Davy:, But special juries deal only
with civil eases.

Mr. Mann: They are not empanelled for
criminal cases at all.

Mr. HUGHES: In my opinion the duty
of finding whether a man is guilty or not
is as onerous as the duty of inflicting
punishment.

'Mr. Man: But there is nothing in the
Bill dealing with such a position.

Mr. HUGHES: It is provided that those
sitting on common juries must have pro-
perty qualifications; but there is no obli-
gation upon a Judge who inflicts the sen-
tvee to have the property qualification
him self.

Mr. Latham: But he has the qualifica-
tion of education.

Mr. Davy: A judge is generally selected
for his intelligence.

Mr. HUGHES: A man's iditelligcnee isi
not to be ganged by the property he
possesses.

Mr. Davy: Of course it is not.
Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member said

that the man having property would have
mome intelligence than would the man who
possessed no property.

Mr. 'Mann: He did not say anything
about intelligence; he said he would have
more education.

Mr. HUIGHES:. He said inteliligence.
Mr. Latham:- No, he did not.
Mr. HI'fl1fES: At any rate a judge has

no propert qualification.
Mr. Thomson: He generally has.
mr. HUroilS: A judge is not obliged

to have any property. Even though a judge
reeive" £1750 a year as salary, we know
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that many men in receipt of more tban that
have no property. Such men spend the
money that they receive. It is interesting
to me to find upon inquiry that no question
is asked[ of a judge before he is appointed,
as to whether he has ay property qualifica.-
tion.

Mr. Davy :But surely you pick your
judge for the brains he possesses.

Mr. HUGHES: If a judge is picked for
his brains, Why should we not have jurymen
selected because of their brains too3

Mr. Davy: We shall require a new sys-
tejin altogether.

Mr. HUGHES: Ia respect of special
juries the same thing applies. Local court
magistrates and Supreme Court judges are
sitting on civil cases day in and day out,
yet nobody suggests that those judges and
magistrates should have certain property.
The lion, member says that a man with
£500 wvill have more education than be that
is penniless. But wealth is no criterion of
education.

Mr. Sampson: You suggest that it is a
sign of lunacy.

Mr. HUGHES: I have no desire to make
personal reference to the hon. member. The
fact that the Bill does not eliminate tbe
property qualification for common jurors
seemns to worry tbe member for West Perth
(.'%r. Davy). As the amending Bill is now
before us, surely we can amend the prin-
cipal Act as we like. We certainly ought
to delete that section providing for a pro-
perty qualification; then we should satisfy
the member for West Perth. Ability to
weigh the facts is what assists the jury in
deciding whether or not the prisoner be
guilty. Many people of education are
strongly biassed, and so unable to weigh
facts as Wvell as can others of no education
at all. Therefore property is no guarantee
that a man is able to weigh facts and give
a well-balanced judgment. Take the young
fellow whose parents are wealthy enough
to send him from college to the University
where, at about 25 years of ate, he takes
his degree of Bachelor of Arts. Hle has no
knowledge of the outside world.

Mr. Latham: He does not necessarily
pass as an educated man.

M r. HUGHES: In the generally ac-
cepted term he is educated. The educated
an is he-

Mr. Latham: That knows how to do the
right thing at the right time.

Mr. HUGHES: Take the boy fortunate
enough to pass from collage to the Univer-
sity. Although 25 years of age, he has no
knowledge of the world . Yet, according
to the member for West Perth, he is an
educated mnn.

Mr. Davy: I did not say anything of
the sort.

Mr. HUGHES: He is supposed to be an
educated man, better able to weigh facts
and arrive at a well-balanced judgment
than is the man who has bean at work since
he was 15 years of age. Personally I would

ratber rely on getting a well-balancsed judg-
ment from the man who has had 10 or 12
years Of %%ordly experience than from ouir
glorified schoolboy.

Mr. Davy: Some of the best educated
met, I have known have never had ada'
schooling.

Mr. HUGHES: Then I do not know
how you are going to determine who is fit
for the jury and who is not. One does not
need a great deal of education to be able
to find on the evidence. The jury are not
asked to decide points of law.

Mr. Mann: They often have to decide
intricate cases on handwriting and other
technical matters.

-Mr. HUGHES: No.
Mr. Davy: It is so.
Mr. HUGHES: In nearly every ease

where a question of handwriting arises, ex-
perts arc coiled to give evidence.

Mr. Davy: And the jury have to weigh
the evidence of those experts.

Mr. HUGHES: Even so, in what way is
the ownership of property going to mosist
them?

Mr. Davy: Probably such persons have
seen more handwriting than have men with-
out education.

Mr. HI'GHES: The officers of the Elec-
toral Department see more handwriting
titan do any other section of the community.
Yet no one would suggest that they alone
are the people who ought to be on juries.

Mfr. Davy: In handwriting eases it might
be a good scheme.

The Minister for Railways: They could
be witnesses.

31r. HUGHES: Property is no indication
of education, and education is no guaran-
tee of judgment.

11T. North: Then you believe in examinat-
tion for jurorsl

'Mr. HUGHES: No, I hold with every
citizen being obliged to serve on the jury.
We are asked to believe that 11 responsible
citizens were convinced of a man's inno-
cence, yet to please one person they brought
in a verdict of guilty. I think the hon. mem-
ber Who put that up to uts must have been
misinformed. If we are within our rights in
amending the principal Act, when in Com-
mittee I Will move to delete from Section 5
the provision imposing a property qualifica-
tion on jurors. On looking at the section we
see that a bank manager or a merchant can
sit on a special jury. Hot even a hank man-
ager may have no property.

Ifr. Davy: r should like to meet him.
Mr. HUGHES: A merchant may have no

uroperty. A man trading as a merchant in a
big way may be regarded as thoroughly
financial; yet we may wake up one morning
to find him in the bantkruptcy court.

Mr. Davy: He is bound to have some
training, and training is the point.

MrI. HIUGHES: The fact that a merchant,
whether or not he has property, is allowed to
sit on a special jury, abolishes the need for
the property qualification. Because a man
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is a merchant is not to say that he has more
education or better judgment than another
man. In our daily life we meet men who
have devoted the whale of their time to busi-
ness, and, therefore, have no knowledge of
anything else. Yet we are asked to believe
that such men are more broad-minded and
better educated than are the rest of the com-
munity. That is absurd, for frequently the
man of money is not more highly educated
than the average man.

Mr. Marshall: He is only more fortunate.
Mr. HUGHES:- In some cases he is not

only more fortunate, but less honest. Plenty
of them have made fcrtunes supplying cus-
tomers with 15 ozs. for a pound of butter.
So honest have business men been that it has
been found necessary for Parliament to con-
trol weights and measures, with a view
to protecting the public from the avarice
of business men. I1 wish the possession or
wealth could always be attributed to scrupu-
lous honesty and liberal education. However,
many men have become wealthy by dishonest
means, and have no education at all. The
whole clause is illogical, and I hope another
place will exhibit sufficient democracy to
pass the Bill.

Mr, Latham: You have made out a ease
for it to be blocked there.

Mr. HUGHES: As regards ladies servig
on juries, we have reached a stage when we
realise that men are not necessarily possessed
of superior intelligence or judgment. Much
has been said of one particular class of lady
who will come along and put her frame into
whatever is going.

Mr. Davy: A very unladylike trait, that.
M.%r. HUGHES: I have not had manyv

dealings with the ladies.
Mr. Marshall: You Cannot belp your face,

can you?
'Mr. HUGHES: It is not tight for any-

one to contend that man possesses better
judgment or exhibits greater honesty than
does woman.

Mr. Davy: No one has dared say that,
no matter what he thought.

Mr. HUGHES: To force a lady to apply
for enrolment on the .jury list is wrong.
Either ladies as a class are entitled to sit on
juries, or they are not. It is an obnoxious
way of bestowing citizen rights to provide
that only those who demand them shall be
entitled to them.

The Minister for Lands: Thousands of
women in this State would not sit on a jury.

Mr. HUGHES: The member for Pre-
mantle (Mr. Sleeman) has an amendment
that will deal chivalrously 'with those who de-
sire to be excused. He proposes to move that
all ladies eligible to serve shall be placed on
the jury list, and that those who desire to
be excused can be excused by serving notice
on the authorities.

The Miinister for Railways: It is a
different way of getting at the same thing.

Mr. HrUGHES: No, it is not. TIt will
remove the obnoxious provision of compel-

liag those who wish to serve to apply for
enrolment.

The Minister for Lands: It is a very
narrow difference.

Mr. HUGHES: I do ndt know tha
it is very narrow. It will place the
women in a position to obtain citizen
rights as a matter of course. If we
give them a little concession by allowing
them to obtain exemption, not from a par-
ticular ease, as the member f or West Perth
(Mr. Davy) seems to think-

Mr. Davy:- I did not say that.
Mr. HUGHES: Women will be able to

secure a general exemption on request, but
once on the jury list they will rank equal
with men and must take their tarn.

Mr. Thomson:- I should not like my wife
to be on a jury.

Mr. HUGHES: Then she could secure ex-
emption.

Mr. Thomson:- Once her name was placed
on the list, it would have to remain on.

Mr. HUGHES: I do not think the mem-
ber for Katanning should tbe able to say
whether his wife shall enjoy citizen rights.

Mr. Paniton: Don't wvorry; he will not
have that right.

Mr. Lat ham: Under the Act of last session
women arc entitled to sit on juries.

MT. HUGHES: No, they are not. If we
are going to admit the principle of the
equality of the sexes, and we in the Labour
movenment stand for that principle--

'Mr. Davy: What i Equal liability for the
sexes?

Air. HUGHES: I said equality of the
sexes.

Mfr. Davy: Then why does a man have to
support his wife? Why talk of equality?

Mr. HUGHES: Does the hion. member con-
tend that, because a man supports his wife,
the wife has no liability to the husband?

Mr. Davy: No, but you claim equal tin-
hility.

Mfr. HUGHES:- The lion, member ought to
knowv that the wife has responsibilities, just
as the husband has. Although the husband
goes out to work, the wife does just as
much work in the home. What is the use
of the lion. member contending that the
wife has no liability?

Mr. Davy: She has no liability to sup-
port her husband?

Mr. HUGHES: That is the worst of law-
yers; they can think only in precedents.

Mr. Latham:- Then if E were you, I would
no t Join them.

Mr. HUGHES: The member for West
Perth is thinking of liability in the legal
sense.

The Minister f or Lands: Under the old age
pensions women have a liability .

Mr. H UGHES: Yet. I do not wish to deal
with their liability in the strictly legal sense,
but the womenfolk have responsibilities
equally with the men. Very often they carry
the bulk of the responsibility, and do as
much work as their husbands. If we are not
prepared to give women the right to remove
their names from the list, it 'will be only be-
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cause, in our opinion, women should enjoy
the same privileges as men. Where they de-
sire to exercise their rights, democrats of the
Labour movement should not deny them the
privilege. In Committee we hope to receive
the support of members to do away with the
qualification for common juries and give
women the same right as the men, plus the
concession to avoid service if they so desire.

Mr. Mann: Do you think women desire to
sit on juries?

Mr. HUUHFS: Those who do not need not.

Mr. GRIPFFITHS (Avon) [9.54]: I have
been somewhat aniused to hear the argu-
ments between frieads on my right and the
member for East Perth (-Mr. Hughes).
There is a good deal in the argument of the
member for West Perth about women, if
required to sit on juries, encountering revolt-
ing eases not fit for women to bear.
fir. Hughes: What about thle lady lawyer

and the lady doctors
'Mr. GIRIFFITHS: As a result of their

training they are better fitted to come into
contact with cases of that description. There
is no analogy between the two. If ladies
are to be permitted to sit on juries, they
cannot be selected to sit on certain cases
suited to their particular outlook or men-
tality. The provision that ladies may aplply
to be enrolled on the jury list will get us
nowhere. If they arc to be allowed to §erve,
they should be put on the same footing as
menl.

The Minister for Lands: The women do
not want it.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I do not think many
women -will apply for inclusion. I am only
too glad to evade my responsibility to serve
on a jury.

Mr. Thomson: Being a member of Parlia-
nwent, you are not eligible.

Air. GRIFFITHS: So much the better,
but before I became aL member I did my ut-
most to evade service, because it interfered
with my business and I had no desire to
serve. Under the provisions of this measure
only a few women in search of notoriety and
limelight 'will apply for enrolment.

Mr. Clydesdale: There will be plenty of
applications.

Mr. GERtEITHS: 1 suggest that the Min-
ister consider the advisableness of exempting
dentists from service. A friend of mnine
came to the city to attend the recent farm-
ers' conference. He had occasion to visit
a dentist on nine consecutive mornings. The
dentist attended him for two days and then,
owing to his being required to sit on a jury,
had to pass him on to another dentist. The
dentist should be exempt as is the medical
manl. There was a good deal of force in the
argument of the member for East Perth
regarding special juries. When considering
a man's capacity for weighing evidence, the
question of his being a merchant or having
a banking account would not influence me.

Mr. Latham: Or whether he is an hnbitual
drunkard.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The same argument
might be used regarding the principle of one
man, one vote. Plenty of men who bang
around hotels can think as clearly as we can.
A farmer member of this House was often
laughed at on account of his English, but
he gave utterance to wore horse sense than
many men of exceptional training. I often
fell foul of him in respect to many things
he brought forward, hut I do say he was a
man of sound judgment and full of common
sense. He had received but little education,
but he showed that he was better equipped
in the matter of knowledge than many who
profess to have had a high class training.

Mr. Latham- Ile had the education.
Mr. GRIFFITHS: Not as we understand

it. He possessed plenty of good sense, and
'was one who had the views of a man of the
world as to what was right and correct.

The MINISTER ]FOR 'WORKS (Hon.
A. McCallum-South F3remantle) [10.0):
On more than one occasion I have had to
face special juries, and I am glad to see
that another attempt is being made to
aholish them. It is the universal custom,
whenever a man is engaged in industrial
strife or industrial argument for the law
to be used against him, and he has to stand
his trial not before his peers but before a
section of the land-possessing community.
Twice I have been charged before the
courts of this country upon matters con-
nected with industrial disputes; on neither
occasion was I granted the privilege of
being tried by my peers.

lHon. Sir J-auies Mitchell: You got off
un both occasions.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I did
not. It was a case of fifty-fifty. I got off
once, and was convicted on the other occa-
510on.

Mr. Marshall: That is the way they
worked it-

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: On the
first occnsion I was convicted in connection
'with a pamphlet that was issued in Perth,
'when T was not within 100 miles of the city
at the time.

Mr. Davy: You were not tried by a
special jury.

The MINISTER VOR WORKS: I was
tried twice.

Mr. Davy: You cannot he tried by a
special jury.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What
is the use of saying that, when I was so
tried.

M r. Davy: The Act gives no power for
you to he tried in that way.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It re-
minds me of the young fellow who was
lacked up in gaol, where he met a hardened
and confirmed criminal- This man said to
him, "Why are you heret" He explained
the reason, and the old criminal said,' 'They
cannot put you in gaol for tbat," and the
young man replied, "But I am here."
Whatever the member for West Perth
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(Mr. Davy) may say, out of his legal
knowledge, 1 can be tried by a special
jury, because I was so tried on two occa-
siODs.

Mr. Davy. Tried!
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,

and once convicted.
Mr. Davy: But there can only be convic-

tions in criminal proceedings.
The MLNISTER FOR WORKS: I know

it cost mu £1,000. I was found guilty. Is
that not a conviction?

Mr. Thomson: What was the easel
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I was

tried on a charge of conspiracy, such as
might have been laid in the dark ages. My
name appeared on a document, and the au-
thorities charged me with having issued it
because my name, as secretary of the or-
ganisation, appeared upon it; hut I was
not within 100 miles of Perth when the
document was framed. I was, however,
charged and found guilty.

Hon. Sir James Michell: Why did you
not charge the originator of the document
with forgery?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
member for West Perth talks about train-
ing on the part of members of a special
jury. Why should the training be all in
one direction? Why are not men, trained
amongst the workers, who know the desires
and customs of the workers, empanelled on
these juries? They are debarred from being
there to try their fellow workers. No
working man in the country was permitted
to take a seat on a special jury when I 'was
there. 'Not even a retailer could take his
seat upon a jury. He must be a whole-
saler. A retailer might conic into touch
with the common people, and is not per-
nitted to sit on a special jury because he
may be tainted through mixing with the
common folk. Only the wholesaler is per-
mitted to become a special juror, because
he is far removed from the common people.
The whole thing savours of the dark ages.
We talk about living in enlightened times.
Men havec been convicted in the courts of
this State, though not tried by their pears.
It has cost trade unions of this country
hundreds of thousands of pounds to be
tried by men who are trained and educated
to he prejudiced against industrial workers.
Notwithstanding this the people are denied
the right to be tried by their peers.

Mr. Sampson: Why did you put your
name to the documentl

The M1INISTER FOR WORKS: In
times of industrial or political strife, whoa
feeling is running high, these cases corns
up for trial. People talk of British jus-
tice, but a man is brought to trial at such
times before a jury that is. selected from a
totally different section of the community
from that in which be lives.

Mr. Thomson: Abolish juries altogether.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The

system is unreasonable and unfair: it was
brought into being at a time when the work-

ig classes had no say in the government of
the country. Does the hon. member consider
that the responsibilities of a man serving
on a jury are greater than those of a man
in his position, or than those of a man in
my position as a Minister of the Crown?
But I have no qualification to sit on a
special jury. Is that logical, reasonable or
fair?1 That, however, is the law of this
country, as it has been handed down to us
from the dark ages. When eases arise out
of our industrial laws under the Workers'
Compensation Act or the Employers' Lia-
bility Act, a working man cannot sit on the
jury. 'Men are empanelled who know that
the decision they give will, sooner or later,
be applied to them in their own business.

Mr. Latham: That has nothing to do
with juries.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: These
mien are trained in a special section of the
Lommunity. How can we expect justice or
fair pily to be meted unit in such eases?
The whole system should have been
abolished years ago, but it has been handed
down to us and still remains in existence.

M r. Sampson: Who took the responsi-
bility of putting your name to the docu-
ment?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
not discuss that phase of the matter. No
matter who took the responsibility, I ac-
cepted it, and I took the responsibility of
it before the law courts. I do not mind
appearing before the courts, so long as
when I am charged I am tried before my
pevers. The hon. member can be charged
and tried by men in his own station of
life, but not so with me. Why that dis-
tinction between us?

3.Sampson: I do not know that any
istinction exists.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It does
exist, because I have not the qualification for
a speeial juryman. I am just as liable to be
brought up to-morrow as is the hon. member.

Mr. Sampson: Mfore likely.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS:. I speak

with some feeling. I know what it means
to the industrial workers of the country, and
have been right up against it myself. 1
know what it it, because thne trade unions
hav-c tried to gzet justice. So long as that
system remains they can have no confidence
ini trial by jury.

Mr. Sampson: You should not have al-
lowed your name to he put on the document.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What
is the good of talking nonsense! Let the
authorities bring me before the courts on
any charge so long as I know I am to be
tried by my peers. I am not finding fault
with the reason for my being put into the
court, hut with the fact that I was not tried
by my peers. That is the fundamental prin-
ciple of British jurisprudence.

HFon. Sir lames Mitchell: Do you say no
working man ever sat on a Special jury!

The iNI_'STER FOR WORKS: No.- He
mu~st be a hank manager, a merchsnt, a
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capitalist, and so on, before he can sit onl a
Special jury.

Mr. Hughes: And many, of thle mnerchants
have big overd rafts.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
whole system is rotten. No\ logical argument
can he put forward in support of it. The
industrial w orkers of thle cotuitry hart no
faith in the system. There is a feeling
throughout the country that the moment a
mn tit is charged with an offence and is taken
before the courts, a special jury will be ap-
plied fur. In 99 eases out of 100O the ap-
plication is granted, because it is merely a
formal matter. The industrial workers "iow
that when they are charged before a special
jutry Justice will not lie meted out to them.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They have
special juries only in civil caRs.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
speaking of' civil cases, more particularly
cases relating to conspiracy.

Thle 'Minister for Railways: And libel.
The MNINSTER FOR WORKS: The au-

thorities trot out the conspiracy laws that
hare been banded down to us from the
Middle Ages of Great Britain without any
alteration. I hope the Government will not
be long in office before they wipe them out.
When two or three people get together, dis-
cuss a certain matter and decide on a cer-
tain course, a charge of conspiracy is laid
against them. They are brought before the
court, and the section of the community that
knows nothing of trade unionism, or about
the Mdires or aspirations of the working
classes, hare their feelings played upon, and
have the atmosphere around theta fanned by
skilled lawyers to prejudice them against the
industrialists who are heing tried. These
lawyers tell them about the dark and devious
ways of the defendants, paint pictures of
their meetings in dark dungeons and about
the concoction of schemes to overthrow SO-
ciely. They build up a great story in order
to influence the special jury. On one occa-
Aion I went down to the courts when a
conspiracy case was on, one in which I was
not interested. When I entered the court an
eminent K.C. was addressing the jury. He
said, "There is no doubt the whole scheme
wasg plotted and conceived by Trades Rail,
in Beau furt -street, and the mian behind the
whole thing is that fellow McjCalum." And
I did not even know the cawse was on! He
bulilt up his ease, prejudicingr the inind-so of
thle ' ury, and was squcepssful in inducing
them to believe that a deep-laid schleme had
been hatched to deprive certain men of their
living.

M.Thomson: Yon are proving_ the ease
for the abolition of all ,Juries.

The MNIS_-rTER FOR WORKS: I don not
want to abolish juries, but I don want to see
aibolished those juries that are made up from
amongst the ranks of only a section of the
community. I want the same privileges a-
others enjoy. We know what happened in
the ease of the Fremantle itimpers. They

wvet- accused of being disloyalists, because
they refused to work with Germans in the
early stages of the war. They said they bad
gocd reasons for declining to do so. These
men were afterwards described as cenmes
of their country, and they were charged be-
tfore the courts with conspiracy with the ob-
ject of depriving the Germans of their liv-
ing. Thle case cost them thousands of
pounds, for they were convicted of conspir-
acy by a speial jury.

The Premier: And later on they were
called Germans.

Thle MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
were accused of being enemnies of their coun-
tty and of receiving German gold. I
could .,o on with innumerable cases which
have been pout up against us right through,
and on eiery occasion the decision has come
troin a spiecial jury. The Government could
sick Germians, and 'Ministers were not prose-
cuted; but the Fremnnatle lumpers were
itrosecuted for doing prac-tically the same
thing. What was regarded as a patriotic
aetion on the part of the Government was
declared boy a special jury to he an offence
on thle part of lunipers. It cost the
luuiiers thousands of paunds to defend
thle case. However, I robe to point
olut that the issue iq a real onte,
and that there is not an imaginary situation
created, bat a real situation. We have re-
peatedly had to face it. As industrial work-
ers ' we bold that we arc entitled to the
seine trial as any other section of the com-
inanity. We wantt to be tried by our peers

not by a section who by and large are
against us, whose feelings will be played upon
oy- skilful lawyers. We do not Avant to be

tried by a section who know nothing about
industrial workers. Hitherto we have been
tried not by men who knew us, but by men
remlovedl frou us, men foreign to our miode
of living. Under the law as it stands, they
are the only men who can sit in the jury
box to try, us. I hope the House will wipe
ouit the provision which restricts the selec-
tion of men to sit on juries.

"Mr. NIAN"N (Perth [10.171. Thu 'Minister
for WVorks has spoken extensively on the
clause dealing with special juries. No0w,
special jurors are only engaged in civil cases,
where it is a, matter of pounds, shillings,
and] peace. I am more concerned about
Jurvuiien who are going to try a man for his
lire, or try a man for an offence which aya'
involve a long term of imprisonment. In
that resleet there is room for better scrutiny
of the n'en who go into the jury box. The
jury list is compiled somew-hat in this
fashiion: A% police oflut-er is told off to go
round the various streets of the city. Hle has
a fixed set of questions to ask the lady. Or
ulhierer it may hi', tha~t ,-ines to the door:
,ach, qrestions as--What is your name'-
What is your hustand 's inamne? What rent
do yon pay? DO you 0111 this Property?
And then the man 'a name is aildecil tn the
Jury- list, a,'d in due course he is called as
a jturor. I have known a man to sit on a
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case for several days before it was discov-
ered that he was, deaf.

The Minister for Lands: You know that
the jury list has to go before the court.

mr. MNANfl: Yes; but that does not do
away with the fact that a man unable to hear
evidence may be put on the jury list. Again,
men in ill health are empanelled, and such
men may get on to a ease that lasts several
days, and be unable to apply themselves to
the ease.

The Minister for Railways: Jurors are al-
ways let off if they say that.

Mr. MANN: But, owing to ignorance,
jurymen frequently do not ask to be excused.
They take their seats in the jury box, and
later it is found that owing to ill health or
some other cause, they are incapable of act-
iag as jurymen. Better provision should be
made in that respect. I am with the Min-
ister in his attempt to prevent persons from
foreseeing which jurymen will be called. Per-
sona so interested will say to themselves:
'Last session it was the B 's. This time it

will be the C's. It will commence with
Ca." Then they begin to wonder whether
they know a man whose name com-
mences with those two letters. And
so on. Thus people are able to lay
themselves out to ascertain which men wvill
be on the jury.

Mr. Panton: You don't agree with the
member for West Perth that there is no
jury-squaring in Western Australia?

Mr. M1ANN: I do not.
Mr. Davy: There is very little.
Mr. MANN: There is not by any mianner

of means as much ats there is in the Eastern
States. In Melbourne and Sydney are to
he found recognised jury-squarer;, men
who follow that profession, if profession it
can be called. By paying sufficient money the
assistance of jury-squarers can be secured.
I mnay tell a little story of an episode -well
known among the legal fraternity of Mel-
bourne. A man was indicted on a charge
of unlawful wounding, and the evidence was
thought to be very strong. The defending
solicitor told the accused man's friends that
he saw very little chance of his getting out
of it, hut that if there was a symipatheptic
jury there would be a chance of a verdict
of common assault. The friends looked
through the jury list and found someone
they knew. He was interviewed, and was
told, ''Don't argue with the other Jury-
amen, if you are on the jury, but stick out
for a verdict of common assault." He
agreed. The trial took place, and the
Crown ease was somewhat weak, and the
accused's solicitor put up a brilliant de-
fence. When the jury had retired, the
foreman said, "I am going to take a vote
in favour of acquittal." All the jurors
were for an acquittal except one, and
he stuck out for a verdict of com-
mun assault; and as the others could
not shift him by argument or persuasion
they eventually came round to his waty of
thinking and brought in a. verdict accord-
ingly. After the trial was over, the prisoner's

friends went to congratulate the juror, and
they asked, ''IDid you have to put up much
of a fight with them?"l He replied, "Yes.
All were in favour of acquittal, but I stuck
out for comm on assault." Jury-squaring
is not of frequent occurrence in this coun-
try, but I have known imn who had friends
in the jury list exhaust their challenges
with a view to securing the presence of
friends in the jury box. I remember a man
being asked to show cause for his challenje.
His reply was, I II don 't like the look of
that jurymian; I think hie would be aga~inst
me.'" That was not considered justifiable
cause, and the juror was allowed to go into
the box. I certainly agree with that part
of the Bill which will prevent people from
ascertaining what jurors will be summoned
for certain sessions, It will, I consider,
serve a good purpose. Another point T de-
sire to make is that there should be a closer
examination of jurors as to their ability to
apply themselves to eases, in point of health,
heating, mentality, and so forth . I corn-
mend the Bill.

On motion by Mr. Marshall debate ad-
journed.

House adjo-urned at 1O0X5 p.

Wednesday, 3r? September, 1924.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUEFSTTON-AGRICULTUEAL MACHIN-
ERY, HIRE PURCHASE SYSTE.
MCr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for

Justice: 1, Will the Government go into
the matter of the Act relnting to the hire
purchase of machinery? 2, Is he aware
that a purehacer, after having almost paid
for an implement, may then have it taken
from him, and that the seller will thus get

594


