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Hon. 8ir James Mitcheli:
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 decided 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 as
Clause 11, as follows:—Owner may retain
portion of land iniended to be acquired.
Notwithstanding anything in this Adet to
the contrary, any owncr who, before a de-
claration is published under Section gevan
that land hns been teken under this Aot
may notify the Board of hig desire to re-
tain a portion of the land intended to be
taken sufficient for the sustenanee of him-
slf and his family; and in such case he
shall have the right to relain such poriion
of the land as may be agreed vpor be-
twceen swch ownrecr and the Board or, in
case an agrecment ig nol arrived ai, as
shall be dctermined by a Local Court,
and the decision of the Court shall be
final.

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

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T op-
pose the new clange. If it were carried it
might be possible for a man, whose jpro-
perty was required for subdivicionnl puz-
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, Thomaon: You will take some.

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

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

You have no

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: XNo.
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. Tt would save a lot of money, and
the owner would be treated with considera-
tion. The clause does not provide for that,
but the necessary provision could easily te
made without interfering with the Gorern-
ment’s intentions. If the member for
Katanning will put up the neeeszary
amendment I will sopport it, but T cannot
support hig present amendment.

Mr. Griffiths: There should be some pro-
tection of this kind for the man who wants
land.
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Mr. SAMPSON: I see no force in the
arguments brought forward in support of
the amendment. It is not reasonanle to
suppose that a wman and his wife und
children would be sustained ag the result
of operations upon the small section that
would be retained. The amendment is per-
nickety, and its adoption would certainly
not increase the effectiveness of the mea-
sure.

Mr. THOMSON: T will aceept the last
apeaker’s correction if he cau show ne
where the Bill gives the owner the right to
claim part of the land taken from him.
My amendment has been put up with a sin-
cere desire to give reasonable protection to
those whom this party represent. The Min-
ister’s assurance is not worth a snap of the
fingers when we are legislating.

New clause put and uegatived.

Title-—agreed {to.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 17.15 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, £nd September, 19%4.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.n,, and read prayers.

QUESTION—ESPERANCE SETTLERS,
ASBSISTANCE.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands; 1, What was the cost per acre to
the settlers for the land put under enltiva-
tion by the Government at Esperance for
the year 1923-24% 2, What was the retmrn
per acre for the above-mentioned area¥ 3,
Is there an indemnity provided by the
Treasurer to the trustees of the Agricultural
Bank aginst any loss in thia areat
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
Mied: 1, Rixty-three shillings per acre,
which includes depreciation and main-
tenanee  of machinery, transport, fuel,
seed,  superphosphate, ipswrance, corm-
sacks, harvesting, and all other charges
2, The yield ranged from eight bush-

els to nil. All crops were not stripped,
and u comparatively large areu cut for hay
for very light returns. 3, The cost of erop-
ping was pot provided from the Agricyltural
Bank funds

QUESTION—INSPECTION OF
MACHINERY,

FKorresi-placs Crane decident.

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Minister
for Mines: 1, Is the Press report of the
evidence tendered by Imspector Gill at the
coronial inquiry at Perth on 6th Auguat,
1924, touching the death of Peter Harrisonm,
erane driver, at [Forrest-place, correct,
wherein he stated: ‘‘XNo notice has been
given of the removal of the crane from the
place where it was previously working, the
Swap Brewery, but this was not required
by the Aet’’? 2, Did the Ingpeection of
Machinery Department institute proceedings
against A. T. Brire & Sons, contractors, for
failing to rotify the department of the re-
moval of a crane from the Swan Brewery
to Forrest-place, as provided in Seetion 70
of the Imspeetion of Machinery Aet? 3,
What was the result of the proseeution?
4, Was the prosecution instituted without
the consent or knowledge of the Chief In-
spectord 5, Ia he aware that at the
coronial inquiry the jury expressed the
opinion ‘‘that a strict inspection by the
Machinery Department should be made on
the erection and re-erection of zll erames’’?
8, Is the Machipery Department in posses-
sion of the details of a test applied to a
crane on the Fremantle quay after its re-
moval from Bunbury? 7, Who represented
the department when the test was made¥
8, Have the owners notified the department
as provided for by Section 70 of the Act
of the place of removal of this cranet 9,
If so, on what date? 10, How long since
has it been the practice of the department
to compute the stremgth of jibs and other
important parts of eranes? 11, Is it a fact
tbat hitherto the strength of parts was
merely estimated?

The MINISTER FOR MIXES replied:
1, The evidence tendered by Inspector Gill
as to removal of the crane was not fully
or carrectly reported in the Press. He was
asked if it were necessary to notify removal
of the erane from the Swan Brewery, no
mention being made of Forrest-place, and
answered ‘'No.'! After a contract is
finished a contractor can dismantle and store
machinery without notive. The inspector
was next asked whether A. T. Brine & Sons
should have given notire of re-erection at
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Forrest-place, and answered **Certainly,’’
Agked if they did so, he replied °‘No.”’
The inspector further stated that the cer-
tificate issmed on the crane when erected
at the brewery was automatically 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
vnder Section 44 of the Act. 3, Defend-
ante were fined £2 and £1 43. costs, 4, Pro-
ceedings were taken by the Chief Inspee-
tor’s jnstructions. 5, Yes; the Aect only
applies to machinery erected as provided
in Section 16. All machinery under the
provisions of the Aet 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, Up to recently all cranes in this
State have been self-contained, and have
been made by reputable British makers.
All of them are working within the makers’
tested and guaranteed loads, and computa-
tions, except in the case of ropes and other
minor details, have bheen unnecessary.
Cranes such as Brines’, which include foun-
dations, ete, not supplied by the makers,
have been computed, and loads assessed
accordingly. 11, The tensila strength of
material used cabnot be computed.  After
ascertaining the nature of the material
(i.e., whether steel, iron, cast irom, ete.),
compuotations are made on the assumption
that the material complies with the usual
standards for such material. Wherever
possible, particulars of the brand, breaking
rtress, ete., of the material are obtained.

QUESTION—COLLIE LAND,
APPLICATIONS.

Mr. WILSON asked the Premier: 1, ls
bhe 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 reservet 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 spard time consequent upon the irregun-
larity of the work in which they are en-
gaged? 3, Will he eauee inveStigations to
be made so that land can be made avajlable
for these persoms?

The PREMIER replied: 1, There have
been pine 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, T have no information.
3, Tnquiries will be made, but Jand in a
State Forest can onlv be made available
with the approval of Parliament.
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QUESTION—KEXDENUP COMMIS.
8ION, COST.

Mr, A, WANSBROUGH acgked the Pre-
mier: What was the total cost of the Ken-
denup commission of inquiry?

The PREMIER replied: The expenditure
te date, which is far from complete, is
£509 3s. 2d.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
I, Unclaimed Moneys Act Amendment.
2, Closer Settlement.

Transmitted to the Council.

BILL—PRIVATE SAVINGS BANK,
In Commiliec.

Resumed from the 28th August.  Mr,
Lutey in the Chair; the Premier in charge
of the Bill

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

Mr. ANGELO: I meove an amendment—

That after ‘‘£10,600°° in paragraph
{a) of Subclause 1 the words ‘‘or a
lesser sum sufficient to cover oll the
liabilitics of the bank under its gavings
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 acenmulation
of those savings. The amendment will in
no way interfere with the Premier's Jaud-
able desires. A lesser sum equivalent to
the whole of the deposits for the time
being up to £10,000 would be lodged in
the same way as the security mentioned in
the Bill, and the institution, whoss in-
auguration has Jed to the introduction of
the Bill is devoting, and I can safely say
will, devote the wholec of its accumulated
dcposits to assisting the producers of this
Stiute. The amendment would render it un-
necegsary for the institution to put up a
huge sum of money, for if it had to do ac
it might be unable to assist a} least a
dozen farmers. The deposits in the savings
bank section amount to only a few hundred
pounds.

The PREMIER: I hope the hon. mem-
ber will not press his amendment. The Bill
is intended to safeguard the interests of
depositors, and this deposit of £10,000 1a
a guarantee of the stability of the bauk,
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
adequate guarantees should be provided for
depositors. We ingist upon a £10,000 de-
posit being paid by life insurance com-
panies, to protect the interests of those who
do business with them, and also upon 25
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per cent. of the deposits each year being
put up until they reach the sum of £20,000,
1f this is necessury in the case of life in-
surance companies, it is equally necessary
in the case of a savings bank. The amend-
ment is not capable of practical applica-
tion, because the labilities of a bank vary
from day to day. It is the respensibility
of the Government to see that those per-
song who invest their small savings in a
banking institution of this kind are ade-
quately sateguarded. 1f 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, and its shareholders
are all primary producers, 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 Jeposit,
for it would be paid interest upon it,

Mr. ANGELOQ: Perhaps under Clause 7
the Premier will do what be ¢an to protect
the interests of the Primary Producers’
Bank,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: 1f the
Primary Producers’ Bank wera the only
institution in question, I am sure the Pre-
mier would agree to the amendment.

The Premier: That is so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The
danger of the amendment‘is that it will
encourage othern to start out in the pav-
ings bank business without putting vp a
peany. e do not want any more savings
banks. It wounld have been better to have
had a one-clause Bill prohibiting their as-
tablishment.

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

Hon 8Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No
doubt it has gone to some expense in start-
ing the business, and if the Premicr eould
help it in any way it would be a gracious
act on his part to do so. If the clause
means that all who wizh to establish a
savings bank may do so, I cannot support
it.

Mr. ANGELQ: From what has been
said, T think the bank may gafely rely upon
the Premier giving it a fair deal. Per-
haps when he knows the good work it is
doing, he will exempt it from the provisions
of the Bill. This measnre eannot last more
than a few months. The Commonwealth
are talking of introducing s comprebensive
bank 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
Minjster:

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. Tf that happens after a big
gum of monsy has been paid in, and the
first part of this clause is ecarried 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 execess 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 Baok 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 iuto the
Government Savings Bank, Had there
been another savings bank, as contemplated
by this Bill, no doubt it would have re-
ceived a considerable proportion of those
withdrawals. We hope there will never be
another bank crisis Jike that of 1803; but
if it did oeeur, such a prevision 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 eredit is goed, the position is per-
feetly safe; but in times of erisis each
bank haag to rely upon itself. I shall not
move an amendment, because I do bpot
profess to know much about banking busi-
ness, The position would be all right if there
were & provision that the bank could, in
a time of erisis, go to the Government and
obtain the ameunt of the deposit.

The PREMIER: I do not think there is
much oceasion 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.

Me, George: They did in that ease.

The PREMIER: They made large de-
posits in the Government Savings Bank,
bot they were not likely to withdraw those
sums again quickly.

Mr. George: They @id here.

The PREMIER: The hon. member must
bear in mind that there is a margin of 30
per cent. A sitnation sueh 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

7—Quarterly iovestments with
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Government Savings Bank, or to some other
private banking institution in which they
bad econfidence.

Clanse put and passed.
Clauses 8 to 15, inclusive—agreed to.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without

amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILL—ROAD 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-
ment of the debate was that it secemed to
me the present might be an opportune
time for emhodying 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 bave taken the op-
portunity of seeing the Crown Solicitor,
Mr, Sayer, and discussing the matter with
him. I believe an Aect 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
eopy to the Minister 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 aeces his way to aceept that
amendment and the House agrees to it, it
will remove any doubt that may exist re-
garding rights that are, or should he, to
compel charges on the land to be paid by
the person who purchases the land and gets
;‘hg transfer, That course is absolutely
aIr.

The Minister for Lands: In that case the
Water Supply Department will be getting
greater protection than the lecal authority.

Mr. GEORGE: T do not know ahout that.
The devil looks after his own, and I sup-
pose we must look after State wmoney as
far as we possibly can. For that reason
I am taking the course I have indieated.

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,

Clavse l—agreed to.
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Clauge 2— Extension of time for regis-
tration of transfers:

Mr. GEORGE: I wmove an amendment —

That the following be added to the
clause:—**but subject as regards any re-
gistration after the commencement of this
Act to the payment by the transferce he-
fore the regiatration of the transfer of wuy
rates for the time heing due in respect
of the land, including rotes and charges
due and pagoble under any det rcelating
to water gupply, sewerage, aud drain-
age.’’

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I raise
nt objection to the amendment, nlthough
I am advised that the existing sitvation
covers the point raised hy the hon. mem-
ber. 8§till, the ameudmnent may make as-
surance doubly sure. There have been oc-
casions when the Water Supply Departuient
have attempted to recover rates, and the
faet of their withdrawing noticces thev had
issued has been interpreted as easting a
doubt on the legality of their position.
The notices were withdrawn owing to the
faulty manner in which they were issued.
8ince the change of Government, that haa
been overcome and no faulty notices are is-
sued now, There may he a change of Gov-
ernment in the future and more care may
be mecessary. No harm will be done by
agreeing to the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: As one
who has had considerable ¢xperience in
Incal government affairs, I believe the
amendment is dangerons. Jt means that
rond boards will have to take steps more
extreme than they have done in the past.
Frequently in order to assist persons in
diffienlties, road besrds and municipalities
have allowed rates to run on. The result
has been that Iarge amounts have been
owing. Similarly the water supply rates have
run on. The effect of this 18 that it be-
comes useless for a road board to put up
any sueh property for sale, seeeing that the
amount that wounld be recovered would not
equal the rates owing.

Mr. George: The amendment does mnot
refer to water rates exclusively.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
imendment means that every penny owing
to the Water Suppir Department for rates
must be paid, irrespective of whether the
road board reeeives anything out of it or
not.

Mr. George: Wot at all.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, it
does. A transfer could not be made nnless
that were done. The amendment means it
wruld he useless ta put up land for sale, and
and it will debar road hoards from exereis-
ing their rights nnder the Act.

My, Grorge: Shouold not the road hoard
rates af well as the water rates be paid?

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: TYes, but
the sale of many of the blecks would anot
renlise suffieient to cover the vates owinwa,
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Mr. George: The amendment says that
all rates must lw puid including water supply
rates.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
cannot be guaranteed, for experience in the
moetropolitan area as well as in country dis-
tricts, shows that bloeks put up to anctiom
by the lueal autborities, bave not brought
sutficient to eover the rates ewing on them,
1 am sorry to disagree with my colleague,
the Minister for Works, but I do not hke
the aniendment.,

Hin, W, I, JOHNSOX: Evidently the
winendment secks to extend the scope of
the Bill, bot neither 1 nor many other
members know what the debate is about. 1
am prepared to he puided by the Minister
to a great extent, but I will not vote *‘on
the blind.’”  Sueh an amendment as the
one poder discussion should appear on the
Notice Paper so that members may see
what it means. As it is, we do not know.
I will uppose the amendment, not becanse 1
unelerstand it, hut beeavse 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
conteraplate any diabolica) harm,

Hon. W. D. Johnson: According to the
Minpister for Lauds there may be some dan-
ger in it.

Mre. GEORGE: While I was Minister for
Works in  echarge of the Water Supply
Department, T know that diffienlty was ex-
perienced in securing cash owing on pro-
perties. At Midland Junection the local an-
thorities planned a sale of properties with-
out, so far as T know, making any inquiries
as to what was due on account of water
rates. That led to diffieulties. If a person
is to secure benefits, it is not wrong to ex-
peet him to pay dues owing npon the land
with which he is eoncerned. T do not think
there is any danger in the amendment.

The Minister for Lands: Road boards
and municipalities cannot sell land until
rates have been owing for five years: then
they have to advertise their intention before
they ean submit the blocks to auction,

Mr, Davy: The sale wipes out the ar-
TCOrs.

The Minister for Lands: Of course.

Mr. GEORGE: The arrears to the Met-
ropolitan Water Supply Department counld
not be wiped out by that means, for no
power is given to local aunthorities to over-
ride the Government.

The Minister for Lands:
rides the Goverament,

Mr. Thomson: Tt would appear that the
rond Toard foreeg the sale and the Water
Sny.ply Department gets the rates.

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

The CHATRMAXN: The latter portion of
the amendment referring to rates duc on
account of water supply, sewerage and

An Aetr over-
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drainage refera to matters coming under an-
other Aect, and that will involve an amend-
ment to the Title of the Bill.

Mr. GEORGE: T do not think so, The
amendment applies to setion by road heards.

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

Mr. GEORGE: 1 have no objection to
the matter being postponed.

On motion by Hen. W. 1), Johnson, pro-
gress reported.

BILL—INSPECTION OF SCAFFOLD-
ING.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from 21st August.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray - Wellington)
[5.30]: T have gone carefully through the
Bill.

I do not think there can be any
douht about the necessity for it, although
we may well desire to make some amend-
ments 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,
awing to the large volume of construction
going on in the metropolitan area and the
fact that the older small buildings are
being replaced by Ilofty, ornate structures,
our scaffolding regulations should be earc-
fuily attended to. It may be argued, of
course, that onr contractors and bhuoitders
are men of experience, and therefore not
likely to omit such precautions 28 are
necessary to prevent injury. Nevertheless,
accidents do cceur, as wa saw recently in
Forrest Place when, unfortunately, the
collapse of u crane resulted in loss of
Jife, So 1 think a RBill of thia sert is
needed. But some of the provisions in the
Bill are quite new. For inatance, it
has been deeided to include inspectors
under the Inspection of Machinery Aect.
That, T think, is wise. The 8-foot
limit preseribed in the Bill of last
session has heen omitted from the measuare
before us., Alsgo it is intended that the
operations of the Bill shall extend to
ships and boats. That, of course, Is quite
new, Tast 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. Tt is further provided
that inspectors may wvisit and inapect
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 acaffolding should
be given due notice of sueh 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 ‘“ghall.’” Provision is made that when
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an accident happens, no alteration shall
he made to the defective seaffolding. Hon.
members will agres that this should be
amended, and that the defective scaffold-
ing should be altered, mot with the idea
of permitting the responsible person to
interfere with it in order to cover up the
defect, bot 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 be covered by some other Aet, 1
merely draw attention to it. I must con-
pgratulate the Minister for Works on the
zea] with which he is getting to his task.
In moving the second reading a few days
ago he told us he bad seen a man working
on the top of a ladder over 30 feet from
the gronnd. Three ladders, he said, were
lashed together and were standing in the
middle of a right-of-way, There were two
harres and a ecart a little further away,
and if the horses had holted the man on
top of the ladder must have lost his life.
I do not know whether this was quoted as
an illnstration of the doctrine of *‘go-
glow''; for last session the hon, member
said this—

This morning as I left the Perth rail-
way station T saw a man painting the
parapet of the building next te the old
"‘Sunday Times’’ office, He had two
ladders lashed together with ropes, and
was working at a height of 30 feet frowmn
the pavement.

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

Mr. THOMSON (Ratanning} [3.40]: I
do not think the Bill is required. For
making that statement I may be aecused
of want of humanity. TYet I have had
vears of practical experience, and I can-
not see any necessity for the introduetion
of the Bill. Tn these days of high ensts
we are faced with a Bill that can only
mean added coste 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 man
wishing to erect a structure in the metro-
politan area, or indeed anywhere else in
the State, has to submit his plans to the
loeal authority. If he has to erect seaffold-
ing on the outside of the building, the
loeal authority lays down conditions cal-
culated to safeguard the public. The
bunilder ean come out only a certain dis-
tance with his scaffolding. He must erect
a proper barrieade, and the public must
be protected from the danger of falling
bricks or other material.
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Hon. J. Cunningham:
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 would think the Gov-
ernment were to provide the cost of the
inspection of seaffolding. But there is
another provision that says the Governor
may prescribe the seale of fees to be paid
for the inspection of scaffolding and gear.
Sub-inspectors, it is directed, shall keep
minutes and report to the chief inspeetor.
That means that an inspector going around
the various buildings shall report on each
of his vigits. Of course, for two reasons
that is deemed to be necessary: first, te
safeguard those who are working on the
building by seeing to it tbat the acaffold-
ing is properly erected and, secondly, in
order that certain prescribed fees may be
collected. The objection I have to it all
iz 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. Wea could not well have a flat
rate covering all buildings from cottages
to large warehouses. If only the scale of
fees were beforé us, we should have some
knowledge of what tbe 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 preseribe 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 may be argued that £5 is neither
here nor there, but we have to remember
that in larger buildings the amount will be
considerably more and it will have to be
added to the ecost of construction. Apgain,
the Bill gives great powers to the inspectors
to be appointed. The inspectors will de-
clare that all scaffolding and pgear shall
be as preseribed by regulation and shall be
maintained and used in accordance with the
Aet. I know that the Minister will say
that the Act will be administered with eom-
mon gsense. He may also point out that
there is a proviso in the Bill, which was
not ineluded 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-
ing, T do not see any need for the Bill,
chiefly becauwse the matter of attending to
scaffolding cam with safety be left in the
hands of the loeal authorities. If it is
proposed to deal principally with the metro-

What about inside
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politan area, we must bear in mind that the
Jocal 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 plang submitted. We can entrust
that authority with the work of seeing that
the geaffolding and gear are as they should
he, and if we adopt that course we do away
with the expense of building up another
department, Those of us whe happen to
know a little about building are aware
that there are many occasiong when secaf-
folding and gear used may not be all that is
desired. Tt is a common thing for builders
to use what are termed first floor joists
when they reach that level in a building.
Tt may be right to debar builders from using
those joinsta, Clause 12 reads—

If any seaffolding or pear is not kept
in conformity with this Act, or if with
regpect to the same there is a breach of
this Act, or if the owner falls 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, he liable to a penalty not exceed-
ing £20,

I wish to make it elear that I am not in
any way in favour 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
employer, the desire is to do everything
that is possible to make scaffclding safe.
Tn these days of high costs, it can truth-
fully be said that unless ap cmployer pro-
vides proper scaffolding, he is taking a
course that is penny wise and pound fooligh,
I do not think there is a man contracting
in Western Australia who is stupid emough
ta ask his employees to work on scaffolding
that is not perfectly aafe. These are some
of the reasons why I consider that the Bill
is not required. The oaly effect will be to
build up a separate department. I am con-
vineed that if we were to request the muni-
cipial couneils im  the metropolitan area
to attend to the erection of acaffolding,
every purpose would be served. Tmn this
way we would obviate the creation of an-
other depariment.

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

Mr. THOMSON: There may be. To-day
we have the Machinery Department, which
is quite a separate affair. There is a chief
inspector, and then district irspectors, and
of course a clerical division. I eannot see
how the Minister will avoid the establish-
ment of another department, or perhaps a
guh-department. Tn any ease there will be
increased ecost, and i i3 on that account
that T intend to oppose the second reading
of the Bill.

Question pnt and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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In Commitee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Works in charge of the Bill.

Clause l-—agreed to.
Clause 2—Interpretation:

Mr. CHESSON: 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-
sclves perfectly when 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 com-
muonity. lu the country most of the ground
in which wells are sunk is firm and there-
tore no inspection at all is required. The
clause need not apply outside the metro-
politan area. Probably there is meed for
it in the metropolitan area becavse 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 TFOR WORKS: We
cannot make a law for one part of the
State, but we can say that an Act shall
operate over a partlcular area. That is
what we propose to do in this case. I give
the Committes an assurance that there is
no intention 1o apply the measure to the
ont-back districts; the present intention is
to limit the Bill to the metropolitan area,
though subseyuently it may be applied to
certain municipalities.

My, J. H. Sinith: 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 ainking
on a farm,

Mr., Samrgon: In many instances 25
miles from Perth would land you in the
bush,

Mr. Marshall:
seen it yet.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
must be power to supervise the ereetion 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: Tt is the disvsed well that
i8 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-
chison country there would be no necessity
for the Bill to apply to them.

Mr. Panton: 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 radius?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, [
am not binding myself to that. I suggested

The bush! Yon have not
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25 miles as the radivs that may be decided
upon.

Mr. GEORGE: The Bill of lest session
defined scaffolding as any structure built up
and fired to a height exceeding 8ft. from
the horizontal base on which it was builg
up and fixed, ete., and I am strongly of
opinicn that we should not depart from that
definition, The scaffolding for ap ordinary
one-storey cottage does not go very high,
and timber to be used in the building of the
house is gemerally utilised in the scaffold-
ing. To apply this measare to every build-
ing is going too far, and will certainly add
greatly to the coat of building. T 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, Tha danger
lies in scaffolding for huge buildings such
as the G.P.0., the A.M.P, and Surrey Cham-
bers, We have buildings that would be a
eredit to any city in the world, and it is the
scaffolding for them that should he well
looked after. No matter how 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 line I of the
definition of ‘‘scaffolding,'’ the words
“built up and fized to a height exceeding
8ft. from the horizonial base on which it
i built up and fized'’ be inserted.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I can-
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 16ft., but in 1908 that
provision was repealed and the height was
left unlimited, as is proposed here. Mem-
bers opposite seem to be under the impres-
sion that there must be one class of seaffold-
ing irrespective of the height of the build-
ing,
%Ir. Thomson: No, we wani 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 8ft. is liable to have as serious
results as a fall from twice that height,

Mr. Thomson: I would sooner take the
8ft.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: South
Australia has repulations dealing with dif.
ferent classes of buildings, and mo 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
hon. member would have us start now where
South Australia was in 1908.
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Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
Bill will be administered with commonsense
and reasonableness, It is breaking new
ground, and because of that a good deal of
mystery appears to surround it. I do not
wish to start off at the spot left by the
other States some sixteen years ago. As we
are {oing the job let us bring it up to
date. T cannot aecept any amendment that
will place us where South Australia was
many years ago.

My, THOMSON: The Minister appar-
ently objects to his Bill being amended in
any way. I ran see no necessity for the in-
spection of scaffolding in the case of a one-
storey building, for that will only add to
the cost of the structure. T hope the amend-
ment will be carried.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes 13
Noes 22
Majority against 9
AYES.
Mr. Baraard 8ir James Mitchell
Mr. Brown Mr. North
Mr. Davy Mr, Sampson
Mr. George | Mr, J. H. Smith
Mr, Grifiba i Mr, Thomson
Mr. Lindsay ' Mr. Latham
Mr. Mann ! (Teller.)
Noxd.
‘Mr., Angwin Mr. MeCallum
Mr. Chesson Mr. Milllngton
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Munsie
Mr. Coverley Mr. Pantod
Mr., Cubningham Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Heron Mr, Teoadals
Mr. Holman Mr. A, Wansbrough
Mr. Hughes Mr. Willcock
Mr. W. D. Johuson Mr. Withers
Mr, Kennedy Mr. Wllson
Mr. Lambert {Teller.)
Mr. Lamond
Parrs.
AYES, NOES,
Mr. Richardson Mr. W. D. Johnson
Mr. Teesdale Mr. Lambert

Amendment thus negatived.
Clanse put and passed.

Clause 3—Expensea to he paid out of
moneys appropriated:

Mr. THOMSOXN: This Bill establishes
another Government Department. Last year’s
Estimates showed that the ingpection of
machinery eost £35,292, that the revenue de-
rived from that source was £6,089, and that
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the eredit balance was £797, I intend to
move that the clause be struck out, and the
following words inserted in lien:

For the purpoge of carrying thia Act
into execution the Aects governing the
municipalitica and rogd boards shall be
amended, glring them power to levy the
necegsary fees.

The administration of the law respecting
the inspection of scaffolding should be car-
ried out by the local authorities. Without
casting any reflection whatever on the
civil Rervants we have, I strongly object
to further increasing the civil service. We
are told by both past and present Minis-
ters that members of Cabinets are over-
burdened with work. This Bill wiil in-
creafe the burdens of Ministers.

The CHAIRMAN: If the hon. member
wishes to have the clause struck out, he
will vote againat it. He can move Hhis
amendment in the form of a new clause
at the end of the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
logic of the member for Katanning is in-
comprehensible. He demmrs at the ex-
pense whieh he says the measure involves,
but his proposal would mean separate in-
spectors for each municipality and road
board in the metropolitan area, whereas
an inspeetor under a central aunthority
would easily look after three or foar
municipal and road districts. My objec-
tion to giving municipalities and road
hoards such authority as that provided in
the Bill is that they do not represent the
people, being elected on a restrieted fran-
chise, a property basis, TIf the electorates
of local governments are considerably ex-
tended, T shall be prepared to assist
towards enlarging the powers of those
bodies. A proposition such as this, affect-
ing the lives of men, should not be handed
over tn authorities elected on a purely
property franchige. T certainly will not
have a new department set uwp for the
purposes of this Bill; the existing govern-
mental machinery will be employed to
administer the measure. I hope the Com-
mittee will retain the clause. The cost
of inspection will pot be anything like
one per cent. of the cost of the work in-
spected. A cottage will not cost 10s, to
inspect, and numerons cottages can be
inspected in one day.

Hon. W.D. JOHNXSOX: If the suggested
amendment were carried, its mover could
not ingert the words he desires to insert.
It ia not competent for the hon. member
tn amend totally foreign Aets by this
Bil.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 4, 5, 6—agreed to.
(avse 7—Powers and duties of inspeectors:

Mr. GEORGE : This clause 1s 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
interded vigit of an inspector,

Ulause put and passed.
lanses 8 and 9—agreed to.

('lavse 10—Se¢affolding, ete, to be in
acrordance with the Aet:

Mr. THOMSON: T do not like this
tlauge, KFarlier in the evening the Min-
ister said the South Australian measure
contained a schedule directing that cer-
tain things should apply te¢ certain strue-
tures. We have the Minister’s assurance
that the department will be reasonable,
but what appears reasonable to the de-
partment 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
how it should be carried into operation.
We are in éffect 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 ineluded 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 scatfolding for a build:
ing of a given number of storeys?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: What-
ever regulations are made will be based
on regulations obtaining throughont the
Eastern States. The Committee should
aceept our assurance that mnothing nan-
reasonahle will be done. We will not ask
for anything more atringent in our regu-
lations than operates in the Eastern
States. We will go quietly for a start.
I cannot give definite details at present.

"lause put and passed.

Manses 11 to 19—agreed to.

Clanse 20—Whe may be proceeded
against for offences:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Will the
Minister explain to what extent the
owner or occupier of a property will be
held respansible 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
senffolding and the wortgagee, lessee,

hirer and borrower thereof, and any over-
seer, foreman, agent, and person having

the control, charge, or management
thereof.’?
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But what

abont the occupier of premises? -
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Mr. George: The occupier iv not men-
tioned in the interpretation clause, There
cannot be an occupier of scaffolding.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
ocrupier i3 first mentioned in Clause 18.
The intention is clear that the owner of
the scaffolding will be liable for anvthing
in connection with that seaffolding and
the owner gr occupier of a house will only
become liable should he prevent the im-
spector from entering upon the premises,
or from carrying out his duties. That is
the extent of the liability of an oecupier.

Heon. 8ir James Mitchell: But Clause 20
sets out that the ocecupier has to prove
that he used due diligence to enforece the
Aet.

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

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

Clause put and passed.
(‘lauses 21 to 24—agreed to.
Clause 25—Regulations:

My, THOMSON: Paragraph (¢) setaout
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 valae of buildings ron-
stracted.

The Minister for Works: You suggested
that yourself!

My, THOMSON: 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 fonr-storey
huilding.

Mr. THOMBOXN: Quite so, but it i3 a
pity that no fees is preseribed in the ¢lanse.
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I eommend that suggestion to the Minister.
Under the Municipalities Act and the Road
]f)istricts Aect, power is provided to charge
ees.

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 @ percentage basis and this means in-
ercased taxation. It ig om all fours with
the authority given to local governing bodies
to levy building fees when they pass plans.

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

Mr. THOMSON: Most of them do, and
under the Bill we shall have imposed a
similar scale of fees,

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

The Minisfer for Lands: Be careful. Tou
had better examine some of those you have
fathered in days gone hy.

Hon. 8ir 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
eourse, in a measure like this we must have
power to make regulations, but this clause
gives the Minister nower to extend the scope
of the Bill. The Committee would not be
justified in passing sueh a clanse.

Mr. Heron: You set them a bad example,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELY.: Not at
sll. We want a rcasonable Bill. Here we
have 24 clauges, after which Clanse 25 gives
the Mirister power to do anything he
pleases. I agree with leaving the scale of
feen to be fixed by regulation, but not with
a proposal to allow the Minister to extend
the legislation by regulation. I invite mem-
hers onnosite to vote apainst the Minister.

Mr. Panton: You give us good advice.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In this
instance T do. The principle of the clanse
is aliogether wrong. ‘The Minister should
be given power to make regulationg in re-
spect of the 24 clauses, but aothing more.
He has been instructed by my learned friend,
the Minister for Lands.

The Minister for Works:
told him what T wanted.

Hon. Sir TAMES MITCHELL: And he
has shown vou how te get it. The Minister
for Works himself. whea moving the second
readine. apologiced for this clanse. It is
altocether a bad clauwse, for it gives the
Minister unreasnnable nower.

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

Mz, George:
DECessary.

Yes; T just

That is all right. It is
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
there ean be no objection to that. The
clause waa quite all right when embodied in
a Bill brought down by the late Govern-
ment.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
not my Bill.

The Minister for Lands:
your children.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It was
in eharge 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 differemce hetween this clause
and the corresponding clause in last year s
Bill. Just the same, the scope of the Bill
has been so pgreatly widened by the eliming-
tion of the 8ft. limit, the inclusion of wells
and ships, and in other ways, that to be
complete the regulations will have to be very
voluminous. Therefore the Leader of the
Opposition was perfectly justified in his
eriticism,

Mr. THOMSON:
ment—

That afier ‘‘fees’! in paragraph (d)
the words ‘‘which shall not exceed one
per cent. of the cost of the work’’ be
inserted.

Mr. Latham: The Government may re-
gard that as the minimum,

Mr. THOMSBON: If we do not stipulate
one per cent., they may charge 2 or 3 per
cent.

Mr. Latham: Make it one-half per cent.

My, THOMSON: The Minister is wil-
ling to accept ome 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 he
made to read ‘“one per cent. of the esti-
mated cost of the building.’’

It was

Don't disown

I move an amend-

Mr, Thomson: I mccept the Minister’s
suggestion.
Mr. Latham: Tbhat i far too high;

make it 5s. per cent.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: I do
not think it will cost a fraction of one per
cent. I know the charges elsewhera——

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What are they?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And
the fees here will not approach one per
cent.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: One per
cent. is too high. If the Minister knows
the fees elgewhere, he should tell us what
they are. I move—

That the amendment be amended by
striking out ‘‘ona’’ and inserting ‘'five
shillings®* in Ueuw.
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The present Minister will not always be in
office,

The Minister for Works:
be until 1 die of old age.

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

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

The Minister for Works:
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 collectad by way of fees.

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

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

Mr. THOMSON: Very well, I shall do
50,

Amendment on amendment put and nega-
tived.

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

Clanges 26, 27, Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with an amendment.

I think I shall

Look out, or

BILL—NOXIOUS WEEDS.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. M. F. Troy—Mt. Magnet) [8.41] in
moving the second reading said: It has
fallen to my lot to introduce a Bill which
I was largely responsible for having de-
feated last year—at least not the Bill in
its entirety, because this measure contains
several forther amendments that experience
has shown to be necessary.  Probably I
shall be taunted by some members opposite
about having seen fit to change my views
tegarding the principles embodied in this
Bill, and if that be so, I can only say with
St. Pan) that when I was a child I spake
a8 a child, and when I became a man I put
away the things of a child and spake as a
man, Last year I spoke without having
the knowledge that the Minister only could
have regarding the injury being done to
this State and to itz industries by noxious
weeds, and since I became installed in the
Department of Agricuiture I have realised
the necessity for a Bill of this description.
I have also reslised the necessity for a Bill
containing wider provisions than those that
were emhodied in the Bill introdueed by
my predecessor. A Noxious Weeds Bill
was introdueed into this House in 1904, but
experience has proved that the measure is
most unsatisfactory. Our agricultural and
pastoral industries have developed very eon-
siderably since 1904 and we find that in

583

Western Australia, as in the early stages
of development in other countries, noxious
weeds are spreading throughout the agri-
culturai and pastoral arecas. Ubnpless steps
be taken at once these pests will be respon-
sible for the loss of thousands of pounds
of wealth ag time goes on. Inm Queensland
owing to the spread of the prickly pear
there is 24,000,000 acres of land out of
production, and the eradication eampaign
now being carried on in that State is cost-
ing the Government £100,000 per year.
Happily we in Western Australia are 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 legisiation of this deseription.
At present sced is imported into this
country containing noxious weed seeds,
and the department has no power to pre-
vent it. Stock i3 brought into the Siate
carrying noxipus weeds om their manes,
tails and fetlocks, and the department has
no power to intervenme. Recently the Bath-
urst burr was imported inte the State on
horses and sheep. ILast year on the manes,
tails, and fetlocks of horses imported from
South Australia and Victoria this oceurred,
and the stock travelled as far as Brook-
ton and other districts before it was dis-
egvered. Om the files there are letters from
road boards and other interested persons
protestivg strongly against the importa-
tion of stoek carrying these weed sceds.
Becanse of that, the department has been
compelled to take action giving the local
authorities the necessary power to deal with
the matter. Mr. R. T. Robinson, who at one
time sat in this Chamber, recently telegraphed
from the transcontinental railway that he
had seen a number of sheep that were trav-
elling ou the train, and that the flecces of
these sheep were carrying Bathurst burr. All
the department could do was to get into
touch with Mcsars. Elder, Smith & Co., and
request them to have the shecp shorn at Kal-
goorlie, have the wool packed in bales, and
brought to Fremantie. Every possible pre-
caution, thercfore, 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 faet that we were
able tn cope with that particular importation,
The Bathurst hurr plant has been in evi-
denre over quite a hig strefeh of country in
the Kalpoorlie district. This year the de-
partment will spend a considerable amount
of money in destroying the hurr there. East-
ern goldfields areas are attracting a good
deal of attention from South Australian pas-
toralists, The whole country iz heing set-
tted, and it is imcumbent 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 peint of disembarkation
until all poxious weed seeds have been des-
troyed. The respousibility of seeing that
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the stock are freed from these seeds rests
with the importers, Provision ig made in
the Bill that stoek brought here for exhibi-
tion purposes shall be exempt. That is un-
derstandable, because the department has
full supervision over all stock imported for
that purpose, We shall be able o see that
the stock does not go abrond throughout
the coumtry.

My, Latham:
stock is sold?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The stoek will be under our supervision when
sold. The department will have that stock
under its #ye from the day it arrives in the
country, Ii the stock carries fleeces con-
taining sveds, the department will take the
neersiary action. In 1904 the Act under
which we are now operating provided that
the department alene should be responsible
for eradication of the weed. The department
endeavoured to have this work carried out by
honorary ingpectors in the country districts,
This mothod provel most unsatisfactory. It
is not to be expected that an bonorary in-
spretor will make epemies in his own loeality
by enforcing wpon his fellow settlers the
duty of eradicating noxious weeds. This Bill
proposes to invest that power in the local
anthorities, who, in turn, will have power fo
use their ordinary revenues in carrying out
the work of eradication. If the local au-
thoriticy do not carry out the work, the de-
partment will have power to step in and
charge the local boards with the cost. For
the purpose of the Bill, ‘"local authority’’
means a read board district or a muniei-
pality.

Mr. Sampson: Their work will be limited.

Hon. Rir James Mitehell: The, geraniom
weed at Geraldton will tickle the Minister
for Railways.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
There are many noxious weeds in the State
that are apt te become a sonree of expense
and loss if not 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 noxiors weed where sheep alone are
being raised.

Mr. Griffiths: Tt is good feed for sheep
when there i3 no other feed.

Mr. Latham: It is jolly poor feed then.
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE :
Stinking roger is very good feed when there
is no other, at which time sheep will eat
anything.  Beside this, there is the weed
known as Paterson’s curse. If the carnation
weed pot abroad in the agrieultural areas, it
would be a very great pest, hut happily it
hag been kept in check by the department.
The blackberry, I understand, is largely con-
fined to the South-West. Now we have the
BRathurst burr heing imported into the coun-
try. In my opinion this is one of the worst
of the pests, because it depreciates the value
of wool. Our pastoral industry is grow-
ing to such an extert that Western Anstra-
lia iz bound to he the greatest wool-produc-
ing State in the Comonwealth. The eastern

What will you do if the
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wheat helt will also be produving sheep in a
few years, and we must therefore see that
this pest does not spread, as assuredly it will
do unless the powers contained in this Bill
are carried into effect. The Bill is a simple
one. The Governor may declare plants to be
noxious weeds. The local authority will have

power to destroy these weeds after notice

has heen given. TE the loval anthority does
not destroy them, the department may step
in and do so at the expense of the Joeal an-
thority. The Bill provides for the quarsn-
tine and inspectinn of imported stork to pre-
vent the introdnetion of weeds, the excep-
tion heing stovk imported for exhibition pur-
pases.  The local authority may also apply
its ordinary revenye for the purposes of the
Act. These are the main provisionz of the
Bill. T move—

That he Bill be
time,

now read o sgecond

On motion hy Hon,

Sir James Mitehell,
dehate ndjourned.

BILL—ITRY AT AMENDMENT,
8econd Reading.

Nehate resumed from 26th August.

Mr. NORTH {Claremont) [B.55]: Three
particular objects have been mentioned
by the Minister as the reason for the in-
troduction of this Bill. The first i the
abolition of special juries, the second io
ensure absolufe seereey as regards Jurors,
aml the third to provide for i1he placing
of women on the jury list on their uppli-
entian,  lLlogueding  the wecondl  ohjert,
cvervone will agree as to th? necessity
for preventing any whisper or saggestion
of yuy rigging, A measars that is likely
to increase secrecy on this questing s
brund to receive support. With regard
to the first and third objects, there is
room for a little investigation. I bhave
treen throueh the various Acts in Austra-
lia, applying to the question of spevinl
juries, to ascertain what actvally eonsti-
tute the gqualifications for jurors in the
other States. This may assist the House
in coming to a decision as to whether or
not we should pass this Bill. In South
Australia the special jury list congists of
bankers, merchants, accountants, engi-
neers, architects, or the tenamts or oceu-
piers of properties of an annual rateable
value of £100. In Vietoria, apecial jurors
consist of eapitalists wm'th £1,200—if
they e¢an Dbe called capitalistg—or persons
receiving interest at 3 per cent. equal to
£60 & year. Im New Socuth Wales the
jury list consists of justices of the peace,
Crown lessees, bank directors, merchants,
accountants, engineers, station managers,
brokers, chemists, druggists, warghouse-
men, rommission agents, architects, and
occupiers of land of a rateable value of
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£100 a year mpwarde. 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 eommon jury list. T suggest to the
Minister that his wishes may perhaps be
met if he uses a list of that degeription
for the jury list here, o as to limit it to
a certaic extent. Aas at present econsti-
tuted it embraces evervene who owns £50
worth of land,

The Minister for Railways:
everyone a special juror.

Mr. NORTH: It also inc¢ludes persons
owning £130 worth of pergonal property.

Hon, 8ir James Mitvhell: Five hundred
pounds’ waorth,

Mr. NORTH: T 4m speaking of common
jurymen. In Queeusland we see another
side to the picture, Under the Act passed
last year the Arsembly rolls are used as
qualification for the jury list. That is far
wider in seope than the Minister proposes
in this Bill. Thiy shows how varied the
qualifications for special jurymen are in
Anstralia, and it cannot he said whieh
set of qualifications is the right one. In
the case of commeon jurors, an interesting
distinetion is noticeable nnder the South
Anstralinn law, In that State the authori-
ties distingnish between civil cases and
criminal cases in respect to common jury-
men. Anvone owning property of a rate-
able valne of £10 z year is entitled to
serve on a eriminal jory, but in civil eases
he must have pruperty valued at £30 a
vear. It ig interesting te note that in
New South Wales in eriminal cases both
the Altorney General and the aceuwsed are
able to apply for n special jury. As T
have pointed out, the special jury qualifi-
cation in that State embraces practically
all its inhabitants. That being the case,
to my mind it is hardly pecessary for us
to interfere with the system of special
juries. Tt may be said that there in a
diatinetion, and that in certain cases men
of one persuasion might be voted against
by & jury of special jurors, However, I
know of cases on the corresponding side,
where men of small possessions have
sneceeded very well hefore special juries.
I myself have been in two cases in which
the plaiatiff fought hefore a special jury,
the defendant’s solicitor having applied
for a special jury in order to make his
client’s case a little stronger, as he
thonght. In hoth cazes, T am glad to say,
my clients sneceeded, one of them getting
damages of £300 or £400 against a tram-
way board, whereas the defendant’s
colicitor had thought that before a special
iury he woull b able to whittle the
damages down to perhaps £30 or £40.
Therefore T thirk we are justified in re-
senting the Minister’s sugpgestion that
there have heen cases of miscarriage of
justice or undue bias in the decisions of

Make

583

gentlemen who are bankers, or merchants,
or possesged of £300 in real estate. We
all have bias. A common jory bas bias
Jjust as a speciel jury has. There is a
vertain amount of bias which in some cases
overcomes logic, Were it not so, the world
would be a very different place. To how
few cases van we apply our logic] Nearly
always we have to fall back on sentiment
or feeling.

Mr. Panton: That is a strong argument
againgt special juries.

Mr. NORTH: It is an argument against
all juries. However, the time apparently
bas not yet come for abelishing juries,
although they have come down to us from
the misty past. In the case of eivil
justice, as distinguisbed from the criminal
vourts, 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 possess some business which puts them
on the alert. My own slight experience in
the courts has been that many juries
which are not ealled ‘‘special’’—an in-
vidious term—are apt to go to sleep; and
that is highly disconcerting.

The Premier: Disconcerting to the solici-

tor.
Me, NORTH: Frequently it has a worse
effect on the trial than on the solici-

tor, We would be well advised to adapt
the framework of the New South Wales
Act to our jury list, and apply that
generally, That would meet my views,
hecanse it would give ms juries drawn
from a wide cirele of the community
and yet consisting of people who, by
reason of their occupations, would be hound
to listen to the evidenece and give a true
verdict acvording to the evidence. As re-
gards women serving on juries, the subject
is dangerous to mention, because in these
days of demoeratic rule and universal suf-
frage, the ladies want to have a say in
everything. The Government are undertak-
ing a very risky experiment, and if it fails
the resprosibility will be on their heads.
Engrland has hal experience of women serv-
ing on juries; and in that conmection the
only news which has reached us through the
Press, as hon. members may have noted,
has heen as to women fainting in court and
having to be carried out, and so delaying
the course of justice. Let us hope that
Western Australian women wha apply to
serve on juries will prove of hetter calibre.
The cununing saggestion of the Minister, that
only those ladies who are anxious to serve
on juries should be 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 fo get on com-
mittees and so forth.

The Premier: Anxious to get anywhere,
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Mr. NORTH: Their presence in the
eriminal 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
gystem has simply grown up in a higgledy-
priggledy fashion from the mists of anti-
quity. Nobody ean 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 ploughshares, 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
eriminal court with some of our ladies sit-
ting on the jury, espeeially those self-
important ladies who are likely to come
forward to sit in eriminal casrs. As we
koow, at present a unanimous verdict is
required in criminal cases. Xt stands to
reagon that the stronger personality
decides the verdict, Four or five 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 :
of improving our jury system, 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. Pantcn: Are you a married mano?T

Mr. NORTH: That is a very awkward
question to answer in a Chamber like this.
Does the hon. member want to know who
wears the trousers?

Mr. Hughes: Yes.

Mr. NORTH: Under the proposal of the
Government we are likely to got what will
be comsidered by prigsoners, and probably
by their solicitors, ‘‘dud’’ verdicts, As
the Bill is before us, here is a chance to im-
prove the jury gsystem, to give it a little
kick forward in the march of time. Min-
isters should eonsider the question of juries
voting by ballot,

The Premier: No.,

Mr. NORTH: There are drawhacks to
everything, but at present we have fo con-
sider the possibility of a sprinkling of ladies
gitting on a jury and giving their verdiet.
Undoubtedly in many cases the stronger
personality will overcome the weak,

The Premier: Which is the stronger in
your opinion?

Mr. NORTH: I cannof imagine. T am
leaving that point to the decision of
hon. members. Bnt I am picturing in my
mind some of those ladies who are likely
to come forward to serve on a jury. I knmow
of a case in which my late partner made a
magnificent defence for a eriminal, and very
nearly got him off on the tactics of the
fight. However, the accused had to do two
years in gaol. Tt leaked out later that 11
out of 12 voted the man innocent, but that the
twelfth, a shopkeeper in Fremantle, thought
that that gentleman’s type of physiognomy
would be better in gaol, even for two years,

Yes; but here is a chance
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than outside, so long as he, the twelfth
juror, kept a shop in the district. That is
an extreme case, no doubt; but assuredly
the jury system is not perfect. The more we
look into it the less we like it. Therefore,
in passing T atrongly urge the Minister, now
that he is introdueing ladies into the jury
box, to let the jurors vate by ballot after
they have had thejr discussion.

Mr. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [9.10]: I
am glad that the Government have brought
along this Bill, which is many years over-
doe; and I am pleased that speeial juries
will Dbe abolished if the measure gets
through the two Ilouses.

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
that it goes through. I have yet to learn
that a justice of the peace, a bank director,
a2 merchant not keeping a general retail
shop, or the owner of real estate fto the
value of £500, has any more brains than
the average member of the community, nor
do 1 think that such men are fairer than
the ordinary individual, The system of
special juries should have been abelished
long ago. It is also satisfactory ito learn
that the present scale of jury fees is to be
abolished, and that the Governor is to pre-
seribe a new scale. Any man who comes
out to do the work of his country should
not be at & loss through it, especiglly the
working man, who has to leave his work
and be at a considerable loss by the time
a case is finished. The member for Clare-
wort {Mr, North) said that in the case of
women on juries their persenality was
likely to be overcome by the stronger per-
sonalily of men. He practieally suggested
that the women would be the weaker per-
ronalities.

Members: No! Not at oll!

The Premier: He was too cautious.

Mr, SLEEMAN: I consider women have
just as strong personalities as men have.

Mr. Latham: We all believe that,

Mr., SLEEMAN: I object to the require-
ment that women wishing to serve op
juries should send along to the Government
a written notification to that effect. Women
ought to be in the same position as men in
that respect. There are certain cases tried
in our criminal courts in which it might he
advisable to have juries composed solely of
women, I believe there are cases with which
women would deal more severely than men
would, and which require to he dealt with
severely. For that reason I shall move
during the C'ommittee stage that women be
placed on an equal footing with men in this
respect. Jf a woman is inclined to go on
a jury, she shonld not have to write and
ask for permissiom. It would be said out-
side, if & woman appeared in the jury box
under 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 eonnectton glso I shall
move an amendment during the Committee
stage. Even in the case of common juries
a property qualification is at present re-
quired. 1 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 Jaws of this country should also be eligi-
ble for inclusion in the jury list. I hope that
my amendments will be ecarried,

Mr. DAVY (West Perth) [9.15]: I
would like te remind hon. members that the
funetion of a jury is not to infliet punish-
ment but to find on the facts whether a
man is guilty or not guilty of the charge
laid against him, and in a civil case to de-
cide whether the plaintiff or the defendant
‘bas succeeded. The member for Fremantle
{Mr. Sleeman)} seemed to be under the im-
presaion 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.

My. Panton: And that has some effect
on the punishment inflicted.

Mr. DAVY: He also suggested that
some cases should be dealt with by women
jurarg 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 caths and find their
verdict on the evidence. The question
whether the offence is a bad one or not
does mot enter into the c¢onsideration of
the matter.

Mz, 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,
Tt i3 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
thonght to be a desire on the part of women
to get on juries.

My, Latham; The desire of some women!

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 women
are concerped and where women are de-
fendants in criminal cases, 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 Bill
do not satiafy that desire in any dcgree
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

587

will not be treated as a man or » woman,
but simply as a name. There is no assur-
ance that any woman will sit on a case
in which a woman is concerned, or that
any bet men will sit on the jury. 'There
will be po assurance that women will nnt
sit ¢n a case of the foulest and most dis-
gusting description where & man only is
concerned.
Mr. Sleeman: You may fnd thas too.

Mr. DAVY: If this is meant to be a
concession to that alleged Jdesire on the
part of women, it does not comply with
their suggestion.

Mr, Marshall: I ean see how you beat
our lady member now!

Mr. DAVY: At any rate that is my
ohjection to that part of the Bill. I will
not debate the question as to whether or
riot women should sit on juries. The fact
remaing that if the Bill becones law, there
will be nothing to prevent a woman insisting
upon her name heing placed on the jury
list. Ouopee her name ia put oa the list she
cannot get out of it if chosen for a par-
tieular ease. Such a woman may he the
mother of a number of children and pre-
sumably the father will have to stay away
from work to look after the kids while
hia wife is locked up for three weeks
on a trial such as the Auburn rasze. If
the question is to be tackled, the beiter
way is to provide for special juries ¢om-
posed of women for special ceses or to
provide some arrangement whersoy some
women shall sit on certain eases of inter-
est to women.

Mr. Thomson: That is a gool sugges-
tion.

Mr. DAVY: The next poiut of interest
refers to the proposal to =abelish
special  jeries. As I wunderstand it,
the motive behind the mind of she Min-
ister in his desire to abolish epecial juvies,
is that the existence of provision for
special juries rather indicates that men with
mare money will have more brains than men
with less money. T take it that feeling has
prompted the attempt to abolish speeial
juries. I have to remind hon. members that
even a common jurer requires to have pro-
perty qualifications. Tf we abolish special
juries we do oot get rid of that invidious
distinetion. That being so, the apparent
motive of the Minister will not be satisfied
if the Bill hecomes law. I would also remind
the House that special juries are concerned
with eivil eascs 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 ecases
except as the result of a special application
by one or other of the parties. Consent to
the appointment of & jury is entirely within
the diseretion of the judge who, if he com-
siders the case is not a fit and proper one for
a jury to try, wili refuse the application.
I hope I shall not be misunderstood if I say
that in my short experience I helieve that
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the kind of eases in which the aid of a
special jury is invoked, is that in which the
invoker intends to rely to a certain extent
upou prejudice rather than upon merit. If
a man has a bad case in which he hopes that
the passions of his judges will help him,
then he applies for a jury.

Mr, Paunton: That is why we object to
the special jury system. Tt is used against
s,

Mr. DAVY: In the event of an applivation
for a speeial jury being agreed to, the party
applying for the jury bas to pay the differ.
ence between the cost of a spevial jury and
of a common jury. The object in applying
for a speeial jury is that one may happen
by chance to get amongst the six or twelve
men chosen—the aumber is fixed by agree-
ment between the parties—someone of more
education than one generally finds on a
commnion jury.

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

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

Ministerial members: No, that is not so.

Mr. DAVY: If members are homest they
will admit it. It is not an invidious distine-
tion at all. We do not say that becanse an
individual posscsses education he is better
than his fellow, nor need we necessarily have
more respect for him. The faet remains that
people who have handled affairs have more
opportunities to cultivate their brains than
those who are not in such a position. That
is a distinction one may horestly and sin-
cerely recognise without being aceused of
being undemocratic. However, the matter is
of such little importance that it is not worth
worrying about. We do not get rid of the
invidious distinetion because we still retain
the property qualification for the common
Jury. Moreover, there are very few cases
for which juries are applied. I do not desire
to labour the point, as T do not think the
Bill is woerthy of much notice. Tt 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.
T refer to jury ripging. T have not heard of
any instance of that in Western Australia,
and T do not think that jury rigging exists
here, T do not think there is any necessity
for these mew provisions.

Mr. HUGHES (East Perth) [9.257: The
member for West Perth (Mr. Davy)
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appearsg to me to have made out ‘L best
case so far for the Bill. He assarted that
Juries decided only on the facis as to
whether a person was guilty or not guilty.

Mr. Thomsoa: That is what they should
do.
Mr, HUGHES: The member for West
Perth said that the duty of imposing
punishthent rested with the judge, and T
gathered from hix remarks that he con-
sidered the duty of inflicting a sentence
was more onerous than the duty of de-
viling whether a2 man was guilty or not
guilty of the vcharge preferred against
him.

Mr. Davy: You must bave misander-
stood me if you thought I made any such
contention.

Mr. HUGHES: Both are onerous duties.
If a person iz 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, HUGHES: The hon. member sug-
gested that to decide suech an important
point as j0 whether or not a persom was
guilty we should retain the provision for
special juries.

Mr. Davy: But special juries deal only
with civil cases.

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

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

Mr. Mann: But there is nothing in the
Biil dealing with such a position,

Mr. HUGHES: It is provided that those
gitting on common jurirs must have pro-
perty qualifications; but there is no obli-
gation upon a judge who inflicts the sen-
tence to have the property quatification
himself,

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

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

Mr. HUGHES: & man’s idtelligence is
not to he gauped ty the property he
possesses.

Mr. Davy: Of course it is not.

Mr, HUGHES: The hon. member said
that the man having property would have
more intelligence than wounld the man who
pnasessed no property.

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

Mr. HUGHES: He said intelligence,

Mr. Latham: No, ke did not.

Mr. HUGHES: At any rate a judge has
no property qualification. '

Mr. Thomson: He generally has.

Mr, HUGHES: A jiudge is not obliged
to have any property. Ever though a judge
receives £1,750 a vear as salary, we know
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that many men in receipt of more than that
have no property. Such men spend the
money that they receive. It is interesting
to me to find upon inquiry that no guestion
i5 asked of a judge before he is appointed,
238 to whether he has any 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 Lraing, why should we not have jurymen
seleeted because of their brains too?

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

Mr, HUGHES: In respect of special
juries the same thing applies. Local court
magistrates and Supreme Court judges are
sitling on civil cases day in and day out,
yet nobody suggests that those judges and
magistrates should have certain property.
The hon. member says that a mar with
£500 will have more education than he 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
persenal referenee to the hon. member. The
faet that the Bill does mot eliminate the
property qualification for common jurors
seems to worry the member for West Perth
(Mr, Davy). As the amending Bill is now
before us, surely we can amend the prin-
cipal Aet 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 asgists the jury in
deciding whether or not the prisoner be
guilty. Many people of edueation are
strongly biasscd, amd so unable to weigh
facts as well as can others of no edueation
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 weaithy enough
te send him from college to the University
where, at ahout 25 years of age, he takes
his degree of Bachelor of Arts. Ile has no
knowledge of the outside world.

Mr. Latham: He does not necessarily
pass a3 an educated man.

Mr. HUGHES: 1In the generally ac-
repted term he is edueated. The edueated
man is he—

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

Mr. HUGHES: Take the boy fortunite
enough to pass from college to the Univer-
sity. Although 25 years of age, he has no
Enowledge of the world. Yet, according
to the member for West Perth, he iz an
educated man.

Mr. Davy:
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 been at work since
he was 15 years of age. Personally I wounld

I did not say anything of
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rather rely on getting a well-balanced judg-
ment from the man who has had 10 or 12
years of worldly experience than from our
glorified schoolboy.

Mr. Davy: Some of the beat educated
men I have known have never had a day’a
schooling.

Ay, 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: DNo,

Mr. Davy: Tt is so.

Mr., HUGHES: In npearly every case
where 2 question of handwriting arises, ex-
perts are called to give evidence.

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

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

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

Mr. HUGHES: The officers of the Elee-
toral Department see more handwriting
than do any other gection of the community.
Yet no one would suggest that they alone
are the people who ought to be on juries,

Mr, Davy: In handwriling caces it might
be a good scheme.

The Minister for Railways:
be witnesses.

Mr. HUGIIES: Property is no indieation
of education, and edueation is no guaran-
tee of judgment.

Mr, North: Then you believe ia examinu-
tion for jurors?

Mr, HUGHES: No, I hold with every
citizen being obliged to serve on the jury.
We are asked to believe that 11 responsible
citizens iwere 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 us must have been
misinformed. Tf we are within our rights in
amending the principal Aect, when in Com-
mittee I will move to delete from Seetion §
the provision impaosing a property qualifica-
tion on jurors. On looking at the gection we
see that a bank manager or a merchant can
git on a speeial jury. Baot even a bank man-
ager may have no property.

Mr. Davy: T should like to meet him.

Mr. HUGHES: A merchant may have no
property. A man trading as a merchant in a
big way may be regarded as thoroughly
financinl; vet we may wake up one morning
to find him in the bankruptey court.

Mr, Davy: He is bound to have some
training, and training i3 the point.

Mr. HUGHES: The fact that a merchant,
whether or not he has property, is allowed to
ait on a speeial jury, abolishes the need for
the property qualification. Because a man

They could
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is a merchant is not te say that he has more
education or better judgment than another
man. In our daily life we meet men who
have devoted the whole 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
hetter educated than are the rest of the com-
munity, That i3 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 ¢zs. for a pound of butter.
S0 honest have business men Leen 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 buginess men, I wish the possession or
wealth could always be attributed to serupu-
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 1 hope another
place will exhibit sufficient democracy to
pass the Bill,

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

Mr. HUGHES: As regards ladies serving
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.

Mr. HUGHES: I have not had many
dealings with the ladies.

Mr. Marshall: You cannot help your face,
¢an you?

Mr. HUGHES: Tt is not right for any-
onc to contend that man possesses beiter
judgment or exhibits greater honesty than
does woman. :

Mr. Davy: No one has dared say that,
ne 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 Fre-
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 notlee
on the authorities.

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

Mr. HUGHES: Ko, it is not. Tt will
remove the obmozious provision of compel-
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ling those who wish to serve to apply for
earolment.

The Minister for Lands:
narrow difference, .

Mr. HUGHES: I do nét know that
it is very mnarrow. 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 cage, a8 the member for West Perth
(Mr. Davy) seems to think

Mr, Davy: 1 did not say that.

Mr. HUGHES: Women will be able to
secure & general exemption on request, but
once on the jury list they will rank equai
with men and must take their turn,

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

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

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

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

Mr. Panton: Don’t worry; he will not
have that right.

My, Latham: Under the Act of last session
women arc entitled to sit on juries.

My, HUGHES: No, they are not. If we
are going to admit the principle of the
equality of the sexes, and we in the Labour
movement stand for that prineiple——

Mr. Davy: What! Equal liability for the
sexea?

Mr. HUGHES:
sexes’,

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

Mr. HUGHES: Docs the hon. member con-
tend that, because a man supports his wife,
the wife has no liability to the husbandf

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

Mr. HUGHES: The hon, member ought to
know that the wife has responsibilities, just
as the husband has. Although the husband
goes out to work, the wife does just as
muck work in the home. What is the use
of the hon, member contending that the
wife has no liability?

Myr. Davy: She has no liability to sup-
port her hushand?

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

Mr. Latham: Then if I were you, I would
not join them.

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

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

Mr. HUGHES: Yes. 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 hushands. If we are not
prepared to give women the right to remove
their names from the list, it will be only be-

It is a very

T zaid equality of the
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cause, in our opinion, women should enjoy
the same privileges as mea. Where they de-
gire to exercise their rights, demoerats 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, plug the
concession to avoid service if they so desire.

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

Mr. HUGHES: These who do not need not.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (Avon) [9.54]: I have
been somewhat amused to hear the argu-
ments between friends on my right and the
member for East Perth (Mr. Hughes).
There is a good deal in the argument of the
wmember for West Perth about women, if
required to sit on juries, encountering revolt-
ing cases not fit for women to hear.
""Mr. Hughes: What about the lady lawyer
and the lady doctor?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: As a result of their
training they are better fitted to come into
contact with cases of that deseription. There
is no analogy between the two. If ladies
are to be permitted to sit on juries, they
cannot be selected to sit on cortain cases
suited to their partieular outlook or men-
tality. The provision that Jadies may apply
to be enrclled on the jury list will gef us
nowhere. If they are to be allowed to 3erve,
they should be put on the same footing as
men.

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

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I do net think many
women will apply for inclugion, 1 am only
too glad to evade my responsibility to serve
on a jury.

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

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

My, Clydesdale: There will be plenty of
applications.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: 1 suggest that the Min-
ister eonsider the advisableness of exempting
dentists from service. A friend of wine
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 bim on to another dentist. The
dentist should be exempt as i3 the medical
man. There was a good deal of force in the
argument of the member for East Perth
regarding special juries. When considering
a man's capacily for weighing evidenee, the
question of his being a merchant or having
4 banking aecount wonld not influence me.

Mr. Latham: Or whether he is an habitual
Arunkard. -
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Mr. GRIFFITHS: The same argumeni
wight be used regarding the prineiple of one
man, one vofe. Plenty of men who hang
around hotels can think as clearly as we can.
A former member of this House was often
laughed at on aecount of his English, but
he gave utterance to more horse sense than
many men of exceptional training. I often
fell foul of him in respect to many things
he brought forward, but I do say he was a
man of sound judgment and full of commen
sense. He had received but little edueation,
but he showed that he was better aquipped
in the matter of knowledge than many who
profess to have had a high class training.

Mr, Latham: He had the education.

AMr. GRIFFITHS: Not as we understand
it. Me 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 Fremantle) [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
aboliah them. Tt is the universal eustom,
whenever 3 man is engaged in industrial
sirife 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,
Twiece I have been charged before the
courts of this country upon matters con-
nected with industrial disputes; on neither
oceagion was I granted fhe privilege of
being tried by my peera,

Hon, 8ir Jumes Mitehell:
on both occasiona.

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

Mr. Marsghall:
worked it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Cn the
first occasion I was eonvicted in conmection
with a pamphlet that was issued in Perth,
when T was not within 100 miles of the city
at the time.

Mr. Davy:
speeial jory.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I waa
tried twiee.

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

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

Mr. Davy: The Aet gives mo power for
you to be tried in that way.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: It re-
minds me of the young fellow who was
locked up in gaol, where he met a hardened
and confirmed criminal. This man said to
him, ‘*Why are you here?’’ He explained
the reason, and the old criminal said, ‘' They
eannof put you in gaol for that,’’ and the
young man replied, ‘‘But I am here.”’
Whatever the member for West Perth

You got off

That is the way they

You were pot tried by a



592

(Mr. Davy) may say, out of his legal
knowledge, 1 can be tried by a special
jury, because I was go tried on two ocea-
sions,

Mr. Davy: Tried!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
and once convieted.

Mr. Davy: But there can only be convie-
tions in eriminal proceedings.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I koow
it cost me £1,000. I was found guilty. Is
that not a convietion?

Mr., Thomeon: What was the case?

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 & document, and the au-
thorities charged me with having issned it
because my name, as secretary of the or-
ganisation, appeared upon it; hut I was
not within 100 miles of FPerth when the
document was framed. I was, however,
charged and found guilty.

Hop. 8ir James Michell: Why did you
not charge the originator of the doecnment
with forgery?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
member for West Perth talks about train-
ing on the part of members of a apeeial
jury. Why sghould the training be all in
one direetion? Why are not men, trained
amongst the workers, who know the desires
and costoms of the workers, empanelled on
these juries! They ar¢ 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 come into touch
with the common people, and is not per-
mitted to sit on a special jury because he
may be tainted through mixing with the
eommon folk. Only the whelesaler is per-
mitted to beecame a special juror, because
he is far removed from ilbe common people.
The whole thing savours of the dark ages.
We talk about living in enlightened times.
Men have beer convieted in the courts of
this State, though not tried by their pesrs.
Tt has cost trade unicns of this country
bundreds of thousands of pounds to be
tried by men who are trained and educated
to be prejudiced against indostrial workers.
Notwithstanding this the people are denied
the right to be tried by their peers.

Mr. Sampaon: Why did you put yoor
name to the docoment?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: In
times of industrial or political strife, when
feeling is running high, these cases come
up for trial. People talk of British jus-
tice, but a man is brought to trial at such
times hefore a jury that is gelected from a
totally different seefion of the community
from that in which he lives.

Mr. Thomson: Abolish juries altogether.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: The
system is unreasonable and unfair; it was
brought into being at & time when the work-

Yes,
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ing classes had no say in the government of
the country. Does the hon. member consider
that the responsibilities of 2 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 Crownt?
But I have no qualification to sit on a
special jury. Ie that logical, reasonable or
fair? That, however, is the law of this
country, as it has been handed down to uws
from the dark ages. When cases arise out
of our industrial laws under the Workers’
Compensation Act or the Employers’ Lia-
hility Aet, n working man eannot sit on the
jury. Men are empanelled who know that
the decision they give will, sooner or later,
be applied to them in their owa business.

Mr. Latham: That has nothing to de
with juries,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Thess
men are trained in a special section of the
community. How can we expect justice or
fair play to be meted ont m such cases?
The whole system shouid have been
abolished years ago, but it has been handed
down to us and still remains in existence.

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

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 will
not discuss that phase of the matter. No
matter who took the responsibility, I ae-
cepted it, and I took the responsibility of
it before the law courts. I do mot mind
appearing before the courts, so long as
when I am charged I am tried before my
pecers.  The hon. member can be charged
and tried by men in his own atation of
life, but net so with me. Why that dis-
tinetion between us?

AMr. Sampson: I do not know that any
distinction exists.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tt does
oxist, beeanse T have not the qualification for
a speeial juryman. I am just as liable to be
bronght up to-morrow as i3 the hon. member,

Mr. Sampson: More likely,

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: I speak
with some feeling. I Enow what it means
to the industrial workers of the eountry, and
have been right up against it myself. 1
know what it is, berause the trade unions
have tried to get justice. 8o long as that
system remains they e¢an have no confidence
in trial by jury.

Ar. Sampsen: You should not have al-
Jowed your name to he put on the document.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What
is the good of tatking monsense! Let the

authorities bring me before the courts om
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, but with the fact that I was not tried
by my peers. That is the fundamental prin-
ciple of British jurisprudence.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do you say no
working man ever sat on a speeial jury?

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: No. He
must be a bank manager, a merchant, a
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capitalist, and so on, before he can sit on a
spueial jury.

Mr. Hughes: And many of the merchants
have big overdrafts.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
whole system is rotten, No logieal argument
can be put forward in support of it. The
industrial workers of the country have no
faith in the system. There is a feeling
tlroughout the country that the moment a
man 18 charged with an offence and is taken
hetore the eourts, a speeial jury will be ap-
plied for. In 99 cases out of 100 the ap-
plication is granted, because it is merely a
formal matter. The industria! workers know
that when they are charged before a apecial
Jury justice will uut be meted out to them.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: They have
special jurics enly in civil eases.

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

The Minister for Railways: And libel.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The au-
thorities trot out the conspiracy laws that
hbave been handed 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, dia-
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 mothing of trade unionism, or ahout
the ddsires or aspirations of the working
elasses, have their feelings played upon, and
have the atmosphere around themn fanned by
skilled lawyers te prejudice them against the
industrialists who are being tried. These
lawyers tell them about the dark and devions
ways 0f the defendants, paint pictures of
their meetings in dark dungeons and about
the eoncoction of schemes to overthrow so-
ciety. They build up a great story in order
to influence the special jury. On ome ocea-
sion I went down to the eourts when 2
conspiracy case was on, one in which I was
not interested. When T entered the conrt an
eminent K.C. was addressing the jury. He
gaid, ‘“ There ia no doubt the whole scheme
waa plotted and conceived by Trades Hall,
in Beaufort-street, and the man behind the
whole thing is that fellow MeCallom,”’ And
I did not even know the case was on! He
built up his case, prejudicing the minds of
the jury, and was mncressful in indueing
them to believe that a deep-laid scheme bhad
been hatched to deprive eertain men of their
living.

Aly. Thomson: You are proving the case
for the abolition of all juries.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: T do not
want to aholish jurics, but T do want to see
ahalished those juries that are made up from
amongst the ranks of only a section of the
ecommunity. T want the same privileges as
others enjor. We know what happened in
the case of the Fremantle lumpers, Theyx
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were aceused of being disloyalists, because
they refused to work with Germans in the
early stages of the war. They said they had
gocd reasony for deelining to do so. Thess
imen were afterwards deseribed as enemies
of their country, and they were charged be-
fore the courts with conspiracy with the ob-
jeet of depriving the Germans of their liv-
ing. The case cost them thousands of
pounds, for they were convieted of conspir-
aey by a specinl jury.

The Premier: And later on they wers
culled Germans,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
were accused of being enemies of their coun-
try and of receiving German gold. I
coulil 7o on with innumerable cases which
have been put up against us right through,
and on every oceasion the deeiston has come
from a special jury, The Government could
sack Germuns, and Ministers were not prose-
cuted; but the Fremantle lumpers were
proscented for doing practically the same
thing, What was regarded as a patriotie
artion on the part of the (fovernment was
declared by a spevial jury to bhe an offence
on the part of lumpers. 1t ecost the
lumpers thousands of pounds to defend
the vcase. However, I rose to joint
out  that the isswe i» =& veal one,
and that there is not an imaginary situation
created, but a real sitnation. We have re-
peatedly had to face it. As industrial work-
ers, we hold that we are entitled to the
samwe trinl as any other section of {he com-
munity. We want to be tried by our peers

net by a section who by and large are
againat us, whose feelings will be played upon
by skilful lawyers. We do not want to be
tried by a section who know nothing about
industrial workers. Hitherto we have been
tried not by men who knew us, but hy men
removed from us, men foreign to our mode
of living. Tuder the law as it stands, they
are the only men who cam sit in the jury
box to trv us. 1 hope the House will wipe
out the provision which restricts the selec-
tion of men to sit on juries.

Mr. MAXX (Perth [10.27]: The Minister
tor Works has spoken extensively on the
clause dealing with speeial juries. Now,
special jurors are only engaged in civil cases,
where it is a matter of pounds, shillings,
anil pence. I am more concernesl about
jurymen who are going to try & man for his
lite, or try a man for an offence which may
involve a long term of imprisonment. In
that resy-ect there is room for better serutiny
of the men who go inte the jury hox. The
jury list is compiled somewhat in  this
fashion: A police officer is told off to go
ronnd the various streets of the eity. He has
a fixed set of questions to ask the lady. or
wheover it may be, that comes to the door:
wuch arestions as—What is your mname?
What is yvour huskand’s name? What rent
do yon par? Do you own this propertv?
And then the man's name is ailded tn the
jury list, and in due eourse he is called as
a juoror. T have kaown a man to sit on a
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ease for several days before it was discov-
ered that he was deaf.

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

Mr, MANN: 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 case that lasts several
days, and be uvable to apply themselves to
the case.

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 eanse, they are incapable of act-
ing 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-
sons so interested will say to themselves:
**Lagt session it was the B’s. This tine it
will be the C'’s. It will commence with
Ca.’? Then they begin io wonder whether
they know a man whose name com-
mences with those two letters. And
s0 on. Thus people are able to lay
themselves out to ascertain which men will
be on the jury.

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

Mr. MANN: I do not.

Mr. Davy: There is very little.

Mr, MANN: There iz not by any manner
of means as much as there is in the Eastern
States. In Melbourne and Sydney are to
be found recognised jury-squarers, men
who follow that profession, if profession it
can be called. By paying sufficient money the
assistance of jury-squarers can be secured.
1 may tell a little story of an episode well
known ameng 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
salicitor told the accused man’s friends that
he suw very little chance of his getting out
of it, but that if there was a sympathetic
jury there would be & chance of a verdiet
of ecommon assault. The friends looked
through the jury list and found someone
they knew. He was interviewed, and was
told, ‘‘Den’t argue with the other jury-
men, if you are on the jury, but stick out
for a verdict of common assault.’”’ He
agreed. The trial took place, and the
Crown c¢ase was somewhat weak, and the
accused’s solicitor put up a brilliant de-
fence. When the jury had retired, the
foreman said, ‘T am going to take a vote
in favour of aequittal.’” All the jurors
were for an aequittal except one, and
be stuek out for a verdiet of com-
mon agsault; and as the others ecould
not shift hun by argument or persuasion
they eventnally eame round to his way of
thmkmg and brought in a verdiet accord-
ingly. After the trial was over. the pnsoner 's
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friends went to congratulate the juror, and
they asked, ‘‘Did you have to put up much
of a fight ‘with them3’’ He replied, ‘‘ Yea.
All were in favour of acquittal, but I stuck
out for common asgsault.’’ Jury-squaring
is not of frequent occurremce in this coun-
try, but I have known men who had friends
in the jury list exhaunst their challenges
with o view to securing the presence of
friends in the jury box. I remember a man
being asked to show ¢nuse for his challenge.
His reply was, ‘‘I don’t like the look of
that juryman; I think he would be against
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
agcertaining what jurors will be summoned
for certain sessions, Tt will, I conaider,
gerve a good purpese. Aunother point T de-
gire to make is that there should be a closer
examination of jurors as to their ability to
apply themselves to cases, in point of health,
hearing, mentality, and so forth. I com-
mend the Bill.

On motion by Mr.
journed.

Marshall debate ad-

House adjourned at 10.85 p.m.
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p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—AGRICULTURAL MACHIN.
ERY, HIRE PURCHASE SYSTEM.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Justice: 1, Will the Government go into
the matter of the Act relating to the hire
purchase of machinery? 2, Is he aware
that a purcha<er, after having almost paid
for an implement, may then have it taken
from him, and that the seller will thus get



