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school is £C870. Consequently if that scheme
were adopted of selling the present site and
-completing the new school the Government
wvould actually receive £C120 as a credit bal-
ance. In addition to that, within a radius of
six miles we have eight other schools, two
larger ones and six smaller ones, the aggre-
gate number of children attending those
smaller schools being 75. If the department
made investigations into the matter it would
be found that by the employment of two
motor lorries all those children could be
brought into Manjimnup and expense and the
salaries of the teachers in those small
country schools would thus be saved,' If
that were carried out it would be of very
great benefit to the children and would re-
present a saving to the department of
perhaps £_500 per annum. The Education
Department by carrying out those sugges-
tions would certainly be rendering great im-
provemient to Manjimup and saving money
at the same time. A school ground con-
demined five years ago because it was alto-
gether too wet could still be condemned to-day
for the same reason. That school was started
in the depth of the depression, yet to-day
with conditions very much better the depart-
mnerit still has to use that ground. As a
matter of fact the children are not allowed
to play on that ground, but have either to
stop in the school or go out in the street and
play because in winter the ground is covered
by five or six inches of water. I also wish
to add my faeed of praise to the parents and
citizens' associations, and particularly to the
organisation at Manjimup. No less than
£836 has been raised each year for school
fuends. The whole of the new ground has
beesi cleared by members of the association
at a cost of less than £180. A considerable
amount of fencing has been done and re-
cently a radio set has been provided. This
refers to quite a number of smaller country
towns where electricity has been installed,
but radio interference is affecting reception
greatly. I understand that this is a matter
for the Federal Government, and that many
local authorities have taken steps to urge
that regulations be brought into effect.
While this to a great extent affects country
centres, I think the Minister might urge the
Federal authorities to bring in suitable regu-
lations to prevent such interference. I wish
to congratulate the member for North-East
Fremantle (Mr. Tonkin) on his speech, in
which I heartily concur. The conditions of

which lie complained pertain to Manjimup
also. I regret that he spoilt a remarkably
good speech by making some ironical re-
marks about the country. He himself, in
years gone by, was stationed at one of
those schools which we desire to have closed
and the children sent to the central school at
Manjiniup, and the beln. member was not so
enamouredl of the conditions as to warrant
him making those disparaging remarks.

fr. Tonkin: I think you misunderstood
me.

aMrl. DOUiST: If so, I am sorry, but the
hon. member's remarks certainly seemed dis-
paraiging to country people.

Vote put and passed.

Vote-Police, £237,657-agreed to.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.24 p.m.
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PAPERS-AGRICULTURAL BANK
CLIENTS.

Mortgage Forms.

Order of the Day read for the resumption
of the debate from the previous day on the
following motion by Hon. A. Thomson:-

That ai copy, of the mortgage forms which
clients of the Agricultural Bank are now com-
pelled to sign be laid upon the Tlable of the
House.

Question put and passed.

BILLr-JUSTICES ACT AMENDMENT.

Read a third time and passed.

BILL-TRADE DESCRIPTIONS AND
FALSE ADVERTISEMENTS.

Second Reading.

lDebate resumied from the previous day.

HON. J. J. HOLMES (North) [4.381: 1
wish to deal only with two aspects of this
Bill. The first is, how it will affect the wool
industry or the sale of woollen goods, and
the other is the provision that anything and
everything may be done by proclamation.
The M-inister can at any time, according to
the Bill, proclaim any article as coining
within the provisions of the Act, or may at
any time also by proclamation delete articles
of any description that may already have
been included in the Act. Ac tion of that sort
should be carried out by regulation and not
by proclamation. If the Bill is passed in
its present form, it will wean that the con-
trol of this legislation will be taken out of
the hands of Parliament and put into the
Lands of thie Minister. That is most un-
,desirable. When speaking in another place
the Minister for Employment said that the
Bill sought to establish a method of ensuring
that the goods sold to the public -were true
to label. He wvent on to say that wool-
w1rowers, and particularly women's associa-
tions, lied frequently asked for legislation to
ensure a true description of the goods that
were offered for sale. He added that a good
deal of misrepresentation now took place in
the advertising for sale of woollen goods or
goods said to he made of wool, and that more
particularly did this apply to cloth and
material of -that description- When the Bill
was first introduced, it did apply to "woollen
cloths, and materials" of that description, hut

for some reason those words were deleted in
another place. When in Committee I pro-
pose to move for the reinstatement of the
words. The Bill without those words is of
no use to the woollent industry. W~hen Par-
liament has excluded certain items, woollen
goods, etc., I can hardly imagine the Min-
ister by proclamation reinstating themn. If
the words had never appeared in the Bill,
the discrepancy would not have mattered so
much, but seeing that another place took
them out, we must put them back or they can
never he reinstated by proclamnation. The
schedule attached to the Bill is not that
which was attached to it when it wat first
brought down. I hope in Committee to have
the schedule amended along the lines of the
orig&inalJ schedule. I do not think anyone
disputes the fact that for many years- Aus-
tralia has been riding on the backs of the
sheep. Woolgrowers have to face all kinds
of serious problems. They have rayon and
airtificial goods generally to contend with.
Traders are permitted to sell what are elassi-
Pieod as woollen goods, whereas they arc
nothing of the sort. The result is that
genuine woollen goods are brought into dis-
repute. A man may buy a pair of all-woo]
socks or a. pair of woollen, trousers and they
may fall to pieces. Despite the fact that
they are not made of wool, -he turns against
wool and says he will try rayon next time-

The Chief Secretary: Is it not a question
of the interpretation of the word "woollen"?

Hon. J. J. HOLMES:- No. What the Bill
aims at is to ensure that when traders sub-
mit articles as woollen goods, they shall be
woollen goods. I will indicate one instance
of the trickeries of the trade. I shall men-
tion no name and no place. I have it on the
host authority that when a Wool Week was
con ducted in Perth some time ago, some
traders took advantage of the position. The
wool people were shrewd enough to guard
against imposition. Before the Week corn-
nmenced, they went round the shops and
secured samples of materials, together with
particulars of prices. When the Wool Week
was in progress, they went round again.
They found that in some instances what was
sold at 8s. lid, a yard prior to the Wool
Week was exhibited in conspicuous places as
woollen materials, the price of which was
l8s. ld, a yard.

Hon. G. Fraser: Sale prices!
Ron. J. J, HEIOLMLES: Yes. Members can

take that instance as authentic. It is to pro-
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vent that practice that the Bill has, been
introduced. I admit that there are somec ob-
jectionable features in the Bill, but other
members can deal with them. .1 shall con-
tent myself by referring to the wool aspect
arid tile proposal to effect alterations to the
Schedule by way of proclamation. Roiled
down, the clauses that affect the wool indus-
tr "y aim at protecting the public against the
dishonest trader, and at assuring to the
public that when they seek to buy woollen
goods they shall secure woollen goods and
not artificial articles priced as woollen goods.
I shall not say much more7 except to reite-
rate that the Bill was designed to protect the
wool industry. People associated with that
industry nmade relpresenltationls 'long ago for
the introduction of leg-islation of this de-
scription, which is long overdue. I hope the
Bill will be passed with certain amendments.
The woolgrowers contend that the Bill, in
consequence of amendments in another place.
has lost its usefulness. They say-

There is no class of goods in connection
with which more misrepresentation and false
advertising take place than in articles of cloth-
ing and materials -for clothing alleged to be
of wool. The Bill certainly provides for any
class of goods being brought within its orpera.
tions by proclamation, b)ut insufficient reasons
have beern advanced as to wiry the items mnn
tioned were deleted ftrm tire Schedule. Unless
clothing arid materials for clothing are. brought
within the operation of the Bill, misrepresenta-
tion, deliberate or otherwise, wvhichi the Mlinis-
ter admitted Iris inquiries had shown to exist,
will continue.

There is one other objection, I understand.
It is to the hringing- of this measure into
force without sufficient notice; bnt I am ad-
vised we can get over that difficulty by add-
ing another Schedule to include the words
indicated and provide that the S8chedule
shiall not comle into operation until at least
six months after the proclamnation of the
Act.

The Chief Secretary: You want to give
them license for- another six rnonthrsl

Hon. .J. . HOLMIES: I am infornedi that
i ir my instances it wvill be necessary for
traders to secure supplies of woollen goods
from abroad, anid also that they have to
make provision to enable them to get rid of
th , stocks on hand. It is sug-ester that
sonc hardship may be inflicted if alteration-t
are forced upon tradnrs by proclamation. I
am not so much concerned about that aspect,
hut objection has been taken to the Bill re-
garding the inconvenience it might cause in

certain quarters anid in connection with the
wholesale houses. I do not propose to give
them six months' license merely for that
purpose, for I would be quite satisfied to
permit the Bill to come into operation at
once. On the other hand, I do not desire
that the opponents of the Bill shall be able
to say the position is impossible because theys
have such quantities of material on hand to
be disposed of. I merely suggest that pec.
vision. In ally ease, the matter has gone on
for so long- that another six mionths will not
make much difference. With these few re-
marks, I support the second reading of the
Bill.

HON. H. S. W. PARKER (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [4.53]: I have no objection to
tl~e intention of the Bill, but stron 6bjee-
tion to the procedure it is proposed to
adopt. I believe in demlocracy, and support
the principle that Parliament, which repre-
sents the people, should make the laws. The
Constitution Act provides that both Houses
of Parliament shall make the laws. I bie-
lieve in thre continued application of that
principle, and I strongly object to hand-
ing ov-cr the powers of Parliament to sun
individual Minister, which,' in effect, this
Bill asks us to do. As we know, the Gov'-
ernor acts onl the advice of -his Ministrn,
and we are awvare. that the Minister ini
char-ge of a particular matter is the per-
son who makes representations to Cabinet.
If Cabinet approve of the Minister's pro-
posal, then they approve of the proclama-
tion, and the Governor signs it automatic-
ill-. If -we agree to this provision, Ave

shall eliminate power-s that Parliament
should retain. That is entirely wrong. The
Honorary Mi1-nster was mistaken when he
stated that the reason for the proposal to
act by way of proclamiation wvas to make
the legislation more efficient, because of
the timie factor. I would point out to him
that the Bill could operate much more quickly
than by -way of proclamation because at
least one month and a day must elapse be-
fore thJ proclamation can he effective. I
a ,ssamne that a report can be obtained and
placed before the 'Minister- and the proela-
ination prepared all in one day. On the
other band, the regulations can he brought
into force immediately. Subiparagraph
(iii) of the provisoq to Clause 5 sets out the
procedure, and shows that before making
anyV Proclamation regarding any goods that
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are declared to be such for the purposes of
the Bill, the Governor shall "give at least
one calendar month's notice in the pre-
scribed manner for the purpose of enabling
manufacturers, traders, and members of
the public an opportunity to be heard either
in opposition to or in support of the pro-
posed proclamation, and may delegate to
some person authority to inquire into the
matter and make a report to him for that
purpose." It does not matter whether ilie
report is in favour of or against the pro-
posed step; the notice has to be given and
the report obtained, subsequent to which the
proclamnation is issued. Irrespective of that
phase, if action were taken by means of a
regulation, it would come into force at
once. If Parliament happened to be sit-
ting, the regulation would have to be laid
on the Taide of both Houses wVithin 14
days, and if not, then within 14 days after
the commencement of the next session of
Parliament. If Parliament is not sitting,
the regulation is operative straight away.
Subsection (ii) of Section 36 of the Inter-
pretation Act reads--

Notwithstanding any provision in any Act to
the contrary, if either House of Parliament
passes a resolution disallowing any such regtila-
tion, of which resolution noitice has been given
at any time within. 14 sitting days of such
House after such regulation. has been laid be-
fore it, such regulation shall thereupon cease
to have effet, 'but without affecting the valid-
ity, or caring the invalidity of anything done,
or of the omission of anything, in the meantime.

So, from the point of view of efficiency,
the regulation is infinitely preferable to the
procedure outlined in the Bill. I have an
objection, of course, to regulations. We
have gone on for years past without, so
far as I am aware, any really serious hard-
ship befalling the community. Now -we
have in the Bill before us four items at
least that may not, if arced to, be very
effective. If it were a question of health,
I would regard the matter as urgent. The
schedule contains four items-furniture,
bedding, blankets and flannel. If the Bill
is necessary, there must be many other com-
modities that should be covered. I cannot
understand why Parliament should not ha~e
a say in determining whether other itemis
shonld be included. The Bill has already
been very materially altered in another
place, but no one thought fit to add to the
Schedule. It may be that when the Bill
has passed the second reading stage-I trust
it will be passed-the Schedule will be

amended. It may he that members will
agree to another alteration and substitute
the provision for the issuing of regulatio'ts.
I trust, however, that members 'vill not by
means of the present Bill or any other Bill
hand over the powers of Parliament to Gov-
ernnients that happen to be in power for
the time being.

On motion by Hon. H. V. Piesse, debate
adjourned.

BILL-FACTORIES ANW SHOPS ACT
AMENDMNT.

Received from the Assembly and read a
first time.

BILLr-CHILD WELFARE ACT
AMNDMENT.

Second Rea ding.

Debate resumed from the 3rd Novembe.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W.
H. Kitsow-West) [5.1]: This small Bill
seeks to amend Section 47 of the principal
Act, which provides that the Governor may
on the recommendation of the Minister
order the release of any ward from the
control of the department or of any institu-
tion. The Bill seeks to take responsibility
from the Governor and place it entirely
on the Minister. The Bill goes further and
provides that if the Minister decides that
a child shall be released, both parents shall
he notified, and if either of them objects to
the proposed action of the Minister he or
she shall have the right to appear before
the Minister in order to state bin or her
ease. It seems to me that it is only putting
on the Minister a responsibility from which
he would very much like to be free. The
argument used in support of the Bill was
that there has been one case in which a child
was released from custody and handed to
one of the parents, and that parent had
taken the child out of the State, thus de-
priving the other parent of the right of
access to the child. I am advised that even
if the Bill be agreed to, there is every prob-
ability that it 'will not prevent similar cases
occurring. One of the statements made by
the member in charge of the Bill was to
the effect that the parents of this particular
child were bitteirly estranged. Bearing that
in mind, it is easy to visualise that in a
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number of cases the parents of the child
concerned will be bitterly estranged, and
so no matter what the Minister might decide,
whether the child is to be placed in the
custody of the father or of the mother,
the other parent will be dissatisfied with
that decision, and will claim to go before
the Minister in order that be or she might
state a case. So it would appear that we
are giving the Minister a most unpleasant
job to perform. It makes one wonder, in
view of the single case that has been put
forward, whether there is any necessity for
this amendment to the Act. I may say that
it was the intention of the Government at
a later date to consider amendments to the
Child Welfare Act which would cover
amendments similar to that contained in
the Bill. In view of the fact that the
amendment introduced in the Bill has been
accepted by another place, it will not do
any harm to agree to it, but I want the
House to understand the position, which is
that under the Bill the responsibility wvill
be taken from the Governor and placed on
the Minister. Then the Bill goes a little
further and provides that if either parent
should be aggrieved by the final decision of
the Minister, that parent shall have the
right to appeal to a magistrate, and the
decision of the magistrate shall over-ride
that of the Minister and be final. And the
Minister must give effect to the decision of
the magistrate. At present the respons-
ibility is on the Governor, but under the
Bill we are to take it from the Governor
and place it on the Minister, and if either
parent be dissatisfied with the Minister's
decision, the responsibility is to go to a
magistrate.

Hon. L. Craig: What is the difference in
taking it away from the Governor and plac-
ing itron the Minister? It is the Minister's
responsibility.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Act
lays it down that the Governor "may, on the
advice of the Minister." That is perfectly
true.

Hon. L. Craig: The only real alternative
is to leave it to the magistrate.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No, because
when the Governor acts be acts on the
advice of Cabinet, not on that of any one
Minister. I am merely placing before the
House the case as I see it. It is somewhat
different from the argument used recently
on another Hill, when power was refused

[611

to a Minister to do certain things. In this
instance we are to throw the responsibility
on the Minister. However, the Bill has
been agreed to in another place, and
personally I have no objection to it although
I would not care to be the Minister
responsible.

Hon. G. Fraser: Is there any chance of
further amendments to the Child Welfare
Act coming down?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Not this
session.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan-
iii reply) [5.8]: I am glad to hear from the
Chief Secretary that he has no objection to
the Bill. But whilst he has no objection to
the Bill he says he recognises the position in
which the Minister would be placed. Howv-
ever, I would remind the Chief Secretary
that in amending the Act by deleting that
part which refers to the Governor, it would
not have been possible to provide for the
parents to go to the Governor. Accordingly
the amendment -was essential so that the
Minister could give notice to the parent if
he intended to remove the children or re-
lease them from an institution, and haind
them over to some other aunthority. Having
regard to the instincts of affection between
the parents and their children-feelings that
we would wish them to preserve--parents;
should be given opportunity to go be.fore the
Minister ere their children are removed from
an institution under the control of the Gov-
ernment to some other place -where the
parents would not have access to them. All
that the Bill is intended for is that before
the Minister removes those children or re-
leases them from the institution, an oppor-
tunity shall be given by notice through the
Minister to the parents, of the intention to
release and remove the children. Surely
that is fair! It is not provided for in the
existing Act. I am informed that there
have been other cases in which the children
have been removed and that it has caused a
great deal of pain to the parents when they
were unable to follow them to the place to
which they were sent. In the case I have
cited the child was removed from the
jurisdiction of all the courts of Australia
and taken away to New Zealaind. If notice
had been sent to the parents in the first
place it would have been possible for repre-
sentations to have been made for the parents
to place their views before the Minister.
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That is all that the Bill provides. Then, of
course, if either parent be dissatisfied with
the decision of the Minister there is to 'be
an appeal to a magistrate.

Hon. G. Fraser: That is an addition to
the present Act.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: That is so. Both
the Minister in another place and the Chief
Secretary have informed us that it is in-
tended to bring in amending legislation and
that probably there will be something in it
similar to the provisions in the Bill. But
we all know the difficulties and the time that
is lost before these things are remedied. The
Act has gone on for a considerable time, and
all that is asked for here is to remedy that
in which the present Act has a deficiency,
and give the right to all parents to apply to
some fountain head so that they could be
brought hefore that head, who will have op-
portunity to consider every aspect of the
case. The measure is in every way to
be commended. It will meet a deficiency
existing in the present law and remove cases
of hardship and, in many instances, of suf-
fering to those who are parted from their
children and, not able at some time or other
to see them.

Hon. 0. Fraser: There is no reference to
the number of appeals that parents may
lodge.

Hon. J_ NLCHOLSON: Ther, e ould be
only one appeal.

The Chief Secretary: There has been only
one case.

Ron. J. NI CHOLSON : I understand
there have been others. It is a deficiency in
the Act, and this will provide some means
of remedying the position. If at a later-
stage an amendment of the Act is brought
in we can then determine how the Bill we
are now considering is working, and it may
then be possible for us to effect a further
improvement as the result of our experi-
ence. The Bill is a simple one, and I hope
members will give it their support.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In committee.
Hon. 4. Cornell in the Chair; Hon. J.

Nicholson in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.

Clause 2, Amendment of Seetion 2 of the
principal Act:

Hon. H. ISEJJDON: Paragraph (c) of
this clause provides for a state of affairs
which is not desirable. It would mean the
overriding of the decision of the Minister.
Personally I consider the matter should go
straight to the magistrate to decide it, and if
there are reasonable rounds for appealing
from the magistrate to the Minister, then
provision could be made accordingly.

Clause put and a division taken with the
folio wing result--

Ayes . .. . .. 16
Nsoes . .. . .. 9

Majority for.

A
Hon. H. H. AB~elo
Hon. 0. F. Baxter
Hon, 1.. B. Bolton
Hon. A. Ed. Clrdesdale
Hon. L. Craig
Hon. 0. 0. Eiliort
Hon. J. T. Franklin
Hon. E. H. H. Hall

Nt
Hon. 3. M, Drew
Won 0. Fraser
Hon. Z. H. Gray
Hon. V. Hamersley
eon. J. J. Holmes

Clause thus passed.

7

YES.
Ho.. E. * . H e an
Hon. W Le.oitn
Ho. W. 3. Mann
Honl. 3. Nicholson
Ho. H. V. Piesse
Hon. A. Thomson
Hon. 0. H. Wittenoom
Hon. 0. n. Wood

(Teller.)

S.

Hon. G. W. Miles
lion. H. S. W. Parker
Hofn. HR. Seddon
Non. T. Moore

(Teu~n.)

Olt

Title--agreed to.

Bill reported with out amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILL-LEGAL PRACTITIONERS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second IReadi-ng-.lieeated.

HON. G. FRASER (West) [5.24] in mov-
ing the second reading said: This is a very
small measure which deals with one sec-
tion of the Legal Practitioners Act. On
going through that Act one wonders why
such a section has been permitted to remain
in it for so many years. Perhaps I had
batter read the section which is as follows:

No articled clerk shall without the written
consent of the boaxd during his term of service
under Articles, hold any office or engage in
any employment other than a a bona, fid
articled clerk to a practitioner to whorn lie is
for the time being articled, or hi-s partner and
every articled clerk shiall before hcing admitted
as a practitioner prove to the satisfaction of the
board by affidavit or otherwise that this section
hau lbeen couplicil wvith.

At an occasional glance this might appear
to be quite an innocent section, but actually
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we find that it not only excludes the person
concerned from engaging in any other em-
ployinent, but also mentions the word
"4office." It says that he shall not hold any
office. That can be constructed to mean quite
a lot of things. For instance, the indivi-
dual may hold office in some political organ-
isation.

Hon. L. Craig: He could get the permis-
sion of the. hoard to hold that office.

Hon. G. FRASER: Yes, but later I will
show just what chance a person would have
of getting the permission of the board.
Even from the point of view of a working-
man the section would preclude the articled
clerk from doing some other -work -which
might bring in a little to assist him in his
studies, and it would also prevent him as I
,have said, holding any office. Perhaps
niot so mnuch objection might be taken lo
the section if it were new ground that we
were breaking; but it is not. According
to my information Western Australia is
the only State in the Commonwealth that
has such a provision in its legislation apply-
ing to articled clerks.

Hon. J1. Nicholson: It applies in Eng-
land.

Hon. G. FRASER: I will not go so far
as England, but I will say Western Aus-
tralia is the only State in the Common-
wealth that has such a provision in its law.
All the other States permit an articled
clerk to. do -what I am, by the Bill I am
submitting, endeavouring to secure. I have
a copy of the New Zealand law which set?
out-

Provided that it shall not be competent for
the Senate to require that Any course of study
or practical training shall be taken at ai.Unx-
versity college in New Zealand by any candi-
date who for the time being is resident more
than ten -miles from such college, or who,
being engaged in qualifying for a profession,learning a trade, or earning a livelihood, is,
in the opinion of the Minister for Education,
thereby being prevented fromn attending lee-
tures.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: He requires to
have a certificate there,

Hon. G. FRASER: The New Zealand
Act permits an articled clerk to engage in
any occupation by which he can earn his
livelihood. Our refusal to grant that per-
mission of -course means a serious obstacle
to the children of poor parents. We have
in this State a Barristers' Board, and bc-
fore a person becomes articled he makes
application to the board for permission to

become articled, and the costs run into
something like thirteen guineas.

Hon. R, S. W. Parker:- I think ten
guineas of that represents stamp duty.

Hon. G. FRASER: Anyway, the cost is
approximately thirteen guineas, and after
becoming articled he has to make appliea-
Lion to earn money so that he may go on
-with his career. In quite a number of
eases it is essential that an articled clerk
shall augment his earning's as an articled
clerk, because -what he earns as such would
not be anything like sufficient to support
him during the period of his articles.

Hon. G. B. Wood: What are the earnings
of an articled clerk!

Hon. 0. FRASER: I cannot say offhand.
Hon. S. J. Holmes:- Has there been a re-

f usal on the part of the board to permit
an articled clerk to earn money outside?

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: Only once, I
think.

Hon. G. FRASER: I know of two or
three instances of permission having been
given.

Hon. J1. J. Holmes: Then where is the
necessity for the Bill?

Eon. G. FRASER: The child of poor
parents will not pay the thirteen guineas
until he is certain that as an articled clerk
he will be permitted to earn money in other
ways. If he paid the fee and was articled,
and then found himself prevented from
earning other money, he would lose the £13
13s. owing to not being able to continue
with the study of the legal profession. That
is one of the stumbling blocks to a number
of people desirous of taking up a legal
career. It is quite possible that men who
would have shone brilliantly in the legal
profession have been prevented by that
difficulty from pursuing it. The cr-Governor
General is a case in point. Sir Isaac Isaacs
has often said that had -he not been per-
mitted, in the manner suggested by this
Bill. to earn money, he would never have
been able to enter the legal profession.
That is a typical ease. During the time of
his articles the er-Governor General was
permitted to earn by various meam'-de-
livering groceries and so forth around the
suburbs of Melbourne--sufficient woney to
.,o On with his training. Therefore. tbougb
I cannot quote any definite local eases of
articled clerks being refused permission to
earn moey-
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hon. H. S. WV. Parker: Can you quote
any Western Australian lawyers who have
made their living while they have gecne
through the course?

lion. 0. FRASER: I have no information
on that point.

Hon. H-. S. W_ Parker: I can give yz'u
dozens of casm.

Hon. 0. FRASER: There is the other
phase, that many people have not become
articled clerks because they did not know
what their position would he when articled.
Though without information as to refusals
by the Banristers' Board, I have here a
letter setting forth the board's. attitude.
The letter is quite definite. It is in reply
to an application -made by a person who
had not then been articled. It reads-- -

I duly placed your letter of the 23rd ult, be-
fore my board for its consideration on the 13th
June inst. Whiilst appreciating the difficulty
of your position, the members of the -board pre-
sent at the meeting directed me to point out
to you that at present you are not an articled
clerk, consequently the meeting could not deal
with the subject-matter of your letter. The
exercise of the board's statutory discretion can
only -be invoked by an articled clerk on an a-p-
plication made under the provisions of the
Act and Rules. Such application would be delt
with by the hoard at a meeting of the board,
and suchl meeting may be attended by memibers
of the board, who were not present at the meet-
ing above-mentioned. For your information,
however, I may state that as a matter of prin-
ciple, the inenhers present at the meeting were
of opinion that an articled clerk cannot satis-
tctority serve two masters, and that any
articled clerk, even with your Ilnivwrsity de-
gree, must necessarily devote the whole of his
time and attention to his study and practice
of law during the period of his artielft in order
satisfactorily to qualify himself for admission
to the Bar.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: Have you the
letter that was written to the board?

H1on. 0. FRASER: I have not.
lion. H. S. W. Parker: You do not know

what it asked for?
Hon. G. FRASER: I naturally assume

that the letter applied for permission to earn
a living outside.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: Something de-
pends on how permission is asked for.

Hon. G. FRASER: It is quite possible
that by the existence of the section sought to
he deleted some brilliant lights have been
lost to the legal profession. The Bill is a
small one, merely proposing to delete that
section which provides that articled clerks
shell not, without the permission of the
Barristers' Hoard, earn money outside their

articles. I desire to stress the feature that
the Act as it now stands may prevent
numerous young men from entering the legal
profession. The Bill does not ask for any-
thing, novel. W\\estern Australia is the only
State adbering to the principle of that Sec-
lion 13. Every other Australian State per-
mlits legal studaents to earn money outside.
In view of the fact that the measure, if
passed, will merely bring Western Australia
into line with the other States of the Com-
mionwealth, I hope for the support of
hon. members, and have much pleasure in
moving-

That the Bill be now read a, second time.

HON. H. S. W, PARKER (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [5.36] : The Bill looks innocuous,
but really it does away entirely with ap-
prenticeship to the la-w.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: That is what is asked
for.

Hon. H. S. W. PARKER: Section 13
meroly gives the Banisters Board the right
to say whether an articled clerk shall earn
outside the legal profession, or within the
legal profession if it comes to that. The
provision is highly necessary, because a man
inight come along and say, "I am going to
he articled,"1 and gets articled, but is only
nominally aa articled clerk and does not
learn the practice of the law at all. The sec-
tion objected to is for the protection of the
public. rt is not desirable to let loose on the
p)ublic people who have not a knowledge of
the practice of the law. There are many
able lawyers, some of thenm very able indeed,
who know the law, so to speak, from A to Z,
but who are not very valuable to the public
as practising lawyers. The practice of the
law and the knowledge of the law are some-
what different things. The object of articles
is to give the person who goes in for law a
practical knowledge of the subject. However
capable such a person may be, a~ period of
two years is not too long for learning the
practice of the law. The letter of application
to the Barristers' Board was written, I under-
stand, by a gentleman who had his degrees
and was qualified in another profession.
What he really desired to do was to carry on
his other profession while being articled to
a lawyer. He is a married men-I do not
know whether he has children or not-and
his desire was to earn his livelihood. Now,
the earning of a livelihood by a boy 16 years
of age getting 10%. or l or 30s. a week
somnewhere else, is a different thing fromn a
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married man who has another profession and
is earning his livelihood by it. The latter
would naturally want to earn a considerable
sum, certainly wvell over the basic wage. The
question is, should the Barristers? Board be
in a position to say how much time that per-
son is to devote to his articles and how much
other work they wilt permit him to do out-
side his articles in order that he may qualify
to he let loose on the public at the end of two
yearsI Surely the Banristers' Board are the
body best able to judge that position. I
could mention miany legal practitioners in
Perth at the present time, including King's
Counsel, who were married when they -went
throughi their articles, and had no other
means of livelihood than that the Barristers'
Board permitted them to earn, There is
only one instance on record of -where the
Banristers' Board refused to allow a person
to earn an outside livelihood. In that ease
the man wrote in deliberately stating that
he wished to carry on his own particular
business and at the same time to be articled.
That is, nominally articled. I have never
heard of any person anywhere suggesting
that the board were not perfectly right in
what they did. The instance quoted by Mr
Fraser was where a man wrote to the board
asking, "if I ami articled, 'will you do so and
so?" The letter in reply, I agree, is
extremely badly expressed, and is one that
the secretary should not have written,
because he says "Of the members present,
their opinion seemed to be so-and-so." But
what one's opinion may be, for instance, in
the corridor is quite a different thing from
what one's opinion may be after the matter
has been duly considered and one has to
deliver one's judgment on it. As a fact,
when that gentleman was articled, he was
given permission to earn his livelihood.' So
that really there was no kick coming from
him. If we delete the section, a person
may be only nominally an articled clerk,
and be let loose on the puiblic without having
had any serious practice of the law. ft is
suggested by uninformed persons that the
legal profession oppose this measure from
an ulterior motive. If an ulterior motive
existed I would say, by all means let these
people in and do not have any articles at
all. Litigation would increase tremendously.
The public would be let in by half-fledged.
lawyers who would bring all sorts of ations,
and the fully-fledged lawyers would reap
all the benefit. It is far the benefit of the
public that the section exists. We know that

a doctor who has passed all his examinations
is no good until he has done what is called
walking the hospitals. Similarlyr, a lawyer
may have the highest qualifications from
a University, but these do not mean that he
is cap able of advising people in the ordi-
nary practice of law. I sincerely trust, for
the benefit of the public, that the Bill will
be rejected. It is said that other countries
have not the provision sought to be deleted.
They may not have that section, but I feel
quite sure that they watch the people ad-
mitted to the profession of the law. Mr.
Fraser might gives us statistics, if he can,
showing who produces the best lawyers-
'W\estern Australia or the other States. I am
jealous of the fact that the system we have
adopted here does undoubtedly produce
better lawyers from the point of view of
the public. I feel sure Mr. Fraser will not
refute that statement.

Hon. G. Fraser: I have not the necessary
experience, thank God!

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[5.431: Mr. Fraser, in introducing the Bill,
assured us that it is a very simple measure..
We have heard that it is very simple, and
we have seen that it is 'not very long; hut
it is highly drastic in its brevity, because it
is going to cut out of the existing Act a
section which is designed, as Mr. Parker has
saidI not for his benefit or for my benefit,
or for the benefit of other members of the
legal profession, but for the benkefit and
protection of the public. The section pro-
posed to be cut out, Section 13, reads-

No articled clerk shall, without the writteni
consent of the board, during his terem of ser-
vice under articles, bold any oiee or engage in
any entploy-mcmt other than as bona 'ide articled
clerk to the practitioner to whom he is for the
ti,,,c being articled, or his partner; and every
articled clerk shall, before being admitted nAi
a practitioner, prove to the satisfaction of! the
board, hy affidavit or otherwise, that this see-
tioa has been duly complied withi.

The only suggestion that has been made by
Mr. Fraser of any hardship having been
experienced by any pnpii or articled clerk
at the hands of the Barristers' Board is
that contained in the letter he read. As a
of fact, it was pointed out when the Bill
was introduced in another place, and evi-
dence could be obtained with regard to it,
that in the 20 years that have passed
there halve been 139 cases or applications,
and not one actual refusal. With a -record
like that, can anyone say there is justifica-
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tion for removing from this statute some-
thing which is a protection to the public,
a protection, as pointed out by Air. Parker,
mainly designed to fit the pupil so that
he may practise the law, give sound advice
and be able to conduct his work in such
a way that it will be of advantage to him-
self and his elientsi That is what is wanted,
and to remove something which is of such
advantage would be a grave mistake as
far as the public of Western Australia is
concerned. If Mr. Fraser had brought be-
fore us cases where the board had acted
unfairly and had not used wise discretion,
the position would have been entirely dif-
ferent. Reference was mnade to New Zeu-
land, but I think every member is aware
,of the fact that only two years or so ago in
New Zealand the qualifications for legal
men were widened to such an extent that
to-day the folly of what was done has been
recognised and they contemplate tighten-
ing tip the position again. I do not think
Newv Zealand can be cited as an instance in
support of a Bill such as this.

Hon. G. Fraser: Can yott tell mne any part
of Australia where they have not got ilt
. Hon. J. NICHOLSON:- From information
I have received, there is a protecting clause
in each of the other States which would-
have the same effect, though it may not be
framed, perhaps, in the same words. Ac-
cording to our Act, the application for con-
sent has to be made to the Barristers'
Board, but in England, instead of the applI-
cation being made to the Law Society, as
one would expect, it bas actualirto be
made to a judge of the court, because that
particular phase of the matter is regarded
so seriously that it is considered essential
that it should be inquired into and decided
in the strictest possible way. It should
be realised that a legal man, when 'he has
qualified and engages in practice, is a man
who receives the confidences of his clients,
and unless he is trained along safe lines
and in a channel, so to speak, which will
bring out the best qualities in him, he may
become a menace to the public.

Hon. G. B. Wood: The public will not
patronise him, then.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: People unfortun-
ately do not always go to the man to whom
they ought to go. They have not the know-
ledge to differentiate such as the man in
business would have, and if these protee-
tions-I will not call them restrictions be-

cause there is no evidence of their being
restrictions in any sense-are removed an
injury will be done to the public, and the
profession will be brought into disrepute.
There is no profession which seeks to erir-
cise so strict a supervision over its mew.-
hers as the legal profession, and it is a.
very good thing that wve have a board
which seeks to exercise that strict super-
vision. If this should be relaxed, the board
would be lacking in their duty and the pub-
lic would he the sufferers. As the lawyer
receives the confidences of those who con-
suit him, the public must be assured as far
as is humanly possible, that they have'some-
one in whom they repose a measure of
trust. I hope the Bill will not he passed.

RON. E. M. HEENAN (North-East)
[.3-53] : I feel constrained to make a few re-
marks on this Bill, as a member of the legal
profession, and as one possessing some
knowledge that does not in the ordinary'
course come to the average person. I con-
cur with the remarks made by Mr. Parkerl
aind Mr. Nicholson, and am going to oppose
the Bill. I oppose it mainly on the grounds
that have been mentioned, primarily, public
welfare. It is not so many years since I
went through my period of five years' articles
and, although I have been practising a few
years since then, I realise that the period of
articles was all too short; and that is a re-
mark I think every young practitioner would
make. I concur with the remark that the
Banisters' Board has acted very fairly. I
do not know of any board similarly consti-
tuted in Western Australia that, over a num-
ber of years, has, been less criticised for the
way it has operated. It has been pointed
out that duringT the past 20 years although
139 eases have been pu t to the board under
the provisions of Section 13, only one has
heen refused.

Hon. J. Nicholson: That was not refused.
Hon. E, M. HEENAN: The members of

the board are men of the highest standing
in the profession, and they are men of ex-
perience end various outlooks. I am sure that
any applications that some before them are
treated very generously. Of cou-rse they
would take into consideration the person ap-
plying. If he is of poor parents, it is es-
sential that he should receive some outside
aid, and they give that the utmost consid-
eration, That is borne out by the facts.
In the interests of the public they are en-
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titled and bound to take into consideration
the nature of the work that the articled clerk
desires to do. I do not think the general
Public would care for an articled clerk to
follow some of the occupations which per-
haps an individual would desire to follow.

Hon. G. Fraser: It should not matter
what occupation is followed.

Hon. E. Mf. HEENAN: The majority
of articled, clerks are young men who
have passed the leaving examination, and
qualified in certain specified subjects, and
the usual -way of earning extra money is by
tutoring other students, or teaching in night
schools, in the Education Department. T do
not think the general public would abject to
anything of that nature, and I am sure the
board does not. I know that in my own
case it was essential that I should get assist-
ance when I was serving my articles, and I
(lid s0 by teaching at night schools three
nights a week. The board had no objection
to that. My experience has shown that
young mna in country offices on coming to
Perth invariably have trouble in passing the
practice subject. One of the subjects an
articled clerk has to pass is called "Practice,"
which deals with the operations in various
Crown Law and G7overnment offices, and
routine and practising in a solicitor'Is office,
Young men from the country have great
difficulty in passing that subject simply be-
cause they have not the facilities provided
in the city.

Ron. 0. Fraser: They have to pass it,
have they note

lion. E. MW. HEENAN: They would not
he much good unless they passed it.

Hon. 0. Fraser: They would not he ad-
mitted unless they passe~d

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: There is a differ-
ence between passing an examination and
knowing one's job.

Hon. E. ANW. HEENTAN: Another point to
which I would draw the attention of mem-
bers is that a fee of 12 guineas has to he
paid to the Barristers' Hoard by a man on
being articled. That is not the doing of the
Barristers' Board -but is provided for hy Act
of Parliament.

I-on. J. Nicholson: If the articles were not
proceeded with, a refund of the fee would
be made.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: Those are a few
aspects of the Bill that appeal to me, and
I would most certainly not oppose it if I
considered that any hardship was being in-

fled by the law. M y expefience tells me
that no hardship is being suffered at the pre-
sent time.

HON. E. H. H. FALL (Central) [6.11:
No doubt the members of the Barristers'
Board are gentlemen of very high standing-
in the profession and are animated by the
best of motives, but I feel constrained to ask
myself whether a similar provision governs
admittance to any other professional calling
in the State. So far as I am aware, it does
not. I am prepared to accept the assur-
ances given this afternoon that safeguards
are necessary to prevent incompetent
lawyers from being let loose on the public,
but in the absence of any similar provisiona
operating in any of the other State;, I feel
that I must support the Bill.

HON. G. FRASER (West-in reply)
[6.21: M-embers of the legal fraternity who
have trained their batteries on the Bill
appeared to me, -while opposing the measure,
actually to have advanced arguments in sup-
port of it. Take the first argument that there
is no reason why Section 13 should be re-
pealed. They quoted the number of applica-
tions made to the Banisters' Board, a total
of 140, of whom 139 were granted permis-
sion to do wrork outside their articles.

Hon. H. S. W. raxker: Permission to
earn.

Hon. 0. FRASER:- Well, permission to
earn. As to the odd one, I am not sure
whet-her he was refused permission or what
happened. Although this law has been i
existence for many years, only one applica-
tion for permission to earn outside articles
has been refused. If there is need to retain
the section in order to protect the public, the
indications are that the public have not re-
ceived much protection in the past, seeing
that practically the whole of the applications
made to the board-have been granted. If it
becomes a matter of merely applying to the
board, why have the provision in the ActV

Hon. H_ B. W. Parker: To ensure that
the request is reasonable.

Hon. 0. FRASER: Evidently the requests
have been reasonable, because practically no.
a4pplication has been refused.

flon. J. J. Holmes:- Do not the board
stipulate the work that may be performedf

Hon. 0. FRASER: That; was one of the
arguments advanced by Mr. Heenan. le
said that the board could take into eonsidera-'
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tion the class of work that the applicant de-
sired to do. Is it right that the B3arristers'
Board should have that power? If an
articled. clerk wishes to earn by working in
a trade, is he to be denied that right? Mr.
Hleenan spoke of having- earned by teaching;
others ight earn by undertaking auditing
or accounting work, but is it desired to deny
the right to a man who desires to work in a
trade? Should any board have the power
to deny an applicant the right to earn by
bard work?

lion, H1-. Seddon: Do you know of such an
instance?

Hon. G. FRASER: No; I am dealing with
arguments that have been used. The board
exercise discretion as to the kind of work
permitted.

Hon. R. At. Heenan: So long as it was
bonournble work, it would he permitted.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: Exactly.
Hon. G. FRASER: I hope the board

'would not grant permission to anybody to
engage in a. dishonourahie occupation.

Ron. H. S. W_ Parker:- That is the object
of the sectionl.

Hon. 0. FRASER: A man would not last
long in the profession if he was inclined to
indulge in anything that 'was dishonourable.
14r. Heenan said that articled clerks in the
country districts experienced difficulty in
passing their examinations. is not that a
protection to the public! If they did not
practise in the profession during their
articles, they would not he able to pass the
examinations.

l1on. H. Seddoni: Is not that an argument
against the Bill?

Hon. G. ERASER: I am referring to Mir.
Heenan's statement that articled clerks in the
country had difficnity in passing the ex-
amninations,

Hon. H. Seddon,: Because they do not get
the practice.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: You are putting uip
arguments in opposition to -the Bill.

Hlon. G. FRASER: I am not.
Ion. E. H. H. Hall: That is how they

impress me.
Hon. 0. FRASER: The whole of

the arguments against the Bill will
not bear investigation. Mr. Parker
spoke of serving an apprenticeship.
Whether an articled, clerk serves an
apprenticeship or not, he has to pass ex-
aminations before he can he admitted to the
Bar. We have been told that the public
must be protected. Are not the public in

other parts of Australia protected? I have
not heard anything to the contrary from the
other States, which apparently manage quite
well without a provision of this kind.

Hon. H. S. W.\ Parker: But not the public.
Hon. G. FRASER: If the public were

suffering, an alteration would have been
made long ago. I have not heard any argu-
menit sufficiently strong to justify opposition
to the Bill, and I hope it will be passed;

Question put and a division taken with
the followingo result.-

Ayes . .. . .. 11
Noes . .. . .. 14

Maijority against .

lMon. J. Cornell
Hon. J. M. Drew
HOn. 0. 0. EllIonl
Hon. J. T. Franklin
Hon. G. Frae.,r
Ron. Hi. H4. Gray

Hon. C. r. Baxter
Hon. La. Craig
lHon. V. 11amereley
Hon. E). MI. Heenan
HOD. J5. J. Holmes
Hon., W. 3. Mann
Han. G. W. Mites

S

ATreE.
Moo. E. H. H. Hall
Hon. W. H3. Klteon
Hon. T. Moore
Hon. 0. B. Wood
Hon. L. B3. nolton

(Teller.)

NON&.
Hon. .T. Nichilson
Hon1. H. S. W. Parker
Eon. H. V. PleaSe
Hon. H. Seddon
Hun. A. Thomson
Ho n. C . H. Wittenoom
Hon. E. H. Angelo

(radr.)
F*M.

Anz. J No
Hon. A. M. Clydeoadale IHOn. 3. M. -Macerlie

Question thus negatived; Bill defeated.

BrIL-DIVIDEND DUTIES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W.

H. Kitson-West) [6.12] in. moving the
second reading said: This Bill seeks to
make two amendments to the Act. As
muembers are aware, the law contains certain
provisions dealing with the taxation of
companies. One of them stipulates that a
gold mining company shall not be taxed until
such time as the whole of the capital em-
ployed in the venture has been returned.
There is a provision covering the profits
-made, and it is assumed that if the gold
has been produced in Western Australia,
the profit bas been made in Western Aus-
tralia, Unfortunately, a point has been
taken that gold produced in the State and
sold outside the State is not liable to taxa-
tion to the full extent, because some of the
proft has not been made in Western Aus-
tralia. It is strange that although our
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legislation provides that individuals and
partnerships are liable to taxation regard-
less of whether the gold is sold outside ot
Western Australia, that provision does not
apply to a company. I cannot see any
reason why it should not apply to a
company just as it applies to individuals
and partnerships.

Hon. H. Seddon: Is that the effect of
exchange I

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No, the pm-
inim. With one exception, all mining comn-

panies in Western Australia have submitted
returns and have been assessed on the
actual value received for the gold regardless
of whether it was sold inside or outside of
Australia. The one company claimed that
because the gold was sold outside the State
they were not liable to be taxed on the full
value of the gold produced in the State.

Hon. A. Thomson: Would that be on the
Australian currency value'?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That wvould
be one way of expressing it. The company
have sold gold outside the State and have
received the premium, but they claim that
because the gold has been sold outside the
State the premium ls been received out-
side the State and therefore the profit hraq
not been made in the 'State.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pm.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I was point
ing, out that this, measure deals with only
two amendments of the Dividends Duties
Act. I explained that one amendment arose
from the fact that a particular mining com-
pany had claimed that gold sold outside the
State should not be taxed at its full value
received by the company, because some or
the profits accruing fromt the sale of tbc
gold were made outside the State. The
company concerned was not subject to
taxation elsewhere. To the extent that it is
not called upon to pay taxation on profits
which it claims to have been made outside
the State, it is free of all taxation.

Hon. J. Cornell: Could the company be
named?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It would
not- be right to name it, but I might tell
the hon. member privately. It is a sub-
stantial concerti. In view of the fact
that w Ae have given a concession to
the goldmining, industry of this State
which does not apply to any other
industry, ntamely that the Profits shall not

be taxed until such time as the whole of the
capital expended in establishing the industry
within the State has been recouped, it does
not Speak too highly for the principles
adopted by this particular company that
Stich a claim should be advanced. Every other
company in the State makes its returns, and
is assessed on the whole of the profits made.
It is necessary, therefore, to bring down this
amendment to make sure that the company
in questioni shall at least pay taxation on
profits made on gold produced in Western
Australia. The other point deals with the
question of capital. It was in 1924 that
the concession to which I have referred,
namely, that the whole of the capital
expended in this State shall be recouped
before the Profits shall be taxed, was
brought into operation. At that time the
mining industry was at at low ebb, but we
all know that there has since been a sub-
stantial change in it. It appears that since
1924 one company has raised a considerable
amount of capital outside the State, and
has utilised that capital outside the State,
and Yet Claims it is entitled to exemption
until such time as the whole of the capita!
has been repaid from profits made within
the State.

Hon. L. Craig: Is the company registered
in this State?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. It is a
very large company. In both these cases
there is amiple justification for the amend-
itient. The Bill will be retrospective. it
applies to the days when Australia went off
the gold standard. The retrospective appli-
cation will not affect any other companies
than the twvo I have mentioned, except as
to confirming assessments w hich have been
made in the past and on which payments
have be en made. I cannot see any valid
reason why any company should be given
exemption on capital employed outside the
State, or why a company Should be exempt
from paying taxation on profits made from

god produced in Western Australia, but
sold outside the State. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

HON. J. J. HOLMS (North) [7.35]:
As this Hill affects the mining industry I
should like to hear the opinion of members
who are interested in that particular part
of the State. It appears to me that the
mining company referred to has acted
legally and within its rights. if that
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wvere not so there would be no necessity for
this Bill, I shall reserve my opinion con-
cerning the mneasure until I have heard that
Of me1mbers who are particularly interested
in the goliminingo industry.

On mnotion by Ron. H. Seddon, debate
adjourned.

BILL-FORESTS ACT AMENDMENT
CONTINUANCE.
Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W.
H. Kitson-W1est) [7.37] in moving the
second reading said: This Bill seeks to
continue the operations of the Forests xetr
A mendmient Act for a period of 18 months
ending on the 31st December, 1937. Sub-
section 2 of Section 41 of the Forests Act,1
1.918, provides that three-fifths of the net
revenue of the Forests Department shall
be paid to the credit of a special fund ar
the Treasury for the improvement and re-
forestation of State forests. It was sub-
sequently provided, however, in an amend-
ing Act passed in 1924 that 10 per cent.
of the net revenue from sandalwood fer
that year, or £C5,000, whichever was the
greater, should go to a special sandalwood
reforestation fund, and that the balance
should be paid into Consolidated Revenue.
This principle was followed throughout
each of the ensuing five years. During that
period of five years the Forests Department
embarked upon rather large scale experi-
ments in the artificial regeneration of san-
dalwood. Reserves, were gazetted over con-
siderable areas on the Eastern Goldields
where, at that time, there had been located
large tracts of sandalwood bearing country
carrying a sparse stocking of immature
timber. As a result of the experiments that
were carried out then a method was discov'-
ered whereby the successful germinationi
of young sandalwood could be secured from
sandalwood nuts sown under host plants.
Unfortunately other conditions had to be
taken into consideration. It was found
that these young plants were freely at-
tacked by rabbits. Another serious diffi-
culty was that the land to which I have
referred was uncleared. Under these con-
ditions the suppression of rabbits was Peo
nomically impracticable, and in conse-
quence the scheme to develop sandalwood
reforestation by this artificial method had
to be abandoned in 1929. The department
very reluctantly abandoned the scheme,

l4ut there was no alternative. As a resut
of this decision no provision was made in
the amending Act of 1930 for the alloca-
tion of ainy sum for the sandalwood trust
fund. Moreover, payment of the whole of
the revenue from sandalwood into Coasoli-
tinted Revenue was authorised by the same
measure. This practice has been confirmed
by legislation in each of the subseqaut
years. It is now proposed that the same
principle be a-gain followed, but this timia
for a period of 18 months as from the 1st
.July last.

lion. H. Seddon: Why so long a period.?
The CHIEF SECRETARY: The reaison

for nicking the period 1S months is that on
previous occasions when this Bill has comne
up) the period has elapsed and there has
not been any statutory authority.

Hon. WA. J. Mann: WVhat is the position
now?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: By extend-
inoig the period until the end of DeeemKc 1,
197, if a Bill has to comae down next year,
as would probably be the case, the law m-1ll
still be in operation. The Bill which was
agreed to last year expired on the 30th
June last. 9

ITaon. T,2. Craig: Why not amend the par-
ent Acet. Why is it necessary to pa-ss these
Bills every year?

The CHTIF SECBBTARY: The patent
Act lass down the procedure to he fol-
lowed.

T'lon. TL. Craig: Can you not amend that?
The CHIEF SECRETARY: We are doing

so.
H~on. L. Craig: This is a continuation

Bill.
The CHIIEF SECRETARY: It has been

insist(1! upon by this House that these
Bills should be brought down year by year.

Hon. A. Thomson: With a view to con-
trolling the finances in questi on?

lion. H. Seddon: And very wisely, too.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: We are fal-

lowing the practice that has 'been adopted
for many years except that we are extend-
ing the period to 18 months instead of 1.2
months. If this Bill is passed the law will
1)e continued until the 31st December of
next year instead of to the 30th June. Most
members are aware of the necessity for the
measure. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
On motion by Hon. A. Thomson, debate

adjourned.

House adjourned at 7.47 p.m.


