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But the punishment does not follow,
with cigarette smoking. Boys of 12 and
13 start smoking, and in the course of
three or four years, unless they are
checked, we find them smoking three or
four packets of cigarettes a day, if they
have the money to buy them. Indeed,
certain manufacturers make a cigarette
sold at 10 for 3d., for the express pur-
pose of catering for the appetites of
small boys who have not much money.
That is wrong; and if we recognise
that it is wrong, let us try to stop it. If
it is undesirable, as surely it is, that
these children should have an unrestricted
right to smoke cigarettes and acquire bad
habits in addition to doing themselves
physical harm, why not step in and say,
" We insist on the practice being stopped."
This is legislation moving on lines on
which a great deal of legislation moves.
We deal with such legislation in our
Factories Bill, oixr liquor jaws, and else-
where. One other matter T shall1 refer to
in connection with this Bill. Although
justices have the right of dealing with
the gold thief, there is, under the Justices
Bill which we passed during this session,
a right of appeal. On appeal, there can
be a re-hearing b 'y a Judge of the
Supreme Court or of the Oircuit Court.
Therefore the matter does not rest
entirely in the uncontrolled discretion of
justices of the peace.

MR. HASTIE: But supposing a man
has not the money to appeal ?

THE ATTrORNEY GENERAL: It is
astonishing how often we hear about the
man who has not the money' to appeal; but
he usually finds the money. Generally, -a
man charged with gold stealing finds the
money; somehow or another that muau
seems alwa 'ys to have an abundant supply
of money. I believe that when members
have threshed matters out, they will
find the Bill emerge from Committee very
much as it went into Committee. Al-
though certain members will oppose cer-
tain clauses, the Bill on the whole, will
commend itself to the Committee. I
believe all these provisions to be good
provisions, and I ask the House to
approach this Bill as every Bill must be
approached, and particularly police Bills,
bearing in mind that success will depend
not so much on the measure itself as on
the wisdom and discretion with which
it is administered.

* Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

ADJOURNMENT.
The Rouse adjourned at 16 minutes

past 11 o'clock, until the next day.

Legizlatibe Assembip,
Wednesday, 151h October. 1.902.

PAGE
Question Agricultural Area,. Victoria District ... 1690
Bills: Bread, first reading......... ....... i1s90

Rabbit Pest, first reading ............... 1591
Jurfy Act Asmendmnent, second reading. .. 1591
Pharmc d Poisons Act Amendment, second

reaing.....................1601
Agricultural 13"k Act Amendrent, is Con.-

mitten, reported............U06
Marine Stores,.CCouncil's Amendments .. le
Justices Hill, Council's Amendments.156M
Roads Act Amendment, in Committee, progress 1608
Transfer of Land ActAmendment, Amendment

reconsidered........ ........... 114
Mines Development, in Comms~ittee, progress 11114

Motions: Tuart Thrnber, to Purchase (negatived) 1594
CamnelslImportation (Faiz Malcomet), resumed,

negastived. .................. ... 10

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p-rn.

PRAYES.

QUESTJON-AORICU rTURAL AREAS,
VICTORIA DISTRICT.

Mu. PIGOTT, for Mr. Stone, asked
the Premier: r, Whether it is a fact that
nearly the whole of the land resumed as
agricultral areas in the Victoria District
has been selected. z, Whether the Gov-
ernment will take the steps to ascertain
whether any more suitable land is avail-
able for close settlement purposes in the
Victoria District.

Ta: PREMIER replied: i, Nearly
the whole of the land in the Bowes Area
has been selected; but in the Chapman
and Alma Areas there are still, alto-
gether, about 11,000 acres available. z,
Yes.



Jury Bill: (15 OCTOBER, 1902.] Second reading. 1.591

BREAD BILL.
THE PREMIER moved for leave to

introduce a Bill intituled " An Act to
amend the Law relating to the making
and sale of Bread."

Mu. PIGOTTI': Had the Bill been
printedP

Tais PnsEaR: Yes.
MR. PIGOTT: When a Bill was

read a first time, it should be distributed
amongst members. Of late, Bills had
not been distributed as early as they
might have been.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a first time.

RABBIT PEST BILL.
Introduced by the PREMIER, and read

a first time.

JUR1Y ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

MR. W. MW. PURKISS (Perth): I
have pleasure in moving the second read-
ing of this Bill. It is a measure of three i
clauses, but the three clauses are prac-
tically one. So far as I have been able
to gauge public opiniJon on the merits
and demerits of the Bill-and I have
taken a great deal of pains to inform
myself of the state of public opinion-the
measure commends itself not only to the
Bench, to legal practitioners and litigants,
but to jurymen and the public generally.
I say I have been at considerable pains
to discover the real state of public
feeling on the point. I have devoted a
good deal of time to an effort to feel the
pulse of all classes of the community,1
and I find a wonderful concurrence of
opinion in the direction of the passage of
such a measure as this. The Bill is in
no respect revolutionary. Clause 2 pro-
vides;

If three-fourths at least of any jury of 12
jurymen, or five-sixths of any jury of six
jurymen, impanefled on any civil cause shall,
after such juries have respectively retired to
consider their verdict for a period of at least
three hours, intimate to the Judge presiding
that the jury have considered their verdict,
and that there is no probability of their being
unanimous, the verdict of three-fourths or
five-sixths, as the case may be, shall be taken
and accepted as, and shall have all the conse-
quences of, a verdict of the whole of such
juries.
The second clause consists merely of a
definition of the expression " civil cause."

I do not consider this definition neces-
sary, holding that "civil cause"~ in
Clause 2 would have included all issues
of fact triable by a jury. To put the
matter beyond doubt, however, Clause a
provides that the expression " civil cause "
in the preceding section includes the
trial before a jury of any issue of fact
mentioned and referred to in the Divorce
and Matrimonial Causes Act. Clause 2
thus settles beyond dispute that " civil
cause" includes the trial of issue of facts
before a jury under the Divorce and
Matrimonial Causes Act. I have said
there is nothing revolutionary in a measure
of this character. In New South Wales
a majority verdict in the trial of all civil
cases has been the law of the lead since
the year 1847. The only difference
between this Bill and the New South
Wales Act is that, under the latter, it is
invariably a three-fourths verdict that is
accepted. That difference is due to the
fact that in New South Wales civil
cases are tried either before a jury of
four, or before a jury of 1-2. In the
parent State of the Australian group, the
law provides that after a jury has de-
liberated for six hours, and has intimated
to the Judge that there is no possibility
of a unanimous verdict, a three-fourths
verdict may be accepted as the verdict of
the whole. That, I say, has been the
law in New South Wales since 1847;
and it is the law to-day. New Zealand
adopted, in 1880, a measure exactly cor-
responding with that now before the
House. There, civil cases are tried before
juries of 12 and juries of six, and when a
Jury, having deliberated for three hours,
informs the Judge that there is no possi-
bility of an agreement, the verdict of
nine-twelfths or five-sixths; respectively
is taken as the verdict of the whole. I

ca ay with every confidence that the
lwin, question, since it was enacted in

New Zealand, has given every satisfac-
tion to the Bench, to practitioners, liti-
gants and jurymnen, and to the public as
well. In this State it has been borne in
on me for a considerable time past that

ther iurgent need for some such
aedment of the jury law as proposed

by this meaaure. We have had in-
stances recently-I need not go back 12
months or two years, they have occurred
within the last three months-of attempts
to tamper with juries in civil cases. In
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a ease in which I was concerned-this
is only two and a half months ago-it
came out and was brought to my notice
that one of the parties to the suit had
endeavoured to tamper with one of the
jurymen. The litigant in question was
seen, during an adjournment of the ease,
to be walking with the jurynman and to
be drinking with him, and was heard
conversing with the juryman about the
case. When information of these cir-
cumstances was brought to me, 1, as
counsel for one of the litigants, took the
trouble to inquire whether the allegations
which had been poured into my ear were
well-founded. Having ascertained that
they were well-founded, 1, with the legal
representative of the other party to the
suit, arranged that the jurymnan in ques-
ti'n should be withdrawn, and that the
ease should proceed before a, smallier jury.
Just the other day we had an instance of
a juryman rising in the jury box to
inform the Bench that an offer of a bribe
had been made to him to bring in'a
Vertain verdict. Finding that attempts
are made to tamper with jurymen, and
knowing the weakness of human nature,
bewing well aware also that people of all
Clases serve on juries, we must recognise
that occasionally it may not be impos-
sible to tamper wvith one of a jury of 12.
What is the consequence ? A mis-
carriage of justice. Again, we know that
very often we have a Juryman so con-
stituted, so differing in calibre from bis
fellow creatures, as to be an exception to
the general rule; a man who will take up
somne fad or some peculiar view, and
stand out, be obstinate, and be an obstacle
to arriving at a verdict. Within the last
two months, whore a trial of issues of
fact had engaged the attention of Judge,
jury' , and counsel for something like ten
days, what was the result? A disagree-
ment, after, as I am credibly, informed,
an expenditure on both sides amounlting
to something like £2,000. After each
side had paid about £1,000 to try to get
"yes " or"- no " to plain issues of fact, it was
f6uiud there was a small minorit-y setting
up their backs and saying: "No; we
know what ought to be done; we shall
not fall in with your views." They
stuck out; and after this great expense,
and the anixiety caused to all parties by
such protracted litigation, it was a case
of "as you were"; no result. Is that

state, of things desirable ? In all circum-
stances of life, government by majority
is recognised. By a bare majority of
one, this House can pass an Act the
tendency of which is to deprive a man
of rights, even of liberty. Countries,
orgaunsations, omlpanies, society at large,
are ruled b 'Y the opinion of the majority.
That rule obtains everywhere. Thenl,
after giving six or twelve men, as the
case mnay be, the right of trying simple
issues of fact, after they have deliberated,
having sworn to bring in a verdict
according to the evidence and to their
consciences, when after three hours'
deliberation it. is found impossible to
obtain an absolute concurrence of opinion,
why should not a majority verdict be
takenP I say a majority verdict rules
everywhere. This House, every local body,
partnerships, all are ruled by majorities.
But as regards the jury system, when
there i s on a j ury such a man abs w ill lie
found not here only but everywhere else
-that peculiar and particularly odd man
who will set his face against his fellows
because he wishes to be contrary, and
who will never be convinced, he seats
himself onl his own perch, and although
conscientiously takes an extreme view,
puts his back up against 11 men and
saysa: "I do not think as you do; nothing
will ever persuade me ;" what is the
result? There we have a miscarriage of
justice; we have loss,- anxiety, and no
finality. That is absolutely intolerable.
And when it comes to tampering with
juries, we know there is always one man
in so many h undred or so many thou san d
who can be tampered with in reference
to auv thing- and in the case Of a j ury,
one has to buy over or tamper with only
one man, and then the case has no
practical result. Undr-r this Bill, a dis-
honest litigant would have to tamper
with four men. It would be no use
trying to bribe three, because nine-
twelfths would rule. He would have to
bribe, tamper with, or unduly influence
four. I put it to thle House that while it
may be comparatively easy to tarper
with one man, and so to obstruct justice,
it would be very improbable that anyone
could tamper successf ully with four out
of twelve. There might be one weak-
kneed man in twelve; but I think it out-
side of practical experience to imagine
one could tamper with four. However,

Second reading.[X9SEMBLY.]
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there is the Bill. I say we have a goad
precedent for it; there is nothing in it of
a revolutionary character; it has been the
law of the land since 1847 in the parent
colony, and in New Zealand since 1880.
In New South Wales it has evidently
given satisfaction, because we do not find
any attempt to amend or to alter it, and
I have never heard of any agitation
against it. It seems to work well; at
any rate, it has had over 60 years'
trial; it has passed its jubilee. And
in New Zealand a law identical with
this Binl ha, teen in force since 1860
-22 years; and as I know from ex-
perience, that law has given great satis-
faction to all, from the Bench down
to the ranks of the public. I therefore
ask the House to pass this Bill, to which
I cannot conceive of any objection. It
must be an amendment absolutely in the
right direction; and I feel sure it will
give absolute satisfaction to all classes
concerned in the administration of trial
byv jury. I move the second reading.

THE: ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
Walter James): Personally, I agree with
the bon. member in desiring to pass a law
to place juries in such a position that a
majority or a substantial majority should
be able to express what should stand as
the will of the whole. It does seem
undesirable that when there is a long
trial of an issue of fact before twelve
jurymen, and one party convinces nine,
ten, or eleven jurynmen, then because one
piryinan stands out-because he is an
obstinate man-the whole trial should be
rendered abortive, and the parties put to
great expense. But on the other hand, I
think a great number of jury disagre-
ments is due to what I would Say with
the utmost respect is a lax practice
which has grown up of discharging
juries. too quickly after they retire to
consider their verdict. The result has
been that juries when they retire know
that if they fail to agree in an hour or
two they will, in the oirdinary course, be
discharged; and in such cases there is no
incentive to put forth special efforts to
come to an agreement. The man who
desires to be obstinate suffers no penalty
on account of his obstinacy; anti if iu
cases where the trial has bpen a long one
and the issue involved is important, where
litigation has been costly, juries when
theyv retired took several hours instead of

one or two to see whether they could
come to an agreement, I am satisfied that,
in the great majority of cases, directly
they retired from the jury box they would
begin to approach the question with a
more sincere and more real desire to
secuire an agreement than they now exhibit.
But even that practice, if it were promoted
by the Judges, would not remove the
whole of the difficulties pointed out by
the hon. member. We have a jury of
twelve .if nine out of the twelve he
satisfied, I think that ought to be ample
justification for allowing the verdict to go
in accordance with the finding of the
majoritv. If we have a, jury of six, as
the law stands to-day their verdict also
musBt be un ani mous ; and it stands though
it is the verdict of only six men. Their
verdict is at once recorded; whereas a
majority of nine oat of twelve is power-
less. It is not, therefore, as if there were
somne mystic influence or weight attached
to the agreement of twelve men. There
is nothing in the mnere number. What
we expect from the jury system is
a tribunal to give us good, commvon-
sense findings on questions of fact.
If the plain direc;t issues of fact are left
to a jury, I do not believe there is a,
better tribunal von could find. If, onthe
other hand, juries are asked to find
general verdicts one way or another, or if
when th ey are asked to find certain fact s, if
they were told, '-If you find fact A or
fact B, it means a verdict for the defend-
ant, or if you find fact C or D a verdict
for the plaintiff," their symrpath ies would,
I think, often run away with their good
common sense. It is for that reason that
I personally disapprove of juries being
allowed, mnore especially in civil cases, to
bring in a general verdict for one side or
the other: I have known in my own per-
sonal experience many instances where
junies, by answering certain specific ques-
tions in a, particular way and have also
brought in a general verdict for the
plaintiff, but whien the law has been
applied-an d after allI that is most im port-
ant, for it remains. there as a fixed guide
-the Judge has subsequently held, and
in some instances the Full Court has sub-
sequently held, that the facts found by the
juries in ansawer to those specific questions
were not facts which justified a verdict
being given for the plaintiff. In some
instances, in fact it has been so in m];

Jury Bill : f15 OCTOBER, 1902.]
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own personal experience, where in accord-
ance with English practice certain ques-
tions are put to a jury-I refer now more
particularly to actions brought for mati-
cious prosecuition-the jury will answer
the three questions raising the specific
points. It is laid down by the Jaw that
there must be a finding of fact on each
of those points in a certai n way to justify
the plaintiff's succeeding. Out of abund-
ant caution a Judge sometimes puts an
additional question: "1Do you find
generall y for the plaintiff or for the defend-
ant?" I have known eases where, to the
three relevant and pertinent questions in
the first instance, dealing with a specific
fact, the jury have found answers that by
the law of the land amounted to a clear
verdict for the defendant, but they have
answered the fourth question by saying,
"We find for the plaintiff so much

damages." Every practitioner must have
experienced such instances, and they
bring home to all of us that where you
leave to a jury a general verdict, it very
often leads to ver 'y great injustice, whereas
if you leave to a jury specific questions,
as for instance a finding of fact whether
a statement was or was not made, or
whether a certain condition of affairs did
or did not exist, I believe it to be the best
tribunal you can have to siettle specific
questions; but not by any means the best
tribunal for settling the general question
of "guilty" or not guilty," because on
those questions the jury are too much
swayed by their sympathies, more
especially when one of the parties, the
defendant, happens to be a, company, a
bank, a corporation, or the Government.
There may arise vases where on account
of the surrounding feeling it may be
desirable to insist that there should be a
verdict of the full number, whether it be
six or twelve; and I think it would be
wiser, instead of enacting by this Bill that
where nine agree, or where a majority of
five out of sir agree, the Judge shallI accept
their verdict, to allow the Judge to
exercise his option; for, in my opinion, it
would be found in practical working that
in the great majority of cases that option
would be exercised in favour of accepting
the verdict of the majority ; but where on
account of some special surrounding
circumstances the Judge thinks there
ought to be a unanimous verdict, then he
should have that power, to prevent what

sometimes may be a miscarriage of justice
unless that power exists. With that
amendment, which I hope the hon.
member (Mr. Purkiss) will accept, I shall
be glad to support the Bill, because I
believe it moves in a, correct direction.

Question put and passed.
B3ill read a second time.

MOTION-TU~IRT TJ7MBER LANDS, TO
PUROH&SE.

Debate resumed from the 10th Septem-
ber, on the motion by Mr. Thomas, " That
in view of the great value of tuart timber
in this State, the Government should
acquire, by purchase or otherwise, any
large tract of such timber land within
measurable distance of any State rail-
way.,,1

Ma. T. HAYWARD (Eunbury):
When I asked for the adjournment of
this debate, I also applied for certain
information with regard to the quantity
of timber supposed to be growing on
Government lands, and also the quantity
used during the last two years by the Gov-
ernment. Those particulars have not
been laid on the table, but there has been
laid before us a return moved for by the
member for Sussex (Mr. Yelrerton), in
which the total quantity of karri, tuart,
or other locally-grown tiim her used by the
locomotive branch of the Railway Depart-
ment dluring the last five years is set out
as being-karri, 1,884,503 superficial
feet; jarrah, 216,490 superficial feet; tuart
and white gum, 5,523 superficial feet;
which amounts to about one good-sized
tree per annum. At the present time
the Government hold all the Stirling
estate, on which there are about a, thou-
sand acres of good tuart land. In
addition to this, on Government lands
there is a, belt of tuart timber extending to
something like 40 miles, and on that
there is a. certain quantity, I cannot say
how much. On the strength of that, it
is of no use for me to labour the
question. It must be apparent to every
member that there is no reason whatever
why the Government should be called
upon to expend money in acquiring, as
stated here, " by purchaqe or otherwise,
any large tract of such timber within
measureable distance of anty State rail-
way."

MP.. YExSE RToN: What is the quantity
of karri timber usedP

[ASSEMBLY.] Tuart Timber Land&
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MR. HAYWARD: It is 1,884,503
superficial feet.

MR. H. J. YELVERTON (Sussex):
I have beard it said outside this House
that there has been some ulterior motive
with regard to this motion having been
moved. I desire to say that sofar as Iam
concerned, and I trust so far as other
members in this House are concerned, I
hope the day is far distant when either

myself or any other inemberwil en mdeavour

sonal motives. I support this motion,
and I do so because I think it is in the
interests of this country that it should be
passed, as I am of opinion that it will be
beneficial to this State if the Government
secure the best tuart timber country in
Western A ustralia, and I believe it will
be a matter of economy. The member
for Bunbury (Mr. Hayward) has referred
to the amount of tuart timber used by
the locomotive workshops within the last
five years, and he alluded to the very
small quantity used. I wish to say that
if the locomotivedepartmnent of this State
had been alive to the peculiar qualities,
the good qualities, of tuart timber for
stock,, instead of the karri timber that
has been used, amounting to some three
thousand and odd loads, tuart would
have been used. And I go farther with
regard to our forests, and say it has been
urged in this House, and it has been oftfen
urged in newspapers in this State, that it is
desirable in the best interests of the
country that the conservation and refores-
tation of our karri and jarrab forests
should be carefully attended to. If this
is so with regrard to jarrab timber, it is
much more the case with regard to tuart
timber. The tuart timber in this State
is very scarce indeed, and it is a. timber
which has well-known valuable properties.
Indeed it is the most dense, hard, heavy
and close-grained wood we have in the
State, and it is without question the most
valuable timber we possess. It is best
obtainable in fairly large quantities and
best used for the construction of railway
wagons, wheelwrighting. and rollers, and
for any purpose for which a bard, heavy,
durable wood is necessary. Some few
years ago I had inquiries for several large
lots of this timber-one man wanted
no less a quantity than 2,400 loads;
but having made" inquiries and taken
some trouble to go through the timber

Ithat was available, I found it was impos-
sible for me to obtain that quantity, and
I had to let the orders pass. Quite
recently, within the last few months, I
have had several orders offered to me
from the goldfields. Under the very
greatest difficulty I filled some of those
orders, but in the end I had to pass them
becauselI found the difficulty of obtaining
the timber was too great, and that
whilst I could. obtain the logs the cost
was excessive. I quite expected-prob-
ably it Will bie so before this debate
closes-that you would be told that tuart
timber extends from the Moore River to
within a few miles of Busselton. I
acknowledge that is perfectly true, but
tuart, timber extending over that long
distanuce is so sparse and so widely
scattered as to be of very little com-
mercial value. The cost of obtaining
the logs, owing to the wood being

iscattered over so wide a distance,
would be excessive, and utterly useless
for milling purposes. With regard to
the Stirling estate, I was hoping we
would have had a report here this after-
noon as to that pr-olperty and the quantity
of tuart timber available upon it. How-
ever, it appears that this report is uot to
hand, but I may say that I myself
examined that Stirling'estate some years
ago with a, view of obtaiuing timber off
it, and personally I came to the conclusion
that on the south side of the Capel River
portion of the Stirling estate, probably
at couple of thousand acres might be
obtained, giving two loads to the acre;
and that on a portion of the land on the
north side of the Capel River--I am
referring to some that is considered good,
;Ind which I know the member for Bun-
bury thinks very good-there are about
.500 acres which in my opinion would
also give about two loads to the acre;
and a little nearer the boundary there

Iwould be found possibly a thousand acres
which would give three loads to the acre.IThat is the conclusion I came to after
at careful examination of that country.

IThat totals up to about six or seven
thousand loads; hut those who know
anything with regard to the logs obtained
from tuart trees are aware tuart is a very
faulty timber, and only about 25 per
cent. of marketable timber is obtained
from the tree. Although the timber
when cut from the tree is of the best,
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the quantity of marketable timber is vA-rysmall indeed. The quantity obtainable,
in ray opinion, from the Stirling Estate
would not amount to more than four or
five or possibly six months' work for one
of the large mills of this country, and
that is a very small quantity. With
regard to the timnber that is available and
might be purchased, I may say the very
home of the tuart timber is in the neigh-
bourhood of the Wonnerup railway sta-
tion; therefore, in my opinion it should
be secured, provided that it can be
obtained A a reasonable price. In the
neighbourhood of Wonnerup there is
the best patch of tuart timber which
exists in the countryv; therefore the land
there is undoubtedly suitable for conser-
vabtion purposes. there the young trees
could he conserved to a greater advan-
tage than anywhere else in the country.
Off one narrow strip of land resumed by
the Railway Department, a strip 2 chains
wide and possibly about 70 chains long
altogether, I may say about 12 or 14 or
possibly 15 acres-I know because I had
occasion to measure the trees which were
felled -430 loads were obtained from
that very small patch of country. It
figures out at 430 loads, and I arrived at
that from actual measurement, not from
a, mere estimate, and it amounts to 30
cubic yards of timber to the acre. I
only advocate the purchase subject to
the' very fullest inquiry on the part of
the Government; and I urge, if the
motion be passed, that the Government
distinctly understand it is only on
their making these full inquiries that
it is desired the purchase should be;
made. The Government should obtain
reports from their responsible and expert
officers with regard to this country, before
they do anything in the matter, not only
as to the quantity but as to the quality
and value of the timber bn the lands
which it is desired to purchase; and not
only with regard to timber but also as to
the quality of the land for grazing and
agricultural purposes, particularly as to
its suitability for growina vines. If
these reports are favourable, and the
property is found to be obtainable at a
fair and reasonable price, it is undoubtedly
the duty of the Government to buy these
properties; but I wish it to be distinctly
understood that I onl 'y urge the purchase
of the property after careful and exhaus-

tive inquiry has been made as to the
value of the timber on the laud. I hope
the House will favourably consider the
motion.

MR. C. HARPER (Beverley):- Before
the House arrives at any decision on this
matter, we want a good deal more infor-
mation. The member for Bunbury has
pointed out how little tuart timber has
been used, and the member for Sussex
has pointed out how difficult it is to get
the timber. Probably the reas-on why so
little timber has been used is the cost of
getting it. The member for Sussex has
not enlightened us on that point. It is
very evident, if the cost of procuring the
timber is very great, tuart timber will not
be used any mnore in the future than it
has been in the past. We want to know
whether because this timber is scattered
thinly over the country, it is difficult to
get at a reasonable price? I presume
the owner will sell the timber on this land
which is supposed to be in the market
now. Probably the bon. member for
Sussex would say that he could not deal
with the owner at a price to enable him
to fulfil his orders. Also the hon. mem-
ber pointed out the very small proportion
of the timber that is good. Therefore we
ought to know a great deal more about
this matter before, we pass a, motion of
this kind. I do not know what steps it
is proposed to take with aL view of
ascertaining the particulars, but certainly
I think before we deal with the motion,
the Government should obtain the in-
formation required.

THE PRrEMIER The matter can be
dealt with under the motion moved by
the hon. member last Wednesday.

Ma. HARPER: It might he dealt
with under that motion. We -want to
find out also, supposing this timber can
be delivered at a specific rate, how much
the Railway Department would use of it;
ad until we have that information, I do
not know if it is worth while purchasing
the timber or not. As to the land pur-
chased from the Stirling estate, it is to
be hoped it will be dealt with-that part
covered with tuart timber-as a forest
reserve and conserved, and what timber
there is upon it that has matured can be
cut and stored, so that the Railway
Department can use it if they want
timber of that class. I hope the, Govern-
ment will take steps to ascertain how
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much is required, the specific cost, and if
there is a large quantity of thin timber-
the hon. member told us that it may be
found in the neighbourhood of Won-
nerap-and what it could be purchased
for, then this House would be able to
deal with the matter.

Mn, F. ILLING WORTH (Cue):
While the Government are in search of
information, I would like them to obtain
some information on another important
point, I nmean, it appears important to
me. How is the State to he refunded
for the money spent in purchasing this
land? The Government are asked to buy
certain timber lands, and as the Govern-
ment issue timber licenses to persons to
go on Crown lands to cut timber, as
soo as the Government purchase this
land it will be Crown land, anid then the
timber cutters can go upon it and cut the
timber. Will the return to the Govern-
ment be sufficient to pay for the cost of
the land ?

MR. YELVEETON:- This land should be
made a specisi reserve.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: If it is in-
tended to buy the land and make it a.
sort of special forest for a specific kind of
timber, that might be -worthy the con-
sideration of the Government. But we
have to draw the line somewhere. in this
kind of business. I think the Govern-
ment ought to be practically certain that
the return to the State will be sufficient
to reconp them for buying the land, and
not to buy a tract of country which can
be overran by timber cutters. -If theland
is to be a reserve, and it is intended to
keep up the plantation and to conserve
the timber in the district for special pur-
poses, that is a matter worthy of con-
sideration ; bult I think, with the member
for Beverley, that we want a great deal
more light on this matter before the
Government purchase the land.

MR. W. M1. PURKISS (Perth) : I do
no not quite understand the object of a
motion of this character. It would
appear that certain tracts of land con-
taining a certain amount of tuart timber,
which is referred to in the motion as
being of great value to the State, should
be purchased. I think I have been
through this tuart forest. The line from
Bunbury to IBusselton runs through a
great deal of it, and shows what the
tuart tree is, and I have been across to

the old mill there, and I may say there
appears to be a fine forest. The tuart
tree is a noble tree, but it appears to me
that the land that. contains this tuart
forest is absolutely valueless for anything
else save for the timber. If this country
is of such value to the State, why cannot
the State, if it wish the timber, buy it
from the owners of the land, who are
obtaining nothing from the land because
nothing will grow under the tuart, tree.
From my way of thinking, the tuart tree
is one of the greatest robbers of the soil.
If there is this timber lying idle, the
vendors of it will no doubt be willing to
selt the Uimber, and the Government, if
they wish to buy the ti mber f ro m ti me to
time, can do so. Evidently under the
motion flisowner wants to sell not only this
asset, but he wants to add to the am~ount
of the purchase money something for the
land. Why should the Government, A
large expense, acquire the timber P What
would the Government do with the land
afterwards ? If the Government buy
the land fur the purpose of obtaining the
timber and cut the timber down, the land
would be valueless; then what would the
Government do with the land? If this
timber is so valuable to the community
that it can command a. great price, and if
in the exigencies of the State the Govern-
mnent want to buy one or two trees per
annu m, wh ich I thin k is the q uantity th e
member for Bunbury referred to, the
owners having this commodity would
sell it to the Government, because
it is only the timber that gives value
to the land. If the Government want
to buy this timber for workshop pur-
poses, they can buy it, and there
the matter will end. Why should the
Government be asked to buy a large
tract of country, and not only pay the
value of the timber but something for
the land, probably an amount equally as
large as that for the timber. I do not
understand the scope of this motion. I
remember when a great brick boom was
on in this country some seven years ago,
there were people owning brick-kilns,
pieces of land having a fee simple some-
times, and saving what a. wonderful
deposit of clay they had, splendid for
making bricks, and that it was paying
them 20 per cent.; and these people
wished to form these brick-kilnis into
comrpanies. These people were rushing
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about asking myself and others to take
up shares. I replied:- " My dear sir, if
it is paying you 20 per cent., why not
settle down on it ?" If these people have
timber which is of value to the State to
be used in the railway workshops, why
do they not enjoy the benefit of that
timber and sell it?9 If there is a. de-
mnd for it, the owners will be able to
sell, and if the Government want the
timber, they will buy it. Two or three
trees can be cut down at a time and sold
to the Government. It is just the same
in regard to agricultural areas. We see
beautiful agricultural land advertised,
and deputations go to the 0Government
pointing out the magnificent quality of
the land for settlement, yet we find
this very land has been locked up
and done nothing with as long as
this country has been in existence,
ever since Western Australia has been
colonised. If it is so valuable and so
suitable for settlement, why did not the
present owners, instead of sitting down
for 30, 40, and even 50 years and doing
nothing with the land, cut it up and try
to make a settlement for themselves ?
But no; they tell the Government,
" This is a beautiful estate; you had
helter resume it." Then the Govern-
ment resume the estate and settle it.

MR. JAcoary: The Government lose
nothing by the process.

Mn. PURKISS: If the b-acts of land
resold to the Government in the past
were so valuable, why did not the private
owners get them settled ? At any rate,
I really cannot see the object of this
motion;i and although I do not wish to
raise violent opposition to it, I must,
without farther enilighitenment, according
to my present lights vote against it.

MR. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
There is a great discrepancy between the
statements read b y the member for
Bun bury (Mr. Hayward) from the return
showing the quantity of tuart timber
used by the State in the past, and the
observations of the member for Sussex
(Mr. Yelverton), who, if I remember
rightly, said that lbe could have sold
something like 2,000 loads of tuart
timber several years ago. As there are,
600 feet to the load, the quantity which
the member for Sussex could have sold
is even more than the quantity which it
is Proposed the State shall purchase. It

appears that tuart timber requires for
its growth favourable country. The
member for Sussex states that 14 acres
of tuart forest which came under his
observation yielded an average of some-
thing like 30 loads to the acre, but he
also observes that the tuart timber on the
Stirling estate is equal to only two or three
lodst the acre:- a very considerable

diferece.Knowing soinething about
timber, I explain the difference by the
assumption that the Stirling estate. has
been cut over by timber getters, and that
thus the pick of the forest is gone,
whilst the good belt of tuart timber
near the Wounerup railway station,
which I understand the Government are
asked to purchase, is maiden forest.
Those acquainted with the subject, know
that if one forest yields 30 loads to
the acre and another only two or three,
the former must be really good and
the latter thoroughly bad. Indeed, a
belt yielding only two or three loads per
acre can hardly be called a forest. Hon.
members who know the country uiay be
able to enlighten the House on the point,
I am decidedly in favour of the State
reserving valuable forests, which we may
regard as one of our chief assets; but, at
the same time, I do not feel disposed to
recommend the Government to purchase
from private people land merely for the
sake of the timiber growing on it, which
timber, according to the return laid on
the table, is so little used. As the mem-
ber for Perth (Mr. Purkiss) has pointed
out, the Government, if they need the
timber, can purchase it as required from
private persons on whose laud it grows.
Surely, if the timber will be a valuable
asset to the State, it must also be a
valuable asset to its present owners. If
the land, apart from the timbher, is value-
less, then it appears that the State gets
nothing but the timber in the first place
when purchasing the land in addition to
the forests. That is what I have gathered
from the remuarks of various members.

MR. YsLvznTON: The land is not
IValueless.

MR. TAYLOR: I did not gather that
it was valuable from the speech of the
hon. member, or from the observations of
any other member. The Government
would do well to exercise caution in these
matters. I am not disposed to assert that
any member of this House is capable of
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making a motion with the object of per-
sonal private gain. Such a thing, though
it might happen once, could hardly occur
twice, for I think there are many
members who would not easily allow the
State to be imposed on for the second
time. I shall not, therefore, attribute
this motion to any motive such as
indicated. If the timber be of great
value to the State, the Government
should conserve it. If it can be con-
served only by repurchasing land, then
the duty of Ministers is to make the best
possible deal for the State, just as a
private individual would make the best
possible bargain for himself. If the
timber be required for railway purposes,
I see nothing to prevent the Government
fronm purchasing the timber alone. Before
the motion is decided on, Ministers might
submit farther information; and I hope
they will move in that direction. Being
a goldfields member, I have not travelled
much in that portion of the State where
timber grows abundantly. Certainily,
there is little timber on the goldifields;
and the time will yet come when all the
timber on the coast will be required by
mines opening up.

MR. J. MW. HOPKINS (Bould&r): I
take it that the mover (Mr. Thomas) did
not anticipate that his motion would be
carried, and I take it also that the
member for Sussex (Mr. Yelverton) in
supporting the motion was actuated
chiefly by a desire to bring under the
notice of Parliament the value of tuart.
I believe that two ship-loads of that
timber were exp)orted to Englaind somec
35 years ago, aud that none has gone
since; which is hardly a recommendation
for tuart.

MEMBER: But tuart lasts so long.
Mn. HOPKINS: Yes; it is evidently

very lasting, for those two ship-loadsB
have kept England going for 85 years. I
understand that the Stirling estate, which
is situated within two miles of a railway
station, carries a large quantit y of this
timber. The member for Subiac) (Mr.
Daglisb), I believe, has larke bets of
tuart growing in his electorate, which of
course is in close proximity to the city of
Perth and to the seaboard. It would be
just as well if members supporting the
motion would refr-ain from pressing it,
because I fail to see how it can be

carried on the scanty information before
us. The subject of the motion is rather
one to be inquired into by the Govern-
ment, with a view to representations being
made to the proper authorities to have
tuart used in the railway workshops.

MR. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle): This motion, I think, is to be
regarded as a quiet practical joke on the
part of the member for Dundas (Mr.
Thomas). As the House lacks subjects
of amusement in the bon. member's
absence, he his kindly left us something
with which to entertain ourselves. Tuart
timber is used by wagon builders as well
as by the Government workshops, and
the wagon builders and any other people
using it are perfectly capable of obtain-
ing sullicient, supplies. I shall certainly
vote against the motion, as I see no
possible good to be attained by carrying
it.

Mla. R. HASTIE (Kanowna):; I do
not know whether it is fair to say that
we have no information on the subject of
this motion, because the member for
Sussex (Mir. Telverton) has offered
certain remarks. The bon. member has
told us that tuart timber is of no present
value.

MR. YELVERTON: I did not tell you
that.

MR. HASTIE : The member for Bun-
bury (Mr. Hayward) has told us that
tuart is not being used by the Govern-
ment , or that the quantity being used is
so small as to be equal to about one tree
per annum. The whole tendency of the
remarks of the member for Sussex was
that the timber is so difficult to get that
the cutting of it does not pay saw-millers.
'He told us that in one or two places the
timber grew morte thickly than in others,
but he also stated that he could not fill
orders for the timber.

MR. YELVERTON: Because the timber
I needed grows on private property.

Mu. HASTIE: Surely tuart will grow
on land even if it is not private prop-
erty.

iMn. YELVnRTOx: As a matter of fact,
very little tuart is obtainable on other
than private lands.

MR. HASTIE: Is the difficulty this,
that people who have tuart growing on
their property demand such a high
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royalty that saw-millers cannot cut tuart
profitably?

Mn. TELVERTON: That may have been
so in the past.

MR. HASTIE: What makes tuart a.
valuable timber? The value of a thing
is what it will bring in the market; ad,
judging from what has been stated, I
gather that at the present moment tuart
is of practically little value.

MR. YELVERTO-N: I have been selling
tuart recently, as much as I eauld obtain,
at three times the price of jarrab.

INa.L HASTIE: Is there great danger
that the country will be denuded of this
timber? Where is the danger? I should
he glad of some information on the sub-
ject, because, until the hon. member
explained by way of interjection just
now, the debate had left me under the
impression that the timber is of little
present value, and therefore I considered
that the Government should hesitate
before purchasing a quantity of it. The
motion refers to " the great value of
tuart timber," whilst the member for
Sussex and others assure us that in years
to come tuart will be highly valuable for
railway purposes. Surely we cannot go
on that evidence alone. I know of half
a dozen people who have patents which
they assure anybody who they think will
give them plenty of money for those
patents will be of great value in the
hereafter. The main difficulty in this
connection is the dearth of expert opinion
on timber. Unfortunately, we have not
a conservator of forests nor anyv man
who can give us information on timber,
with the except-ion perhaps of one or two
men in comparativelyi low positions,
that is positions poorly paid, compara-
tively speaking. I refer to the forest
rangers. That, probably, is the reason
why no member of the Government has
risen to enlighten the House on this
subject. I trust that 'Ministers, wheu
making the inquiries ordered by the
resolution -adopted at the instance of the
member for Beverley (Mr. Harper), will
put themselves in a- position to instruct
us on the subject of this motion also.
Meanwhile, however, it would not be
advisable to pass any such motion as
that before us, seein that the saw-millers
are not likely to colet and destroy this
timber, and seeing also that so far as we
know, neither the Railway Department

nor any other big Government depart-
ment is in want of this~ timber.
* Question put and negatived.

MOTION-CAMELS ISIPORTATItfl
(FAZs MWAnomrr).

Debate resumed fromi the 8r.h October,
on the motion by Mr. Monger, "1That the
report of the select committee appointed.
to inquire into the allegations made by
Fais Mahomet in his petition to the
House be adopted; " 'and on the amnend-
inent by Mr. Ja4Coby, to refer the report
to the committee for farther consideration.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY
*(Hon. W. Kingsmill): W.Vhy the amend-
ment should alter the attitude of the Gov-
emainent was not apparent, such attitude
being that if Mr. Paiz Mahomet had any
rights, those rights should be adjusted in
a court of law and not by Parliament;
therefore the postponement of the motion
in order to admit of farther evidence
which might or might not have value in
determining the facts would not affect
the attitude of the Ministry. As stated
during the debate on the main question,
it was therefore only natural that the
Government should oppose both amend-
ment and motion.

Question- that the words proposed to
h e struck out stnd part of the motion-
put, and a division called for.

THE SPEAKER: As there seemed to be
some misunderstanding as to) the ques-
ion, he would ask hon. members to

resume t hei r places so that it might again
be put.

Question again put, and a division
taken with the following result:-

Ayes ... ... ... 12
Noes ... ... .. 12

Avis. Nols.
Mr. Daglish Mr. Atkins
Mr. Gregory Mr. Diamond
Mr. Hayward. Mr. Ewing
Mr. Hicks Mr. Gordon
Hr. Holm ~ Mr. Hstle
M. Chtehinson ,'.Mne
Mr. llliugwortl, Mr.Naso
Mr. Jameos Mr. Phillips
Air. Kingemill 51r. Pigott
Mr. T:7ylor Mr. Quintmn
31r. Ylero IV Mr. Stone
Mr. Wailnce (Teller). Mr. Jacoby (Taller).
THE SPEAKER gave his casting vote

with the Ayes.
Amendment thus negatived.
Main question-that the report of the

select committee he adopted-put, and
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a division taken with the following
result:

Ayes
Noes 18

Majority against
ATE$.

Mr. Gordon
Air. Jacoby

Mr.Quna
Mfr. Ston
tr: Yolverton
Mr. Diamond (Taller).

--10
No".

Mr. Atkins
Mr. Danglisb
Mr. Ewing
Mr. Treor
Mr.lite
,Mr. Uayos
Mr.Hik
Mr. Holm.a
Mr. Hitchinson
Mr. Iffingwortb
Mr. Ja,,9
Mr. Knenl
Mr. Mcoad
Mr. Naono
Mr. Pigott
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Wallaca
Mr. High.. (T.11"r).

Question thus negatived.

POINT OF ORDER.

MR. MONGER: May I ask whether a
member who sat on a committee which
voted unanimously for the report, can be
allowed to vote against it? I would like
to have your opinion on that question.

THE SpE&xa; I think he can.
MR. MONGER: After having supported

it in the first instance ?
THE SPEAKER: His conduct on the

committee has nothing to do with his
conduct in the House.

MR. HOLMAN: The bon. member says
the members of the committee voted
unanimously.

Mit. JACOBY: IS the hon. member in
order in challenging a vote?

Tnr SPEAKER: You cannot discuss it
now.

MRt. HOLMAN: I merely speak in
explanation.

THEn SPEAxER: The names of the
members of the select. committee appear
in the divisions printed in the report.
Members can see that.

PHARMACY AND POISONS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READlING.

Debate resumed from the 2nd Sep-
tember.

MRt. DAGTASH (Subiaco): I do not
propose to oppose this Bil on the
second reading; but I think that before
it gets into the Committee stage very
careful attention will have to be devoted
to it. There can be no doubt it is

desirable in the interests of the public
safety that we should assure ourselves
that all persons carrying on business as
chemists and druggists are, at -all events,
fully qualified to compound drugs made
up, and to attend to the other business
which falls upon a, chemist. But at the
same time, as far as I am able to gather,
there can be little doubt that this Bill is
aimed at certain persons who axe already
in business, who in some instances have
been in business for a considerable
period, and who have practised their
business without in any way entailing
injury to the public. T certainly think
that before this House legislates away
the existing rights of any individuals or
class of traders, good reason should be
shown to establish the necessity for such
legislation, and no attempt has been
made so far by the Government to
establish a case against any of those
persons whose rights are now being
affected. I shall certainly, though allow-
ing the Bill to pass without opposition
on the second reading, oppose the pas-
sage of the Bill on the third reading
unless, whilst it is in Committee, some
provision be made to protect existing
rights, to protect those persons who have
built up businesses within the scope of
the present law as it has stood since
1894. 1 am quite satisfied that if we
pass the measuire as it stands, we shall
virtually confiscate the businesses of a
certain ntumber of individuals. The House
is not justified in doing so, and I am
convinced likewise that mewmbers of this
House do not desire or intend that any
action they take should have that effect.
But if we wish to avoid it, it will be
absolutely necessary to have a clause
inserted safeguarding existing interests.
I would also like to object to the limitation
of six months as the time during which
a mortgagee can control a business which
has been taken over in consequence of the
failure by a chemist to meet his liabilities.
We should absolutely protect the mort-
gagee not only for his own sake, but in the
interests of the chemist himself. The
passage of such a provision as paragraph
(d) would make it very difficult indeed
for a6 chemist who happened to meet
with financial stress and trouble to obtain
any advance on the security of his busi-
ness; and I think we should, in the
interests of the vhfemists. themselves, pre-
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vent the time during which a mortgagee
can carry on a business under a regis-
tered chemist from being limited to six
months. Clause 2 also seems to me
objectionable, inasmuch as it prevents
the widow or family of a chemist -who has
built up a business, and who has been
called away by death, from enjoying the
fruits of the industry of their bread-
winner.

THE& PREzMIER: Under the present
conditions they cannot carry on for a
day.

Ma., DAGLISH:- Then it is aot un-
reasonable that the Government shoul]d
give the privilege to them to carry the
business on continuously, so long as the
interests of the public are protected. We
really want to legislate not for the pur-
pose of putting a ring fence around
certain privileged individuals, but for
the benefit of the whole of the public.
We want to limit the number of people
who shall carry on the trade of chemists,
not in the interests of those persons
engaged in the profession, but in the
interests of the public; and so long
as we protect the public by providing
that the widow or executor of a chemist
shall be represented by a registered
chemist having control of the busi-
ness, it does not matter to the public
how long that control lasts. Asa matter
of fact, if we allow it to exist only for
six months, we absolutely rob the widow
and family of the fruits of the industry
of their deceased bread-winner, and I
contend it would be absolutely unjust to
allow a clause like that to pass. I am
farther prepared to say it is not the
desire of a great portion of the regis-
tered chemists that this clause should
pass in its present form. Their wish is
that when they succeed in building up
ai. business they shall have the samne
fight as is enjoyed in other walks of
life, to will their business to those
who come after them, and they desire
that their families shall enjoy the full
fruits of whatever business they niay
possess, and enjoy them not only for a
paltry term of six months, but for the
term of their natural lives, if they so
please. I am willing to see this Bill go
into Committee, but I shall certainly,
unless it is materially altered whilst in
the Committee stage3 vote against the
third reading.

I Mx. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle): The member for Suhiaco (Mr.
Daglishb) has virtually said what I was
about to say myself, especially in regard
to the widow and children or the heir of
a deceased chemist. If Ihbe law at present
on the statute-book is worse than Clause
2, 1 say 'it is a disgrace to our statute-
hook. For the life of me I can see no
earthly reason why a business ieft by a
deceased chemist to his heirs should not
be carried on to all time, if it suits the
family and their interests; provided, of
course, that the law is carried out in
effect, the business being under the
management of a registered chemist. I
cannot see why aniy attempt should be
made to make such a restriction as this.
I am reluctant, in fact I would not
accuse any group of chemists in any town
of being guilty of such a thing; but, at
any rate, the clause leaves the door open
for the chemists in the town to fleece a
poor woman out of her property.

MR. ILLINUWORTH:. The same with the
creditors.

Mr., DIAMOND: 1 amn not so anxious
about the creditors, because the ci editors
are usually the wholesale druggists, and
they will take very active steps to protect
their own interests. They would soon
have somebody in the shop to carry it on.
I am thinking far more of the widow and
children. As a rule, chemists are married
and have families. I ci~nnot see why this
attempt should be made to restrict the
rights. of the widow and orphan.

Txri PREMI[ER: This Bill does not
restrict the rights ; it enlarges them.

Mit. DIAMOND: If the Act already
in existence is as the Premier says, then
I assert it is a disgrace to the statute-
book.

THEs PREMIER: This Bill is enlarging
the Act.

MR. DIAMOND: I say there is no
I earthly reason whatever why the business

of a chemist should not be carried on by
his executors for all time, as long as the
law is complied with in the fact of the
business being under the active manage-
ment of a qualified man. I will vote for
the second reading of the Bill; but, with
the member for Subiaco, I will join in
attempts to amend it.

MR. R. HASTIE (Kanowna) : I heard
an interjection from the Premier when
the member for Subiaco was speaking,

Second rfrrding.
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and I fail to see why we should pass the
second reading of the Bill. According
to that interjection, the widow of a
chemist is bound to sell that business
almost at once. There should be a pro-
vision something like Clause 2, but the
widow's rights should be much extended.
I do not think that the best course to
adopt would be to pass this measure, and
then to extend the provision. I would
suggest that a much better mode of pro-
ceeding would be for the Premier to
withdraw the measure, and introduce
anotherha~vingtbat distinctobject, becaLuse
this Bill has another cla use, Clause 1,
which declares that certain rights may be
held by a company which are denied
to the individual; and if we pass the
second reading of this measure, it may be
taken that we agree to that principle. It
will be remembered that when we were
discussing this Bill before, this principle
was repudiated by everyone except the
leader of the Government. If it be pos-
sible, let this measure be withdrawn, and
then provision could be made for the
widow of a chemist to continue in the
business, provided she fulfilledtbe require-
ments of the Act which relate to a com-
pany, and not be forced at any time to
sell the business unless she wished to do
so. These are the only two enactments
proposed in this measure, except the
third, which the Premier explained was
required on account of a technical error
in the drafting of the previous Bill.
Unless the Premier can give us some
particularly good reason why we should
vote for the second reading, and discuss
the real merits of the Bill in Committee,
I do not see why we should pass the
measure.

MR. 3. M. HOPKINS (Boulder): So
far as I am concerned, I confess the Bill
as it stands is not acceptable to myself.
One of the principal reasons has been
advanced by the member for Subiaco,
when he referred to a chemist dying and
willing his property to his wife and
family. The Bill says that the business
shall only continue* for six months,
although that business has taken the
deceased husband his life -time to work
up and to establish. Perhaps his eldest
son would, in 12 or 1S months, be qualified
to take up the business, yet he is not
allowed to do so because a statutory
declaration of this sort says that the

business must be sold in six months. In
my district there was a chemist who
wished to open business and to take a
partner who was studying to become a
qualified pharmaceutical chemist. The
assistant provided the money ; subse-
quently the chemist took to drink, and

Ithe partnership had to be dissolved.
How hard it would be on that student,
who could not carry on the business up
to the time of his examination by a
deputy: he would have to lose all his
money. Under this Bill lbe would be
forced to sell out his interest. Taking
these things into consideration, I cannot
give my support to the Bill as it stands
at the present time.

Tax PREMIER (1i3 reply) :The ob-
servations that have fallen from membhers
second-readigdan a Bil hadjonte
shcowth-eadis dvatae of hilaviongte
for such a length of time. The member
for Subiaco pointed out that no attempt
had been made by the Government to
justify this Bill so far as it interferes
with existing rights. When moving the
second reatding, I said 1 introduced this
Bill as a private measure and not as a
Government measure, and I also said that
there would be a clause inserted to protect
existing rights; therefore I do not see the
force of the hon. member's, objection,
and I only put the remark down to the
length of time since the second reading was
moved. A suggestion has been made
that the Bill should be withdrawn. I
think this is a Bill which should be con-
sidered. The main issue is that the busi-
ness of a chemist must be carried on by
a chemist, which is just the same as
saying that the business of a doctor must
be carried on by a doctor, and that of a
lawyer must be carried on by a lawyer.
A doctor carries on the business of a
doctor, a lawyer that of a lawyer, and
even a member of Parliament is; not
allowed to carry on by means of adeputy.
We insist on certain qualifications being
imposed on a chemist because he performs
certain serious duties. We should not
allow a man who is not a chemist to
sweat the man who is a chemist. As the
law stands to-day, I can open a business
as a chemist and call myself a chemist,
so long as I employ a qualified man to do
the work. As the law stands to-day, Ilcan
pose as " Walter James, chemist," while I
possess no such qualification. Is that
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desirable ? In the old country companies
are allowed by the technical construction
placed on the Act to carry' on business,
but in a case which arose in the House of
Lords a little time ago, the Lord Chan-
cellor strongly animadverted upon the
fact that persons who were not chemists
were allowed to trade as chemists, not
having the qualifications necessary. In
introducing the Bill, I said I failed to see
what reason there was for a qualified
person being employed by another person
who called himself a. chemist. I do not
see any reason now, and I propose to
allow, if the House will support me, no
one who is not a practising chemist to call
himself a chemist.

MR. JACOBY: Will that affect a doctor
carrying on the business of a chemist?

THE PREMIER: I said that I pro-
posed, if the House would allow me, to
insert a provision not to allow anyone to
carry on the business of a chemist unless
he has the qualifications of a chemist.
Under the law as it stands to-day a duly
qualified practitioner is allowed to trade
as a chemist, and as he has all the qualifi-
cations of a chemist he knows not only
as much but considerably more than a
chemist. Any doctor can dispense medi-
cines, and a great number do dispense
medicines; they are all taught to do so,
and all not only have the qualifications
but considerably more qualifications than
a duly qualified pharmaceutical chemist.
Let me refer to another matter arising
from an interjection by the member for
Boulder. In introducing the Bill I said
that provision would be made to safe-
guard the rights of the men practising
to-day, and I said in answer to the mem-
ber for Subiaco. who said in rather
warmi terms that I had made no attempt
to justify the retrospective operation of
the law, that not only bad T made an
attempt but I said that I would introduce
a clause into the Bill. The main point
we were discussing on the second reading
of the measure was whether it was advis-
able to limit the business of a chemist
to a chemist pure and simple. Ali the
other points, members who beard tbe
second reading debate were satisfied with.
We ought not to allow any person to
carry on the business of a chemist unless
he is a chemist.

Mu. HASTLE: A chemist must employ
another chemist.

THE PREMIER: That is another
point. I propose to let Clause 1 stand
as follows: " Section 38 of the principal
Act is amended by striking out paragraph
(b) of Subsection 1." That strikes out
persons and companies, and provides that
if a, person calls himself a chemist and
practises as one he must he a chemist.
No person should carry on the business
of a chemist unless he is qualified to do
so.

MR. ILLINOWOET1H: You are a lawyer,
and if you go away and leave as good a
lawyer in your place the law allows you
to do that.

THE PREMIER: The law does not
allow that. I may have my clerks and
my assistants, but my business must be
my business.

ME. Horxixs: Are there not legal
firms in Western Australia from which
principals have retired long ago and are
drawing profits, and the businesses are
carried on in the names of those persons ?

TnE PREMIER: I do not think it
possible to find a case in which a firm of
lawyers is carrying on business nomin-
ally while the business belongs to one man
who is a layman: the law dloss not allow
that.

Ma. HOPKINS: What about the Trus-
tee Executor and Agency Co. ?

TUE PREMIER: What has that to
do with this Bill ?

MR. HoPKiNs: Do they not do legal
wvork *V

THE PREMIER: No; they do not.
TIhey do not do legal work in the sense
that they are a legal firm. Any man can
do legal work; land agents do legal work,
but they are not lawyers and are not
allowed to charge as lawyers.

MR. HopxiNs: Would it not be hard
to get chemists in remote districts?

TnE PREMIER: Even as the law
stands to-day there have to he qualified
chemists in remote districts, because no
one unless he be a chemist can cown-
pound or dispense; but under the present
system a man who is not a chemist can
sweat a man who is a chemist.

MR. JACOBY: It is not necessary to
say "sweat."

THE PREMIER: But the sweating
does come in. You have a business that
is carried on by a man who is a registered
chemist; that business has to keep him
and the owner; it is not big enough for
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two chemists or there would be two
chemists doing the work, therefore the
work of one man keeps himself and the
owner. That is a condition of affairs
that does arise, and that is sweating.

MR. DAGLIsH: That is just the same
as a man borrowing money on his stock

THE PREMIER: I have never heard
before the suggestion that when a man
borrows money he is sweated. Of course
if people go to Jews and borrow money at
60 cent., then that is a different thing.

MR. HASTIE: Supposing a chemist
wishes to go away for a. three-months'
trip or a six-mouths trilp, hie must close
his shop?

THE PREMIER: Supposing a doctor
is sick and he wants to go for a. holiday,
has he the power to authorise at member
of this House to can-y on his business for
himP

MEMBER: He appoints another doctor.
Tan PREMIER: So can at chemist

appoint another chemist.
MR. ILLINOWOETH: But that is what

you object to.
THE PREMIER: No: I object to a

layman who for all practical purposes is
posiug as a chemist.

MR. DAGxjSu: Then a, chemist can
sweat at chemist.

THn PREMIER: If a chemist goes
away, then another man is put in his
place. If the House thinks there should
be the right of a person to carry on the
business of a chemist through a registered
chemist, well and good. I do not thinkI
it isright. I do not think the rule should
apply to a chemist anky more than it
applies to a doctor or a lawyer.

MR. HASTIE: Is there anyv law which
prevents a doctor or a lawyer being treated
that wayV

THE: PREMIER: Yes; there is. if a
lawyer shares his profits with a layman
he is debarred. It appears from the
attitude of the Labour bench that only
tradae unions can have p)rotection. When
we ask for protection for a chemist, the
members of the Labour bench deny that
protection to him, and in the same spirit
every pie~ce of legislation which has been
introduced into the House that has a
tendency to insist on qualifications, and
with qualifications the necessary restric-
tions on unqualified persons has bee
opposed by the Labour party, 'unless the
legislation deals with unions, We ar-a

told that we are putting a barb wire
or a, ring fence around it. - Just fancy
a "ring fence" being suggested by the
Labour party. We find the Labour
organisations always ready to insist that
we should not open wide the gates to enter
their preserves whilst they want to open
the gates of all other preserves. I think
I am right in saying that members
ask why' if a man has the capital,
not use it in employing a chemist who
has qualifications. I think, as a rule
that leads to sweating; thatt is the natural
result; and the farther result that followvs
from it is that if you insist on the
qualification, the mail who carries on the
business and makes the profit ought to
lie given the exclusive right to carry on
that business. I think, however, that the
House will agre6 with me on this farther
point: whether a person ought to have
the right to carry on a business by means
of a qualified chemist or not, he ought
not lo call himself a qualified chemist.

At 6-30, the SPEAKER left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

THE PREMIER (continuing): I have
no more to say, beyond that after the
second reading has been passed I shall
put off farther consideration of the Bill
for a week, in the hope that then I shall
find the House in a better temper, and
also in order that I may devise such
amendments as will induce hon. members
to leave me some small portion of the
measure. I trust that when the measure
gets into Committee it will encounter
a much better-tempered House than the
present.

Question put, and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes ... ... ... 14
Noes ... ... ... 7

Majority for ...
Avrs.

Mr. Daglih Mr.I
Mr. Diamond Mr.I
Mr. Ewing Mr.
Mr. Gordon Mr.]
Mr. Gregory Mr. I
Mr. Hyward Mr.
Mr. Hicks Mr.
Mr. Hutehinson
Mr. Jorne.
Mr. 3IcDoadd
Mr. Mo

Mr..Stone
Mr. Biham (ellr).

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

Hopkins

Purkift
[aroby (Tellr,).

Second reading. 1605
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.COMMITTEE STAGE.
THE PREMIRn moved that the con-

sideration of the Bill in Committee be
made an order for this day week.

MR. DAGLIsH: What reason was there
for not proceeding with the Bill to-night,
when the House was well seised of te
provisions of the measure and also of
what had been said on the second rea-
ing ? If the Bill were postponed for a
week, it would be necessary to begin dis-
cussing it do novo, whereas if proceeded
with now the whole business could be
settled in ten minutes probably. He
protested against thest continual delays.
In this case in particular delay might be
absolutely fatal to the measure, since
various important Bills to be considered
were bound to be given precedence at
subsequent sittings.

THE PREMIER: Even if this Bill had not
been reached before tea, the intention of
the Government had been to pass it over
and proceed after the dinner adjournment
with Government Bills ou the Notice
Paper, as had been the practice recently.'
Ministers were anxious to get on with
the more important business.

Question passed. and the order made
accordingly.

AGRICULTURAL BANK ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from the previous day; the
PREMIER in1 charge.

New clause-Repayment:
THE PREMIER moved that the fol-

lowing be added:
When portion of an advance is made to

enable a borrower to pay off liabilities already
existing on his holding, the repayment of so
much of the advance shall begin at the
expiration of one year from the first day of
January or the first day of July, as the case
may be, next following the date of the
advance.
Under the existing law, the first repay-
ment had to be made in five years after
the advance had been granted. Where
part of anI advance was used to pay off
an existing liability, that factor left the
borrower with an obligation to pay in-
terest, and therefore the period of five
years ought to be shortened. To that
end this new clause was proposed.

MR. LLINGwoETH: If an advance
were made in December, would not the

borrower have to make the first repay-
ment on the 1st July following?

TaE PREMIER: No; because repay-
went of the advance would begin at the
expiration of one year from the 1st of
January next following the date of such

ad vance. The borrower would in any
case be allowed 12 month%, and in sonic
cases he might be allowed as much as
14' months.

Question passed, and the clause added
to the Bill.

New Clause-Existing liabilities:
TaE PREMIER moved that the fol-

lowing be added:
No advance shall be made for the sole pur-

pose of paying off existing liabilities.
This clause was intended to meet what
was equally the wish of the House and
the Government.

Question passed, and clause added to
the Bill.

New Clause-Commencement.
THE PREIER moved that the fol-

lowing be added:-
This Act shall come into operation on the

first day of March, 1903.
Question passed, and the clause added

to the Bill.
Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments, and the

report adopted.

MARINE STORES BILL.
COUNCIL's AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of two amendments made by
the Legislative Council now considered
in Committee.

THE PREMIER moved that theamend-
moats be agreed to.

Question passed.
Resolution reported, the report adopted,

and a message accordingly returned to
the Council.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the COLONIAL SECRETARY: Papers

inconnection with the deviation in the
course of the s.s. " Sophocles " from
Albany to Fremantle.

Ordered: To lie on the table.

JUSTICES BILL.
COUNCIL's AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of 33 amendments made by
the Legislative Council now considered
in Committee.
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On motions by the ATTORNEY GENERAL
amendments 1 to 6 agreed to.

No. 7-Clause 88. strike out the whole:
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

clause would enable justices to prohibit
the publication of evidence in certain
cases until the determination; and
altogether to prohibit such publication if
the defendant were discharged or the
complaint dismissed. Though' great
injustice was sometimes done by publica-
tion, there were doubtless strong argu-
ments on both sides ; and as the Upper
House was convinced of the undesirable-
ness of the clause, he moved that the
amendment be agreed to.

Question passed, and the amendment
agreed to.

Amendments Nos. 8 to 31:
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ex-

plained the effect of these several
amendments, most of which were to
correct errors of detail which had been
detected on re-examiuation of the clauses
after passing through the Assembly, and
were made by the Legislative Council on
the recommendation of the Minister there
in charge of the Bill.

Amendments agreed to.
No. 32-lu the fifth schedule, in thle

item ' mileage," strike out "1(except
where complaint made by police), one
shilling," and insert " (including sum-
mons on complaint by police), one
shilling per mile (one way only), excepting
where a railway is available. If a
railway is availatle, railway fare, where
summons served by police, and in other
cases railway fare and 10 shillings per
day, or five shillings per half day, for
time occupied in travelling ":

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
that the amendment be agreed to. It
described the fees to be taken. There
was a definition of mileage, and it was
proposed to amend that. The fee of 10s.
per day mentioned in- the amendment
seemed rather high, but he supposed it
was inserted in view of the high rate of
wages.

Ma. DAonISu Was it for professiotial
men ?

THn ATTORNEY GENERAL: No;
for bailiffs. They were the persons who,
as a rule, served these summonses. If
one travelled on the railway, the only
amount allowed was railway fare where
the summons was served by the police,

but in other cases they got railway fare
and 10s. a day or 5s. for half a day for
the time occupied in travelling.

MR. JOHNSON : Did the hon. gentle-
man mean eight hours ?

THn ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
ideal was only recognised in a few select
trades.

MR. STONE: If a man Went only five
miles, was he entitled to a. day's pay'i?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Only
half a day's pay.

MR. STONE: But suppose be had to
wait, and that he got home late ?

THn ATTIORNEY GENERAL: Then
lie would get the l0s. In nearly every
case a bailiff was paid by fees.

MR. HASTIR: If a bailiff took the whole
day would lie only get 10s. ?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes.
Supposing a bailiff bad six summonses to
serve in one place, it averaged out all
right.

Mu. DAGLISH: Would the bailiff get
Ithe six days' payP

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL': There
was a separate charge on each summons,
in caues like that.

MR. STONE: If a man travelled by train
and received ten shillings, he should not
be allowed a day's pay; he should only
be allowed the shilling per mile.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Sup-
posing it took all dayP A man might go
by train and return the same night.

MR. TAYLOR: Would a man only get
ten shillings if he served ten summonses
in one dayP

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
did not often happen. Whenever sum-

i monses were issued, say in Perth on a
person resident in Fremantle, the summons
was sent to the F'remantle bailiff to serve,

iand the same applied to summonses
issued for persons in Kalgoorlie or Cool-
gardie. The mileage was only counted
when the man was reached in the bailiff's
own district.

MR. Jkcony: It would be advisable to
insert "second class" before the word
"fare.",

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
clerk of the court would not allow a first-
class fare.

Amendment passed.
No. 88-New clause (appeals) to stand

as Clause 223 :-" Notwithstanding any-
thing contained in any other Act to the

JugliceR Bizz:
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contrary, there shall be no appeal from
any Summary conviction or order of
justices except as provided by this Act."

New clause agreed to.
Resolutions reported, the reportadopted,

and a message accordingly returned to
the egislative Council.

ROADS ACT AMENDMENT B3ILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from the 7th October; the
PREMIER in charge, and ME. HOPKINS
representing the select cornmittee which
had recommended certain amendments.

Clause 127-Rate book and valuation:
Mn. HOPKINS moved that lines 15

to 20 be struck out, and the words
" annual and capital value of such land"
be inserted in lieni.

Ma. JACOBY moved that the words
"of such land" in the proposed amend-
ment be struck out, and the following
inserted in lieu, " or the unimproved
value of such land." This would permit
boards, in addition to rating on the
annual and capital value, the option of
rating on the unimproved value of land.
He was not sure whether the words
,annual and capital value of the land"

in the amendment gave the boards two
options.

MR. HOPKINS: The proposal gave two
options.

MR. JACOBY: Then bie would alter
his amendment, and move that the words
"or the unimproved value of such land "
be added to the amendment. It was the
unanimous wish of the roads boards in
his district and in all districts closely
surrounding the city, and almost the
unanimous wish of all boards throughout
the country, that this option should be
given. At the fourth annual Roads
Boards Conference held at Fremantle, a
resolution to this effect was carried.

MR. HOPKINS: The pastoral boards
were not represented.

MR. JACOBY: Probably the amend-
ment would not apply, to them. There
were about 95 per cent. of the roads
boards who wanted the option of rating
on the unimproved value. It was quite
optional with the boards whether the
system was adopted. It was difficult to
discover the annual value of an orchard
that was nonbearing.

MRn. HOPKINS: The capital valuecould
be taken.

MRs. JACOBY: A man by developing
his block put capital value into it, and he
was adding to the capital value of all the
land in the district. This man paid the
rates of the district, whilst those who
held land unimproved did nothing, while
receiving benefit from the expenditure of
the man who did improve.

Mu. HOPKINS: That would not be so
under the Bill.

MR. JACOBY: Take three blocks of
land: one rated on the capital value
would include the value of the land and
the whole of the improvements thereon;
one rated on the annual value would be
assessed at what the place was worth
annually, the income derived from it;
one rated on the unimproved value was
rated only on the land. Uf the capital
value were rated, the thrift of the man
was taxed.

Tun PREMIER: Give concrete instances
of both cases. Take two blocks of land,
one built on and the other unimproved.

MR. JACOBY: Take the case of
orchard land. A man had 100 acres of
land planted, which was worth X10,000.
Next to that was 100 acres of unimproved
land. The value of the unimproved land
was considerably enhanced by the im-
proved block. the expenditure by one

iman improved the land belonging to his
neighbour.

THE PREMIER: And increased the
capital value.

MR. JACOBY: If the ground was
worth £25 an acre, the man who spent
X10,000 on his block would be rated on
the £10,000.

MR. HOPKINS: Not necessarily.
Ms. JACOBY: The man who had done

nothing on his block was rated on £500.
Tar PREMIER: How would the hon.

member rate that man?
MR. JACOBY: On the unimproved

value.
THE PRExmiIz: How was the value

of 45 per acre arrived at? Was that the
improved or the unimproved value?

Mn. JACOBY: Absolutelyv the unim-
proved value, nothing having been done
to the land.

MR. DAGLISH: The hon. member did
not wish to tax the labour put into the
land.

MR. JACOBY: Certainly not. The
man developing his land ought to be
encouraged.
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Tuu PREMIER:- In the case of a roads
board administering a district of 10
square wiles, at what point would one
fix the unimproved value? Would the
basis bethe least valuable laudin the~
districtP

,1a. JACOBY : No. The difficulties
Of rating under the system proposed
were far less than under any other.
Orchard land, say within a radius of a
mile of Kelmseott railway station, might
be estimated at £5 per acre unimproved,
and the farther back one went the greater
would he the decrease in value, until
eventually the Government price of 10s.
per acre would be taken as the unim-
proved value. The result would be to
distribute the rating evenly.

MR. GORDON: A fictitious unimproved
value would be necessarily assumed for a
start, in order to produce revenue.

Mn. JACOBY: There was nothing
fictitious about the unimproved vrue.

MR. GORDON:- Would the hon. mem-
ber value a sandpatch as high as good
land ?

MR. JACOBY: The miethod of rating1
proposed was the fairest possible. The
roads boards had asked Parliameut for
permission to rate on the unimproved
value; they desired the option of doing
so. Probably, various roads boards would
not find it convenient or expedient to
avail, thems~elves of the option, but would
prefer to rate on either the annual1 or the
capital value. The roads boards par-
ticularlv anxious for the power were
those comprised within the Midland Rail-
way districts, which boards spent a good
dea of money on roads running through
the M idland Company's concession.
Th same remark applied, however, to
other roads boards through the State
whose districts comprised large areas
lying idle and contributing little to either
State or local revenue. The power was
necessary in order to reach the Midland
Railway Company, for example.

DR. O'CONNfOR: But the Midland
Railway Company was hankrupt.

MR. JACOBY. Nevertheless, it ought
to pay its fair share of rating. The
Minister for Works, who was responsible
for the Bill, when approached by the
municipal council of Midland Junction.
on this matter expressed himself as an
enthusiastic supporter of the principle of
rating on unimproved land values; but

when it came to a matter of practical
legislation, the hon. gentleman mde no
effort to embody his ideas in the Bill.
Agricultural and roads boards confer-
ences had asked for the adoption of this
system, year after year.

Mn. DA-erSsa: SO also had munici-
palities.

Ma. HOPKINS: While there was no
more ardent supporter than himself of
the system of rating on unimproved land
values, he felt bound to ask the Com-
mittee to bear in -mind that if the amend-
ment of the member for the Swan were
adopted, the Bill was not likely to pass
another place. The measure as proposed
to be amended by the select comimittee
represented a ma~rked advance on the
existing Act, and met with the approval of
every person interested in roads board
matters. Therefore we might be content
to pass the Bill with the select corn-
mittee's amendments, leaving the roads
boards conference to dea at its next
assembling with the question of rating
on unimproved land values, which ques-
tion needed to be considered with especial
care from the financial aspect. Having
consulted nearly all the members in the
Upper louse on this Bill, he had a strong
impression that to embody in it the
farther amendment moved by the mem-
ber for the Swan was likely to result in
the Bill being returned to us.

MR. GORDON: The simple manner in
which the member for the Swan had
moved the adoption of the system of
rating on unimproved land values was
rather staggering. That amendment
almost needed a, Bill in itself, since
several clauses would be required to lay
down a basis on which to estimate the
unimproved value.

31R. JACOBY:- It was only, a matter of
ass.essment.

MR. GORDON : 'Unimproved land
values might be estimated on various
bases. The improved or the capital value
was based en the rent value; but no firm
basis existed for estimating the unim-
proved value.

Mm. DAGLISH: The member for the
Swan had done well to bring forward his
proposition, even if his action resulted in
nothing more than an expression of
approval by the Committee of the principle
of allowing roads boards an opportunity
of rating on the unimproved instead of

Roads Bill: [1-5 OCTOBER, 1902.]
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on the capital value of land. It was sur-
prising to hear the member for Boulder
(Mr. Hopkins) ask the Committee to
hesitate to adopt the amendment 00 the
ground that if it were adopted the Bill
mnight be returned to us from the Upper
House. If that happened, then wo could
farther consider the matter and return the
Bill to another place either with or with-
out this amendment. The strongest
possible exception must be taken to the
proposition that this House was to pass
not legislation favoured by itself, but
legislation of which another place would
approve. A growing tendency to bow
dawn to another place had shown itself
this session. The sooner the Assembly
eons tituted the entire Legislature the
better it would be for the State. How-
ever, while we existed as one branch of a
dual Legislature, we should show a little
determination in expressing our opinions
and in embodying them in legislation,
instead of adopting the language of
" bated breath and w hispering humble-
ness." Roads boards ought to be given the
right to raise revenue in the manner
which seemned best to local ratepayers.
Why should imaginary difficulties of valua-
tion be raised P Before one could arrive
at the improved value of land, the unim-
proved value had to be estimated as a
basis. In every municipality, as in every
roads board district, there existed unim-
proved land of no rental value, which
nevertheless had to be valued for rating
purposes. The only point in question
appeared to be whether it was more
difficult to estimate the improved or the
unimproved value of land. In valuing
unimproved land, one could be guided by
the market. Some objected to taxing
land held for speculative purposes.

MR. DIAMOND:- Provide for the
principle by a proper Bill.

MR. DAGLjISH: The hon. member,
like many others, approved of the
prnceiple, but objected to its application.
Such members were in favour of every-
thing until introduced in a. tangible
shape.

Ma. Drnoxn: This was not atangible
shape.

MR. DAGLISH: In New Zealand the
principle had worked effectively.

Mn. DIAMON: Under a special Act.
MR. DAGT.JSH: Ain Act which left

it optional with the municipality to rate on

the unimproved or on the capital value;
and Many Municipalities had without
difficulty taken the unimproved value as
the basis.

Ma. HOPKINS: HOW apply it to 500
1)eople on a gold-mining lease P

MR. DAGLISH: Such questions were
asked to throw members off the track.
[Mn. HopEINs: No.) Let themn be
raised in speeches. Possibly passing the
amendmentwo uld necessitate other clauses
which could in a few hours be drawn to
govern the working of the principle;
but that was no reason for blocking the
introduction of the principle. Equally
absurd was the contention that the Com-
mittee were not competent to pass such
clauses. Let inewbers agree to the
amendment, and assist in framing clauses
whelm would give the principle a practical
application.

Mn. DIAMOND congratulated the
mover of the amendment (Mr. Jacoby),
and wished him success. The continuance
of the old system for so mnany years was
a mystery; for in addition to rating
property, it taxed enterprise, industry,
and pluck. A man improving his land,
thereby adding to the value of the
district, was rated more heavily than be
who held a simjilar block unimproved.

MRt. HlOPuis: The latter paid rates.
Mn. DIAMONTD:- But both should pay

the same ; and the principle should
apply to both town and country. The
man who did naught but wait for the
unearned increment paid less than the
man of enterprise. That the amendment
might he rejected in another place should
not prevent our doing our duty. The
member interjecting feared for the safety
of the Bill; bat if thie Assembly's %mend-
meats were rejected, we could still decide
whether they should be insisted on.

Mn. GORDON: A mnan not improv-
ing his property generally banked his
money, which was borrowed by those
wishing to improve. If all improved,
there would be no money to borrow.
Notice had been given a. week ago of this
amendment, but no machinery clauses
hadi been provided. He would oppose
that amnendment.

MR. JACOBY: The man who improved
his ground did not escare. Irrespective
of improvements, two blocks of the same
value would pay the same rate. As to

Ilack of machinery clauses, these Were
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exceedingly simple; and if the amend-
ment were carried, the Bill could readily
be redrafted. Probably it would be
sufficient to give to the board the right
to rate on the unimproved value up to
3d. in the pound; hut to settle the point
it would be necessary to take out the
gross unimproved value of the laud in a,
particular district, when, by ascertaining
the amount the board raised under the
present system, a fair idea might be
obtained of the maximum limit which
should lie provided. The member for
Boulder, who gave instances of places
where the system would not suit, should
remember it was -not compulsory but
optional. There were three options.
Most boards would rate on the unim-
proved value if they could, though, some
might prefer the annual and others the
capital value. As an experienced valuer,
he (Mr. Jacoby) knew that the unim-
proved valpe was the most simple; that
the capital and the annual values comn-
plicated the operation. In South Aus-
tralia, when assessments were being made
throughout the colony for a State land-

. tax: of a halfpenny in the pound, there
was no difficuilty.

Mn. HOPKiNS: That was done by
Act of Parliament. Why not introduce
a Bill here?

MnR. JAcony: That must be done by
the Treasurer.

Ma. HOPKINS; Not necessarily. Over
seven weeks ago this Bill was introduced,
and the report of the select committee
had been on the table for three weeks;
yet those who were heart and soul in
favour of unimproved value taxation had
not had time to draft, or to get prepared
by the draftsman, the amendments neces-
sary to give effect to their scheme.
Evidently they had found, on considera-
tio n, that it would be better to talk on the
abstract principle than to submit a. con-
crete proposition. The select com-
mittee, after devoting much time and
thought to the Bill, had submitted
such amendments as they deemed in
the best interests of the roads boards.
Those boards which were so anxious to
have the privilege of unimproved land
value extended to them could, by simply
coming within the operation of the Muni-
cipal Act and asking for a small amend-
ment, have a the benefit of land value
rating. The Roads Act was not for

suburban districts, but for rural and
pastoral districts; vet those country
boards for which the original Act was
passed were to be shoved aside to suit the
requirements of suburban communities,
who really ought to be under the Muni-
cipal Act, instead of taking advantage of
the Roads Act to escape the local rating
which otherwise the owners or tenants of
land would have to pay.

Ma. RASTLE: It was scarcely fair to
blame t-hose who introduced this matter
here for not bringing forward specific
clauses, The House some time ago chose
five of its memlbers to consider the Bill,
including the basis of taxation; and if
those members had dons their duty, they
would have made themselves acquainted
with the unimproved land value taxation
of Queensland and New Zealand.

Ma. HopKINs: They were acquainted*
with that long since.

Mn. HASTIE: If the clauses were
workable elsewhere, surely the select com -
mittee should have been able to suggest
some slight amendment here.

MR. HoPKINs: That committee had
other queations to consider.

Mal. HASTIE: The idea of taxing
land on the unimproved value was pretty
well known to a large number of people.
The amendment (Mr. Jacoby's) was a
necessary one to insert in the Bill. It
was not mandatory, but the people in
each district could adopt. this mode of
rating if they believed it would be fair to
ratepayers. The principal reason why
ratepayers Who elected roads boards were
anxious for this system was that most of
the owners and occupiers improved their
land, and they had to pay a great deal of
additional rating, whilst they were at the
samne time increasing the value of the
property of other people who hitherto
had escaped rating. If roads boards
found it impossible by this system to get
the amount of rates they otherwise would
get, they could under the Bill go back and
rate on the ordinary basis. The other
House would never dream of rejecting the
Bill if we inserted this provision, because
they could return the Bill as we loft it,
but leaving out this provision. Until we
found that the members of the other
House refused to allow roads boards to
rate themselves as they liked, we had no
business to assume difficulties in that
direct-ion.

. Roads Bill. [15 OCTOIJER, 1902.]
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Ma. DIAMOND: As to arriving at
the unimproved value of land, if one
block was good for gardening and a block
near it consisted of building sand, an
expert valuer would not value the sand
black at the same price as the garden
block. Then again in valuing land
sections in a town, the position rather than
the quality of the soil was eon sidered. This
Bill was for roads boards, and the value
of a block for rating purposes would be
arrived at by appointing a duly qualified
valuator, as was done by a municipal
council in a town. There was no more
difficulty in arriving at the value for
rating purposes in a country district than
in a. town. The feeling was that the
select committee had done valuable work
in regard to this Bill; but surely the
member for Boulder would not expect us
to merely register the decisions of that
select committee.

MR. GORDON: In New Zealand, if
an owner refused to pav on the amount
of the valuation, 10 per cent. was (he
believed) added, and on that increased
value the land could be taken over by the
Governmnent or by the local council. They
took it aver if the man would not pay his
tax or rate.

Mn. HOPKINS: The proposition as
it stood (being the same as recommended
by the select committee) would enable a
board to strike a rate on the capital value
of unimproved property. What was the
difference between striking a, rate on the
capital value of a thousand acres of un-
improved land, and imposing a shilling
rate on the unimproved value of tht
land ?

Ma. HASTIE: Supposing the hon.
member went to South Perth and bought
a block of land for £50, and he (Mr.
Hastie) purchased one at the same price;
if the member for Boulder improved his
block, to the extent of £150, then the
capital value of that block would be
£200. If he (Mr. Hastie) did nothing to
his block, the improvements made by the
member for Boulder would increase the
value of his (Mr. Rastie's) block to the ex-
tentof say X10, and theecapital valueof that
block would be £60; so that according to the
mode of rating prescribed in this Bill the
member for Boulder would pay rates on
£200, and he (Mr. Hastie) would pay on
£60. The rate would be on the capital
value of each black.

MR. DAGLISH: Whether Land was
improved or unimproved, the rating
should be on the unimproved value. If
" A" held 500 acres and left it in
its virgin state, he should be rated at
precisely the same amount as "1B " who
likewise held 500 acres and spent a
thousand pounds in improving the land.
In the present system " B" would be
rated on a capital value of £1,500.

MR. HoPKIms: He would he rated on
the annual value.

Mu. DAGLISH: - The amendment (Mr.
Jacohy's) was that roads boards should

I ave the option of rating on the annual
value, the capital value, or the unimproved
value. It was to the advantage of the
whole community that a mkan who spent
nothing on his property should he rated
equally with the man who did spend
money in improving his land. The
usef ul man in a community was he who
circulated money in labour, in buying
commodities, or in one of the thousand
ways in which it could be circulated.
The member for South Perth was anxious
to spoon-feed the speculator, while he
(Mr. Daglish) was anxious to assist the
man who genuinely gave his labour and
capital to the improvement of the State.
He was anxious to discourage the holding
of ground for speculative purposes, and
to encourage the holding of ground for
the benefit of the individual and the com-
munity alike. The discussion would not
have evolved the heat it had done if the
select committee which inquired into the
Bill had only recommended the principle
of rating on unimproved land values.
The mode of valuation was, after all, a
matter on which there were many differ-
ences of opinion, and there always would
be differences in regard to the values
placed on unimproved or improved pro-
perty. If improved property in a muni-
cipality was occupied by a tenant, the
municipal council would be able to assess
the value sufficiently for rating purposes;
but that valuation would not be accepted
probably by either a buyer or a seller of
the property. If a property were im-
proved, but not occupied by a tenant, it
was almost essential that the improved
value should be obtained first, so as to
arrive at a basis for the valuation of
the whole property. The member for
Boulder wishbed to send Bills to the Upper
House warranted harmless, warranted to
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have provisions which were not obnoxious
to another place; be wished to label them
"1Caution: not to be taken by members
of the Council." We were to understand
that the proposal, in the hon. member's
opinion, would be poisonous to members
of the Council. The hon. member had
hitherto objected when other members,
supposed to be more timid than himself,
hinted that the council would raise objec-
tions to&aBill. The member for Eculder
had been a warm advocate of principle and
not expediency, yet to-night he had weak-
ened in his professions.

Mn. QUfNLhAN: It would be advisable
to defer the amendment until the recoin-
mittalof the Bill, and then have provisions
drawngu somewhat in accord with those
in the Muicipal Act defining the meaning
of - capital value" and "unimproved
value." That would settle the procedure
As to rating by boards in the future. He
was in accord with the rating of unim-
proved values, if we adopted the method
provided in the Municipal Act If the
amended form of the clause as proposed
by the Minister for Works were adopted,
there would still be the question as to
what was intended by the capital value
or the annual value of land.

MR. HOPKINS said he was willing to
have some provision put in the Bill similar
to that in the Municipal Act, so that the
two measures would be identical in regard
to valuation, as the select committee bad
intended. There should be added to this
Bill the powers and duties of valuators
similar to those in the Municipal Act.

MRt. JACOBY: In moving the amend-
meat, his idea was to affirmu the principle;
and if members were in favour of giving
to roads hoards the option he proposed,
then it would be necessary to draft some
consequential amendments. He was glad
the member for Boulder was in favour of
the principle, and that a large landowner
like the member for Toodya~y supported
it. The most simple method of assess-
ment was on unimproved values. The
amendment might be passed now, and
progress be reported to enable the conse-
quential clauses to be drafted.

Mu. HOPKINS was willing that the pro-
posed newclauseshouldbeproceeded with,
and the present clause be considered later.

THE CHAiRmAN:. The new clauses (on
the Notice Paper) could not be dealt
with until this clause was, disposed of.

Tnr COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
the amendment of the member for the
Swan were passed, and prvsin similar
to those in the Municipal Act were
added, the amendment would become
redundant, and would have to be struck
out of the Bill subsequently. If the
hon. member wished to affirm a prin-
ciple of this sort, it could be better dlone
by a substantive motion, or by giving
notice of the insertion of new clauses on
recommittal.

Mn. JACOBY: If the Committee car-
ried the amendment, it would be easy to
define subsequently the method of rating
on the uimproved value. He wished to
know if the Committee were in favour of
his proposal.

MR. HOPKINS: Would it be desirable
to refer the Bill back to the select com-
mittee for the purpose of having clauses
drafted to provide for rating on the
unimproved value of l andV That would
overcome the difficulty.

THEi CHAIRMAN: The Bill could not
be referred hack to the select committee
at this stAge.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Per-.
baps it would be well to report progress.
By the next sitting the new clauses could
be drafted, and members be enabled to
study them. i the past road boards bad
not been too fond of rating themselves;
and it was quite possible in the future, if
it were decided to rate on the unim-
proved value alone, very little funds
would be available for the boards to deal
with. Therefore it would be necessary to
give increased power of rating. That
power was equally necessary if the system
of rating on unimproved values were
adopted.

MR. JA&CODY: The rate proposed, 2s. 6d.
in the X, was more than ample.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: In
the absence of that power be would object
to the amendment, because the old business
of cowing tothe Goverumeutfor assistance
would be revived, Re moved that pro-
gress be reported and leave asked to sit
again.

Motion (progress) put, and a division
taken with the following result: -

Ayes ..
Noes ..

Majoril

12

piefr ... 6
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ArES. Nane.
Mr. E*ing Mr. Atkins

NrButcher
Mr. Gordon M agl'=h,M~r. Gregory Air. DiamonMr. Hajward Mr. Uti
Mr. Ubpkinso Mt; Molina
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Johnson
Xr. Iwgwrb Mr. liaison
Mr. Jame0 Mr. Pigott
Mr.Knanl Mr. Stan'Mr. McDonald Mr. Taylor
Mr. MArgans Mr, Jacoby (Toler).
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Quinlca
Mr, Reid
S1r 3. G. Lee Steene
Mr. Wallae
Mr. Higlam (Taller).

Motion thus passed.
Progress reported, and leave, given to

sit again.

TRANSFER OF LAND ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

AMENDMENT REONSIDERED.

The Legislative Council having dis-
agreed to an amendment made by the
Assembly, the Council's reasons were
now considered, in Committee.

Tim PREMIER (Than. Walter James):
Hon. members would no doubt recollect
the discussion initiated b Y the members
for Cue (Mr. flhingworth) and Boulder
(Mr. Hopkins), in connection with Clause
4. Asi a result of that discussion the
clause was amended, and the Bill was
now returned to us from the Legislative
Counvcil with an intimation of dissent
from the Assemibly's amendmnent. Pr-ac-
tically, the Council again presen ted the
clause to us as it stood when the Bill
came to this Chamber in the first in-
stance. On the day -after the dliscussion
referred to took place, he had interviewed
the Registrar of Titles, who took a keen
interest in the Bill. That officer bad
assured him that the amendments pro.
posed by the Bill as then in type, namely
the Bill as it came to us from the Legis-
lative Council in the first instance, would
place our legislation in a, line with the
Transfer of L~and Acts of South Aus-
tralia, New South Wales, Queensland,
Tasmania, and New Zealand, but would
make it different from that of Victoria.
The Registrar had farther stated that,
having been in communication with the
Registrar of Victoria, he knew that State
approved of legislation which, on this
particular matter, existed in all the
States previously mentioned. In the
circumstances, one was inclined to think
that the Bill as originally received from

Ithe Legislative Council was a better
mveasure than as amended. He therefore
moved that the Assembly's4 amendment
be not insisted. on.

Mn. ThLINGWORTH: While quite
satisfied. that the amendment made by
this Chamber afforded a reasonable
solution of a difficulty, he hardly thought
the subject worth a. fight. On a ques-
tions of regulations, lie would be glad of
an assurance from the Premier that
owners of land and dealers in land wouild
be treated as liberally as possible in
respect'of fees. He imaagined that the
corresponding fees in the sister States
and New Zealand must be merely
nomninal, as otherwise they would not be
submitted to. A foe of 32s. 6d. on
every block sold out of a subdivided
estate was altogether excessive.

Thui PREMI:ER:- That fee, as be under-
stood the Registrar, was not imposed
where one title was lodged.

Mn. ILLING WORTH:. At all events,
the fee had been charged. If the Govern-
ment were prepared to act liberally, we
Igh t meet the Council in this matte.

Question passed, and the amendment
not insisted on.

.Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a message accordingly returned to
the Legislative Council.

NINES DEVELOPMENT BEL[,.
IN COMMITTEE.

THE MIwIsTuut oP MINES in charge.
Clauses I to 7, inclusive--agreed to.
Clause 8-Power to grant applica-

tions:-
Mn. HASTIE: The clause seemed too

stringent. More discretion might be
given to the Minister in enforcing the
conditions.

TnuE MINISTER FOR MINES:- None
desired a. repetition of the Victorian
experience of some years ago. For every
pound advanced, the company should
expend one pound. Of this clause advan-
tage wonld seldom be taken. Years ago,
Mr. Lefroy, when Minister, had made an
advance to a Norseman company on con-
ditions similar to these. No good develop-
ments bad resulted; the State had lost
some £600 or £700, and the company
a similar amount. Had there been a
profit, the advantage would have been
mutual. Recently, at Buloug a corn.

Afines Development Bill.
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pany which bad driven some 1,200 to
1,400 feet had asked for assistance to
drive another 1,000 feet. This assistance
he (the Minister) would have granted had
there been power, for the grant would
have been beneficial to the district. But
as these advances would probably be infre-
quent, it should not be too easy for the
Minister to make them without taking all
necessary precautions; and unless undue
harshness could be indicated, he would not
ask that the clause be amended. There
would be no objection to amending the
next Clause, which rendered obligatory
a mortgage over the company's machi nery
and plant.

Ma. HASTIE: That amendment would
meet the case.

MR. NANSON: Why were the large
advances limited to companies, and not
extended to persons ?

THE; MINISTER FOR MINES: Later
he would wove that the maximum
advance to the latter should be £300
instead of £200.

MR. NANSON zA person owning a
good mine should be entitled to an
advance where the conditions were the
same as those of a company.

TEE MINISTER FOR MINES:
Rarely were they the same. Only where
operations had been carried on at places
where the expenditure of large sums for
considerable periods would he necessary
to test and develop the property, would
advances be made to cornpanies. A per-
son would seldom find himself in such
circumstances. If he did, there would be
no objection to his having the larger
advance.

THE PREMIER: Better limit that to
companies. Mines owned by private
persons were exceptional.

MR. HASTIE:- No. The majority
were thus owned.

Tmu PREMIER: To allow a private
person to apply would probably open the
door to abuses resulting from speculative
applications.

MR. HOLMAN:. For the last 10 years,
on the Murchison private owners had
worked their own mines and properties
acquired from companies. The clause
should be extended to unregistered
syndicates and other private persons.

Mx. WALLACE: One man might
work a mine for years, yet he would not
be entitled to the £1,000 advance, no

matter how good his security. To a com-
pany such an advance would be paltry.
and few would apply for it. Sooner
would they wind up; for the law costs
alone would amount to some £50. Better
assist the man wh o developed the country.

Ms. LLLINGWORTH: On the Mur-
chison were numerous properties each
worked for years by a few men, and it
was these who deserved help, for they
had no intention of selling. Large
regstered companies were unlikely to
require small loans, and onlv small com-
panies would apply. True, small
syndicates could register to obtain the
advance; but that would involve un-
necessary trouble, Unlike the genuine
pioneer miner, a, limited company could
raise funds by calls. -"Partnerships,"
or some similar word, should be added
to the definition.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: The
object of this was that large sums of
money should be advanced where a big
sum had been expended and where the
work to be done was of national import-
ance. To his knowledge it had never
happened that any such work had been
undertaken by an individual or small
syndicate; but with a view of meeting
the ideas of the Committee, the Bill
could be recommitted with the object
of including in the interpretation of
"company " a syndicate or partnership.

Mn. HOLMAN: The clause ought to
refer to an individual as well. In
Nannine there was a mnan named Robin-
son working a mine nearly 10 years
ago. There were several others working
there, and they were companies. Some
time ago they went to pieces, and one
man bought the properties. This man
was doing in a. great measure pioneer
mining at Nanntine, and if he were pre-
vented from receiving assistance under
this Bill, in case he required it, it would
be doing him an injustice. A thousand
pounds was not much good to a com-
pany doing pioneer mining. A pioneer
company was a company which desired
to set out "1on its own " in pioneer
country which had not been pioneered
before. If we were going to assist
pioneer mining, we should be prepared
to advance up to £10,000.

M:&. NAN SON moved that after the
word "company," in line 5, the words
,or persion" be inserted. He took it
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that if this amendment were carried
the Bill could be recommitted and the
consequential amendments made, and
"1person " could be made to apply to the
plural as well as the singular.

THE PREMIER: The better way would
be to strike out the word " company"
and insert " applicant."

Ma. NANSON: Very good.
Amendment by leave withdrawn.
Mn. NAXSON moved that the word

"company," in line 5, be struck out, and
"applicant " inserted in lieu.

Amendment passed, and the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 9--Company to execute Mort-
gage:

THEn MINISTER FOR MINES: The
Minister was bound to compel an appli-
cant to execute a mortgage. It might he
desirable sometimes that 'a mortgage
should be effected, because the working
might not be such that it would be wise
for the Minister to grant such a large
amount of money without additional
securities, and he thought that mightb
left to the discretion of the Minister. He
muoved that the word "shall," in lne 2,
be struck out, and " may be require to"
inserted in lieu.

MR. BUTCHER: It would be very
unwise to make this alteration. It would
be contrary to all business principles to
advance a person money without taking
a, mortgage. No financial institution in
the world would do it.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: It
was made compulsory by a regulation that
a lien upon the mine, that was the land,
should be made to the Crown before any
advance in any shape or form was ob-
tainied. The opinion of the Rouse was
that vwe should not insist upon a. mnort-
gage upon the mining machinery and the
other assets of the company. The money
was advanced with a, view of developing
the industry. We took a lien upon the
mine itself, and he thought that we
should also have a lien on all the assets
of the company. But the general opinion
was that a mortgage should not be taken
upon the plant.

MR. ILLINciwowRn: Not in every case;
in same cases.

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

Clause 10-Payments to Minister to
form first charge on company's profits:

TABn PREMIER moved that the words
"the companky," in line 2, be struck out,

and "any company to which an advance
is made " inserted in lieu,

MR. HASTIE: This clause declared.
that any company or any party of men
to whoa. ank advance was made should
not he able to divide amongst themselves
any advantage.

Tu PREMIER: No; it did not
provide anything of the sort. It was
intended to strike out "the company"
and insert "applicant" all through.
The provision referred to companies only.

Amendment passed, and the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clauses 11, 12, lB-agreedl to.
Clause 14-Advances for prospecting:
MR. WALLACE: Could not the

Minister make the clause more liberal
and extend the limit of advances to pro-

ispetors ? He mnoved that in line 2 theIword " two " be struck out and "6three "
inserted in lieu. This would increase the
advances from £200 to £2300.

Amendment passed.
MR. HOLMAN: If a miner was pro-

spcting some distance out, where it was
difficult for the geologist to travel, how
long would the applicant have to wait
until a report was received F Would the
report be obtained immediately or would
the prospector have to wait two or three
years? If a party was out at Peak Hill
and wanted assistance, it would have
to wait until a report from the geologist
or mining engineer had been received
before assistance was granted. What
steps were to be taken to have a report
mnade ?

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: It
must not be supposed that the department
would advance money before a report was

Iobtained, for it must be understood that
no money would be advanced until a
report was received. The geological de-
partment had such a small staff that upon

Ithe Estimates which were coming forward
pro-visiou was made for another geologist,
and also for a State mining engineer;
therefore there would be better facilities
in the future for obtaining reports. A
great deal would depend on the class of
report required. If a prospector wished
to sink for water or there was an applica-
tiona from a leaseholder for assistance in
regard to machinery, action could be
taken upon the report from the inspector
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of mines of the distric.t; but if assistance
was required for boring, the department
woudd have to send seome one with geo-
logical knowledge to relport. There would
be a little delay in such a case.

Clause as amended agreed to.
Clauses 15 to 21, inclusive- agreed to.-
Clause 22-Public bodies may apply

for assistance towards prospecting:-
Maf.- HOLMAN:- Was it in thle power

of the Minister to grant assistance to
leaseholders as well as to municipalities.
roads boards, and miners' associations?
He moved that after " miners' associa-
tions," in line 6, the word 11leaseholders"
be inserted.

MR. TAYLOR: This clause dealt more
with the national aspect of the question,
and not with companies or individuals.

TH E COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
object of the member for North Murchi-
son was met by Clause 6 of the Bill,
which provided that the description of
pioneer mining proposed to'be done, the
probable cost, the miachinery proposed to
be obtained, and so forth, should be
handed to the Minister when the appica-
tion was made. It was competent for
any company or private individual doing
pioneer mining to make application.
The clause referred to public bodies, and
enabled them to avail themselves of the
advantages held out tinder the Bill.

MRa. ILLITNGWORTR: it was not
desirable to grant aid to a particular
company' to expllore one wine. The
extension of the Bill in this direction
was very valuable, eauso there were
certain districts which were falling away,
yet everybody in the district was satisfied
that there was gold at a depth. It would
not be quite fair for the Government to
pick out any particular company and
develop their p~roperty. If a geologist
visited the district he might explorea
hune which would he of advantage to all
the companies in the district.

MR. WALLACE:- This point had
troubled him when looking over the Bill,
but he was satisfied on referring the
matter to the Minister that the question
of the national im portance of boring camne
under the clause. Before inquiring from
the Minister, the views he had held were
similar to those which had been expressed
by the member for Mount Margaret
Under Clause 24, the Ministe-r had the.
power, on the recommnendatiou of hit, pro-

fessional officers, to bore for minerals,
water, or anything else. Seeing bow
liberal the State had. been in aiding the
development of agriculture, why should
not some consideration be shown by agri-
cultural members, who were conspicuous
by their absence, for the development of
the State's mineral resources? It was to
be hoped that the Minister would exercise
his powers under Clause 24 freely, and
spend even £10,000 in assisting com-
panies to sink or bore, or generally to
test the mineral resources of a district.
Whether an adjoining company benefited
from the work was beside the question,
so long as the industry was advantaged,
and the State with it, by the proving of
.gold-hearing country. The right to the
benefit from all discoveries might be
reserved to the people if the Minister
put down bores at the sole expense of the
State.

MR. ATKINS: Unlike the mining
inutjthe agricultural industry had

nvrbeen given money, but had merely
been lent money.

MuIsIRsEAnn MxnnBE: No money
would he given to the mining industry
under this Bill.

MR. H ASTIE : The member for Mount
Magnet (Mr. Wallace) had stated that
the intention of the clause was that
niunicipalities, roads boards, and other
public bodies should be given assistance
towards proving country; but one was
puzzled to know what sort of munici-
pality, roads board, or other public body
would avail itself of the clause unless
given a prior option of taking up the
ground to be proved. If a big discovery
were made, a few mna would take up
fair-sized areas and if possible sell them,
and the people in the district would not
be particularly benefited. In the cir-
cumstances one should not be surprised
to find the municipalities holding back.

Mn. WALACE: Let the State bear the
whole cost of proving country.

MR. HASTIIE: If there were a couple
of millions to spare, well and good. No
benefit had yet resulted from expenditure
of this nature, though we hoped by con-
tinuing the expenditure to gain an advan-
tage eventually. Perhaps some bon.
member would suggest an amendment by
-which the clause -would offer assistance
to any body of individuals ready to prove
their earn~estness and guarantee their

in Committee. 1617
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bona fides by themselves spending a
certain amount. The reply, of the Minis-
ter for Mines to the contention of the
member for Mt. Magnet (MT. Wallace)
would be that if one district were tested,
every other district with good prospects
of getting gold at depth must also be
tested.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES:
Clause 25 would meet the objections
raised by the hon. member. With a view
to looking farther into the matter, he
moved that progress be reported.

Progress reported, and leave given to
sit again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10-39 o'clock,

until the next day.

Lrg isztatib e %sosrnb 1p,
Thursday, 161&. October, 1902.
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The SPnArx~n took the chair at 4,30
o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the MINISTER FOR MINES (for the
Treasurer): Lands purchased for Rail-
way Deviation, Perth - Fremnantle line;
Particulars as ordered 7th August.

Ordered: To lie on the table.

QUESTION-RAILWAY CROSSING,
COOLGARDIE.

Ali. JOHNSON, for Mr. Reid, asked
the Minister for Railways:- i, Whether
he is aware of the dangerous nature of
Fell's Crossing at Coolgardie. 2, If so,
whether meas~ures; will lbe adopted to
insure the safety of the residents from
injury by passing trains, by the erection

1of gates, or an overhead bridge, or both,
at this dangerous crossing.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
ireplied: i, Yes; but all crossings are
more or less dangerous. 2, During the

erypart of 1901 a, crossing was made
a eiioi Street, a short distance from

Pell's Crossing, and it was then proposed
to close the latter. In deference, how-
ever, to the wishes of the Coolgardie
people, and in the hope that traffic would
be diverted to the new crossing, the
question of closing Pell's Crossing was
allowed to drop. The matter will now
be reconsidered.

QUESTION-DREDGING AT FEE-
MANTLE.

Mna. HIGHAM asked the Minister for
Works: Whether any of the timber
companies have approached the Govern-
ment with the view of having at deep
channel dredged through the Success and
Parmelia Banks to Cobkburn Sound; if
so, the terms of their request and the
reply givenl.

THE MINISTER FOR 'WORKS re-
plied: No requests had been received.

QUESTIONS (2)-RAILWAYS, CLASSIFI-
CATION OF STAFF.

M-n. JOHNSON, for Mr. Daglish, asked
the Minister for Railways: Whether the
classification of the clerical and profes-
sional staff of the Railway Department
has been commenced, and when it is
expected to be compteted.

THE MINISTER FOR~ RAILWAYS
replied:- This matter is having c;onsider-
ation. The Commissioner and heads of
branches are now sitting in conference
with the representatives of the Traffic,
staff.

Ma. JOHNSON also asked: When a
Bi3l for the classification of the railway
servants will be introduced.

THn MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: The Commissioner and heads of
branches are now sitting in conference

Questions.


