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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
3 p.m., and read prayers.

BILL—CITY OF PERTH IMPROVE-
MENT.

Read a third time and passed.

BILL — CRIMINAL CODE AMEND.
MENT,

In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day; Hon,
W. Kingsmill in the Chair, the Colonial
Secretary in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Progress had been
reported on a new clause by Hon. D.
. Gawler, to stand as Clanse 2, as fol-
lows:—“Section 191 of the Code is here-
by amended as follows, by the addition
of the following paragraph:—Any per-
son found commitiing any of the offences
defined in this section may be arrested
by a police officer without warrant. By
striking out the words “two years,” in the
eighteenth line of such section, and insert-
ing in lien thereof the words ‘not less
than one and not exceeding two years.”

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was his intention to oppose the proposed
new clause, becanse it was quite unneces-
sary. By Section 344 of the Criminal
Code, a police officer had the power to
arrest withont warrant any person whom
he found eommitting an indictable offence.
To allow a police officer to arrest a per-
son for alleged proeuration without a
warrant, for instance, on a mere ex parte
statement, hon. members would admit,
would be extremely dangerous, parti-
colarly as Section 191 provided that
no person ecould be convicted for
procuration on the uncorroborated
testimony of one witness. The pro-
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posed new clause would give tremendous
power to the police; it would enable a
coustable to arrest without a warrant; in
fact, it would be a specifie instruction to
him to arrest withont having recourse to
a warrant, The police as a body were a
tactful and prudent class of men, but it
had to be remembered that they entered
the force while they were still young and
mnexperienced men, and full of enthu-
siasm. They might go out in the per-
formance of their duty and ecome to the
conclusion, perbhaps on very poor evi-
dence, that some person had been guilty
of preoeuration, and they might lodge him
in the lock-up, and that person might
eventnally prove that he was an innocent
man. Under the existing law it was not
likely that such an arrest would be made
without a warrant, though they could de
so, If the proposed new clause was added,
a constable would have the power to ar-
rest without a warrant on any occasion.
New clause put and negatived.
Schedule, Preamble, Title—agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment.

Recommittal.
On motion by Hon, M. L. Moss, Bill
recommitted for the further considera-
tion of Clause 9,

Clause 9—Restraint of marriage:

Hon, M. L. MOSS: It was onfortu-
nate that there was not a larger attend-
ance of members present, because he
would have liked to have tested the feel-
ing of all on the question of the advisable-
ness of the retention of this clause. Never-
theless, he still wanted the House to re-
cord another expression of opinion upon
this most extraordinary clause, Ii had
not been introduced by the Government,
and was not part of the Government
policy; it bad been introduced by a pri-
vate member in another place, and it was
the most extraordinary attempt at legis-
lation ever heard of. It was certain that
such a clanse did not find a place on the
statutes of any other Brifish possession,
partieularly Subclause 4, which, perbaps,
was to be found only in the Customs Act
or the Immigration Restriction Act, and
whieh provided that the ecomplaint in the
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summons would be deemed to be proof in
the absence of proof to the contrary. In
this great, free country, where everyone
was innocent until proved guilty, were
we going to support a measure which con-
tained such a provision? It was ounly
necessary for an employer to threaten
to dismiss a man and he would render
himself liable to a fine up to £500. Such
legislation would net be found even in
darkest Russia or anywhere else on the
face of the earth. We should not dis-
fizure the legislation on our statute-book
by such a provision. Another expression
of opinion should be obtained from the
Committee, and if there was not a larger
attendance of members before the vote
was taken, he would be eandid and say
that when the third reading stage was
teached he would still persevere in his
desire.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Let progress be
reported nntil Tuesday.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: Any other hon.
member could take that eourse, but he
could not, This was not a trivial affair,
and he was doubtful whether it ought to
be in the Criminal Code at all. Bven if
we were to pass this class of legislation,
it would be bard to justify it from the
public “platform. Hon. members sarely
did not recognise how far they went at
the previous sitting when they voted in
favour of the retention of the clanse.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: On the pre-
vipus day he remained silent on this
clause beecause he did not believe that
the Council would pass it. Much to his
amazement if was carried. He did not
think it was necessary to make any strong
comment At present, hecause possibly
there had been some misconception on the
division yesterday. If the clanse could
not be eut out, he trusted that the matter
wounld be thoroughly discussed and that
there would be a full division.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Is the Minister
willing to. report progress and allow this
to stand over till Tuesday?

The Colenial Secretary: Yes.

Progress reported.
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BILL—LAND VALUATION.

Second Reading.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M. Drew) in moving the second read-
ing sald: This is rather an important
pieee of legislation, and what T propose
to do is to give briefly and precisely an
oniline of the Bill, and afterwards ex-
plain its provisions, elause by elause, The
object of the Bill is to endeavour to es-
tablish a uniform system of valuation for
Government and local authority purposes.
A measure having a similar object is al-
ready on the statute-book of New Zea-
land, I do not say that this Bill has been
copied from the New Zealand Act; it has
not. In some respects this measure dif-
fers from the New Zealand legislation, but
in many respects the principles are identi-
cal. The Aet which is in existenee in
New Zealand has proved a very useful

piece of legislation, and there has
been no suggestion since it was
placed  upon  the stalute-book for
its repeal. T think the necessity for

the introduetion of this Bill has- already
been verv well demonstrated, Revenue
is raised by the Government and local au-
thorities per medinm of taxation on the
values of land, The arrangement of the
rate of taxation presents no difficulties,
but to arrive at a fair value of land is
quite a different matter, The Government
have their own valuers, the local authori-
ties have theirs; each authority has its
assessors and eaeh assessor proceeds on
his own lines. Each is swayed by bis own
particular ideas, and the resnlt, very
often, is that there are grave disparities
between the valuations. It very often
happens that there is a very wide diff-
erence between the valuations in one dis-
trict and those in the distriet adjoining,
and for no perceptible reason. The land
may be exactly the same in point of
quality, but it has been shown in many
instances that there is a very wide dif-
ference between the valnations, and this
is all due to the fact that different val-
uers have been chosen and there is no
uniform system of valuation. Then the
Taxation Department sends an  officer
along to make a valuation and he strikes
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out on his own, and perbaps eomes to a
totally different conelusion. All this has
created considerable discontent in the
eommunity, and tends to show the need
for some well-ordered and uniform ays-
tem of arriving at the true value of land.
That is what this Bill is designed to do.
It may not be a safeguard against defec-
tive valuation because we all know that
perfection of human effort is impossible,
but it will be an improvement on exist-
ing methods by which some people carry
lighter and others heavier burdens of
taxation than are justified. The Bill pro-
vides for the appointment of a Valuer
General and staff who will be entrusted
with the responsibility of valuing all
lands for State purposes and also for
local government purposes. The powers
in that respect now enjoyed by the local
authorities will be taken away and eon-
centrated in the Valuer General and his
staff.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Are you going to tell
us what this department will cost to run?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: [
have no figures on that point. Right of
appeal against any assessment is given
under the Bill. The taxpayer must take
action within 60 days after the assess-
ment, and the decision of the court of re-
view, which is established under the meas-
ure, will be final. The taxpayer can also
appeal annnally whether there is an an-
nual valuation or not. It is not pro-
posed o have a fresh valuation every
year but the opportunity is afforded the
taxpayer of appealing once a year if he
wants to do so. The values fixed under
this system will be used for State land
taxation purposes, municipal, health and
roads board rating, and the determining
of probate duty. The valuations will
also be of some help to Govermment in-
stitutions which lend money—the Agri-
enltural Bank, the Savings Bank, and
the Workers’ HHomes Board. 1 do not
say that the valuvations will be aecepted,
but at any rate they will be of some aid.
There is another aspect of the case which
is worthy of consideration and that is
that this system will render unnecessary
the present duplication of valning. There
will be one valuation instead of two, and
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whilst that will be, no doubt, a bad thing
for the professional valuer, it will be a
good thing for the general taxpayer. The
Bill will also apply to all land resumed
by the Government for railway and pub-
lic works purposes, and the values ar-
rived at under the measure will be used
for the purpose of deciding what ecom-
pensation the person whose land is re-
sutmed is entitled to. Many instances
bave oecenrred in which owners, in send-
ing in their returns to the Commissioner
of Taxation, have put in very low valu-
ations, but a few months afterwards when
the land has been resumed by the Gov-
ernment for publie purposes, the price of
the land has gone up two, three, and some-
times fourfold. The position in respect
of these resumptions is this: if the first
valuation was too low the person who
sent in that valuation was attempting lo
rob the Government, and probably did
rob them, and if it was correct in the
first instance the second elaim was i
take sometbing from the Government
which the owner should not take. 1t is
recognised that very careful valuation is
necessary for purposes of resumption
and a provision is inserted in the Bill
whereby, in such cases, a special valna-
tien may be made, so that the interesis
of the owner are safeguarded in every
respeet. There is also an appeal against
this special valuation; in fact, there can
be no alteration of the register at all in
regard to the value of the land without
giving the owner of that land full oppor-
tunity to appeal against the valuation.
As I said before, a somewhat similar
reeasure is on the New Zealand staiute-
book, and T wil) read an extract from the
report of the Valuver General of New
Zealand on the operations of the measure
and its beneficial effeets in the Dominion.
He says—

Prior to the passing of the Govern-
ment Valuation Land Act, 1806, there
was an entire absence of uniformity
in the system of making valuations of
land within the Colony for Government
purposes. Each lending department
employed a separate set of loeal
valuers for valuing mortgage securities.
The Land Tax Depariment periodically
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employed a small army of temporary
valuers when it required a new valua-
tion of the land of the Colony for
taxation purposes, and each local
anthority bad its own particular
method of making up its roll for the
levying of rates. With such a diver-
sity of methods employed it is not to
be wondered at that values were un-
even, and in many cases unreliable.
Some valuers possessed sufficient in-
dependence to act fearlessly; others
did not. Some had a system of their
own which was different from that
adopted by others, and some did not
thoroughly understand the principles
affecting land valuation. The advent of
the Government Valuation of Land
Act, however, introduced a new system,
under which the defects of the former
system were, if possible, to be over-
come. All valoes required by the Gov-
ernment Departments and by local
bodies, whether for loan, taxation or
other purposes, are now made by val-
uers employed by the State. Those val-
uers work upon the one system which
is laid down by the abhove-named Aet,
and are responsible to the Government
alone. They receive a regular salary.
and when valning for loan purposes
are not dependent for their remunera-
tion upon the good will of the person
whose property they are valuing, Land
tax is levied on the unimproved value,
and so also are lhe local rates in dis-
tricts where the rating on Unimproved
Value Aet is in force, It is therefore
partienlarly necessary that uniformity
of unimproved values should be studied
by the valuer, otherwise one owner
would be rated unfairly in comparison
with his neighbour. When the valnes
appearing on a roll become out of date
revision takes place, but before any
revised values ean take effect the dis-
trict must be gazetted for revision by
Order in Council. There is no fixed
period between one revision and an-
other. The necessity for revision de-
pends upon whether or not the roll
values are correct.

That Bill was passed in New Zealand in
1896, over 17 years ago, and it appears
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to have given general satisfaction ever
since; at any rate, there is no suggestion
that it should be repealed, I will now
dircet the attention of members to the
different clauses of the Bill, The defini-
tion of “improved value” is taken from
Commonwealth legislation. The im-
proved value is arrived at by adding to
the eapital sum representing the unim-
proved value the value of any improve-
ments on the land, and the unimproved
valne is taken as the sum which the fee
simple would be expected to realise if
offered for sale on such reascnable terms
as a bona fide seller would require. That
is the basis of ealculation which has heen
adopted in other legislation in which the
capital unimproved value had to be de-
temined. For the purposes of the Bill
“owoner” includes every person having any
interest in land and the immediate owner
is the person in possession or enjoyment
or use of the land, but the term is ex-
tended to apply also to a mortgagee in
possession, Under Clanse 3 the Gov-
ernor is empowered to fix by proclama-
tion distriets for the purposes of the Bill
which shall have no application to land
outside of such proclaimed districts. The
Bill will not come into force antomatically
throughout the State; it will come into
force by instalments per medium of pro-
elamation. The provisions of the Bill alse
will not apply to any land which is not
subject to rate or tax under a State law.
In Clauses 5, 6, and 7 provision is made
for the appointment of a Valuer General
and a deputy, whose offices may be held
in conjunction with any other office in
the publie service. It will be possible to
hold office in the publie service and to be
appointed Valuver General or officers of
the staff of the Valuer General. Conse-
quently it will be seen that it is not in-
tended to inflate the civil service through
the coming into operation of this measure
if it passes the House,

Hon. J. F. Cullen:
though,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Un-
der Clanse 8 the Governor may at any
time by proclamation direect the com-
pilation of a district register. The Valuer
General shall proceed with the compila-

It would do so,
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tion of the register, which shall show
forth the required particulars specified in
this clanse in respect of each separatle
piece of land within the district. The
Governor, however, may authorise the
omission from the register of any of the
particulars included in the schedule.
Should any land be subject to more than
one lease from the Crown, then the valna-
tion shall be as if two separate classes of
land were being dealt with, and entries
shall be made in the register in regard to
each separate piece of land. Clause 11
provides for the publication of a complete
valnation in the Gazetie and also in a local
newspaper, and objection may be taken
by any owner to any valuation within 60
days of the publication, This elause con-
tains a direction o the Valuer General to
supply every owner with a copy of the
valuation of his land, but failure to sup-
ply that copy does not in any way invali-
date the valuation. Under Clause 14 when
the register is once comptled it will con-
tinue in foree until (a) the district is
abolished, {b) a new register comes into
operation, or (¢) the Governor by pro-
clamation declares the register abrogated.
Under Clauses 15 and 16 at the com-
mencement of any year modifications to
any existing register may be published by
the Valuer General, and such modifieations
will become automatically a part of the
register, and objections within 60 days
may be lodged as in the case of the ori-
ginal ¢compilation. Under Clause 17, even
though po modification be made, owners
may each year lodge objections against
the existing valuation in the register.
This practically means that any valna-
tion is subjeet to annual review at the
will of the owner of the land. The
owner, however, must be prepared to go
to the length of appealing if he is dis-
satisfied with the decision of the Valuer
General on his application for a readjust-
ment. Clauses 19 and 20 empower the
Valuer General to issue a new edition of
the register in any year, and by notice in
the Government Gazette such new edition
shall have effect from the beginning of
the year. Similarly the Valuer General
may at any time make any necessary ¢or-
rections or amendments in the register,
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that is, amendments to a valzation during
the currency of the register, but in any
such case notification of the amendments
must be sent to the owner of the land in
order that he may appeal if he desires to
do so. Clause 21 provides that by notice
and on the payment of the prescribed
fee an owner may require the Valuer Gen-
eral to make a new valuation of his pro-
perty. The powers of valuers are defined
in Clauses 21 and 22, and include the
right of entry for self and assistants, pro-
duction of books and documents contain-
ing any entry relating to the land sub-
ject to the provisions of the Bill, compul-
sion to reply to guestions, and also free
search at the Titles Office. In reference
to the penalties for the obstruetion of
valuers, these are dealt with in Clauses
23, 24, and 25. Tt is constituted an offence
against this measure if anyone obstruets
a valuer in the performance of his duties,
gives wilfully misleading information, or
fails to answer questions truthfully, An-
other offence is the refusal by an owner
to a valuer of entry to his land. Very
properly a severe penalty is provided, £30,
in the event of a valuer diselosing infor-
mation which he obtains in the exeeution
of his duties. Clause 26 provides that on
the sale of a piece of land a potice in
preseribed form, with a plan and desecrip-
tion of the land, is to be supplied to the
Valuer General, and such notice must also
state the name and address of the pur-
chaser, Under Clause 27 on the approval
by any loeal anthority of any subdivision
of land within its distriet the secretary
or town clerk, as the case may be, must
supply the Valuer General with particu-
lars of the subdivision and a’ notification
of the local authority’s approval. Clauses
28, 29, and 30 set forth the rules to be
adopted in connection with the valuation.
These are largely machinery elauses.

Hon. M. I.. Moss: Clause 30 is the most
important in the Bill,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Val-
nations are to be made on the assumption
that the land is subject to no other charge
than rates or taxes payable under a State
law, and no regard is to be paid to any
machinery fixed to the land or io any
minerals. In the case of a goldfields hold-
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ing, except a miner’s homestead lease, no
other improvement than buildings is to be
taken into aceount. In the ease of Crown
leases the unimproved value is to be set
down at a sum equal to 20 times the an-
nual rent. As is well known, under the
Land Act a reduction of rent is granted
in cases where the stocking regulations
have been complied with—I think there
is a reduetion of rent to the extent of 50
per cent.~—but in all cases the unimproved
value for the purposes of this measure
shall bhe assessed on the annual rent irre-
spective of such reduction. In the case
of land held from the Crown under timber
lease or license the unimproved value is
fixed at a sum equal to 5s. per acre of the
land ecomprised in the lease or license.
On exclusive licenses under the Pearling
Act of 1912, it is fixed at twenty times the
annual rental paid. DMiners’ homestead
leases and leases under the Workers
Homes Act are specifically excluded, as
well as any other lease held from the
Crown on a peppercorn rental. For the
purpose of arriving at the annual value
of land the rrocedure adopted in the
Municipalities Act is followed as sei ont
.n Clause 30.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Look at Subelanse 2.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Clanse 31 deals with objections and ap-
peals. Objections to valuations are to
be considered in the first place hy the
Valuer General. Any objeetion which
is made must be made to him, and he
may dismiss it or he may allow t, and
surh a deeision on his part will he linal
unless there is an appeal to the ecomt
of review and his decision is upsef.
Clanses 32, 33, 34, and 35 deal with the
courts of review. If an owner is dis-
satisfied with the deecision of the Valuer
General he may appeal to the eourt of
review, lodging a deposit of not less
than £1 or more than £10. Failure to
pay fthe required deposit, of course, will
void the appeal. Tn those cases in which
the valuation appealed against does not
exceed £1,000 unimproved value and
£2,000 improved value, it is provided that
the court of review shall be the nearest
local court although the Governor may
appoint any special magistrate to hear
an appeal. In all other cases the court
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of review shall be a Supreme Court

judge. An appeal pending in a local

court may be removed into the Supreme
Court and wvice versa by order of a judge
of the Supreme Court A valuation ap-

pealed against is to be operative during
the period it is pending, but subject to

adjustment in the terms of the decision

given as a result of the appeal. Clanse

37 provides that unless a case is stated

by the court of review for the Full Conrt,

or an appeal by leave is granted to the_
Full Court, the decision of the court off’
review is to be final. Clauses 39, 40, and
41 show the purposes of valuation; the
purpose of the Bill is disclosed in these
clauses. It is provided that every valu-
ation in a register shall be accepted as
the true valmation for the purpose of
land tax, municipal, health, and roads
hoards rates, and rates under any other
Act as well as the duty payable under
the Administration Aect, 1903. The
clauses are made suffieiently elastic to
permit of departures from the register
if (a) improvements have been added to

or removed from the land after the

date of valuation in the register, (b)

the appraisement is required to be made
under a partieular statnte on a different

system from that adopted in making the
valuation in the register, (¢) in any case
in which some element ocecurs which was
not taken into aceount in the compila-

tion of the register. TUnder Clause 41

it is provided that the Valuer General’s

register shall be adopted by a local auth-

ority as a basis of valuation, and the

Valuer (eneral may, ibstead of issuing

a fresh valunation, direet the loeal auth-

ority to adopt a previously existing val-

nation. That means that there will be

no longer any necessity for a local auth-

ority to employ valuers to make valua-
tions of ratable property each year as
at present,

Hon. M. L. Moss: Clause 39, Sub-
clause (f), is a peculiar .thing to be in
the Bill

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: We
ean deal with that in Committee. Clause
42 limits the basis upon which appeals
apainst assessment for land tax may be
based insofar as valnation by the Valuer
General in eoucerned to specified grounds
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of appeal. With regard to compensation
claims under the Public Works Act I
may say that this is not in the New
Zealand measure. Clause 43 provides
that in connection with elaims under the
Public Works Act for resumption of land
by the Government, that the valuation
appearing against any land in the regis-
ter shall be accepted as the trwe value at
the date of valuation. If, of course, a
claimant can show that there had been
an inerease in values sinee the valuatiop
was made, it would be for him to do so
before the compensation oecurred. If
a claimant eould show that it would be
very good evidence indeed to justify him
in getting more than was shown in the
register. A valnation under this Bill
might take place, say, in last December,
and the land might be resumed this week.
It could perhaps be shown that there
had been an increase of 10 per cent. since
the valuation, and under this measure
I think that eould be eclaimed. It will
be seen from this clause that if there
were any elements oceurring that were
not taken into account when the valua-
tion under this Bill was made, a claimant
would be entitled to claim consideration
of those as affecting the valuation, All
that is done in this Bill is to declare that
in conneetion with land resumption
claims the register shall be accepted as
a basis of valuation at that time. I
move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time. ‘

On motion by Hon. M. L. Moss, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—MINES REGULATION.
In Commiltee,

Resumed from the previous day; Ion.
W. Kingsmill in the Chair, Hon, J. E,
Dodd (Honorary Minister) in charge of
the Bill.

The CHATRMAN: Progress was re-
ported on Clanse 35—GCeneral rules.

Subclauses 24 to 26—agreed to.

Subclanse 27—Materials not to De

raised or lowered on the samé cnge as
men :

[COUNCIL.]

Hoo, J. D. CONNOLLY: The first
part of the subeclanse stated—

No iron, timber, tools, rails, sprags,
or other material, except when repair-
ing the shaft, shall be placed on the
same cage, earriage, receptacle, or
platform in which men are being low-
ered or raised from their work.

No exception could be taken to the rule
so far as it went there. The subclause
went on to say— '

And no men shall enter or be upon the

same conveyance as such materials for

the purpose of being lowered or raised.
The first portion protected the workmen
so that they would not be lowered or
raised with tools or bars of steel and
so on, but the latter part went too
far hecause a man might want to go
with a small quantity of tools from level
to level or even take some tools witli him
in the ordinary eage and this would pre-
vent it, The tools would have to go down
by themselves and the man in another
eage. No doubt the first part of the snb-
clause wonld protect the worker to {he
extent required by the Minister. He
moved an amendment— :

That all the words after ““work™ in
line 4 of the subclause be struck out.
Hon. J. E. DODD: The subelanse was

designed to prevent men from riding on
a cage at any time when tools were being
sent up and down. Thal was a very
dangerous practice at any time and once
we allowed the system to ereep in for
men to ride with any tools there was a
danger of it extending, as the men wonid
take a considerable amount of responsi-:
bility npon themselves, and sometimes it
might be ceonvenient for them to take a
certain number of tools with them to the
surface or to a level. It was a very diffi-
cult thing somefimes to prevent men
riding in a eage with tools despite the
danger.

Hon. J. D. Connolty: The first part of
the subeclause covers the time when i.en
are being raised or lowered from their
wark.

Hon, J. E, DODD: Often a man had
to go to the level helow him or the level
above him, or levels two or threc stages
away, to get certain tools, and at the
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same time he would ride in the cage wilh
those tools. It was a very dangerous
thing to do. Personally he thought some
provision might have been made tn allow
the tool earrier to have some responsi-
bility in this respect.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: That was ex-
actly the man he wanted to provide for.

Hon. J. E. DODD: Personally, he did
not see a great deal of objection to it.
He did not see much objection to a man
in charge of lools in the cage beiny al-
lowed a certain responsibility.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Allow these
words to come out and if you do not
think the workmen are sufficiently pro-
teeted you ean insert other words in lieu.

Hon, J. E. DODD: Atlthough he had
ne objection himself to the words coming
out with a view to inserting something
else, he would point out that this claunse
threw the responsibility on the man and
the onus on the man. so that the only
damage he could possibly recover would
be under the Workmen’s Compensation
Act.

Hon. R. G. ARDAGH: The Commif-
tee should not strike out the words. He
was looking at the question not altogether
from the point of view of the miners
underground, but from the standpoint of
the engine-driver on the surface or level.
Numerous accidents throughont Australia
had occurred through men riding in cages
earrying tools alse, and there was nothing
that irritated an engine-driver more when
pulling a cage to the surface or level
with a lot of loose drills or machines in
it than to find men jumping out. The pro-
vision should remain as it was a prohibi-
tion against the men in that respect more
than anything else.

Hon. A. SANDFRSON: His inclina-
tion was fo support the subelause as it
stood, although with some hesitation.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: The Minister
says he has no serious objection to the
words being struck out,

Hon. A. SANDERSON: It was a
guestion of safety, It was a question
whether an inspector eould not be made
respongible, There seemed & certain
amount of risk. The present Govern-
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ment e¢onld not last very much longer
now 50 he did not think we need irrilate
them in their dying days more than was
vecessary. For that reason he proposed
to let the subelause go through,

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: While ha
agreed with Mr. Sanderson to a certain
extent, namely, that the present Govern-
ment were in their dying days, he be-
lieved the Honorary Minister agreed with
him that the restriction in question would
hamper the work of the mines to & cer-
tain extent and afford no decent security
to the miner. There was a law in rela-
tion to warehouses which prevented pas-
sengers from riding in a luggage lift.
What was needed here was that men
should not ride with tools and machines
when going to or returning from their
waork. Would the Honorary Minister
prevent a man in a warehouse from going
in a luggage 1ift with a small quantity
of tpols, a hammer for instance, from
one floor to another?

Hon. R, G. Ardagh:
a fine point,

Hon. J. D, CONNOLLY : Tt was right
that men should not be allowed to ride
in a cage which was full of tools, but
this was sufficiently protected in the
earlier part of the subelause. If the
words he objected to were struck out the
Minister ¢ould, if he thought necessary,
add other words on recommittal,

Hon, J. CORNELL: It was to be
hoped the snbelanse wonld be allowed to
stand as printed. No facilities should
be afforded any man to take undue risks.
In the larger mines men were continually
changing from one level to another, and
to allow a man to ride with touvls of any
sort was bordering on manslanghter.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Yon must give
considerafion to the smaller mines.

Hon, J. CORNELL: Mr. Connolly had
drawn on his imagination when he said
that men would not be permitted to take
down a hammer with them. He hoped
that for the protection of men in the
mines it would be made an offence to
ride with tools of any sort. Tf the amend-
menf were agreed to it would he possible
for a man to take with him in the cage

That is rather
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a rock drill weighing dewt., together with
a mass of other tools,

Hon, J. E. DODD: It wonld be a
mistake to altow the words 10 go out
unless some modification were inserted
in their place. One of the points raised
by Mr, Connolly might be summed up in
this way: a tool carrier sent down his
tools to the level and brought them up
from the level; such a man might have
to take up only one. or two drills from a
particular level, in which ecase the risk
would not be very great, But unless
some amendment was provided confining
the risk to this, the amendment ought not
to be agreed to.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: The Honor-
-ary Minister had admitted that there was
a good deal to be said in favour of the
amendment. If the words were struck
out the Minister'could, on recommittal,
insert other words. Hon. members should
realise the enormouns difference between
the conditions in a big mine and those in
a small one. In a small mine with only
a few men going down it should be per-
missible for those men to take their tools
with them, This was a common practice
in small mines where the hammer and
drill process was in vogne. These restrie-
tions would be very severely felt in sma]l
mmes

Hon. J. E. DODD: It was to be re-
membered that the clanse was introduced
with the very significant qualifiention, “As
far as reasonably practicable these gen-
eral rnles shall be applied.” Surely this
was sufficient to cover the point exercising
Mr. Connolly’s mind.

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

Ayes 10
Noes 7
Majority for 3
Avea.

Hon. H. P. Cplebatch {Hon. M. L. Moss
Hon. J. D. Coonolly Hon. C. Sommers
Hon. J. F. Cullen Hon. T. H. Wilding
JHon, D. 3. Gewler Hopn. R. J.. Lyan .
Hon. V. Hamerslay (Teller).
'Hon. A. G. Jenkins
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Nogs,
Hoo. R. G. Ardagh Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon. J. Cornell Hon. J. W. Kirwan
Hon. F. Davis Hon. A. Sanderson
Hou. J. E. Dodd (Teiler).

Amendment thus passed.

Subclanse as amended agreed to.

Subeclauses 28 to 55—agreed to.

Subclanse 56—Box method of rising:

Hon, J. D. CONNOLLY moved an
amendment—

That in line 3 the word “twenty” be
struck out and “thirty” inseried in leu.
Very litlle rising was done, on account
of the expense entailed. It would be
quite impossible to confine the rising to
20 feet, for reasons already given in
respect to the sinking of shafts and the
height of stopes. If a manager was re-
fused the right to put in a rise the ground
would go unprospected. The box method
wds so expensive as to be unwarranted
for prospecting purposes, and therefore
this' system prevenied prospecting by
rising,

Hon. J. E. DODD: Again hon. mem-
bers should remember that the clause was
introduced with the qualification “As far
as may be Teasonably practicable, these
general Tules shall be applied.”

Hon, J. F, Cullen: Twenty feet would
be quite practicable,

Hon. J. D. Connolly: So Would 10 feet,
but not economieal,

Hon, J. E. DODD : If it was not
practieable to carry out this provision it
would not be carried out. Rising was
admittedly the very worst possible phase
of mining. From a health point of view
there was nothing else so bad in mining
as rising. No man could work a week
in a rise without injury to his health, and
to limit the height of a rise to 20 feet
without the box system imposed no hard-
ship at all. The box system might be
somewhat expensive at the outset, but
it was quite possible that a rise eom-
structed on such a system would become
the least expensive to the management
in the end; hecanse if it was well put in
it wounld eventually become the pass down
which the ore was sent, and so would
provide the second means of exit referred
to earlier in the Bill,
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Hon. J. D. Connolly: You do not use
every winze for a pass.

Hon. J. E. DODD: No, but many
winzes were so used. The box was con-
strocted in the centre of the rise, leaving
an air space on each side. In this air
space the ladder way could be. put to
.provide means of exil from the mine.
If members fully realised the unhealthy
conditions to be met with in a rise they
would not support the amendment,

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Will the box
methed alter those conditions?

Hon. J. E. DODD: It would create a
eertain amonnt of eireulation of air, and
this was why the box system was advo-
cated. The present Aet provided for
rising 30 feet without having recourse to
the hox method. TIf every amendment
were to he accepted the Bill would be
on all fours with the Aet in all respects.
The use of the Holman hoist was doing
away almost entirely with the necessity
for rising. He hoped the subelaus
would pass as printed. .

Hon, A, SANDERSON: On the second
reading debate practically everybody had
been quite prepared to support the
humanitarian point of view. As the
Minister bad pointed out, if we were to
decept all these amendments it wonld
Lhave heen hetter to knoek out the Bill
on the decond reading. There were, per-
haps, half & dezen big points on which
it seemed impossible for the Minister-to
have his way., That being so he would
appeal to Mr. Connolly not to press too
hard on points which were not so
material. Such an attitude would be only
a reasonable coneession to the Minister
and to the industry. With one exception
gll the members from the goldfields had
supported the Bill. Tf we were to have
a division on this peint, with some hesita-
tion he wonld support the elause,

Hen. R. G. ARDAGH : Mr. Connolly
onght to be aware that a rise was about
as bard a place as a man could get into
in a mine. Tt was because of that the
elause had leen inserted. Mr. Connolly
had said that most of the rising was done
for prospecting purposes. As a matter
of fart the guestion of rising largely de-
pended upon the nature of the country.

'distinetly beneficial to the men.
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The "box systemn served to alleviate in

some degree the evils of rising, and so was’
Clansze
36 provided that, if in the opinion of the
inspector the observance of the general
rules or any of them was not reasonably
practicable in any particular mine, the

‘Governor might by notice in the Govern-

ment Gazette suspend, alter or vary such
rules in respect to such mine. Surély
this was sufficient safegnard to satisfy
even Mr. Connolly.

Hon. J. CORNELL : The case in
favour of the amendment was the poorest
effort Mr. Connolly had yet made in re-
speet to the Bill. That hon. member’s
remarks seemed to infer that rising was
limited to 30 feel,

IIon. J. D, Connolly :
rule,

Horn. J. CORNELL : BRut the hon.
member proposed to strike out the next
rule. The idea of the Bill was to limit
the height of mising, and the elause pro-
vided that rising might be carried to 20
feet without ihe box system. If it was
wished to go higher, then the permission
of the inspector had to he obtained and
the box system resorted to. The amend-
ment would allow rising to be carried to
30 feet without any special permission
and without recourse to the box system.
If the hon. mecmber would be content
to endeavour to insert f¢thirty’’ in the
next sneceeding rule, which it was pro-
posed to strike out, that wounld limit the
height of rising to 30 feet, unless the in-
spector gave permission to go higher,
when it would be necessary to adopt the
box gystem. Bnt the intention of the
hon. member was not to limit the height
of rising at all.

Hou. R. J. LYNN: Mr. Connolly
might reasonably be prevailed upon to
withdraw the amendment. If a rise ex-
ceeding 20 feet in height resulted in
such foul air and evil conditions as the
Committee had been given to understand
it did, tlien 20 feet was going quite far
enough. .

Hon. J. D, Connolly :

Take the next

But you ¢an go

to 30 feet.
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-Hon, R. J. LYNN : Notwithstanding
that, in his opinion, 20 feet was sufficient.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : Mr. Lynn
had only shown by his remarks that he
knew very little about the subjeet. The
hon, member’s argument was that better
air could be fot at 30 feet than at 20
feet. How could a better current of air
be obtained in a shaft that was timbered
than in one that was untimbered? He
had no objection to adopting the sugges-
tion of Mr. Cornell to make an amend-
ment in the next subelanse and allow this
one to remain as drafted.

Houn, H. P. COLEBATCH: The diffi-
<culty could be overcome by inserting after
““shall’’ in line 4 the words ‘‘if required
by the inspector.”’

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH moved an
amendment—

That after “shall” in line 4 the
words “if required by the inspector’
be inserted,

~Hon. J. CORNELL : Whilst agreeing

to a certain extent (o giving diseretionary
power to the inspectors in any new
clanse, he certainly thought it was a re-
irograde step to give that diseretionary
power after seven years operation of an
Aet which did not give that diseretion-
ary power. The present Act allowed a
height of 30 feet without any discre-
tion to the inspector.

Hon. J. E. DODD : The amendment
should not be adopted. He would like to
see the whole systemn of rising abolished.
There were few places where a rise was
absolutely necessary. It might be neces-
sary in isolated instances to put vp &
rise for a few feet, but mining could be
carried on without rising.

Hou. J. D, Connolly : How would you
prospect a drive without rising ¢

Hon. J. E. DODD: The only drive
that could not be prospected was where
a shoot of ore was struck ‘n the drive
which had not been met with in the lavel
above. Even then he thought the difli-
culty could be overcome. Onee ngain he
would draw the attention of the Com-
mittee to the words at the heginning of
the clanse “as far as may he reasonably
practicable To insert the words “if
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required by the inspector” wonld be
superfluous. Rising should be restricted
us far as possible, without allowing any
latitude. He knew the injury which the
system of rising had done lo the health
of the miners.

Hon. W. PATRICK: The mwst wn-
comfortable place in a mine was a rise,
and from his little experience of wining
he was inclined ta support Subclause 56
as printed.

Amendment put and negatived; ibe
subelause put and passed.

Subelause 57—Limit of height of rises:

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: Daving
agreed to Subelause 56 why was il nuces.
sary to have Subelanse 57 at all?

Hon. J. E. DODD: This subclavse pro-
vided that no rising should be perimited
at all unless the inspector certified that
rising was necessary. The intention was
lo try to vestrict rising to the lowest
Iimit possible.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: You have al-
ready given protection to a distance of
20 feet.

Hon. J. E. DODD: The preceding sub-
clanse merely said that a rise shonld net
be taken more than 20 feet without the
hox method.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: Rising on
the box method was not likely to go
much beyond 20 feet, because as a rule
the box method was too expensive. This
subelause aimed ab preventing rising al-
together., He moved an amendment—

That the subclause be struck out.

Hon. R. G. ARDAGH: Subelanse 56
distinetly stated that rising should not
he allowed above 20 feet unless the box
system was used. This subelause wonld
not allow rising at all unless on the cer-
tificate of the inspector. He knew of
rises which had been taken to a height
of 100 feet. He hoped the amendment
would not be carried.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If the reference
to the box method were taken out of
Subelanse 56 and inserted in Subelause
57 it would be an improvement in the
drafting. The Committee had arrived at
a decision that a rise could be taken to
20 fest without the bhox, and this sub-
clanse made it necessary to get the per-
mission of the inspector in order to carry
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the rise beyond 20 feet even with the
box.

Hon. H. P, Colebateh: The last clause
limits the height to 20 feet in any ease.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The height of
rising was limited to 20 feet without the
box system, and the previous subclause
stated that if the rising went higher than

- 20 feet the box system must be adopted.
If the inspector permitted the rise to
goe higher than 20 feet then the box
svstem wmust go with it

Hon, J. D. CONNOQLLY: 'The pre
vious subelause simply stated that there
should be no rising beyond 20 feet with-
out the box method.» If the Bill stopped
at that, it would be possible to rise to
any height that the inspeetor would aillow,
provided the box system was adopted.

Hon. W. Patrick: They would have to
get the inspector's permission to go be-
yond 20 feet with the box.

Hen. J. D. CONNOLLY: And when
the rise got to 29 feet the inspector
might say that it must go ne further.
It was provided that the inspeector could
siop the work at any time after it had
reached 20 feet. The next suobelause,
howsaver, said that notwithstanding one
boxed it, one must get the inspector to
certify before going to 21 feet, although
the previous clause bhad said one must
not go 20 feet without adopting the hox
method. It was plain as the noonday
sun Lhat there was no meaning in the sub-
clause, All the protection that was re-
quired was given in Subelaunse 56.

Hon, J. E. DODD :  Subelavse 56
stated that rises could not be taken more
than 20 feet without the hox method.
The next subclause said that if a rize
was going to be taken more than 20 feet
the inspector had to certify in writing
that such rise was necessary for the pro-
per working of the mine,

Hon, J. . CONNOQLLY: Is it pos-
sible te work a mine under that sys-
‘tem?

Hon. J. E. DODD: Those commeneing
a rise would get the sanetion of the in-
spector when commencing it, not wait
.uontil they got up 20 feet. When the
management of a mine commenced a rise
they knew exactly where it was going
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to. If they wanted tc go more
than 20 feet they would get permis-
sion from the inspector to do so with-
out waiting until they got a rise of 20
feet, when the inspector might be in the
back country or away somewhere else

.and they would be hampered in their

work,

Amendment put and negatived; the
subelanse agreed to.
Clause 35 as amended put and passed.
Clauses 36, 3T—agreed to.

Clause 38—Coroners’ inquests:

Hon. D. G. GAWLER moved an
amendment—

" That in Subclause 3 the words “and
to the issue whether the accident was
altributable to negligence or any omis-
sion to comply with the provisions in
this Act,” be struck out.
The funetion of coroners’ inquests was o
find out the cause of death, and Subeclanse
3, with the words objected to in it, left it
open to the parties to bring out evidence
onh any question between them from the

. point of view of a Supreme Court action

for damages. A coroner’s inquest was never
intended to be a vehicle for allowing evi-
dence of that sort to be brought out, and
for inquests to be loaded with evidenee
of this sort was enlirely foreign to the
nature of such inguests and also exceed-
ingly undesirable. The clavse allowed
pot only a representative of the mine
owner, but a vepresentative of the work-
men and also a representative of the per-
son killed to be present at the inguest.
So, unless the amendment was carried, it
would be a matter of wrangling from
start to finish as to whether the accident
was atiributable to the negligence of one

‘party or the other.

Hon. J. E. DODD: The words which
Mr, Gawler sought to have struck out
were w;ry important to the clause. As
the hon, member had stated, a coroner’s
inquest was held simply to inquire inte
the cause of death, but it onght not to be
merely that. A coroner's inquest, es-
pecially in relation to a mining accident,
onght to do something far more than
that. It ought not only to inquire inte
the eanse of death but ought to be an in-
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quiry te point out how similar accidents
might be avoided in the future.

Hon, J. F. Cullen: For that an inguest
is the wrong tribunal altogether,

Hon. J. E. DODD: In his opinion
there was no better body than a coroner’s
inquest to find out the canse of an acei-
dent, and if there was any neglect or
omission to try and reetify it. He
thought Mr. Gawler would agree that a
coroner’s inquest had no power whatever
upon an aetion in the Supreme Court,

Hon. D. G. Gawler: You are trying to
make it so by these words,

Hon, J. E. DODD: Evidence consi-
dered in the Supreme Court wonld be evi-
dence that would bhave to be heard there,
not evidence given at a coroner’s inquest.
The Committee should reject the amend-
ment, as there had been times when per-
sons at eoroners’ inquests had been res-
Iricted in their examination of witnesses
and the real cause of the accident had not
been brought out.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Coroners’ in-
quests were loose enough and prolonged
enough as they were, but to make a coro-
ner an expert in mining matters would
make confusion worse confounded. An
inquest was not a tribunal to determine
the degree of blame to this man or that,
but to ascertain the cause of death, There
was a mining tribunal to find out who
was to blame for the aceident and other
courts to deal with claims for damages.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: This sub-
clause contemplated a rather extraordi-
nary departure from the usual practice
of coroners’ inquests. While hé was in
accord with any suggestion that might
help in exaetly loeating the cause of an
accident with a view to preventing similar
accidents in the future, he did not see
any reason why coroners’ inquests in re-
ward to persons killed on mines should
proceed on lines different from coroners’
inquests in. regard to people killed any-
where else,

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: It should be
further noted that a coroner in nearly
all- cases was an absolutely unqualified
man from the standpoint of sifting evi-

dence, but we were seeking to enable *
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him to decide upon evidence whieh eould
only be brought out by a legally quali-
fied person such as o judge or a magis-
trate. A coroner's inquest was not
guided by the rules of evidence at all, but
the clause was seeking to establish lia-
bility on the part of a mine manager upon
evidence that might not be accepted in
any other court, Clause 30 provided for
an iospector’s examination into the eause
of the aecident and the Mines Regulation
Board was another tribunal to inquire

.into aceidents, s¢ if the Minister’s main

object was to have the eause of an acci-
dent inquired into to see if the regulations
had been observedsample provision was
made by Clauses 30 and 40. He (Mr.
(Gawler) had had experience of inguests
himself and he knew the tendeney there
was for ome party or the other to endea-
vour to bring out evidence with a view
afterwards to an action at common law.
The Commiitee would be well advised to
strike ont these words.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: Mr. Gaw-
ler would be well advised to include in
the words proposed to be deleted the fur-
ther words, “may examine any witnesses
as to the cause of the ageident.” If this
were done it would not prevent any of
those persons examining s witness, but
they wonld have to act under the ordinary
procedure laid down for the conduct of
coroners’ inquests and ask questions
through the coroner.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: The sugges-
tion was a good one. He would ask leave
io inelude these words in his amend-
ment.

The JHAIRMAN: The proper form
to pursue was to ask leave to withdraw
the amendment, and move it again with
those words added. It was very necessary
that this should be done, because objee-
tion might be taken to the withdrawing
of the amendment. .

Hon. D. . GAWLER: In the cireum-
stances he would ask leave to withdraw
the amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

- Hon. D. G. GAWLER moved a fur-
ther amendment—

That in lines 7 te 11 the words “and

may ezamine any witness as lo the
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cause of the accident and to the issue

whether the accident was atiribuiable

to negligence or any omission to comply
with the provisions of this Act” be
struck ould.

Hon. J. E. DODD: The extension of
the amendment made it even worse than
it was, What would be the position if
we struck out those words “may examine
any witnesses as to the cause of the aecci-
dent™?

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Yon then go on to
Clause 30. There is there ample pro-
vision for inguiry.

Hon. J. E. DODD: Clause 30 did not
deal with inquests at all, but merely with
inquiries. To strike out the words which
Mr. Gawler had now added to his origi-
nal amendment would further limit the
scope of a coroner’s ingumest, and would
debar any person appearing on behalf
of either side from examining witnesses
as to the canse of the aecident.

Hon. R. J. Lynn: They are not res-
tricted to-day. .

Hon. J, E. DODD: The amendment
would restriet them, quite apart from the
tssne as to whether the necident was at-
iributable to negligence. Whatever justi-
fiecation there might have been for the
earlier amendment there was no justifi-
cation whatever for this.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: Perhaps
the Minister eould give the Committee
some reasons why there should be a diff-
erent procedure in regard to coroners’
inquests on mining fatalities as against
coroners’ imquests on any other fatalities.

Hon, J. E. DODD: The ressons were
self-evident. When a man was injured
in the sitreet the accident eonld be semn
by everybody. Bul a man in a mine
was working under unique industrial con-
ditions, and an acecident in those ¢ircum-
stances might be quite unlike any other
elass of aceident. In all places of which
he knew there were certain exira privi-
leges accorded to representatives of soe-
ieties and relatives of persons who might
be killed in a mine.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: Can you give
us an instanee where it is done?

Hon. J. E. DODD: At Broken Hill.
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Hon. H. P, Colebateh: Can you quote
the Act?

Hon. J. E. DODD: The hon. member,
who had been there for some years, ought
to know that there the seeretary of the
nnion visited the scene of the accident
and appeared at the coroner’s inquest.

Hon. H. P. Colehateh: But he could not
ask questions, except through the cor-
oner.

Houn, J. E. DODD: That was all thai
was asked here, .

Hon. H. P. Colebaich: Oh no. Here
the representatives may themselves ask
questions direet.

Hon. J. E. DODD: It was only right
that those persons should be privileged
to fully inguire into the cause of the
accident,

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: The purpose
of a coroner’s inquest was to find out the
canse of death, The Honorary Minister
had said that if we were to strike out the
words “and may examine any witnesses
as to the eanse of the accident” we would
unduly restriet the representatives of the
deceased. But this wouald not be takiny
away from the coroner the right to ex-
amine witnesses, It would merely be
restricting the interested parties, who
would be required to put their guestions
throngh the coroner. It was only right
that the interrogating of witnesses should
be left to the coroner himself. If the
Honorary Minister looked at Clause 30
he would see that enormous powers were
there given to workmen’s inspectors,

Hon. J. E. Dodd: There are none.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER : But if we were
to leave workmen's inspectors in the Bill
they would be invested with the powers
there given.

Hon. J. E. DODD: What was the rea-
son of permitting representatives to visit
the scene of the accident if they were
merely to inguire inlo the cause of death?
Why should representatives of a society
or of the person killed have the right
to visit the scene of the accident if they
were not to be allowed to ask questions
of the witnesses?

Hon. D. G. Gawler: In view of a sub-
sequent action at common law on behalf
of the deceased.
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Hon. J. E. DODD: In this way the
kon, member was defeating his own case.
We were dealing with ¢oroners’ inquests
only. If the persons appearing were
only fo be allowed to inquire into the
eause of death, why sllow them to visit
the scene of the accident? Again, why
insist upon the jury being a jury of
miners? Whatever oceasion there might
have been for the deletion of the words
which Mr. Gawler had first sought to
have struck out, there was no justification
whatever for the extended amendment.

Hon, J. CORNELL: The practice in
coroners’ courts on the goldfields to-day
was that the representative of the miners’
union eppeared and cross-examined wit-
nesses as to the cause of death. The orig-
inal amendment would still have allowed
these representatives to do by law what
they were to-day allowed to do by cus-
tom. That was really all that was neces-
sary. The inspector of mines was allowed
to be present on the coroner’s inguest
on the goldfields. Mr. Gawler himself
had pointed out that the coroner was not
always a fully qualified man, Therefore
to allow a representative of the miners’
association, an inspeetor of mines, and
the represeniative of the person killed
to be present at the inquest would mater-
ially assist the eoroner and save.time,

Hon, W. Patrick: All that is in the
clanse now,

Hon. J. CORNELL: The amendment
would prevent the representalive doing
anything further than viewing the scene
of the accident.

Hon. W, Patrick: And he can examins
any witnesses as to the cause of the acci-
dent.

Hon, J. CORNELL: It was proposed
to strike out those words, and it wounld
be a case of attending the inguest and
doing nothing.

Hon. H. P, Colebatch: He could ask
questions through the coroner.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Why not give him
the right to assist the coroner?
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 5.17 pm.
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Bill: City of Perth Improvement, returned

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

PAPER PRESENTED,

By the Minister for Railways: Copy
of a minute of Executive Counecil ap-
proving the terms of re-appoiniment of
John Tregerthen Short as- Commissioner
of Railways.

QUESTION—WAGIN-DARKAN
RAILWAY.

Mr. MOORE (for Mr. George) asked
the Minister for Works: 1, On what
date was any provision made in eonnec-
tion with the proposed Wagin-Darkan
railway in the Loan Estimates? 2, What
was the amount allocated-—(a) as to sur-
veys; (b) construction of the railway;
(¢) rails and fastenings? 3, Is the total
amount so provided lying dormant or
has it been appropriated for other pur-
poses? 4, If dormant, is the interest pay-
able on the borrowing being debited to
the Wagin-Darkan railway? 3, If ap-
propriated for other underiakings, is the
Wagin-Darkan railway relieved of the
incubus of interest on loan? 6, If allo-
cated io other undertakings, upon what
authority has this been done? 7, Do the
Government propose to proceed with_the
Wagin-Darkan railway, and when? 8§, If
not. why not?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 1, 21st December, 1909, £10,000;
6th . February, 1911, £18,000. 2, (a)
None—separate vote; (b) all; (e¢) none
—separate vote. 3, Lying dormant—un-
appropriated. 4, No. 5, Replied to by
(8). 6, Replied to by (3). 7 and §,
Representations in regard to this matter



