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effect, “As soon as the advances we are re-
ceiving are stopped, we do not propose to
stay here.” They regarded the money that
was being lent to them under the group set-
tlement schcme as being in the mature of
wages,

Hon. W. J. Mann: Not all of them, only
some of them. You must not blame all on
account of a few.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY : I was astounded
when business men in one of those ecntres
openly said, “This is going to be a great
failure, and the sooner we gel out the better.”
And the people said, “For God's sake, do
not say anything about it! We have never
done so well in our lives before!”

Hon. W. J. Mann: Yet todny it is the
richest part of the State. Say that!

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: It 1s just as
well for us to realise, when we start out with
the idea of spending a lot of money to cstab-
lish people on the land—

Hon. W. J, Mann: It is the most pros-
perous part of the State!

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY : —that we should
go carefully. We get all sorts and conditions
of men going on the land, and there are all
kinds of pitfalls. I eannot understand the
attitude of a Government—whether it be
Federal or State—in keeping control over
land. If anybody wants to sell a piece of
land, he cannot do so; he is under the control
of some bureaucrat. Somebody comes nlong
and says, “You cannot sell that land for £2
or £4 or £15 an acre.” He knows nothing
about it; he simply fixes a scale of prices.
Lord knows on what he bases it! One man
sold land for £15 an acre, and the bureaucrat
came along and said, “You cannot do that:
the purchaser is not to pay more than £7
10s.” So the vendor said, “Very well, I will
keep it.” The purchaser said, “I could get
all the money back out of it from one crop
of potatoes.” Another man had land for
sale at £4 an acre, and the burcauecrat said,
“That is too much.”

The PRESIDENT: I must ask the hon.
member to conneet his remarks with the Bill,
which deals with eloser settlement.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: Sir, I shouild
say that those remarks were eonnected with
closer settfement, with more production from
the soil. It depends to an extent upon what
people pay for their lnnd, whether they make
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a suceess or a failure, We are being asked
to make a fresh lot of appointments of
people who happen to want billets. What
do they know abount the matter? I think
that more money is likely to be sqnandered.
It would be a very good idea if we could
secure closer settlement; but I have seen a
lot of unsuceessful attempts made. I know
of many areas of land that would be avail-
able to the Government. The owners cannot
approach anyone with a view to selling them,
because they would be blocked. That meansy
that the Government is likely to be the only
huyer. Everything is held up, I understand,
until this Bill is passed and until these ex-
perts decide what moves are to be made.
Take my own eireumstances. What am T
to do? Am I to go on eropping my land
or stop?

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: It is time to stop.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : I will take the
hint. I support the second reading.

On motion by Hon. E. H. H, Hall, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.4 p.m,
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p-m., and read prayers,

QUESTIONS.
ALLIED VICTORY.

As to Medal for State School Children.

Mr. HOLMAN asked the Minister for Edu-
cation :

Is it the intention of the Government to
present to State School children a medal to
commemorate the Allied Victory?
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The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Eduecation) replied:

After the war of 1914-1918, the Common-
wealth Government presented Victory medals
to &ll children throughout the Common-
wealth. The matter of a similar presentation
being made to commemorate the Allied Vie-
tory was raised at the recent Premiers’ Con-
ference and is now receiving consideration by
the Commonwealth Government.

PETROL.
As to Increasing Allowance to Employers.

Mr. NORTH asked the Minister for
Works:

In so far as the re-employment of returned
Servieemen is dependent upon increased pet-
rol allowances to their employers, will he
take up this matter with the State Liguid
Fuel Board?

The MINISTER replied:

The Chairman of the
Fuel Board advises the Liquid Fuel
Board regulations provide that all ap-
plications for an inereased ration of
motor spirit for rehabilitation purposes,
made either by the discharged service-
man or his employer, are to be given favour-
able consideration.

State Liquid

LEAVE OF ARSENCE.
On motion by Mr, Kelly, leave of absence
for two weeks granted to Mr. Berry (Irwin-
Mocre) on the ground of ill-health.

MOTION—WOOL.
As to Transport to Appraisement Centres,

Debate resumed from the 3rd October on
the following by Mr. Mann:—

That in the opinion of this House there is
pressing need for the Government to take
immediate steps for the transport of wool to
appraisement eentres, and that if the Railwaya
cannot immediately cope with the work ap-
proval should be given for carriage of wool
by road where rccommended by the lecal
authority.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. W. M, Marshall—Murchison) [4.35]:
I bave no doubt whatever that the member
for Beverley, when introduecing his motion,
had some justification for being anxzious
about the transportation of wool to the
centres of appraisement. It would appear,
however, that he did not obtain all the faets
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to enable him accurately to assess the posi-
tion that prevails. No doubt the hon. mem-
ber did discover that in some areas in close
proximity to his own electorate some farm-
ers failed to secure trucks immediately they
made applieation for them, and this no
doubt gave rise to the belief that the Rail-
way Department was in such an impassible
condition as not to be able to succeed in
hauling the total production of wool in time
to meet the various appraisements which
were to take place between now and Christ-
mas. I glso believe that the hon. member
was under the impression that probably
there would be a cessation of railway opera-
tions on account of the coal position. That
would have further aggravated the position.

It is true that to a degree the coal posi-
tion had some effect upon the transportation
of wool, but it had an effect upon the trans-
portation of all ecommodities, because quite
obviously the Railway Department eould not
perform its functions fally if it had no coal
with which to generate its tractive power.
However, I assure the hon. member that the
picture is not so glum and despairing as
he drew it when introduecing his motion. T
have gone fully into the matter to ascertain
what the actual position is and what the
prospeets are of hauling this season’s elip,
and T ean give him an assurance that he will
have no reason to be further anxious about
the traasportation of wool to the centres of
appraisement, unless, of course, something
unforeseen happens over which the human
hand has no control.

In some ecases—no doubt the cases that
agitated the mind of the hon. member—
farmers made applicstions for railway trucks
for the transportation of their wool, and
having failed to secure the trucks they feli
they were in the invidious position of
being compelled to get their wool hanled
at a later date, and thus would probably
miss the first, second or third appraisement.
I remind the hon. member, however, that,
with one exeeption, in all the appraisements
that have taken place up to date the number
of bales allocated and the number offered
have been in close proximity to each other.
In other words, the quantities allocated to
the different distriets have been transported
practically in full. The one exception is—-

Mr. Mann: At the last appraisement.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
would be the third appraisement which took
place at Fremantle on the 24th September.
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The member for Beverley can say that this
is wrong or right, but these are the authen-
tic figures from the records,

Mr. Mann: I am not doubting you.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
These are from the anthentic sales up to
date. I do noi know where the hon, member
got his figures, but these show the true
position.

Mr. Mann: I did not give any figures of
appraisement, but of the wool outstanding
at sidings waiting to be transported.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
sale on the 24th September was down by
about 4,000 bales hecause of the eoal sirike.
Some of the elips were a little delayed due
to the wet season; shearing could not take
place. That aggravated the position to a
small extent. Apart from the one outstand-
ing exception the haunlage for the first three
sales was practically sufficient. While some
distriets did not get trucks immediately on
application, others secured the mnecessary
trucks, as shown by these figures, to handle
the number of bales allocated.  In other
words, as these appraisements took place
under very normal eircumstances, with one
exeeption, the number of bales allocated and
the number offered were close to each other,
and the wool must have come from some dis-
tricts, even those that the hon. member knows
so well, to get to the appraisements.

I assume that the woolbrokers would be
particalarly concerned in the matter, as they
handle all the wool that comes up for ap-
praisement and sale. Yet they are not at
all concerned. When 1 say that they are not
eoncerned, they are not agitated about the
position as we find it. I have it fairly auth-
entieally that they consider that, on the pre-
sent rate of haulage, there is no doubt
that all the wool for this season will be
transported in sufficient time to meet the
respective demands in conmection with the
allocations made to the various distriets. The
woolbrokers would be very concerned if they
thoucht that the hauling of wool np to date
was falling short of the requirements to sup-
ply the appraisements. I feel that there is
no rcal cause for anxiety about the matter.
When I quote the authentic figures of the
haulage that has taken place up to the pre-
sent, the member for Beverley, himself, will
be safisfied. As I say, the delavs of de-
liveriezs that have occurred have been due
mainly to the coal strikes and elips not being
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available because of the wet season. Apart
from these things there has been no real
trouble in connection with the haulage of
wool.

There are 11 appraisements, with a total
allocation of 140,000 bales, to be held before
Christmas. Of this allocation 90,000 bales
have been received at all centres up to the
15th October. Already 90,000 bales of the
total wool for the season have been hauled.
That was done by the 5th of this month. The
average daily intake of the stores for the
past 22 days has been 2,000 bales. On that
hasis the balance of the wool for the ap-
praisements to be held will be received, and
there will be no oeceasion for an extension of
time or any interference with the normal
transactions of appraising and selling the
wool concerned. On the basis of 2,000 bales
of wool per day for the rest of the period
the member for Beverley can readily work out
that the balance of the total quantity will be
easily transported. Some 20,000 bales have
heen alioeated for appraisement No. 114 to
be held at Fremantle on the 29th Oectober.
Before the 15th Qctober 16,000 bales for this
appraisement were received, so that only
4,000 bales have to be brought in with a
fortnight to go.

The position is not acute. At any rate, it
is not guite so aeute as the hon. member
made out. But I can see the point that agi-
tated his mind, namely, he was afraid
that there would be further delays or some-
thing else happening that would interfere
with the average hauling eapacity of the rail-
way system. That is not so. There are some
things in regard to this matter that we want
to straighten out, but they are not due to
tractive power or to the incapacity of the
railways to do this job, but to some other
factor. The wool production for last year
was 270,000 bales. The estimate for the
present year is 245,000 bhales. In other
words, we will be down 25,000 bales on this
vear's elip, which means that the haulage
position will be relieved to that extent. L
am sorry to say that, beeause we would
rather have the wool. I think the railways
would be able to haul it if it were produced,
hut nnfortunately it has not bern produced.

I wish to deal with another matter in
connection with this system of hauling wool,
namely, that the brokers themselves evidently
find it very difficult to handle the guantity of
wool that is received. They have to work
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overtime and do a great deal more than the
ordinary eight hours in order to handle wool
when it reaches the terminals. I will give
members some figures that will indicate
exactly how inconvenient it is to the rail-
ways when many of their trucks are held up
at the terminals waiting for the wool to be
disecharged. It is easy to appreciate the
severe tax on the railway system when that
happens. Members know that the rolling-
stock is not in 100 per cent. good condition
and if the trucks that can be used for the
haulage of wool are held up for any appre-
ciable period, the haulage capacity of the
system is reduced correspondingly.

Then again T do not suppose primary pro-
ducers like the idea of paying demurrage.
If they are required to do so it is not be-
cause of the lack of hauvlage capacity on
the part of railways but because of failure
fo handle wool expeditiously when delivered.
Obviously the greater the mileage that ean
be run, the greater the haulage capacity of
the railway system, particularly having re-
gard to its limitations at the moment. It is
the custom of the department to endeavour
to regulate the haunlage of wool so as to
avoid the payment of demurrage on the part
of primary producers and to give the brok-
ers the guantity of wool required without
the rollingstock being held up for undue
periods, T repeat that the rollingstock
snitable for hauling wool is so limited just
now that every possible means have to be
taken to ensure that every unit copes with
the greatest milcage possible.

If members prosecute the necessary in-
quiries they will find that the methods
adopted have proved suitable to the prim-
ary producers and at the same time benc-
ficial to the Railway Department. The fact
remains that, with one exeeption, irrespec-
tive of what may be said, up to date the
haulage of wool by the railways has met the
requirements of the brokers, who have stated
that they have no reason whatever to be
alarmed regarding the transportation of this
year’s clip. The only other matter I intend
to deal with concerns the position of the
trucks used in the haulage of wool. T want
members, and particularly those represent-
ing agricnltural districts, fo iake note of
the figures because they emphasise the point
I make regarding the vital importance of
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obviating delays at terminals. I made in-
quiries about the position and found that
from the 1st to the 15th Qectober, 1,646
trucks loaded with wool arrived at Fre-
mantle, whereas during the same period only
1,246 trucks were discharged.

Mr. Watts: How many trucks were des-
patched to Albany?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
have not got those figures. Members will thus
see that it is not altogether a matier of rail-
way haulage but rather a desire to so regu-
late the haulage of wool as to avoid the
hold-up of rollingstock at terminals. I give
the House my assurance that I will watch
the position very closely indeed and will
have reports submitted to me so that T wilil
be conversant with what is going on. 1
shall see that the daily delivery of 2,000
bales is continued and on that basis there
need be no fear that appraisement dates will
have to be altered. On that basis all the
wool required will be delivered in due time
at no inconvenience to the primary pro-
ducer, At the moment members need have
n6 concern about the sitvation, I shall be
watechful and ensure that no cxtra expense
will he imposed upon the primary producers.

MR. McLARTY (Murray-Wellington)
[4.56]: The member for Beverley is to be
commended for bringing this matter before
the House, There is no doubt that it is caus-
ing inconvenience to a large number of far-
mers. I have here a letter that was received
from a farmer who is operating in a well-
known wool-growing district. He says—

A grave position has arigsen in the country
due to the inability of the Railway Department
to provide trucks for wool toe be transported
for appraisement.

In this distriet, some farmers ordercd trucks
a month ago and have not yet got them, nor
can the department give any indication of
how soon trucks will be available. Railways,
we understand, are concentrating on ghifting
wheat. They will soon be overtaken and over-
whelmed by the new harvest.

In the meanwhile, not omly is wool lylag
on the farm, hence money lying idle, but in
many cases where insufficient shed space is
available, it is lying in the weather deterior-
ating.

If the W.A. Government is unable to supply
transport, and in view of the faet that many
farmers have their own motor trucks, it is
requested that steps be taken to permlt far-
mers to eart their own wool to appraisement
centres forthwith.
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That letter was written on the 8th October.
The writer points out that farmers have had
to order trucks a month beforehand and
cven then have had no promise of when they
wonld get them. The Minister must regard
that as a highly unsatisfactory state of
aftairs.

The Minister for Railways: If you cannot
get them released at the terminals what is
the good of hauling the wool? |

Mr. McLARTY: That is an argument
showing why the farmers should be allowed
to cart their own wool and thereby save
congestion. 1f the Minister will agree to
that practice, it will help both the depart
ment and the farmers.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: But the trueks have
to be unloaded.

Mr. McLARTY: That is so.

Hon. J. C. Willcock: And that would ap-
ply to their own trucks,

Mr. McLLARTY: That is different. The
man who comes in with his own truck has
the advantage of unloading the wool. An-
other question arises regarding the sheds in
which the wool is stored. The farmers also
store their superphosphate in the sheds and
the Railway Department is urging them to
get their snperphosphate orders in early:

Hon, W. D. Johnson: Surcly not at this
time of the year! That is rather far-
fetched.

Mr. MeLARTY : They eannot do what the
department suggests unless they have shed
reom. Many farmers are shearing at pres
sent and fhere 15 quite a lot of wool to he
hrought down yet. I support the motion. [
was hoping that the Minister would agree
to it as it would obviate a considerablq
amount of the congestion that is now taking
Place.

MR. PERKINS (York) {5.1]: The Min-
jster told us that the brokers are not par-
lieularly eoncerned about the existing posi-
tion. I do not know whether they are con-
cerned or not. If the appraisements finished
some time next year, the hrokers would still
zet their remuneration. But the people con-
cerned are the growers of the wool. As the
member for Murray-Wellington has pointed
ont, this delay in providing transport for
wool is complicating the whole of the
yrowers' economy. He referred to the super
position,  We have heen told hy the Depart-
ment of Agricalture that a large tonnare of
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the super for the coming season must be got
out in November if the super quota for this
State is to be carried by the railways. How
are the growers going to take their super in
November and December if they cannot clear
their sheds of wool in the meantime? That
is one question. The growers are standing
out of the whole of the money for their
elip; they cannot get paid for it antil it is
appraised.

I know of many cases in my electorate
where the clips have been completed at least
a month and the whole of the elip is still
in the sheds on the farms, purely through
lack of provision of trueks by the Railway
Department. The number of trucks being
loaded from stations in my elcetorate in-
wpires very little hope that the congestion
now existing will be alleviated at all in the
near future. If the figures the Minister gave
are correct, it would appear that some of the
districts have been treated a great deal better
than have others. If there is only the time
lag which he has mentioned, obviously some
of the districts must have got their wool
away promptly while, on the other hand,
some Lave heen held up for railway trucks
for a month—some T know of have been held
up for six weeks—and the growers of the
wool are standing out of the whole of their
money. The Minister scems to work on the
assumption that the wool has to be earried
ut the convenience of the Railway Depart-
ment, not when it suits the sender of the
wool. If that is so, we are getting down to
a very dangerous doctrine.

The Minister for Railways: I did not say
that, and I did not suggest that the produecr
should use a railway track for storage ac-
commodation,

Mr. PERKINS: The Railway Department
is not entitled to compel owners to hold
their wool in their sheds till any period of
the year that suits the department in order
to even up its freight over the whole of the
12 months, The Railway Department is
a commeon carrier and is entitled to haul the
freight offered to it. If the railways were
a private concern and were doing this,
there would he a squeal about the producers’
interests being placed =econd to the econ-
venience of the concern. Turther, wool
carrics one of the highest rutes that the
department has on its rate-book. It is one
of the most profitable sourees of revenue to
the department, and anyone would think
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that it would be showing more con-
sideration to that type of freight than to
other freight not quite so profitable to it.
The attitude of the department, in my
opinion, is not at all satisfactory.

The Minister said he would endeavour to
sce that the present rate of 2,000 bales per
week is carried in order to keep up to the
appraisements till Christmas fime. If we
could be assured of that, there would he
rather less cause for. worry than I consider
there is at present.

The Minister for Railways: Immediately
there is a serious breakdown in that, I will
let the House know,

Mr. PERKINS: But the fact of lefting us
know is not going to cure a breakdown. In
my opinion, the Minister will have the
greatest difficulty in getting the department
to live up to that rate. Wool is only one
of the items of freight that the department
carries, and I understand that at present it
is finding the greatest difficulty in ecatering
for many other classes of traffic. Take wheat
as an instance: I understand that at present
the railways are earrying round about 9,000
or 10,000 tons of wheat per week. That rate
is only about one-half of the pre-war rate
which, I understand, was round ahout 18,000
to 20,000 tons per week. The rate of 9,000
to 10,000 tons per week has not been suffi-
cient to cover the requirements of the ship-
ping abthorities and meet the shipping pro-
gramme. In addition to the 9,000 or 10,000
tons per week hauted by the railways, it has
been found necessary for the Commonwealth
to employ road transport to handle an addi-
tional 4,000 or 5,000 tons per week.

I bave heard rumours that wheat transport
by road is to be cut out at the end of this
month. If that is so, what is going to be the
position after the end of the month? Is the
Railway Department going to live up to its
programme of wool haulage which the Min-
ister has outlined and which is considerably
better than it has done in the past, as well
as provide railway trucks and haul those
trucks for 4,000 or 5,000 tons of wheat per
week, or does the department intend to let
the wheat rate slip? The position boils down
to this: If the Railway Department helps on
one rate, it will be at the expense of the
other, provided the figures I have quoted are
correct, which I believe them to be.
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T am by no means certain that the estimate
of the wool-clip as supplied by the Minister
is entirely correet. There could be a varia-
tion in those figures. 1 think the Minister
quoted 90,000 bales. My figures show that
93.000 bales have gone into brokers’ stores.
up to date this season as against 123,000
bales to the same date last year. Thus there
has been a drop of 30,000 bales, which is a
25 per cent. decrease as compared with last
year's figures, Of course, one has to allow
for some decrease in the wool-clip and a
little later shearing as a set-off, though I
believe the shearing position has almost been
overtaken and probably is about equal to last
year’s so far as the actual number of clips
now completed is coneerned, Consequently,
there could easily be a 15 per cent. lag as
against last year. That is quite a big quan-
tity to cateh up with, If, as the Minister
said, the rate he has quoted will cover ap-
praisements up till Christmas, it indicates
that there must have been a considerable
quantity of additional wool in store last
year for appraisement,

The Minister for Railways: We are 25,000
bales down this year on the total elip,

Mr. PERKINS: On the Minister’s total
of 270,000 bales, a drop of 25,000 bales
would represent only 10 per cent. I think
there might be rather more wool to come
down than the Minister anticipates. How-
ever, I am not quite so much concerned
about that as I am about the railway posi-
tion generally. If, as I think, the wheat
position has considerably deteriorated and
if, as I have heard rumoured, the road
transport of wheat is to be cut out at the
end of the month, the position of the Rail-
way Department over the remainder of the
year and most of next year will be very
serions indeed. Unless there is a material
improvement in the efficiency of the whole
department, it looks as if the department
will not be able to handle all the freight that
will be offered in the coming year.

I was hoping that the Minister might be
able to give us some assurance in that re-
gard. If the department is unable to handle
all the freight which is tc be offered in the
eoming season, it is necessary, in my
opinion, to press very strongly at the pre-
sent stage for growers to make use of their
own trucks and gef their wool away, when-
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ever they are agreeable to do so, in order to
ease the position for the railways and, in-
cidentally, eaze their own position as well.
If growers are prepared to do this, it will
help rather than hinder the Railway Depart-
ment in coping with the volume of traffie
being offered to it. In too many eases the
Rauway Department has been adopting a
deg-in-the-manger attitude, 1 understand
that when the department was unable to
handle the tonnaze of wheat necessary to
clear the bins before the end of this year,
and incidentally keep human beings, as well
as stock, in the Fastorn States fed, the
strongest objeetions were raised by the de-
partment to anyome el being allowed to
help in the trausport of this commodity.
That is absolutely a dog-in-the-manger at-
titude. The depariment is unable itself to
do the work and is not prepared to let any-
one else do it, All said and done, the rail-
ways are here to provide serviee for the
produeers and the citizens of the State and,
by putting their welfare before the welfare
of the produrers. which, in effeet is what
is being done by that policy, the department
is entirely ignoring the welfare of the com-
munity as a whole,

No doubt the departmenti has plenty of
diffienlfies to faee, but the proper way to
tackle them is not to place restrietions on
the rate at which the produce of the country
can be shifted and not {o place unnecessary
diffienlties in the way of the producers, The
proper course is for the Government fo get
busy and bring the efficiency of the depart-
ment (o a stage where it can properly cope
with all the traffie. Many suggestions have
been made on this side of the House for im-
proving the efficiency of the Railway De-
partment. Members on this side have in-
dicated plainly, ever since I have been in
this House, that they are extremely dissetis-
fied with the lines on which the Railway De-
pariment is being administered and con-
dueted; and apparently the Government, re-
fusinz to agree with the Opposition’s point
of view, is carryving on with its own poliey
and has done nothing to rectify the existing
state of affairs to which Opporition mem-
bers have drawn attention. Consequently,
we have reached a stage where the Railway
Department ronnot handle traffie that is
being offered and is asking producers to
take up the slack by holding their wool or
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wheat in the country, thus oceasioning com-
plications in the marketing of the produnets.
‘This motion is designed to ease the traffie
burdens of the Railway Department and
13 one way of overcoming the bottle-neck
which exists at prisent in the matter of get-
ting variows types of produce to the =ea-
board. T support the motion.

MR. WATTS (Kalanning) {5.16]: The
Tactors associated with the traomsport o1
wool, superphosphate and wheat are so tieit
up tagether ihat there is no question that
the Minister

Mr. SPEAKXER: Only wool is mentioned
in the motion.

Mr. WATTS: I know, but it is not pos-
sible to deal with transpert for one commo-
dity without dealing with transport for an-
olher. T think the Minister will be giving
great service to this State if he will take
action to co-ordinate the despatch of these
prodacts and neeessities for the woolgrowing
industry. This is no new difficulty. This
troulile has been a reeurring one in different
ways. I remember that as long ago as Oc-
tober, 1943, when I was in Tambellup, I
found that wool trucks had been loaded at
the railway siding with wool, but had been
lying at the siding for 12 or 13 days be-
ciuse there was apparently no locomotive
traetion to draw them. On that oceasion, it
was impassible for the contractors who were
earrying woo! in from the surrounding farms
to suggest that any more should be loaded
on to trucks beeause the number of trucks
lying there, if 1 remember rightly, amounted
to twe full train-loads; and, in consequence,
those trucks were held—not by the brokers
or the farmers, but by the inghility of the
Railway Department—out of use. On that oc-
casion, I sent a wire fo the Transport Board
snggesting that it might communicate with
the Railway Department with a view to solv-
ing this problem or clse enabling wool that
was going to Albany for appraisement—and
that was the reason I interjected when the
Minister was speaking—=a very short distance
comparatively, to he taken by read.

T recoived a reply within 24 hours to the
effret that the Railway Department under-
took that the whole of the trucks would be
removed and the additional number of bales
to which I have referred as going to Alhany
wonid be provided for within ter days from
that fime; and suve enough they afl were!
Everything was taken away; but the point.
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is-that, so far as the producers were con-
cerned, and so far as the local anthority was
concerned, nothing was being done. It
appeared to work down to this: that the
Place where the most fuss was made got the
most service. That was the point raised by
the member for York. He does not doubt
the Minister’s word that there are 2,000 bales
a day being moved by the department. But
is that from specified districts; and in that
ease, is trade and traffic being held up some-
where else? If that is so, as it is the duty
of the Commissioner to accept, as a com-
mon earrier, what is offered within a reason-
able time, what steps can be taken to ensure
that these produects are handled within such
reasonable time?

Liast year we had the unpleasant spectacle
—and we are going to have it again this
vear, unless we are very careful—of super-
phosphate being delayed for such a tremen-
dously tong period that mueh of it reached
the places to which it was delivered, too late
for top-dressing purposes. If that happens
again, there is going to be chaos in rural
industries, partienlarly if the season breaks
carly, which it did not do this year. I be-
lieve the Minister is fully seized of the
position, All I want to do is to show him
that we are prepared to eneourage him, if
that is his point of view, in the helief that
there must be stricter supervision and greater
co-ordination exercised over the railway
eentlemen in order to convince them thab
they are there to serve the public and neff
themselves. That seems to me what has heen
missing to a large extent in the past. It has
been substantially a matter of convenience.

The Minister referred to brokers not dis-
charging loads within a reasonable time after
the wool freight reached Fremantle. I do
not doubt that is so. I am disinclined to be-
lieve that it is bhecause of the dilatoriness
of the brokers. There may be—and prob-
ably is—a shortage of manpower. That is
something which has been beyond their con-
trol. But if that is a fact—and I should
imagine the Minister conld ascertain whether
it is so or not—in the interests of the Rail-
way Department, the officers of the depart-
ment and he himself should make the most
urgent representations to have that position
rectified. In the railways we have a great
State undertaking; there is no question about
that. I say quite frankly that there is no-
one who decires more than myself to see it
a suecessful vndertaking. No-one more than

1303

I desires to see full and congenial em-
ployment given to the persons now employed
therein and to as many more as the business
of the railways will warrant in the future.
No-one desires more than we on this side of
the House to see a position wherein there
can be a balanced budget, without an in-
crease of charges to people being served by
the department.

The Minister for Justice: That would be
an absolute impossibility.

Mr. WATTS: I say that nobody wants to
sec that more than 1 de. I am not arguing
that it is possible; but surely it is a desir-
able objective! Unless the department is
able successfuily to handle freights such as
wool, from whieh it obtains higher rates than
from other forms of traffic, it has little pros-
pect of achieving that objective or anything
like it, T have here a letter very similar to
the one that was read by the member for
Murray-Wellington. It eomes from the Koj-
onup distriet and the writer, who is a man I
have known for many years—a completely re-
liable man—said that he has been trying to get
trucks but can obtain no indication from the
Railway Department when they will he avail-
able. His wool had been waiting, on the Gth
October, for upwards of one month, and he
has been seriously inconvenienced by the
delzy in making financial pirovision out of
the proceeds. He brings up the point, as
the member for Beverley did in introducing
his motion, that if the Railway Department
is unable to cope with the handling of the
wool it had better let somebody else do it.
But that is a position I do not want o see
arise. I want to see the railways doing all
the business and handling it in an efficient
manner.

As T said at the beginning, I believe that
the Minister, newly appointed to this job,
will be doing as great a service to the rural
industries as anyone can do, if he will imbue
the Railway Department with the idea first,
that he is closely watching their aetivities;
secondly, that those aetivities must be of
such a nature that they will promote in every
possible way the efficient handling of avail-
able trade. 1f at the same time he finds it
necessary to obtain back-loading, for example
in super., and makes the position plain to
the public that that has got to be done in
order that they may obtain super. in a rea-
sonable 1ime, and the public do not respond,
then we will cease—or I will cease—to mzke
representations to him on the subject, realis-
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ing that he will have done his hest. But
the attitude of the railways on many ocea-
sions in the past, in response to representa-
tions, has been to say that everything can
and will be done by a certsin time; then,
when that time has arrived, that it cannot
and has not been done. In consequence, there
has heen difficulty and delay and inconven-
ience for many people.

I think this motion has earned its hread
and butter, if it has done nothing else, be-
cause it has produced from the Minister a
statement of the position as known to him.
It has brought from him alse an undertaking
that he will closely watch the position and
advise us if it deteriorates in any way. If
it will also produce from him an assurance
that the freight offering from all parts of
the railway system within a reasonable time
of its being offered will be transported, so
that there will be no favouritism of one
distriet as against another, or no unnecessary
delay in one district as compared with an-
other, then it will have served a very useful
purpose indeed.

MR. MANN (Beverley—in reply)
[5.26]: I listered with interest to fhe re-
marks of the Minister. 1 appreciate fully
that a new Minister has taken over the de-
partment, and the remarks I made were not
directed towards bim in any personal man-
ner, but were directed to the Government
of the day, which is responsible for the
getions of the Commissioner of Railways.
When I moved the motion I had the follow-
ing information from Elder Smith & Co.

concerning wool awaiting fracks. The fig-
ures are as follows:—

Town. Bales. Town, Bales.
Meckering .. 85 Beverley .. .. 35
Wyalkatchem .. 30 Pithara .. .. 50
Merredin .. 200 EKellerberrin 100
Nungarin .. 100 Shackleton .. 70
Bruce Rock 120 Narembecn 200

The Premier: Most of those would not be
abnormal for this time of the year, would
they ¢

Mr. MANN: Yes, because transport should
be going down. The position is that there
was a definite accumulation of bales await-
ing transport. That, and the industrial
trouble that appeared to be brewing, cansed
considerable concern. The position today
is desperate. The Commissioner of Railways,
or the Government, controls the trensport of

[ASSEMBLY.]

the State. If the Government cannot do
the job, private companies should be en-
trusted with the task. If the Government
would realise the position and take some
drastic action, it would be the best thing
that could happen. We have endured dicta-
tion from the Railway Department for far
too long. I hope the Minister will have the
courage to handle the present head of the
department in 8 drastic manner. We have
tolerated dictation from varicus Government
departments with kid-gloves for toe long. Tt
cannot go on. If the Minister wants to make
a name for himself, he can take action along
the lines I have suggested; and he will have
the backing of this aide of the House. If
this House is going to put up with this kind
of thing from various departments for much
longer, the sooner we close up the better it
will be.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Hear, hear!

Mr. MANN: But I do not mean that we
should hand the power over to the Common-
wealth as the member for Guildford-Midland
would have us do.

Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the member
for Beverley to confine hie remarks to his
reply to the debate,

Mr. MANN: I introduced this motion in
all good faith. I hope the Minister will
watch every action of his department and
see that the officers earry out their work
properly. T am satisfied that the motion has
had some effect in forcing the Railway De-
partment to try to transport the wool earlier.
I do not know anything about the congestion
of tbe wool stores, but I will watch closely
the transport of wool, together with other
transport, end see what action the Minister
takes in future.

Question put, and a division taken with
ithe following resunlt:—

Ayes 17
Noes 19
Majority against 2
AYES.
Mr. Abbott Mr. Owen
Mrs. Cardell-Oliver Mr. Perkins
Mr. Hill Mr. Read
Mr. Keenan Mr. Shearn
Mr. Leslia Mr. Thorn
Mr. Msaon Mr. Watts
Mr. McDonald Mr. Willmott
Mr. McLarty Mr. Doney
Mr. North {TPellar.)
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: NoEB.
Mr, Collier Mr, Nulsen
Mr, Cross Mr. Rodoreds
Mr. Graham Mr. Smith
Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Styants
Mr. Hoar Mr, Triat
Mr. Jebnson Mr, Wilson
Mr. Leahy Mr, Wise
Mr. Marshall Mr. Withers
Mr. Millington Mr. Holman
Mr, Needham (Teller.)

Question thus negatived; the motion de-
feated.

BILL—ADMINISTRATION ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2.).

Second Reading.

MR. McDONALD (West Perth) [5.33]
in moving the second reading said: The in-
tention of this Bill is that where interest is
payable on legacies the rate of intercst shall
be fixed at 5 per cent. per annum unless
otherwise girected by the will under which
the legacy was given, or unless otherwise
ordered by a court. At present there is no
legislation fixing the rate of interest on lega-
cies. It appears to be a matter for determina-
tion by the conrt or preseription by the rules
of court in cases where the rate of interest on
the legney has not been fixed by the will
When a testator gives & sum of money as a
legacy, he sometimes preseribes that it shall
carry a certain rate of interest, and directs
the rate of interest, or he may say that the
legaey shall not earry any interest at all.
Where the festator by his will has given
directions on the matter this Bill does not
apply, and the rights of the legatee regard-
ing interest are those that have been deter-
mined by the testator in the will when giving
the legacy. Where a testator makes no direc-
tion, or insufficient direction, a legacy in
general is payable at the end of one year
after the testator’s death.

The courts allow the executor a year in
which to get in the estate and make provi-
sion to pay out the amount of the legacy.
During that year, in the ahsence of any
direction by the testator, there is no interest
payable on the legacy as a gemeral rule, but
there are exceptions to that rule. There are
exceptional cases where, although no diree-
tion has been given by the testator, the
legacy bears intercst from the date of the
testator’s death. The general rule, however,
is that in the absence of direetions by the
{estator the legacy commences to bear in-
terest at the expiration of one year from the
testator’s death. Under the Rules of Court
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the courts are given a certain power to fix
the rate of interest on legacies. I may some-,
times happen that the courts might think
that the rate of interest should perhaps be
more than would usually be a fair thing.

It might conceivabiy be that the executor
has delayed, without excuse, paying out the
legacy, to the advantage of the residuary
beneficiaries, the people entitled to the estate
after the payment of the legacy. The court
then would, in a proper case, direct that the
logacy should bear a somewhat higher rate
of interest, so that ghe residuary bene-
fieinries or legatees might not profit unfairly-
Ly the delay in paying out a legaey which
was entitled to be paid in priority. In Eng-
land, by Order 55, Rula 64, of the Rules of
the Supreme Court of Judicature, it is pro-
vided that where a judgment or order is made
directing an account of legacies, interest shall
be computed on such legacies at the rate of
4 per cent. per annum from the end of one
year after the testator's death unless other-
wise ordered, or unless any other time of
payment or rate of interest is directed by the
will, and in that case according to the will.

By the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Western Australia, Order 55, Rule 65, a
similar provision is made, except that the
rate of interest is B per cent, unless other-
wise ordered by the judge. In some cases,
to which I will refer briefly for the informa-
tion of the Minister for Justice and his
advisers, the rate of interest bas been the
snbject of determination by ecourts. That
has been so in many other eases also, but
these are cases reported in the Law Reports,
In the case of re Vincent, in 1924, reported
in 27 Western Australian Law Reports, page
50, the rate of interest on a legaecy was fized
at 714 per cent. In Victoria, in 1911, in the
case of re Black, reported in 1911 Victorian
Law Reports, page 280, the rate was fixed
at 4 per cent. In Victoria, in the ease of the
National Trustees Executors and Ageney
Company of Auvstralia v. MeCracken, in
1898, reported in 19, Australian Law Times,
page 175, the rafe was fixed at 4 per cent.
In the case of the Permanent Trustee Com-
pany v. Reeves, in 1933, reported in 50,
Weekly Notes, New South Wales, at page
111, the rate was fixed also at 4 per cent.

Representations have been made to me that
it would be desirable to fix a general rate
of interest to apply when there are no direc-
tions given in the will, at the same time not
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taking away from the eourts the power they
now have to fix a different rate if the eir-
cumstanees are such that, in the opinion of
the court, a different rate should he fized.
It has been found that there is some un-
certainty and difficulty on the part of
executors in determining what the rate of
interest should be. Tt is being claimed in
certain estates today that on the basis of
the Supreme Court Rule of our own courts,
which T qguoted, the rate should he 8 per
cent. T think that rate would be out of step
with rates existing today and it would be un-
fairly hizh compared with what could be
earned by investments that would go to the
tesiduary legatees, the residuary legatees
beina, in many cases, wives and echildren.
If the exeentor in a state of uncertainty
has to go to the court to get a determination
as fo the proper rate of interest that lega-
tees arc entitled to obtain on their legacies,
the estate and the parties are put to a cer-
tain amount of expense which I think might
well be avoided.

The proposal therefore is that we shonld
by this Bill fix the general rate of interest
on legacies at five per cent, unless the tes-
tator himself ‘has dealt with the matter, in
which cases his directions would be observed
by the executor, with the further exception
that the present jurisdiction of the court is
retained under which if the eourt goes into
the matter and thinks some other rate of ic-
terest should be paid the court has the
power to direct the payment of interest at
another rate. The Bill therefore does not
alter the existing law as to when the interest
should commence on the legacy. It does not
take dway. any of the privileges of the tes-
tator in giving his own directions as to the
rate of ‘interest on a legacy, or when it
should he paid. It does not seck to take
away from the ecourt the discretionary
power it mow has to determine a particular
rate in particular eireumstances. Apart
from thrse =afeguards it gives a clear gnide
to execntors that in the ease of a legacy in
connection - with which interest would nor-
mally ‘he -pavable they can safely pay at
the rate of five per cent. and know that un-
less one of the other matters mentioned is
involved they are paying an amount which
wonld he correct and would represent a
proner discharge.

{ASSEMBLY.| .-

I gave snme eonsideration to the question
whether the rate of interest should be five
per eent. or lower. I have no great objee-
tion to a low rate, say four per cent., but
on the whole I thought that five per eent.
micht br a proper rate to fix beeanse there
should be something of an incentive to the
executor fo pay out the legatees, After all,
the legatees are the first people to be paid
anid the residuary beneficiaries come in last.
There should also be an incentive to the
residuary legatecs to see that the legatees
are paid out as soon as they can be paid
out. There should be no advantage on the
part of the executor or residuary bene-
ficiaries in seeking to delay the payments to
the legatees who arc cntitled to have their
legacies paid at an earlier date, I suggest
for the congideration of this House that this
Bill might fix the rate as a general rule at
five por cent.

If at some later stage it should be thought
that the rate should be lower or higher it
is always in the competence of this House
io make any desirable alteration. My main
concern and the concern of those who have
approached me on the matter is to avoid
the possibility now and in the future of
lezatees heing able to claim interest at a
rate as high ns eight per cent. when in view
of current rates the estate would in all pro-
bability not he able to earn more than four
or five per cent, In the ease of many
estafes, if they are converted into Govern-
ment seeurities, say, Commonwealth bonds,
the ‘rate would be as low as 234 per cent.
Any possibility of claims being foreed for
interest on legacies at a rate ag high as
cizht per cent. would, in view of the cur-
rent rate of interest, amount possibly to in-
justice to other bencficiaries who are also
entitled to partieipate in the estate. This
is as much as I need say, and T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.
E. Nulsen—Kanowna) [5.52]: I listened at-
tentively to what the member for West Perth
had to say in moving the second reading of
this Bill. The genernl trend throuzhout the
world is in the direction of a reduction of
interest, 1t reems to me that thiz measure
will not interfere in any way with the tes-
tator’s intentions, but it will rednee the in-
tarest as it is now in most instances from
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eight per cent. to five per cent. It does not
interfere with any of the other privileges as
set out in the Act as it stands. The most
important aspeet of the measure is the rate
of interest. I have looked the matter uwp.

1 find that the Imperial provision sets out
a rate of interest at four per cent. in ac+
cordance with the case that was put up so
ably by the hon. member. It would only be
wasting the time of the House to go into any
of the details concerning legacies and the
conditions that exist. As pointed out by the
hon. member the interest does not start for
a period of 12 months from the death of the
person concerned. That I think is called the
executor year. T have had a look at Hals-
bury, 3rd edition. Many conditions are set
out there, and they vary in accordance with
the legacies. There is no need for me te go
into them. As this is a ease of reducing the
rate of interest and will impose less burden
upon the vesidvary legatees the Government
has no ohip-lion to the Bill. I think it is a
commendable oue. ‘

Question put and passed.
Bill read a4 second time.

1n Committee.

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, repe ted without amendment and the
report acopted.

MOTION--YAMPI SOUND IRON-ORE.

As to Yoolan Leases Control and Local
Smelting.
Debate re-umed from the 3rd October on
the followinz motion by Mr. Cross—
That in h~ opinion of this House the Gov-
proment - «! take necessary action to—
(1) Acqni-e for the henefit of the State, the
geven irom-ore mineral leases on
Jan Island, now held by Brasserts,
Lir.ited; and
(2) Aft - obtaining control of the leases to
m~Kke eertain that the iron-ore is
'mnide.. in Western Awustralia, either
by tho Btate or by private enterprise.

THE “T"NISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
W. M. Mar-hall—Murchison)} [5.55]: This
mation derls with probably one of the most
viluable deposits of iron known in the uni-
verse., I remnliment the member for Can-
ning on the intrrect he has displayed in this
matter. T <veeest there has heen somewhat
of a chan~n of f:ont in regard to these very
important Merreits of recent date. I ean
well rememher *'p time when this State was
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eagerly desirous that these deposits might
be acquired by some particular company in
order that they might be fully developed.
Strange to relate there is some activity there
now. Sinee that particular aetivity has been
wiade apparent it would appear that this now
18 not altogether so ncceptable as seemingly
. would have been years ago. The member
tor Canning secemed to imply that these de-
posits had been kept secret, and that there
was no move at any time to give their value
publicity. In that direction he is entirely
wrong.

I may say that what is éontained in tho
motion has been the objective of the Govern-
ment. It may.be necessary for me to give
an outline of the history of these deposits.
The hon. member took us for a voyage
cround the world to indicate the value of the
deposits at Yampi Sound and also .gave us
much valuable information as-to the quality
and value of other iron-ore deposits in the
universe. To that extent we have been well
informed and can appreciate the hon. mem-
ber’s efforts in that direction.. The higtory
concerning these deposits indicates that in
1907 they were taken up by an individual
whose name was V. Percival Keen, As tha
records show these deposits were granted
as a reward claim, this would imply that it
is the first occasion upon which they came
into the possessicn of a private individual as
against Crown ownership. What Keen.did or
did not do while in possession of the leases
is something I eannot explain. '

It could easily have been, as has hap-
pened in the case of other individuals when
they have become possessed of important de-
posits such as these, that he had no capital
of his own with which to develop this wealth
and endeavoured to interest some company
or wealthy concern with a view to disposing
of the tenure by means of a sale at a profit.
However, I can do no more than assume that
the person who first took up these Jeases,
whose name was Keen, wonld do his very
best. In doing se, he must inevitably have
given much publicity to the very important
fact of the a~cessibility of the deposits from
the point of view of transport. I assume he
also publicised abroad the high valoe of
the deposits. It was not until 1918 that an
ex-member of this Chamber, Mr. Joek
Thompson, got possession of these ledses.
He applied for- their forfeiture' from: the
previous lessee, Keen. We well know' that
Mr. Jock Thompson went to London—I am
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not sure that he did not also visit America—
and did his best to dispose of the deposits.
He would have been in full possession of the
tonnages available and would have known
the high quality of the iron-ore in the de-
posits. I am positive that this very able
gentleman in no way endeavoured to keep
those facts secret at the time he was trying
to dispose of the leases at a profit. That was
in 1918.

I ean well remember Mr. Jock Thompson,
while he was a member of this Chamber,
advertising very extensively the value of
these iron-ore deposits and publishing abroad
information of their value and tonnages.
There can be no doubt whatever about the
great importance of suck deposits to com-
panies or people interested in iron and steel
works in other countries. As was pointed
out by the member for Canning—and rightly
so—most of the other iron-ore deposits in
the world of high value and great tonnages
are geographically situated well inland, and
consequently the cost of land transport and
shipping would force up the cost of the iron-
ore, or of the pure iron obtained from it,
as against the easy accessibility of the
Yampi Sound deposits, where a ship ean
almost berth on the wall of the deposit it-
self. Notwithstanding this, however, no com-
pany which might have been interested in
such deposits considered it worth while or
advisable to get possession of the important
Yampi Sound deposits. Mr. Jock Thomp-
son held the leases from 1918 to 1923 and
finally disposed of them for £3,500.

The company that bought the leases sold
them to Harold Buckley in 1932 for £150.
Members will notice there was a big fall in
the price. This proves conclusively to me
that, although various companies knew of
the deposits and were well aware of their
richness, they did nof desire to acquire pos-
session of them. In 1932, Harold Buckley
took possession of the leases. In 1936, Bras-
serts purchased them for £35,000. The leases
then seemed to have risen terrifieally in
value, from £150 to £35,000. At this junec-
ture, I wish to say that I do not know—nor
do the records of the department disclose—
anything but the legitimate transactions
which took place between the Minister for
Mines and the applicanis for the leases.
Whether any corrupt practices were in-
dulged in so far as the transfer of the leases
is concerned, T do not know.

[ASSEMELY.]

Mr. Triai: On one occasion the Warden
recommended forfeiture.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I would
assume that that fact would appear on the
records. The leases were forfeited. Mr.
Thompson got them on an application for
forfeiture. The leases were subjeet to the
provisions of the Mining Aet, and if those
provisions were hot complied with they were
liable to forfeiture, in just the same way as
a poldmining lease or a mineral lease ig liable
to forfeiture if the eonditions are not com-
plied with, The Warden decides whether the
leases should or should not be forfeited and
given to the person making the application
for forfeiture. All T wanted to point out
at this juneture was that T do not know any-
thing ahout the private transactions which
took place between one lessee and another
lessee, nor are there any records of such
transactions on the files of the department.

Mr. Cross: Is there nothing about the
Japanese?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I will
deal with that point now. I say quite defi-
nitely, No. How would it be possible for
the Government reecords to show any such
transactions? Had the hon. member applied
for the leases and succeeded in getting them,
gither by medium of forfeiture or by
straight-out purchase, he would be entitled
then to negotiate with any company or per-
son for the purpose either of disposing of
the leases or of the ore obtained from them.
The Government of the day or the Minister
would have no knowledge whatever of those
transactions; they would be merely private
business transactions, particulars of which
would not appear on the department’s file,
any more than would partienlars of the pro-
duction of gold from a goldmine, whether
sold secretly or openly. The department’s
records show the names of the lessees and
disclose whether or not they are complying
with the provisions of the Mining Act and
of the leases granted under that Aect,

The actual disposal of the product is no
concern of the department. Provided the
lessees perform the covenants contained in
the lease and c¢omply with the Act, that is,
employ the number of men stipulated and
pay the rent, there is no other call made
by the department. Members are well aware
of the transactions that took place in the
goldmining industry during the boom period.
Persons formed themselves into small syndi-
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cates, took up a lease, probably with a pros-
pector’s shaft in it, advertised it as being a
proposition well worth while, and then floated
it, in some cases for phenomenal sums of
money. Bui such transactions between the
lessee and other persons are no concern of
the department. The law does not require
that particulars of such transactions should
be sent in to the Government for recording;
consequently, we cannot say—it would be
unfair for me to say—that any transactions
between lessees and other persons were in
any way corrupt, vnfair or unjust. When
Brasserts purchased these leases, they had
run for a period of approximately 11 years
and the company applied for the forfeiture
in order that it might take out another lease
with & term of 21 years to run. Brasserts
realised that, immediately it surrendered the
lease, it ecould apply under the Act for a
new lease. The department has had many
such transactions over a long period,

It sometimes happens that a lessee surren-
ders a lease which he holds for the purpose
of taking it up again and pegging out new
boundaries. That right is given fto him by
the Mining Aect. Brasserts also knew that
when they got the new lease for 21 years,
it would contain a right of renewal for an
additional 21 years, making 42 years in all.
No-one could blame Brasserts for taking
that aetion. It was a shrewd move on that
company’s part; it was within the law and
there was nothing to prevent the company
from doing what it did. True, Brasserts
evidently negotiated with the Japanese Gov-
ernment, or with some Japanese, for sale
of the iron-ore in Japan. In fact, the
Japanese were the only buyers of this ore
from Brasserts. We know that because later
on the Commonwealth Government placed an
embargo upon the export of iron-ore from
Yampi Sound to Japan.

I recall a very heated discussion in this
Chamber on that matter, by some members
at least, who bitterly resented the Common-
wealth Government’s attitude on that oecea-
sion. Our Government would, I assume, at
that stage desire to develop the deposits. At
that time no-one thought of State ownership
or of placing an embargo on the export of
the ore, or of eompelling the lessees to treat
the ore within the State of Western Aus-
tralia. I do not think such a proposal was
ever mentioned. Strange to relate, the re-
verse position was in evidence only a liftle
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time previously, when the workers at the
waterfront at Port Kembla refused to load
iron-ore for Japan. They were compelled
by the same Government on that oeeasion to
earry on with their work and did so. Some
time later the embargo was placed upon
Brasserts.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Before I
explain the covenants under which these
leases arc granted and the conditions under
which they are mow held, I desire to point
out that there was every justification for the
Commonwealth Government—just at the
moment I do mot know which Government
it was—placing the embargo on the export
of iron. The leases held by Brasserts com-
prise an area of 304 acres. In order to
comply with the covenants of the Mining
Act the company would need to employ 52
men. The conditions are the same as those
set down in goldmining leases, namely, one
man for every six acres to be employed on
the leases to comply with the law. They
have a total area of 304 acres with gr arnual
rental of £76 which is an infinitesimal amount
for such a rich deposit. There again the
tents ave fized by the Aet. Over and above
the rents the lessee has to pay 3d. per ton
royalty for the first ten years and 6d. per
ton from then on, which amount is also an
infinitesimal reward to the State Government
when we consider the value of the produe-
tion enjoyed by the company by virtue of
exploiting these deposits, These are the
whole of the terms and conditions of the
leases, There are several leases in all.

I repeat that the records do not show just
what happened in regard to the litigation
which took place over these leases, but on
one ocecasion a claim was duly heard by the
warden of the distriet. He gave a decision
which was evidently made in the light of a
complete knowledge of the evidenee and in
aceordance with his opinion of the rights and
wrongs of the case as presented. That, how-
ever, has nothing to do with the motion which
merely requests the Government to continue,
so to speak, with the policy that it is now
adopting in connection with the leases. When
the embargo was placed on the export of
iron my predecessor rightly, I think, gave
Brasserts, Ltd., an exemption. After the
war commenced the Navy took possession of
Yampi Sound and declared all activities there
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Tt he!” Yam i <l for a
constderable time d ' 1 mining
company coufd oneralr. : «an i wi soutof
bounds to everybody and everythine bar the
Navy. 8o, for a period of years, o rn though
theré was no exemption under these laws,
the companv eonld A~ no wo. That is
only an incidental matter, but it is, never-
theless, a fact.

out of bounds,

.ol

My predecessor gave this compary exemp-
iion, and had every justification for so do-
ine, havine regard to al' the -i~enmsfane s,
namelv, that although the commnany had paid
£35,000 for the leases. and had soent a eon-
siderab'e amount on the operation of the
leazes while it was exvporting the iron, the
total would be a fair sum for the number of
vears it operated. It was not a long period,
but it was a cost’y proposition even
though the iron-ore deposit is a pheno-
menal and unique one permitting mining to
be earried out remarkably cheaply compared
with other mining methods. DMembers will
see that these people had the right of a
42.year lease, and some portion of that has
now evpired.-

Under the Mining Act there are only a
few methods by which the Government can
Tepossess these Iecases, If the lessee fails in
the covenants, terms or conditions under
which the lease is granted, the Government,
or the Minister for Mines, ean forfeit the
leases and return them to the Crown. That
Forfeiture is for failing to comply with the
matters of manning, rents, or royalties.
The exemption given by my predecessor was
justified because of the colossal sum of
money the company had spent after which
it found itself without a market due to the
activities of the Commonwealth Government,
which must have had some very grave or
gond ground for its action, That ezemption
—TI want members to understand elearly—
reads as follows:—

Exempt from  Jlabour covenants indefinitely
subject to 12 months’ notice of eanecellation
and immediate caneellation sheunld the iron de-
posits be required for national or Empire pur-

poses,. or shonld the export emhargo be lifted
hy the Commonwealth Government.

After the motion was moved I made io-
aniries ahout the embargo and it still exists.
There are, therefore, only two ways hy
whic¢h the Minister for Mines eonld remove
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gi-ing 12 months’ notice, and secondly by
givitg immediate nolice if he ecould prove
that the iron-ore was required for national
or !'mpire purposes. I respectfully suggest
‘14t it would be somewhat diffieult to prove
that we require the iron for ei'her national
or Empire purposes. I am making inquiries
to ascertain if such bz the case anywhere.
If it iz, T will be under an obligation to give
this company immediate notice. Until 1
have ascertained positively and definitely
that this iron is so required I shall not give
the 12 months notice as set down.

If T could discover that the iron-ore was
required anywhere within the British Em-
pire and I got an assurance that those who
required it really needed it, T could give im-
mediate notice which would be mueh more
speedy than giving the protracted notice of
12 months. I poin{ out, however, that even
if I gave immediate notice for the removal
of the exemption, it does not indicate that
these leases would revert to the Crown. It
would merely foree the company into the
position of having to comply with the terms
of the Mining Act, that is to say, that the
leases must be worked. There is a big
change in outlook in connection with this
matter, and that is where I ean subscribe to
the motion. Many years ago when all con-
cerned were eagerly desirous of getting these
deposits developed, their enthusiasm was
such as to obliterate the great importance of
having the iron-ore smelted or manufactured
into the required goods within the State.
Unfortunately our enthusiasm earried us
away and we were only teo pleased to get
these deposits exploited. A different view
is held today, and the member for Capning
evidently subseribes to it, and I think many
other members do too.

I assure the House that the Government
i3 very wary now of granting any further
lrases of these deposits. This will indicate
to him how eager and sincere the Govern-
ment is about the matter. The Broken Hill
Proprietary Lid., which owns Cockatoo Ts-
Innd—at legst the eompany does not own
it but has leases there—desires to secure two
further leases at the respective ends of the
ground that it now holds, My predecessor
grite wizely refused to srant these leases,
He put forward the argument that he
thoncht that, unless the iron was worked or

this exemption. Firstly he could do it bysmelted or developed within the State, we
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would profit very little by it, and it might
be advisable for the time being to hold the
leases to see if we could not give effect, in
the main, to this motion. I want it to be
understood that this is not the only iron-
ore deposit in Western Australia—far from
it. As a matter of fact we have many rich
deposits of that commodity. But, as the
member for Canning pointed cut, there is
nothing, from the point of view of cheap-
ness in producing iron-ore, comparable with
Yampi Sound—either at Cockatoo or Koo-
lan JIsland.

The aceessibility of the ore and the fact
that it is almost ready for the smelters allow
costs of production {0 be reduced to such
an extent as to make the product more valu-
able than any other deposit of its kind in
the world. Members, therefore, ecan under-
stand its great importance. Some of the
other deposits to which I have referred are
situated in the Muorchison. Some are in the
distriets represented by the member for Mt.
Magnet, and they are very rich deposits.
One of the biggest is at Koolyanobbing
which is in the Yilgarn field. The member
for Yilgarn-Coolgardie would know of it.

Mr, Cross: That is next in importance to
Yampi Sound.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That de-
posit is estimated to eontain 70,000,000 tons
of iron-ore, averaging 60 per cent. metallie
iron. Some of this ore was, during the war,
used by the State Engineering Works in the
manufacture of certain war plant. Members,
however, will understand that it is more
costly to work this deposit than to work those
at Yampi Sound. Then we have Wilgie Mia
which is about 40 miles north-west of Cue on
the Weld Range. Iere is another huge de-
posit of iron-ore of particularly high value.
Again it would be necessary to develop the
proposition by a systematic method of min-
ing. This ore contains 68 per cent. metallic
iron, There are several deposits at Mt. Tay-
lor, Mt. Hale and Mt. Matthews on the west
side of the Murchison River. These hills are
prolific in iron-bearing schists. An assay of
a “grab” sample gave a result of 66.6 per
cent. metallic iron.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Will the Minis-
ter comnect this with the motion?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes. I
point out that it is obligatory upon me to
prove conclusively that we want that iron in
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order to get the Koolan Island leases. work-
ing in the near future. I am pointing out
that we have other deposits, but it is difficult
to work them. Hence the obligation would
be to give 12 months’ notice. I could mention
other deposits, but they are well known., I
am of the opinion that in the Pilbara -dis-
triet, in particular, which is a very open
volcanic ¢lass of country, there should be
many rich deposits of iron-ore, manganese,
and other deposits of high value. I have
given members details of the history of Bras-
sert’s connection with the industry, and I
cannot add anything more except to say
that the Government will be very watchful
of the position. It should be understood,
there is a limit to the means by which the
Government can force the company te com-
ply with the Mining Aet. If the company
works the leases they are theirs for 42 years
dating from the time of the ineeption off
those leases.

It is possible that if the exemptions were
removed and the company did not comply
with the law, forfeiture by the Goveroment
could take place and the leases would revert
to the Crown. On the other hand, the Minis-
ter at that time, whoever he might be, could,
if the ecompany endeavoured to transfer itd
leases to another company, exercise the
puwers provided under the Mining A¢t. Mem-
bers will realise the diffieulties of the posi~
tion. It is easy to move motions and say
that we should acquire the iron-ore deposits
at Yampi Sound. We cannot do that by vie-
lating the law but only by complying with'
the law, The leases can not be deslt with
until the law is broken or until the end of
42 years from the inception of the leases
taken up by Brasserts. I eannot give the
House any more information. The Govern-
ment is certainly beginning to appreciate
how our generous disposition in the past,
always eager and willing to induce the in-
vestment of capital here to develop our de-
posits and for that purpose to make the way
for such investments easy and simple under
the applicable laws, has now presented an-
other aspect and we are forced to a realisa-
tion that unfortunately the blessings we had
anticipated have operated slightly differently
from what we expected. We certainly still
have our wonderful assets.

Once the ban was removed by the Navy
the Broken Hill Pty. Company commenced
operations agein on its leases and T tell the
member for Canning and the House as well
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that, so far as I can ascertain, the large sums
of money allegedly to be expended shortly
on Cockatoo Island where the company has
its lenses, will not be spent on the develop-
ment of the iron-ore deposits themselves.

Mr. Triat: No, they will not be.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Here
again there will certainly be activity on the
leases but, from the information T have been
able to gain, it appears that Western Aus-
tralia wil] again suifer acutely in consequence
of the latest developments. That arises be-
cause of the very keen competition that will
be experienced with regard to exports to
countries north of Australia. I am given to
understand that in the development of its
iron-ore deposits, the Broken Hill Propriet-
ary Company intends to operate a line of
small steamers that will convey produce and
other requirements to the islands north of
Australia and on their return jonrney will
call at Cockatoo Island, load up with iron-
ore, and proceed thence to Newecastle or
wherever the ecompany desires the ore to be
delivered. :

Mr. Triat: Most of the millions will be
" spent on the construction of steamers,

The MINISTER FOR MINES : That is so.

Mr. Abbott: It is a pity the boats could
not be sent round the south of Australia.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That
would be an expensive run for the boats be-
cause most of the iron-ore is to be taken to
Neweastle. If the ore were to be taken fo
Melbourne, it would be a different proposi-
tion.

Mz. Abbott: There is Whyalla.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T agree
that there is an advantage attached to work-
ing the island deposits because of the sim-
plicity of handling and loading there, com-
pared with the diffieulties associated with
the development of other deposits. If we
could repossess Koolan Island in conformity
with the law, we should do so. We can re-
tain confrol of the extreme ends of Cocka-
too Island, which are not affected by the
Broken Hill Proprietary Company’s leases.
If the law is not eomplied with regarding the
leases under discussion, the law counld oper-
ate and something could be done.

MR. TRIAT (Mt Magnet) [7.50]: I
listened with great interest to the histori-
cal reecord of operations at Koolan Island
as narrated by the Minister. However, T
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wag dumbfounded to hear him make the
statement that if a company which has a
lease for 21 years for the working of the
iron-ore deposits at Koolan Island, re-pegs
the lease, it ¢can secure a further lease for
21 years in addition to the unexpired por-
tion of the 2l-yvear period. That means
these people eould have the leases for 42
years,

The Minister for Mines: Less the time
that has expired.

Mr. TRIAT: I know that a company can
secure & lease for 21 vears, but I do nat
think that merely by re-pegging the lease
it ean increase the period of the lease for
a further 21 years.

The Minister for Mines: The Aect pro-
vides for a period of 21 years with the
right of renewal for a further 21 years,

Mr. TRIAT: Ezactly. But the periods
are for 21 years only and not for 42 years.

The Minister for Mines: No, but it means
a period of 42 years.

Mr. TRIAT: At any rate, it is a debate-
able point and I do not think that the
Minister’s information is aecurate. If
Brasserts have a lease for 21 years, por-
tion of which has already expired, unless
the company is aetive in its operations and
works the property extensively, there will
still be at the end of 21 years and the por-
tion of the first 21-year period that is un-
expired, quite a lot of the 90,000,000 odd
tons of iron-ore at Koolan Island. If the
(fovernment cannot acquire the leases with-
out spending too much money on them, the
expiry of the time period will ¢nable the
leases to revert to the Government, which
ean take them over even if it may involve
the payment of compensation in one way
aud another. The story that the Minister
tuld was correct in most instances, but un-
fortunately in parts the history was hardly
in accordance with facts.

I visited Koolan Island in 1937 as the
advocate for the miners’ union. At that
stage the leases were mostly held by Bras-
serts, but partly by Buckley who was the
manager controlling the leases themselves
on hehalf of Brasserts. Prior to my arrival
at Koolan Island there had been disturh-
ances throughout Australia with regard to
the importation of fapanese who were to
operate the leases. That story was totally
incorreet. The only Japanese who would
have been on the island were three en-
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gineers or metallurgists whose duty it would
have been to see that the iron-ore exported
to Japan was in accordance with the agree-
ment entered into by Brasserts with the
Japanese interests. The Japanese in ques-
tion were not unknown in Western Aus-
tralia. As a matter of fact, they were well
known in Perth and in the North. They
were known because of their activities on
behalf of the mining companies coneerned
in exploiting Koolan Island, They must
have been known to the Mines Department
because they had conducted various in-
quiries and had called upon the officials.

The Premier: They did not contact the
Government af all.

Mr. TRIAT: Peossibly that is so, but
they econtacted the officials of the Mines
Department and the wardens and inspectors
of mines. They had a thorough knowledge
of the conditions at Koolan Island and
knew what to expect regarding the quan-
tity and quality of the iron-ore there.
Shortly before that, the agitation had taken
place with regard to the leases and the
warden had recommended their forfeiture,
but the Minister of the day would not see
cve to eye with the recommendation.

Mr. Watts: Did not the warden say that
the decision could go either way, and he
wanted the Government to deal with the
matter?

Mr. TRIAT: I only know that the war-
den’s statement was that he had recom-
mended the forfeiture of the leases. The
position at that stage regarding exporta-
tion of iron-ore by the Japanese was that
the Japs had entered into an arrangement
with Brasserts for the supply of 1,000,000
tons of selected ore over a period of years.
It will be remembered that the eompany
was not one of mueh substance. There were
two Brassert companies, one of which was
of substance and the other of little sub-
stanec. The company concerned with the
Koolan Island iron-ore did not have muech
money and to assist it the Japanese agreed
to instal all the necessary machinery on
Koolan Island to desl with the iron-ore.
The plant included that which was neeces-
sary for working the deposit, the bhreakers
and the loading facilities. Against the ex-
penditure on that account the Japanese
were to be given credit by Brasserts in eon-
neetion with the iron-ore for export. Such
were the faets presented to us when we
were at Koolan Island. They do not repre-
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sent so much hearsay, but the facts related
to us on the spot. The Commonwealth
Government came into the picture in the
manner mentioned by the Minister and pro-
hibited the exportation of iron-ore from
Koolan Island to Japan. It will be remem-
bered there had been considerable trouble in
the Eastern States in consequence of the
export of pig-iron from Broken Hill,

Hon. J, C. Willeoek: And serap-iron, too.

Mr, TRIAT: That is so. At that time the
export of both pig-iron and serap-iron by the
Broken Hill Company was permitted, yet an
embargoe was placed on the export to Japan
of iron-ore from Western Australia, On the
other hand there was no embargo on exports
to Britain or America. Whether this was a)
move to prevent the opening up of the iron-
ore deposits in Western Australia I do not
know, but I do know that no iron-ore was
exported from Koolan Island to Japan at all.
The Minister made some reference to trading
operations later on and it is quite true that
Japan will have to trade with other parts
of the world in order to secure iron and
steel with which to rebuild her cities and
towns. If we could supply that country with
pre-fabricated materials it would be a valu-
able industry to Western Australia. We can-
not do that because we have not got the neces-
sary plant or the furnaces to deal with the
ore. However, there is no embargo on the
export of the ore and whether it would be a
payable proposition I cannot say.

I trust the Minister will give consideration
to the channels ordinarily open to him to
secure the development of the iron-ore de-
posits for Empire purposes. If that can be
done notice shonld be given to Brasserts to
resume work on the leases immediately and
to employ the number of men required to
man them, There is a royalty payable on
each ton of ore taken out, but I do not know
if that applies only to export ore. I do not
know whether it would apply if the ore were
treated in Western Australia. I should think
that any Government would be prepared to
forgo the payment of royalties if it were
possible to have works established in tha
State to deal with the iron-ore. In such an
event the payment of royalties eould hardly
be taken into consideration when there was a
possibility of soch operations commencing
here. The Minister said that heavy expendi-
ture had been incurred already at Koolan
Island and mentioned the sum of £35,000. I
do not know where that expenditure conld
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have been applied. I thought the only expen-
diture incuired had been by the Japanese
mining company.

The Minister for Mines: The amount men-
tioned to me vzas £35,000, and that is all I
know.

Mr. TRIAT: At a later stage when no
Japanese moucy was available, operations on
Koolan Island ceased. The faet remains
that no iron-ore was ever exported to Japan
from Koolan Island. Certainly a small ton-
nage was exported for assay purposes but
the ore was never exported in any great ton-
nage. The Government prevented any such
possibility, Of course, for many years past
samples of Llic iron-ore have been despatched
south for examination. I was pleased to hear
the Minister remark that the Government had
in mind the necessity to hold on as long as
possible to the aveas at the extreme ends of
Cockatoo TIsland, which sections are pot hela
by the Broken Hill Proprietary Company.
That company is a very fine, efficient concern
and the only complaint I have to make
against it is that it cavnot see its way clear
to do some of its work in Western Austra-
lia. Why the company should convey the
iron-ore such a great distance is beyond
my comprchension, unless it is that it de-
sires to have the advantage of the ore as
hack loading for their steamers that will be
trading to the islands &nd countries north
of Australia.

The faet that iron and steel will be re-
quired for the reconstruction of buildings in
the countries north of Australia will enable
Australian industries to be expanded especi-
ally in connection with pre-fabricated
materials, and then the back loading will be
iron-ore from Koolan Island to Neweastle to
permit of the fabrication of more iron and
steel to he sold to other countries at a de-
cent prier and a decent profit. I think the
Broken Hill Proprietary Company is excep-
tionally good, extremely capable and well-
handled. Australia can thank the B.H.P. for
the wonderful activity it displayed during the
war. But for its activity, Australia would
probably have heen in a very sorry position.
If that company could freat the ove in
Western Australia, I would willingly give it
{he island.

The Minister told us that there are two
leases on Cockatoo Island that are heing held.
This chows that the Government is acting in
the matter. T trust the time is not far distanh
when Koolan Island will be foreced into pro-
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duction and that the company holding the
leases will be compelled to man them or that
the leases will revert to the (‘rown. It they do
revert to the Crown, the motion submitted by
the member for Canning will be sound and
suitable. 1 would not support the whole of
the motiou, but portioms of it, in my opinion,
are exceptionally good. The most important
part is paragraph {2) which reads—

After obtaining control of the leases, to
make certain that the iron-ore is smelted in

Western Australia, either by the State or hy
private enterprise.

I am not partienlar whether the work of
smelting is done by the State or by private
enterprise. If a company with sufficicnt fund«
undertook fo work the iron-ore on Koolan
Island and smelt it in Western Australia, I
would be prepared to say, “‘Let the eompany
have it.”” On the other hand, if & company
said that it could not do the work here 1
wounld say, “Do not permit the company to
have it.” Even if these iron-ore deposits
are not worked in our generation, there will
be future generations that will require them.
There are enormous quantities of iron-ore
in Western Australia, as the Minister told
us, but they are in most inaccessible places.
If they are not se difficnlt of acgess, there is
long transport to take the ore to the sea-
hoard or to the point of manufacture. 1t
wonld be necessary either to convey the eoal
to Koolan Island or to bring the iron-ore to
a place where the cozl or other means for
smelting it is to be found.

Koolan Tsland has 30 feet of water right
alongside the iron-ore deposits, and the ore
has oniy fo he hreken in pieces small enough
to permit of its being shot into the ship's
hold without involving meap-handling or
transport. T was pleased to hear the Min-
ister’s statement that the Government is pre-
pared to do all in its power to ensure that
the Xoolan Tsland ore is not sent oversea
and if possible will be retained for the pro-
duction of iron in this State. I trust that
the Minister will give further consideration
to his sfatement regarding the 42-year
period which, T believe, is incorreet. I think
I am right in saying that the maximum term
for 2 mining lease is 21 years with right of
renewal, but the right of renewal is sub-
jert to the approval of the Government. 1
support the siatement that the guestion of
the whole of Koolan Island being retained
for the purpose of fabricating iron-ore in



{17 OcroBER, 1945.]

this State should receive the earmest con-
sideration of the Government.

On motion by Mr. Watts, debate ad-
journed. .

MOTION—VERMIN ACT.

As to Adopting Royal Commission’s
Recommendations.

Debate resumed from the 3rd October on
the following motion by Mr. Watts:—

That this House requests the Government to
give Parliament an opportunity this session of
deeiding whether all, or how mueh of the re-
commendations for alterations to the Vermin
Act made by the recent Honorary Royal Com-
missien ghould be given legislative effeci.

MR. HOAR (Nelson) [8.3]: This report,
which is available to all members, is s0 com-
plete that there is no need for me to do other
than support it very briefly, and for that
reason my observations will not take long.
The Minister for Agriculture a fortnight ago
told the House that it would be quite im-
possible for him to consider introducing
legislation this session. He referred to the
length of the report, to the amount of evi-
dence that had been taken, and said it was
quite beyond his capacity as a human being
to do anything about it this session. I, in
company with other members of the Com-
mission, very much regret that this is so.

The Select Committee, afterwards con-
verted into a Honorary Royal Commission,
was appointed on the 19th September of
last year, and if nothing can be done abouni
the report this session it will simply mean
that two years will have elapsed since the
Select Committee was appointed to inquire
into the depredations of vermin, insect pests,
cattle diseases, noxious weeds and so forth,
matters of vital importance to the agrieul-
tural interests of the State. Nevertheless,
if the Minister says he is unable to prepare
legislation this session, I suppose we shall
have to aecept it with the hope that early
attention will be given to the matter next
year.

The Select Committee was appointed by
the House probably because almost every
member of it represents a community that
has suffered serious conmsequences from the
depredations of some particular type of ver-
min, and there is no doubt in anybody's
mind that such an inquiry had to be made.
Consequently, we set out fully 'aware of the
importance of making a most exhaustive
inquiry throuch all the agrieultural and pas-
toral lands of the State in order that our
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activities might bring into being a report
that could be used by the Government and
on which it could base legislation of a very
useful character.

Care was taken to ensure that no one was
overlooked who could possibly assist the in-
quiry. No person of any standing, conse-
quence or experience was overlooked. Wit-
nesses were called from various Government
departments—the Department of Agrieul-
ture and its snbsidiary branches which re-
ceived special attention, the Forests Depart-
ment, the Railway Department and the Agri-
enltoral Bank. 8o it might well be said
that, from an official point of view, nobody
was overlooked. In all, 198 witnesses were
examined, representing the administrative
and practical experience of men who had
been associated in some way or other with
the effects and the attempted control of
vermin.

Reference was made by the Minister for
Agriculture to the tremendous amount of evi-
dence taken. As a member of the Commis-
sion, I say that the amount of evidence taken
and the great care exercised in seeuring it
was necessitated, not beecause of the wishes
of the Commission, but because of the wide
scope of the inquiry and the need for deal-
ing with each section exhaustively in order
that a firm basis could be presented to the
Government on which it could build legisla-
tion that once and for all would do away with
the necessity for the present ridiculous
methods of vermin control.

One thing that was specially noticed by
the Commission during its travels was the
complete lack of co-ordinated effort. Desl-
ing with individuals, we found that farmers
in same instances were making a good job
on their holdings; others were not bothering
so much. Generally speaking, however, from
an individual point of view, there was a feel-
ing of despair about the whole business.
Some road boards were deing a reasonably
good job; others mot so good. We found
on inguiry that some road board areas were
striking a moderate rate to undertake almost
adequately the work in connection with the
control of vermin. Other boards, on the
other hand, would not dare to strike a rate
that would be necessary to undertake similar
work in their areas. We found also that
there was an unequal distribution of the bur-
den and this was aggravated by the know-
ledge we gained that practically no attempt
was being made to control or eradicate vermin
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on Crowp lands, forest reserves, unoceupied
heoldings, and s0 on. There was a complete
lack of co-ordination in the State depart-
ments, and as a result such efforts as have
been made and are being made to control this
menace that causes such loss of real wealth to
the State are spasmodic and should not be tol-
erated any longer than it takes to bring down
legislation to provide more satisfactory
methods.

In moving about the State—and we
travelled over much of it—we found it
necessary to recommend that the whole
work of vermin destruction should be
placed in the hands of one central autho-
rity clothed with sufficient power to enable
it to enforee its decisions, and, last but
not least, that all lands in the State should
be tazed and in their own way should en-
deavonr to make whatever contribution
they can to the solution of this nation-wide
problem. That is really the core of the
whole report—the necessity for centralised
control with sufficient power and sufficient
money to undertake the work of destroying
vermin which affects, to such a large ex-
tent, the wealth anoually produced in this
State.

Members may differ in their opinion on
minor matters and on details. They may not
sgree on the question whether the mesh of
rabbii-proof netting should be 1% or 114
inches, Matters of that sort are unimport-
ant to the main theme of the report. The
Minister has already stated that in his
opinion a weakness exists in the report he-
cause of the statements regarding the 114-
ineh mesh netting. If my memory serves
me aright, he stated that in the report
there is evidence that one man made a com-
plete success of rabbit destruetion by net-
ting his property and destroying the war-
rens, and with the help of dogs, ete., and
that in another part of the evidence there
was reference to properties on which equal
suceess had been achieved without the use
of any netting at all. Those, however, are
matters that can be dealt with in debate.
I am not worried so much as to whether
every individual property should be netted.
It might be a good idea to band eight or
ten properties together and net them as
one, but I do say that to attempt to control
or eradicate vermin, and particularly rab-
bits, it will be necessary fo use netting and
that, this being so, it will pay us, in the light
of the knowledge that kittens can pass
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through the 1%%-inch mesh, to spend the addi-
tional money and get the right kind of net-
ting that will make it impossible for small
rabbits to get through.

We have to consider this matter from a
national point of view. If we fail to do
that, if we do not bring down legislation
that will make every person in the State, so
far as possible, responsible for some effort
in some way or other, in this attack on ver-
min, we shall be faced with a situation such
as was explained the other day by a farmer
who, in referring to the rabbits on his
property, said, ‘‘They came and they bred
and they conquered.” That, of course, is
an entirely wrong outloock. Taking the
experience of farmers throughout the
State—men who have had experience of
vermin destruction on their own proper-
ties—and assessing the work now being
done by individuals, road boards, ete., it is,
in the opinion of the Commission, possible
not only to control vermin in the State but
also ultimately to eradicate it. One recom-
mendation by the Commission is that the
onus of destroying rabbits and foxzes in
certain classified areas, exclusive of Crown
lands, should be removed from the indi-
vidual farmers and placed on the local
authority. That is one recommendation we
made, after a great deal of thought and
careful consideration.

If this suggestion is aceepted and inecor-
porated in a Bill, the road boards in those
eases would be able to recover on that work
which they found it necessary to do on a
man's property, at a rate not exceeding
125, 6d. per day. That idea was criticised
by the Minister for Agriculture. He con-
siders it to he n weakness, from the point
of view that no man with rabbits in any
number on his holding will worry about gei-
ting rid of them himself so long as he can
get the job done for half the price at which
it was done previously. I cannot agree
with that point of view. T think that the
despair that exists in agricultural areas to-
day is due to the faect that people have
never had a lead from the right place. When
wr consider that there are road board areas
that have testified that three-fifths of their
distriets consist of Crown land, and that
very little work has been done on that land,
we ean realise just what psychologieal effect
sueh conditions must have on the man on
the Jand and on officials of road boards who
are attempting to do work on his behalf.
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If we could have some co-ordinated effort
that would not only encourage the indivi-
dual to do his part but the road boards to
do theirs also, failing which the commis-
sioner could take charge; if we could have
that system, coupled with a2 head authority
who had the responsible task of utilising
mobile units for further supplementary
work; if, I say, we could have co-ordinated
effort of that kind, we could solve this prob-
lem, probably within five years.

We feel that there is certain work to be
done in this State that is quite beyond the
capacity of the average individual even to
contemplate. If we needed any more proof,
or any proof at all, as regards the necessity
for mobile units, we would only have to look
at the fact that no work, or practically no
work, is being done on Crown lands, on
forest reserves and on unoccupied holdings.
There is sufficient indication of the need for
some other force being operated quite apart
from that of the individual in order to cope
with the problems of vermin that we find
on unoccupied land, and on Crown lands in
particular. Speaking from memory, I be-
lieve it was a Government official who said
that rabbits did not breed to any great ex-
tent on Crown lands. We received plenty
of evidence to prove that that is not true.
We know for a certainty that in paris of
our country, where tender shoots of various
types of bush plant grow, rabbits can aecli-
matise themselves to that class of eountry
and breed there; and, after a while, they
migrate into more cuoltivated areas.

There is evidence, if members like to take
the opportunity some time when they have
a few minutes to spare to glance through
some of these volumes, to prove that Crown
lands are responsible for a great deal of
vermin in this State. I very much regret
that the Minister has not found it possible
to introduce legislation this year. From my
own knowledge, I know there is no doubt
that rabbits are fewer in nuimber than they
were last year; and now is an excellent op-
portunity to strike. But if we cannot do
that, we cannot! All T am concerned about
is this: I know we are dealing with a motion
that asks the Government to bring down
legislation this year, and I suppose that
sooner or later we shall have to vote on
that motion. In view of the Minister’s ex-
planation, however, that he eannot under
any circumstances introduce legislation this
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year for vermin eontrol or destruetion, T
shall automatically, or necessarily, have to
vote againat the motion.

Mr. Mann: That is & poor admission.

Mr. HOAR: I shall do so very relue-
tantly, hecanse I feel that now is the time to
enter upon this attack against one of the
worst enemies facing us today—pow that
we have beaten the Japs—and it is a great
pity that such work could not at least be
started this year.

MR. McLARTY (Murray-Wellingion)
[8.20]: I am pleased that I played some
part in the compilation of this report. I
feel that if members would study the report
—assuming they have not already done so—
they would certainly have 2 very much wider
knowledge of vermin, diseases, and scourges
throughout Western Australia than they have
today. I know every member realises the
damage being done in this regard, bat one
must travel through the country, as the Com-
mission did, in order to get the real faets.
A tremendous amount of interest has been
shown in the Commission’s activities. Wher-
ever we went, we found great interest; it
did not matter in which part we travelled.
I think the Leader of the Opposition men-
tioned that some witnesses travelled long
distances {o give cvidence. What struck me
regarding the evidence tendered was that a
great deal of thought had been given to it,
and that close attention had been paid to
the questionnaire sent to the various local
authorities. Because of that, we were able
to get practical evidence. I agree with the
member for Nelson that vermin, disesses,
and scourges generally can be controlled, but
it is going fo be a big figsht. It is not an
easy task, and the sooner we face it, the
better. I am sorry legislation will not be
introduced this session, but I realise the mag-
nitude of the task.

If legislation is introduced early next ses-
sion, after a careful study of the report of
the Commission, I suppose that is the best
we can expect, seeing that the Minister is
quite definite that nothing ean be done this
session. There are a few very imporfant re-
commendations in this report. Those recom-
mepdations were not made lightly. I feel
that if members will give close attention to
them, generally speaking they will be viewed.
favourably. I do not think that any member
of the Commission expected to present a re-
port that would not receive criticism; and
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probably some eriticism will be help-
ful. But there has been erificism of this
report ontside the House, and it has bheen
such that I do not think that those who made
it have given much consideration to the re-
pert; in faet, I doubt whether, in some cases,
they have even read it at all. It is proposed
to give power to a central body to supersede
a local vermin board, if it is considered that
board is not carrying out its duty. That
may have caused some concern in certain
quarters. It may have led to the idea among
eertain people that power is going to be
taken away from the loeal vermin boards;
but that is not the intention at all.

The report clearly indicates that we be-
lieve power should be decentralised; but
where a vermin board is not doing its duty,
and where it can be seen that there is an
increase of vermin and, as a result, the pro-
ductivity of that distriet is being seriously
affected, some central authority should surely
have some say in regard to what should be
done. Again, even if the local vermin board
were superseded for a certain time, that
would not interfere with the aetivities of the
local authority generally; and, of eourse, the
iocal authority is the local vermin board.
Another recommendation in this report which
I hope will commend itself to the House is
that the responsibility in regard to vermin
destruetion should be upon all land-owners
whether urban or rural, and in towns gen-
erally. I do not think there can be any
objection to that. If the wealth of the coun-
try depreciates fo a great extent owing to
vermin, ete, the whole eommunity suffers.
If that is the case, surely it is only logical
that the whole community should pay some-
thing towards keeping vermin in eheck. It
will also be seen that provision is made that
the Forests Department and the Railway De-
partment shall accept some responsibility. I
think members will agree with that.

There is an enormous area of eountry in
Western Australia owned by the Forests
Department and the Railway Department;
and, as pointed out by the three previous
speakers on this matter, we have had definite
proof that vermin are breeding on those
lands. .Therefore, it should be the responsi-
hility of those departments to check the
spread of vermin as far as possible. There
is no doubt that in the southern parts of
the State rabbits are the greatest curse. The
sugrestion in the report that the netting
used should be 114 inch mesh was made only
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after the Commission had heard a great
deal of evidence, The evidence that com-
pelled us to make that recomendation was
slmost unanimous. We had definite proof
that kittens do get through the 1% inch
mesh and the resuit is that a property netted
with 1% inch mesh is not effectively netted.

Myr. Perkins: Have you ever seen a rabbit-
proof fence that was 100 per cent. efficient?

Mr. McLARTY: I do not think that any
fence will remain 100 per cent. efficient.
Bushfires affect some fences; kangaroos run
into them; trees fall over them, and other
things happen.

Mr. Doney: There are washouts under-
neath them.

Mr. McLARTY: Yes; no doubt the hon.
memher could give a dozen different reasons.

Mr. Cross: And gates are left open.

Mr. Perkins: Is not the 134 inch mesh
substantially efficient in that case?

Mr. MeLARTY: I can only go on the
evidence given to us, and I ean tell the
hon, member again that the evidenee in
favour of 1}/-inch mesh was overwhelming.
Another recommendation is that loeal ver-
min boards should strike a rate of not less
than §#d. in the pound. The Commission
soon came to the conclusion that there was
a need for some uniformity in regard to
rating. The rating of some boards was ab-
surd. The amount of money they collected
or attempted to colleet was so hopelessly
small that it was quite impossible to face
up to the position.

The member for Nelson mentioned mobile
units. The evidenece given impressed every
member of the Commission that a great
deal of useful work counld be done by mobile
units, partieularly on Crown lands, forestry
reserves and vaecant land generally. The
unit would consist of three men, with a
truck and all the other equipment neces-
sary, and it could cover a tremendous area
in & short time. If there was an outhbreak
of vermin in a particular grea the units
could be transferred there to deal with the
outhreak, I think the suzgestion is a prace-
tieal one whieh should receive serious con-
sideration. Tt was alse recommended that
certain types of pests shonld he deelared
vermin, and 1 think the Houre will agres
with that. The Commigsion was told that
kanzaroos and eures in the northern part
of this State were causing damage, as were
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also the pigs, goats and donkeys, which
were rapidly inereasing in numbers and
seriously affecting the carrying eapacity of
that vast country. From what we heard,
very little is being done to cope with them
and, as some of the landholders in outer
areas told us, unless something is done
there will be little prospect of their re-
maining on their holdings.

The Leader of the Opposition gave de-
tails of the ravages of dingoes in certain
arcas and the evidence before the Commis-
sion was that it was only a matter of time
hefore hundreds of thousands of acres
would have to be abandoned wunless the
dingo menace wus combated. That applies
also to the euros and kangarcos in other
parts. The Commission has also recom-
mended that certain birds be deelared ver-
min and, if members saw the damage done
by the birds, I think there would be no
hesitation in declaring them vermin. I was
in the hills, recently, out from Byford,
where a certain man was growing vegetables
and fruit. In a short time, with 800 shots
from a .22 calibre rifle, he shot G0 parrots.
That shows how quiet the parvots were,
In spite of that they are still inercasing
rapidly. One hears it suggested that eer-
tain forestry land should be made available
to orchardists, but I pity the man who goes
in for an orchard in those arcas under
present conditions, when the parrots are so
thick and do so mueh damage that it would
be difficult to make a living.

Evidence was given that the black cocka-
too was also doing a great deal of damage
and the Commission was told of one orchard
where black cockatoos had destroyed 4,000
eases of apples, and that in ten minutes they
can strip a tree of eight or ten eases of apples.
That will indicate the extent of the damage
they are doing. I was surprised at the lack
of interest on the part of local authorities
in the spread of noxious weeds. The spread-
ing of many of those weeds could have been
prevented had steps been taken in the early
stages. That was not done and the weeds
covered those distriets and spread rapidly
to other districts. Members know what hap-
pened in the case of the double-gee. There
are also suoch weeds as the eape tulip and
others that have heen allowed to spread,
some to such an extent that they are no
longer controllable and, in certain areas,
will have to be taken off the ‘‘noxions”’
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list. In other areas where they have npot
got a hold every effort should be made to
prevent them doing so.

The Commission heard a great deal of
evidence regarding the frnit industry and
I strongly commend the adoption of the
Commission’s suggestion for the eommunity
spraying of fruit-fly. I believe that is the
only effective remedy. The recommenda-
tion is that there should he compulsory
spraying or community spraying within 100
miles of the G.P.O. I do not think that
would be hard to put into, operation, and
the department could recompense itself for
the cost. I believe it would be so effeetive
that in a few years we could practically
eradicate fruit-fly. Stock diseases are caus-
ing a great deal of concern throughout the
State and various parts of the State are
faced with the problem of different
diseases. More research is reecommended,
and T think that is a sound poliey. I refer
particularly to foot-rot in sheep, and mem-
bers will see a recommendation that sheep
that are put into sale-yards, if they are
affected, should be declaved as having foot-
rot, and should be set aside for immediate
sale.

One cause of the spread of foot-rot is
that sheep have been put into the yards and
have been sold, and when the new owner
takes them to his property the germ gets
into the soil, and soon the whole-of his
flock is infected. That applies also to rail
and motor-trucks earrying infected sheep.
The recommendation is that such trueks
should be disinfected, and I think that is
overdue. The Commission came to the con-
clusion that there appears to be little room
for veterinary surgeons to make a living in
Western Australia by private practice,
though there is a strong need for them. I
think stock owners would be prepared to
pay a reasonable amount for the services
of veterinary surgeons, though there are
huge areas in this State that are without,
the serviece of a veterinary surgeon, It is
recommended that ten scholarships each of
£200 per year for five years should be pro-
vided hy the Government, and provision is
made whereby the students could pay that
money hack. There is no doubt about the
need for veterinary surgeons, and I think
that is a sound proposition. It would pay
the State handsomely to adopt that recom-
mendation.
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Apother recommendation is that more
pamphlets should be distributed to loeal
authorities, dealing with the particular dis-
cases with which the local authorities are
concerned. That wonld be a wise move, anil
not a very expensive one.

Mr. Cross: Who is to pay for all that?

Mr. McLARTY : If the member for Can-
ning has read the report he will see that
ways and means have been devised to raise
money.  The ecattle eompensation scheme
that has been suggested is worthy of con-
sideration. If a man who owns a diseased
animal knows that he will be compensated
for it I do mnot think he will hesitate sbout
letting the authorities know, so that it can
be slaughtered. I hope that recommenda-
tion .will be adopted, as I think such =a
scheme is long overdue.

Mr. Cross: How much extra will these
schemes cost the State?

Mr. MecLARTY : They will cost son:ething,
and I cannot tell the member for Canning
how much extra they will cost, but T have
no doubt that would repay the State.

Mr. Thorn: Generally speaking, the pro-
dueer has to pay.

Mr. McLARTY : The producer is to pay
his fair share under these recommendations.

The Premier: Revenue will have to pay,
also.

Mr. McLARTY: In moving round the
country, the Commission found a difference
of opinion regarding fozes. Some sheepmen
said they would not bave a fox poisoned,
while others told of heavy losses through
foxes. 1 agree with my ecolleagues on thae
Commission that the fox is doing far more
harm than good. If allowed to increase, T
have no doubt the fox will seriously affect
the sheep population of the country.

Mr. Seward: What is the fox to live on
when the rabbits are all killed ¢

Mr. McLARTY: It will take some time
before the rabbits are killed; but the fox is
sometimes partial to lambs, even when rab-
bits are plentiful.

The Premier: The fox likes turkeys, also.

Mr. MeLARTY: That is so. The report
has been fully covered by the three previous
speakers. I again commend it to members
of this House. I hope they will read it
and pay eclose attention to it, as the ques-
tions with which it deals are of great im-
portance to this State, and undoubtedly
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should be tackled. The sooner they are
tackled, the better it will be for all eon-
cerned.

MR. OWEN (Swan) [8.43]: There is no
doubt that this Commission covered a lot of
ground and sifted a great deal of evidence,
After reading the report I think everyone
will agree that vermin cause a great deal of
damage and loss of wealth in this State, 1t
is hard to say how much, but it must be mil-
lions of pounds annually. The report men-
tions that rabbits may do damage to the
cxtent of £2,000,000 per anmum. I agree
that they do that damage, and possibly more,
beeause the rabbit, as vermin, is widespreard
throughout the agricultural and pastoral dis-
triets of the State. It does mueh damage;
it is not only what it eats, but the damage
it does in other ways. It has been estimated
that seven or eight rabbits will consume as
mach grass as a sheep; and therefore rab-
bits deprive quite a few thousand sheep of
their rightful feed. Apart from that, the
rabbit 1s & very selective feeder; it does
not take the grass as it comes, but picks out
the best of it. Consequently, many varieties
or species of grasses are destroyed and the
pastures, although they may look all right,
are more bulky than nutritive. The best
part has been taken by the rabbit. This in
turn deprives the sheep of much nutriment,
and I think it has a lot to do with the under-
nourishment of sheep and the diseases which
follow in the trail of under-nourishment.

The rabbit ean also be blamed for much
soil erosion. Over-stocking is one of the
biggest causes of soil erosion. Although the
farmer or pastoralist is able to control his
sheep and ecattle—he can reduce the numbers
by selling some of them—the rabbit 4s a
different problem. A farmer might sell
1,000 sheep and expect the remainder to
live comfortably on the feed then available;
but if rabbits are allowed to breed they will
deprive those sheep of their rightful feed
and cause over-stocking. Thuns soil erosion
follows in the irail of the rabbit. I think
the member for Nelson struck the right note
when he said that, although much had heen
done in this State in attempting to control
vermin, the main eause of failure was lack
of co-ordination. Some distriets did every-
thing possible te eontrol vermin, but other
districts did nothing. In one distriet a far-
mer might spend a huge sum of money upon
the destruction of vermin, while his neigh-
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bour does ncthing in that direction. Vermin
control should therefore aim at a uniform
effort throughont the State or throughout
those districts affecied by vermin.

Much hes been said about emns and un-
questionably they do much damage during
certain seasons. I was at Campion some 13
vears ago at the time of the emu war and
could elearly see whole areas of wheat that
bad been stripped by emus. Not only did
the emu eat the wheat, but in running
through the erop his toes seted as a strip-
per. He stripped tha ears of the corn as
he ran along and consequently the corn
which fell was wasted. The normal home of
the emu is further north, but they do
migrate southwards, particularly in dry sea-
sons. The member for Mt. Marshall went
to considerable trouble to display an emn
chick which had been bred in an area
within his district. It is admitted that they
will breed there, but they breed much fur-
ther west and south than that. I have seen
an emun with chickens within 20 miles of
Perth.

Mr. Thorn: So have T.

Mr, Willmott: We have them in my dis-
triet.

Mr. OWEN: The point I am making is
that the cmu is in many parts of the South-
West and breeds there; but I maintain they
will no{ tecome a pest there such as they
are in the eastern wheatbelt, where they
come down in plague form when food is
short in their natural breeding places fur-
ther, noril. -Reference has been made to
parrots and black cockatoos. As a fruit-
grower, I heartily endorse the statements
made with respeet to the powers of destrue-
tion of black cockatoos. The Commission’s
report states that every effort to control
them, or ot least to keep them from doing
damage, should be undertaken as early as
possible. Cockatoos and parrots fly quickly;
they are here one minute and a couple of
miles away a few minutes later. They are
difficult to ceontrol and are somewhat sea-
sonal in their attacks on fruit. The parret
~-particularly the ring-necked parrot—is
hardly noficeable in some yeers throughout
the South-West. In other years it comes
there in plague form. That remark applies
also to the smaller bird known as the silver-
eve. It is noficeable that when there is good
blossoming of our native eucalypt, which
provides the natural food for the silver-eye,
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that bird does not trouble about fruit. It
is in the gum trees getting the honey or
nectar from the blossoms., To control them
is exceedingly difficult, and I think that
rather than destroy them efforts should be
made to keep them away from orcherds by
some form of scarecrow, Some years ago a
method was bronght to the notice of the
Government of scaring birds and animals.
It is a mechanical gun which is operated by
acetylene and is used in the United States
of America.

Mr. Thorn: We have one.in the State now;
I have just imported it.

Mr. OWEN: It is an ingenious device.

Mr. Thorn: My word!

Mr. OWEN: A description of the machine
was sent to the Public Works Department;
but becanse it was not aceompanied by blue-
prints, the officers of that department could
not see how it worked and would not at-
tempt to undersiand it. T feel sure the
machine ¢an be made quite easily, and that
it is merely a matter of investigation to
ascertain whether any patent rights would
be infringed. The machine would prove of
great use in stopping the depredations of
eockatoos, parrots and silver-eyes, if it were
made available to fruitgrowers at a cheap
price, o :
Mr. Perkins: How mueh does it eost?

Mr. OWEN: I think I could make one
for £1 or £2,

Mr. Thorn: I demonstrated one last nig}it
and it proved to be very effective.

Mr. OWEN: What is often classed as
public enemy No. 1 of the fruitgrower is
the fruitfly. Much has heen attempted to
control it. Unfortunately, I think the time
is long past when we can look to the total
eradication of the fruitfly. Florida demon-
strated 10 or 15 years ago that the fruitlly
could he eradieated. In that State an area
of approximately 1,500 square miles was in
places pgrossly infested with the fruitfly,
By much work, and at an expenditure of
about 6,000,000 or 7,000,000 dollars on
destroying froit crops and mueh of
the natural vegetation which carried fruit
suitable for breeding the fly, it was
destroyed. If we had that sum of money
available possibly we could destroy the fly
here, but I am afraid we cannot spend mil-
lions of pounds in one or two years in des-
troying the fruitfly. We can, however, eon-
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trol and perhaps eradicate it in parts of
our fruitgrowing areas in the South-West.
It must be remembered that in our northern
areas—at. Qeraldton—the African box
thorn is hadly infested with the fly. It has
been reported even as far north as Carnar-
von. We should direet our efforts, in my
opinion, more at control than eradication.

For some years fruitgrowers have volun-
tarily taxed themselves in order that inspec-
tors may be employed to supervise the work
of fruitly control. That has resulted in
much good; but in certain seasons, particu-
larly during the past few years when,
owing to war conditions, labour has not
been available, the fruiifly has been more
prevalent and growers have not heen
able to control it as they should. The
Royal Commission has made a recommenda-
tion for community baiting. That I think
would need a tremendous amouat of con-
trol, Some 15 to 20 years ago in small
areas the growers organised a voluntary
gystem .of community baiting which pro-
duced excellent results. Perhaps those re-
sults were used a little more than . they
should have been for propaganda purposes,
blut I do know the work done proved very
coffective in controlling the fly. Unfortun-
ately many growers did not join these volun-
tary schemes and so those who participated
in them are faced with heavier costs.

I understand the Agricultural Depart-
ment is at present considering the introdue-
tion of community baiting schemes; and,
as I have said, I think they will prove most
effective. I can see one difficulty, however.
How are the fees to be eollected? As many
members are aware, fruitfly baiting iz only
done prior to and during the fruit season;
and in most of our fruitgrowing areas, with
the exception of one or two distriets, we
have all sorts of fruit ripening throughout
the year. In eommunity baiting the oreh-
ards must be visited at least once a week by
the person who is doing the baiting. There
might be a 20-acre orchard, in which, say,
there are ten loquat trees, yet that orchard
must he visited fo spray even those ten
trees. Some orchards are miles apart, and
who will bear the expense involved in trav-
elling just to bait those ten trees? Yet they
must he baited in just the same way as is
an orchard of 500 or G600 stone-fruit trees.
It will bhe difficult to allocate the expenses
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to the particular growers concerned. Pos-
sibly & way will be found to overcome the
difficulty.

Noxious weeds, like vermin, have been al-
lowed to multiply exceedingly. Many
weeds, had they been attacked in the ecarly
stages, could have been eradicated at very
little cost. I ean mention one pest which
was controlled and finally eradicated in this
State—the vodlin mothb—an inseet which has
done an immense amount of damage fo
apples and pears in, I think, practicaliy
every apple and pear-growing distriet
throughout the world. I understand that
Western Australia is umique in that it has
no codlin moth here at present, at least so
far as we know, but that is due to vigilance
and to the prompt attention which has heen
given to the outbreaks as they oceurred.
There have been 3 outbreaks, I think, since
1902, In each instance the moth was cradi-
cated, usnally withio two seasons of its dis-
covery.

Another disease, this time a fungus
trouble, namely, black spot in apples, has
been treated likewise and the four or five
outbreaks that have oceurred here have
been eradicated within a few years. If our
other imported pests and noxious weeds had
been treated in the same manner the few
pounds spent at the inception would have
saved many thousands or hundreds of thou-
sands of pounds now. The report mentions
scourges and includes vermin and insect
pests. It has very little to say about fungal
diseases, Here we are likely to strike
trouble because, although some insects and
many animals are seaseonal in their inei-
dence, fungus diseases are mueh more so.
Wheatgrowers can recall the years when
rust has becn bad. There is no easy means
to control rust. A e¢rop may look in the
best of health one week and the next week
be practically ruined by the incidence of
rust. But it is not so much the hig farmer-—-
the wheatgrower and others—that I refer

. to, but the small grower of vegetables and

froit. The fungal diseases, in their case,
are of great economiec importance.

If landholders are to be taxed to pro-
vide & fund for the control of vermin 1
maintain that the people who are subjeet to
losses hy fungal diseases should be able to
participate in any advantages gained by
contributing to a vermin fund. Manv
growers would be willing to pay a few
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-pounds into the fund and have that money
spent on dealing with rahbits although they
had no rabbits on their properties, but
they would benefit from the wealth of the
State. Growers, where properties are af-
fected Ly fungus troubles, would not get any
direet advantage by contributing to the
fund. At the same time they have to spend
many hundreds of pounds annually to con-
trol fungnl troubles. It would take too
long to enumerate even a part of the fungus
disenses that are rampant, in favourable
seasons, in our South-West fruit and veget-
able growing ereas. I hope that some con-
sideration will be given so that those people
will reeeive some of the benefits of the
money that they contrihute fo the general
fund.

The Minister has told us, quite plainly,
that this report cannot be adopted during
this session. With the added time, as a re-
sult, between now and next session there
will be a better chance for the findings of
the Vermin Commission to be followed up.
In some cases further research may be ap-
plied to the problem. If aection is taken
next session the State, in general, will bene-
fit by the adoption of much of the know-
ledge included in this report.

On motion by the Premier, debate ad-
journed.

BILL—SUPREME COURT ACT
AMENDMENT  (No. 2.)

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 3rd October.

MR. NEEDHAM (Perth) [9.5]: For at
least the fourth time in the past few years
we have a Bill before us that has for ifs
purposie the amending of our divoree laws.
On this oceasion I am going to take the
same attitude that I adopted on the pre-
vious oceasions, and speak and vote against
the second reading of the Bill. If this
measnre becomes an Aet it will have the ef-
feet of making easier the path and opening
wider the doors of the divorece court. The
memher for West Perth, on a previous ocea-
sion, sponsored a Bill with a similar objee-
tive. The difference in the measure intro-
duced now is, partienlarly, in regard to the
length of time that must elapse before a
judge may wse his discretion and grant a
divorce. Under the Bill a divoree can he
granted at the discretion of a judge. There
are two objections to the measure that I will

now mention. I shall also submit others in
the course of my speech. The first objee-
tion deals with the question of maintenance.

The Bill states that provision must be
made for maintenance for the aggrieved
party. That might be all right for a peti-
tioner who is well supplied with this
world’s goeds. Tt would not be of much vse
to a petitioner who has to eke out an
existence on the basic wage. This Bill,
therefore, might, in a sesnse, be called a
rich man’s divorce measure and not s poor
man’s Bill. The other objectionable feature
that I see in the measure is its retrospeetive
nature. If it becomes an Aect the couples
who have been separated for ten years can
secure & divorce afier going through the
procedure outlined in the measure. During
my time in this Chamber I have noticed that
if any Bill dealing with industrial matters
has for its objective the improvement of the
conditions of life, and has a retrospective
feature in it, it meets with sericus opposi-
tion hecause of its retrospective natore, For
that reason, if for no other, I shall object to
this measure.

In the course of his address the member
for West Perth instanced the Divorce Bill
introduced into the House of Commons by
Mr. Herbert and suggested that because the
measure introduced by Mr. Herbert in 1937
is now law this Bill shonld also become law.
He said there has been a change in the
publie attitude towards divorce. I would
remind bim that since that measure was
passed by the House of Commons, a Bill of
this nature was defeated in this House, and
I hope this measure meets the same fate. It
is true there has heen a change of attitude
on the part of the publie towards divoree,
a deplorable change, in my opinion. If any
evidence of that is needed, one has only to
look at the newspapers {o see reports of
cases of divorce, particularly during the
past few years. Not only was there a record
number of divorce cases in this State last
year but, unfortunately, those ecases had
another deplorable feature, that the majo-
rity of the petitioners were husbands, not
wives. The wife usually seeks release from
the marriage bond because of the infidelity
of the male partoer, but it is infinitely
worse 1f the male partner has to avail him-
self of the machinery of the Divoree Court
to end the partnership. There has been a
deplorable change in the public attitude to-
wards divorce. I want that fact to be re-
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membered by members when they come to
vote on this question. This Bill reached uns
from another place, where it was intro-
duced by Hon. H. 8. W. Parker. When
speaking to the second reading of that Bill,
Mr, Parker used these words—

Before a person can come before a court on

any petition for a divorce, that person has to
muke an affidavit that there is no eollusion or
eonnivance, but to prove collusion or counivance
is a very difficult matter.
Admittedly that is so. It is undoubtedly
difficult to prove collusion or connivance,
or both, but I wonder whether Mr. Parker,
or his colleagne in this Chamber, contends
that the alteration in the divorce law that
would be eaused by this Bill, if agreed to,
would prevent collusion or connivance.

Mr. Rodoreda: One could never prevent
that.

Mr. NEEDHAM : Would this measure, if
passed, help even the parties or the court
to get the matter proved? I do not think it
would. I think there would be just as
muech opportunity for collusion and con-
nivanee when seeking release from the mar-
riage bond, because of the ten years’
separation that this Bill provides for, as
there is at present. Mr. Parker went on to
point ont that the Bill is designed to bene-
fit those people who have effected a mutual
separation, where there is mo question of
desertion. This introduces & new element
into divoree legislation, since there is no
aggrieved party seeking to remedy an in-
justice done by the other party.

Mr. Rodoreda: What is the new element;
that they both want the divorce{

Mr. NEEDHAM: The new element of
trying to get a divorce for separation and
not for desertion! In the case of desertion,
the granting of the decree is to be subject
to the absolute discretion of the judge, but
this Bill advoeates the principle of divorce
by mnutual consent, and that is an element
that should not be introduced into our
divorce legislation. My interpretation of
this measure is that that feature would be
introduced by such legislation.

The Minister for Works: The Bill was
passed without debate in the House of Re-
view.

Mr. NEEDHAM : The Bill provides that
ten years' seperation is necessary as the
ground for divoree. If that iz established,
I would not be surprised if another Bill is
brought in, within & short time, to reduce
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the period, in order to bring about diverce
on the point of mutual separation.

Mr. Cross: It shonld be five years, and
not ten years, in any case.

Mr. NEEDBAM: In his speech, Mr, Par-
ker went on to say that one ean meet that
objection by seeking to prove that a deser-
tion virtually becomes a mutnal separation
after three years if the aggrieved party, by
seeking a divoree, shows that a reconcilia-
tion is no longer desired. That argument
does not alter the fact that the basis of the
separation wus an injury done by one party,
desertion, and not mutual separation, and
the law presumes that after three years
there is no longer any hope of reconciliation.
On that occasion Mr. Parker said it is a
strange thing that the ecclesiastical author-
ities have always considered the physical
side of marriage more important than the
spiritual or moral side, and that it is those
people who are opposed to divorce, except
on the groand of adultery. I challenge that
statement,

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Perth
is not in order in quoting from the debate
in the other House.

Mr. NEEDHAM: T am not quoting from
“Hansard.”

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Perth
is referring to a debate in the other House
and under Standing Order No. 130 be is not
allowed to do that,

Mr. NEEDHAM: At all events, that
statement was mmade, and I say it is far from
the truth, It is surprising that such a state-
ment was made by that learned gentleman.
There are many ecclesiastical authorities,
with different religious opinions, who are
entirely opposed to divorce for any reason,
or on any grounds, so it is not true to say
that ecclesiastical anthorities are opposed to
divorce except on the ground of adultery.
The gentleman to whom I have referred
should know that many ecelesiastical author.
ities are opposed to divorce on any grounds.
Again the statement is wrong in its impliea-
tion that the objection to diveree is confined
to ecclesiastical anthorities, There are many
peopie who are gpposed to divorce but who
are not ecclesiastics, It could be said, of
eourse, that the churches, using the term in
its general sense, are opposed to divorce.
There are many ecclesiastical authorities
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with different religious convictions who are
opposed to divorce on any ground, so it is
not truthful to say that ecclesiastical author-
ities are opposed to divoree except on the
ground of adultery.

Mr. SPEAKER: What is the hon. mem-
ber quoting from?

Mr. NEEDHAM: From & statement in
the Press.

Mr. SPEAKER: I draw the hon. mem-
ber’s attention to Standing Order 127 which
reads—

- No member shall read from a printed news-
paper or book the report of any speech made
in Parliament during the same gession.

Mr. NEEDHAM: If T have infringed the
Standing Order, I shall cease from doing
so. I must say, however, it is not the
first time in this House that members have
quoted from a statement in the Press, and
no objection has been raised to the practice.
However, Mr. Speaker, I bow to your ruling.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member’s
statement is not correct. Members have
heen stopped many times when guoting from
newspaper reports of debates during the ses-
sion,

Mr, NEEDHAM: I was not quoting from
the paper; I was remarking on what was in
the paper.

Hon, J. C. Willcock: A very nice distine-
tion!

Mr. NEEDHAM : However, I do not dis-
pute your ruling, Mr. Speaker. I have out-
lined the main features of my objection to
the Bill. There is very little difference be-
tween this measure and others that have, on
four oceasions, been placed before the
House. I contend that the path to the
divorce court today is already too easy and
too broad, and the gateway fo the path is un-
duly wide open. If we are to have any re-
spect for the sacred contract of marriage we
should not pass legislation of this nature.
I have already referred to the changed at-
titude in the public mind and that changed
attitude has resulted in looking upon the
marriage contract as merely a business ar-
rangement. I am afraid it will be disas-
trous for this nation if that view is persisted
with.

I disagree entirely with the statement
made by the sponsor of this Bill that those
of us who are opposed to divorce place more
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stress on the physical than on the spiritual
and moral side of the problem, The physi-
cal side is important but by far the most
important part of the marriage contract to
my mind is the spiritual and moral aspect.
Legislation of this nature if enacted will
tend to lower, instead of elevate, public
opinion on the question of the marriage
laws. I oppose the second reading of the
Bill.

ME, STYANTS (Kalgoorlie) [9.25):
The introduction of this Bill appeals to me
as something in the nature of meeting an
old friend. Twice during the nine or ten
years I have been a member of this Cham-
ber Bills of this deseription have been in-
troduced. The first time the peried pre-
seribed was three years, then the period
was altered to five years, and now the pre-
sent Bill makes ten years the period neces-
sary during which a hushand and wife must
live apart before their separation can be
regarded as constituting a ground for
divorce. The extension of the period to ten
years has not made the measure any more
acceptable to me although it has rendered
it less objectionable—ard objectionable
it still is, so far as I am concerned. I
think it is the duty of all members to up-
hold the sanctity of home life and the mar-
riage contract. I beligve that the marriage
institution is the foundation stone of
Christianity. It is the sheet-anchor upon
which our civilisation depends. I believe
that each time we remove one of the struts
from the structure of the marriage institu-
tion we jeopardise and injure our method
of life. It was mentioned that quite a num-
ber of people will be desirous of getting
out of their marriage contracts and par-
ticularly out of unhappy marriages that
were made because of the time of war.
Unfortunately that is so.

In wartime men have very slight re-
gard for their responsibilities as regards
sex matters, and women to a lesser extent
have also little regard for their moral
standards. Very difficult sitvations arise.
I do not think hecause of unusual circum-
stances arising out of the war we should
undermine the whole of our divorce laws
to meet a peculiar situation. Marriage is a
custom that has existed all over the ecivi-
lised world through all history. The
marriage contract is not regarded by
thoughtful people as an ordinary type of
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contract. There is a sacred and social sig-
nificance atiached to the marriage contraect,
and I do not think this House should make
it easier for people to disregard the sacred-
ness of that eontraet. It is true, as was
remarked during the debate, that in some
countries the securing of a divoree is par-
ticularly easy. Unfortunately, that is cor-
rect, but that is no argument why we
should provide an easy means by which our
people may secure divorces,

Tn some countries it has become so easy
to secure a divorce that in some instances
during a comparatively short life-time it is
extremely difficult for some participants to
trace their matrimonial histories. It is also
true that in those countries the morals of
people who indulge in the practice of get-
ting married and then securing divorees,
are little above those of the barnyard. I
helieve that the civil Iaw of divorce is
essential if the marriage institntion is to
continue, but I am not one of those who
would say that an unhappy marriage shonld
be indissoluble or that a marriage contract
entered into should be irrevocable. If that
attitude were adopted, I believe it would
prove to be the greatest possible menace
to the institution of marriage. In the first
place it would deter people from entering
into the marriage contract if they knew
there were no means of getting out in the
event of the union proving an unhappy one.
If there were no means of eseaping from it
and it turned out to be unhappy, I think
there would be a greater number of people
living in adultery than there is at present.
Therefore I am not one of those who be-
lieve there should not be some means of es-
cape from a matrimonial union which has
not turned out as desired.

Looking through the part of the Supreme
Court Act dealing with matrimonial causes
and matters, Section 69, I find that there
are approximately 14 reasons for which a
wife can get a divorce from her husband
and there are about 10 grounds on which a
husband can get a divorece from his wife.
It might be worth while reading just what
those grounds are so that members will not
be of opinion that, in the event of a mar-
riage turning out to be unhappy, there is
no escape for the parties. As a matter of
fact I think that the reasons for which one
may obtain a divoree are particularly
liberzl, and I do not know that we should
he prepared to pass legislation to provide
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vet another one. Section 69, under the
heading ‘‘Divorce and Nullity of Map-
riage'’ reads—

(1) It shall be lawful for any husband, domi-
ciled in Western Australia, to preseat a peti-
tion to the Court praying that his marriage may
be dissolved on the ground that his wife has
since the celebration thereof been guilty of
adultery.

(2) It shall be lawful for any wife, domi-
eiled in Western Australia, to present a peti-
tion to the Court praying that her marriage
may be dissolved on the ground that since the
celebration thereof her husband has been guilty
of adultery, sodomy, or Lestiality.

{3) It shall be lawful for any married per-
son, domiciled in Western Australia, to present
a petition to the Court praying that his or hei
marriage may be dissolved—

(a) on the ground that since the ecle-
bration thereof his wife or her husbznd,
as the ease may be, has without just cause
or excuse wilfully deserted him or her, and
without any such ecause left him or her
continually deserted for threce years and
upwards, or )

{b)} on the ground that the respondent,
being the petitioner’s husbhand, has during
four years and upwards heen an habitual
drunkard and either habitually left hia
wife without means of support or habitu-
ally been guilty of cruelty towards her, or
being the petitioner’s wife has for a like
period been an habitual drunkard and
habitually neglected her domestic duties or
rendered herself unfit to discharge them; or

(¢} on the ground that at the time of
the presentation of the petition the respon-
dent bas been imprisened for a period of
not less than three years ard is still in
prison under a commuted sentence for a
capital erime or under sentence of imprison-
ment for seven years or upwards, or being
a husband hae within five years undergone
frequent convictions for crime or mis-
demeanour and been gentene A in the ag-
gregate to imprisonment for three yearsor
upwards and left his wife habitually with-
out the means of support; or

{d) on the ground that within one year
previously the respondent has been con-
victed of having attempted to murder the
petitioner or having assaulted him or her
with intent to inflict grievous bodily harm;
or

(e) on the ground that the respondent is
a lunatic or person of unsound mind, and
is confined as saneh in an asylum or other
institution under the Lunacy Act, 1903-
1920, in Western Australia, or in a like
institution in any other part of the British
Dominions, and has been so confined for a
period or periods not less in the aggregate
than five years and is unlikely to recover
from surh lunacy or unsoundness of mind;

or
(£} on the pround that the respondent,
being the petitioner’s husband—
(i) is separated from the petitioner under
a decree or order of 8 competent
eourt or by virtue of a deed or agree-
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ment or separation, and has been so
separated for a period of -three
years and upwards; and

{ii) is, and has been during the period
aforesaid liable by virtue of a deeree
or order of the said court or of a
covenant in the said deed or of such
agreement to make periodical pay-
ments to the petitioner, or to some
person on her behalf, by way of ali-
mony or for the maintenance and
support either of the petitioner alone
or of her and any child being off-
spring of the marriage; and

(iii} has during the period aforesaid failed

to make such payments periodieally
as required by the decree, order, cov-
enant, or agreement, either entirely
or repeatedly and babitually;
and every such petition shall state as distine-
tively as the nature of the case permits the
facts on which the claim to have such marriage
dissolved is founded.

(4) If the respondent shall fail to comply
with a decree for restitution of comjugal rights,
such respondent shall thereupon be deemed to
have been guilty of wilful desertion without
Jjust cause or excuse, and a suit for dissolution
of marriage may he instituted, and the peti-
tioner shall, subjeet to this Act and as herein-
after provided, be entitled to a deeree nisi for
the dissolution of the marriage:

Provided that no sueh decree shall be made
unless the desertion shall have eontinued for
three years, but wilful desertion without just
or reasonable cause or excuse prior to the deeree
for restitution of conjugal rights if continuonas
with subsequent desertion shall be included in
computing such period of three years:

Provided also that such decree nisi shall not
he made absolute until after the expiration of
six calendar months from the pronouncement
thereof, unless the Court shall for good cause
fix a shorter time.

{5) Any married person domiciled in West-
ern Australia may present a petition to the
Court praying that his or her marriage may be
dissolved, and it shall be competent for the
Court to decree a dissolution thereof—

{a) in the case of a wife on the ground that
prior to the celebration of the mar-
riage the husband has been guilty of
incontinence whereby at the time of
such marriage a woman other than the
wife of such marriage is pregnant to
such husband, and

(b) in the case of a husband on the ground
that prior to the celebration of the
marriage hig wife has bheen guilty of
incontinence and was, at the time of
the eclebration of the marriage, preg-
nant to & person other than the hus-
band of the marriage.

Members will see that ample grounds are pro-
vided in the present divorce laws.

Mrs, Cardell-Oliver: Is not there another
ground ¥

Mr. STYANTS: I am quoting from the
Aect, and, as I mentioned hefore, there are
14 grounds on which a wife can claim divorea
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and 10 on which a husband czn elaim divorce.
Therefore it cannot be suggested that - the
Legislature has been indifferent to the cases
of unfortunate people who have entered into
the marriage contract, only to find that they
were anhappy and desired to get out of it.
In the whole of the legislation that has been
passed dealing wifh this matter, I think it is
& basic principle to proteet the innocent or
injured party, but the proposal in the Bill
intends also to protect a guilty party. Under
ifs provisions, a man could commit all those
crimes for which his wife may now claim
divorce, and the judge or jury frying the
cause would have diseretionary power to de-
cide whether the divorce should be granted
or not.

T am opposed to any principle of legisla-
tion that would have the effect of protecting
a guiity party. I have in mind two cases,
one of them a wealthy man and another a
working man. The working man had a good
wife, who hore him two children; but he beat
her mercilessly and she obtained a separation
for herself and maintenanee for her ftwo
children. She was independent. She said
she did not want maintenance for herself.
She had maintained herself hefore she was
married, she said, and would maintain her-
self after the separation; but, as I said, she
got maintenance for her two children. The
couple had not been living apart for more
than three months when the hushand was
living in adultery with another woman.
Under the provistons of the Bill, that man
could approach the court and claim a divoree
on the ground of a separation for three years.
I do not think members here would agree
that he deserved it.

Mr. Waits: Ten years.

Mr. STYANTS: Yes, that is so, although
ten vears does not make the Bill any more
aceeptable. The case of the wealthy man is
probably known to members. When he was
married he was not particularly wealthy,
but he inherited much wealth and immedi-
ately decided on hittine the high spots. His
companions and consorts were ladies of easy
virtne. On two oceasions, I think, he tried
to get a divorce, alleging misconduet on hig
wife’s part. Tt was alleged by counsel for
the wife, who was the respondent, that what
our Yankec friends term “framing” was
attempted by the husband against the wife.
Whether that is correet or not, the court
decided on each oceasion that the wife was
a good, honourable woman and found against
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the hisband. That man became so infatuated
with the picture of a lady that appeared in
a magazine that he wrote to her offering her
work as a secretary. She came to the State
and, because her work was not up to the
standard required, or for some other reason,
he did not carry dut the conditions of the
contract, whereupon she sued him and re-
covered substantial damages. Under the pro-
visions of this Bill, that man, after having
lived ten years apart from his wife, could
apply to the court and ask for a divoree.

Mr. Watts: He would not necessarily get
it!

Mr. STYANTS: No.

Mr. Dopney: He would be hardly likely to,
in those circumstances.

Mr, STYANTS: But we would be giving
the judge discretionary power to grant him
a divoree.

The Minister for Justice: Under the Bill
it would be compctent for him to get a
divoree.

Mr. STYANTS: Yes, if he has lived ten
years apart from his wife that would be a
ground for divorce. The Bill also provides
that the court shall refuse a deeree unless
and until provision is made for maintenance,
as tn the cireumstances the eourt thinks
proper, of the respondent and any children
and the custody and eare of any such
children. Members can easily ascertain for
themselves how that will work out. Assume
a working man marries at the age of 21 years,
and that he lives with his wife for threc
years and they have a couple of children.
They then decide that they are not getting
on too well together and separate. After the
lapse of a period of ten years, either party
would be able to approach the eourt for a
divoree, and such separation shall constitute
the ground.

A decree nisi is obtained and in six months
is made absolute. The man is then only 31
years of age, bui the court has made pro-
vision that he must maintain his wife and
children. We will assume he is in receipt
of the basic wage, £5 per week. The court
would probably order him to pay £2 10s.
per week for the maintenance of his ex-wife
and two children. Twelve months after the
divorce be decides to re-marry; and on this
oceasion he is more fortunate, he has found
a woman with whom he can live contentedly,
or with whom he can get along, anyway. In
three years they have two children. He there-
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fore would have £5 a week to keep two wives
and four children! In those circumstances,
I say the natural thing for him to do is to
provide for the wife with whom he gets on
well and her two children, and to negleet to
make the payments to the first wife and two
childrer. It may be said that the court will
make him pay; but I suggest to members
that they consider what happened at the
Child Welfare Department before the war.
They will find out how difficult it was to
make people keep their dependants, and how
diffieult it was to make men keep their illegi-
timate children.

Mr. J. Hegney: Suppose he loses his job,
what then?

Mr. STYANTS: He is then worse off. [
give him the benefit of being in constant em-
ployment. The result will be that the cost
of the maintenanee of the first wife and her
two children will have to be borne by the
taxpayers of the State.

Mr. Rodoreda: Now tell us what happens
when the first wife gets married again.

Mr. STYANTS: The position would then
not be so bad, as she would have a husband
to keep her.

Mr. Rodoreda: There is a chance of such
a happening.

Mr. STYANTS: Assuming she does not
get married again, the fact remains that
that working man in reecipt of £5 a week
would have to keep two women and four
children. 1 repeat, he will neglect to make
the payments to his first wife and her two
children, and the cost of their maintenance
will have to be borne by the taxpayers. 1
am prepared to compromise on the Bill, If
it is amended so 03 to provide that the par-
ties live respectably during the separation
of ten years, then that separation should;
constitute a ground for divoree,

Mr. Rodoreda: What do you mean by “re-
spectable” ?

Mr. STYANTS: The man sheuld not live
with another woman, nor the woman with
another man.

Mr. Rodoreda: Tell us the percentage that
does,

Mr. STYANTS: I do not know anything
about percentages. Probably the hon. mem-
her knows the percentage of immorality
and adultery in the community. I have only
& smattering of such knowledge.

Several members interjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr. STYANTS: I do not know. The hon.
member need not get panie-siricken. I speak
for myself, but I ean assure the hon. mem.
ber that I did not have him in mind when
I mentioned the matter of adultery.

Mr. Smith: That is the seeret sin.

Mr. STYANTS: But I go further and
say that where a couple find they cannot
live together contentedly and then separate,
T would agree to a period less than ten
years provided they both lived respectably;
but under this Bill a man could commit
every offence mentioned in Section 69 of the
Supreme Court Act, yet, provided he lived
apart from his wife for ten years, he could
use that as a ground for a divoree, It
might be possible, on the woman’s side, that
after being married for a eertain time and
having decided to part, because they eould
not get on together, she might become a
street harpy; and yet, under this Bill, pro-
vided they have lived ten years apart, that
constitutes a means of divorce. If this
Legislature is going io pass a measure of

that kind, it will do something which is det-

rimental to the community life and to the
Christianity and civilisation that we are en-
deavouring to preserve. If this Bill reaches
the Committee stage, I intend to move for
the insertion of a new section to-he known
as Section 69A; to provide, in effeci, for
what T have outlined, With your permis-
sion, Sir, I will read the proposed mew
section. It is as follows:—

69A. If upon any petition for dissolution
of marriage on the ground set out in Subsce-
tion (6) of the last preceding section it shall
appear to the court that the petitioner has
been guilty of soch conduct as would have
enabled the respondent, had he or she so de-
sired, to present a petition for dissolution of
marriage on any groend other than the ground
set out in Bubsection (6) of the last preceding
section, the court shall dismiss the petition,
excepting that in cvery case where the ground
on which relief is sought is one of those spe.
cified in paragraph (a) of Bubsection (3) or
Subsection (4) of Section 69 of this Aet ond
the petitioner has proved his or her case, the
court shall have a discretion as to whether or
not a decree shall be made,

In effeet, that would mean that if a party
to a marriage had not behaved and, on ac-
eount of effluxion of time, made application
to the court for release from the marriage;
and the respondent established to the court
that that party had been guilty of any of
those offences contained in Section 69 of the
Supreme Court Aect, the court would be
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under instruction from this Legislature to
dismiss the case, except in two instances. Let
us assume that a conple are married and,
after a period bas elapsed—anything from
two to five years—they find that their pre-
senee is distasteful to eaeh other and decide
to live apart: and let us assume that they
live apart for a period of years—I would
not specify ten years, beecause I think that
is too long, but would reduce it to a lesser
period—and during that time they live re-
spectable lives; then it shall be permissible
for them to apply for a decree on the ground
that they bave so lived apart for the time
stipulated in the Aet.

If the two exceptions I propose to make
were not inserted, it would be impossible
under this measure for, say, a wife, although
she had lived a respectable life after leav-
ing her husband, to get a divorce becausc
the pair would be guilty of the offence of
desertion as appearing in Section 69 of the
principal Act. My other reference is to
Subsection (4) of Section 69, which deals
with a decree for the restitution of conjugal
rights. I do not think it would be right to en-
force the measure in that instance. A couple
may have lived together for four or five years,
or cven ten years, and one may decide to
sue for a decree for restitution of eonjugul
rights. If there is personal antipathy be-
tween the two people, it is eertain that the
order would not be complied with, and they
would then eome under Section 69 as baving
committed an offence. If the provise were
not inserted in my proposed new seection,
they would not he permitted to obtain a
divoree under this measure. So I propose {o
exempt those two cases. But where a per-
son has been guilty of any of those offences,
with the exception of the two set out in Sec-
tion 69 of tbhe Supreme Court Aect, this
Legislature should not pass legislation which
permits a guilty party to apply to dedge
obligations entered into nnder the contract
of marriage.

I had intended to put this proposal on the
noticc paper Yyesterday, but on the kind
advice of the sponsor of the Bill, I in-
gerted the two provisos and so did not have
time to have the amendment placed on the
notice paper today. If the debate is ad-
journed this evening, however, I will have
that done for the information of members
tomorrow. The whole of our legistation in
regard to divorce is to make provision for
the innoeent or injured to get release, bub
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1he provisions of the Bill as printed make it
possible to commit every offence against the
moral code and against Section 69, and then
apply for release. That wounld be entirely
wrong, and therefore I am going to move
along the lines I have suggested.

Mr, J. HEGNEY: I move—
That the debate be adjourncd.

Motion put and negatived.

MR. J. HEGNEY (Middle Swan)
[9.57] : I do not propose to sapport the Bill,
T listened with interest to the specch of the
member for Kalgoorlie, and also read the
speech delivered in another place by the
sponsor of the Bill. I was amazed at the
fuct that in that House of review, from
which this Bill ecame, only two speeches were
made on it. One was by the sponsor and the
other was a short one by the Leader of the
House. Not one other member spoke.

Mr. McDonsld: But they had passed it
three times previously.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: Not one member ont-
side those two spoke. Surely this is a matter
of fundamental importance to society, to this
State, and a more informed diseussion should
have taken place on a measure of this kind!
1t affects the very life of this State; it goes
to the very roots of the foundation of society
and of the State. Marriage and family life
.constitute the basis of the State. Men and
womcn create the State, but now it is pro-
posed that the State should provide means
of dissolving marriage unions. We are sup-
posad to be living in a Christian eommunity.
This Parliament itself is opened with the
Lord’s Prayer. This is a Christian society,
and the Speaker reads from his hook the
pazsage, “Thy Kingdom come. Thy will be
done in earth as it is in Heaven.” That is
to say, we pray for the Kingdom of Christ
fo come to earth. We say we are Christians,
but we do not subseribe to Christian prin-
viplez, hecanse Christ said, “Thou shalt not
commit adultery,” and “Thou shalt not covet
thy neighbour’s wife.” Yet two gentlemen
in the Legislative Couneil have said that this
Bill eontains sufficient reason for discolving
the marriare tie.

Further, we find in the Prayer Book,
*Whom God hath joined together let no man
put asunder.” Those are fundamental prin-
¢iples of Christianity; deny them who will.
There is not a memher here who will deny
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that they are Christian principles as pro-
pounded by Christ. Some might deny that
Christ existed, but the history of the race
proves that Christ, the Founder of Christ-
ianity, did exist. I mention these points be-
eause they are fundamental to the diseussion
on the measure. As the memhber for Kal-
goorlie has already pointed out there are
ample and liberal provisions in our divoree
laws by which the marriage bond can be dis-
solved. If further divoree provisions are
necessary they should be on a Commonwealth-
wide-basis. There is too great a dissimilarity
between the divorce laws of the different
States. By their being Commonwealth-wide
we would have uniformity. The member for
Kalgoorlie mentioned a particular man. The
fact is that his wife will not grant him a
divoree; she will not take the necessary steps
to provide him with that relief, yet if this
measure is passed, and he lives apart from
his wife for ten years, the judge will be given
the right to use his discretion and say whether
he may live with someone else.

Mr. Thorn: At the present time the Com-
menwealth Government pays you for living
in adnltery.

Mr. J. HEGNEY : It does not pay me for
living in adultery, because I do not live in
adultery. I am properly and truly married,
and the records are there for verifieation,
During the time I have been in Parliament
it has been drummed into me that the Legis-
Iative Couneil is a House of review, and
yet only two of its members spoke to this
Bill.

Mr. Thorn: What has that to do with the
measure?

Mr. J. HEGNEY : It is important.

Mr. Thorn: This is the third time it has
been introduced there.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: There was no division
in the Council on this measure. It was
passed on the voices; it was whisked through!
It is whispered all round the community that
this is 2 rich man’s law. It is certainly not
a law for the working eclass. The strange
thing to mc i the celerity with which a mem-
ber for 1he Meropolitan-Saburhan provinee
got this Bill through the Council, and the
tardiness with which he deals with measures
of vital importance to the working eclass of
this ecountry. Bills which are of interest to
a wide seetion of the enmununity are held up,
partieularly by the member 1 speak of
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If the public knew the provisions of this
proposed Bill, not foo many members would
stand for it~—not in the metropolitan area,
at all events. People of different denomina-
tions in my electorate have written to me ask-
ing me to oppose the Bill. The same thing
applied when a similar measure was before
this Chamber on the last occasion. I repre-
sent the Inrgest electorate in area, and
almost in  population, of the metro-
politan clectorates, and I have received
no request to support a measure of
this kind. It is bandied about that
if the Bill is passed certain people will
benefit monetarily. Those are rotten charges
to be made, particularly when the measure is
being discussed. These things are spoken of
at bridge parties and all round the metro-
politan area.

This Bill will benefit many wealthy per-
sons who have been seeking to get a divorce
under the law as it stands, but have been
rejected by the ecourt on numerous oceasions.
The Bill is of no bhenefit to a worker, because
he has not the financial resources to avail
himself of it. We kpow that it is a lawyer's
Bill. Every time it has been introduced here
and in another place, it has been sponsored
by a member of the legal fraternity.

Mr. Thorn: Do you think they are ‘the
only bad people in the world?

Mr. J. HEGNEY: No. Except for one
occasion this Bill has been brought down by
a mesmber of the legal profession. We know
that divorce provides a lucrative practice in
this city, and in most other cities, too, but
the workers cannot pay the fees, and so ecan
derive no benefit under this law. If there
is any necessity for divorce it should be
tackled on & Commonwealth-wide basis be-
eanse it should be uniform and not dealt
with piecemeal. I hope the measure will
not pass. It wounld be wrong for this Parlia-
ment to sccept the measure withont our
people knowing its merits. In the opinion
of the member who introduced the Bill it will
affect about 10,000 people in Western Aus-
tralia, That is a reflection on the morality
of the State. There is no question that the
birthrate has declined because of the tamper-
ing with the marriage tie. The average num-
ber of children per marriage is now less
than two.

Tt is predicted that Australia, as a people,
will, inside of 50 years, be a decadent race.
If this country does not have an inflow of
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population from other eountriesit will die, as
have many other civilisations, from moral
degradation and decay. That is the position
facing Australin because the race is dying
out. No one can deny that. We talk about
the black races and the other peoples that
are likely to come into Australia. If there
are not fruitful marriages and the home ties
are not protected, so that it becomes easier
to get a release of the marriage bond, the
basis of our society will be undermined.
Some years ago the marriage contract was
eliminated in Russia, After a short period
that country introduced what was known as
free love, :

Mr. Cross: The Russians——

Mr. J. HEGNEY: The member for Can-
ning knows all about it. Only a few years
went by when Russia reverted to the mar-
riage contract.  We should examine this
measure much more thoroughly than was
done in another place. I hope members will
not treat it lightly, as this is one of the
most important Bills that has come before
us. The wonmn is the weaker of the two,
as in the scheme of things she has been made
to help man, Under this measure a woman
might be left with one or two children, and
il is suggested that she may re-marry, but
not many pien want to morty a woman with
twe or three children.

Mr. Mann: How many soldiers’ lives have
been ruined by the actions of their wives
while they bhave been on active serviee?

Mr. J. HEGNEY: T am speaking of life
as it is. Not many men would take on a
woman who has i{wo or three children by
some other man. Such a woman is in a
muech weaker position. Why is not provi-
sion made under this Bill for the wife and
children? Why should not the father look
after the children? He would have difficulty
in moving round if he had two or three
children to look after, but he wants to leave
them with the woman. They are his child-

“ven, and he should look after them.

Mr. Mann: He is not sure they sre his
children.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: The member for Bev-
erley mav nol be sare of all of his, but T
am sure ¢f all of mine.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. HEGNEY: This Bill is of great
importance to this Parliament and I do nol
think this House should lightly pass over
it. It should receive close attention and ex-
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amination. If provides for a 10-year period,
and I have had many men in my electorate
ringing me up, to give reasons why I should
support the Bill, They said, “You know
my position,” but I told them frankly that
[ was not supporting the Bill, that I had
not supported a similar measure in the
past, and that that was how I would vote
on this occasion.

MR. PERKINS (York) [10.15]: This
Bill deals with an important and difficult
yuestion. I was impressed by the argu-
ments of the member for West Perth in
introducing the Bill, and by the cases he
cited from experience in his profession. I
think the approach of the member for Kal-
goorlie to the Bill was mueh more reason-
able than that of the member for Perth or
of the member for Middle Swan. I do not
think eny member in this House desires
willingly to do anything to destroy or
weaken the sanctity of marriage, but it is
no use shutting ovr eyes to the fact that
cases do occur, within our State, that are
not adequately eovered by the present provi-
sions of the Supreme Court Act. Though
we desire to safeguard the sanetity of mar-
riage in every way we have a responsibility
to see that the lives of other people are not
ruined, because of the inadequate provisions
of any Act of this Parliament not enabling
them to live full and proper lives. I expect
all members of this Chamber know of dif-
ficnlt cases and I daresay many such eases
hove been brought to the notice of members
sinee this Bill came before Parliament,

Many of us know of cases where men and
women thought they were snited to each
other before marriage, but soon found they
wero totally unsuited, and separated within
a short space of time. In such cases there
are often no children as a consequence of
the marriage. The man may have gone his
way, and the woman hers, and often the
woman has g job and there is no great need
for the man to coniribube much towards her
maintenance. Under the present Supreme
Counrt Act, unless one or the other of those
people is prepared to follow the shabby
practices that were alluded to by the mem-
ber for West Perth in introducing the Bill,
it is impossible for them to get any relief
under the law of this State as it stands at
present. I believe this Bill provides an ap-
proach to that type of case. It is not neces-
rary to delve unduly into the question of
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whether it is a rich man’s or a poor man's
Bill. I thiok, as the law stands, the rich
man at present has a better chance of get-
ting out of difficulties that may have arisen
in connection with his marriage than has the
poor man.

We should discuss the question on its
merits, and as it affects the various hypo-
thetical cases that we can call to mind. T
do not like the Bill in the exact form in
which it is before the House. I agree with
the member for Kalgoorlie that there is a
danger of enabling the man who has avoided
his family responsibilities, and wheo has
committed adultery or some other of the
offences mentioned in the Supreme Court
Act, to get relief without suffering any dis-
ability for the unsocial life that he has led.
I have taken a different line from that of
the member for Kalgoorliee I put an
amendment on the notice paper to provide
that where the petitioner under this parti-
cular section had failed to comply with any
maintenance order or any agreement for the
support of the other party, or the children
of the marriage, that should be a bar to any
action under this section.

In almost all cases where the petitioner
has not lived up to his responsibilities under
the marriage, even though the parties have
separated by mutual consent or otherwise, I
think this amendment would provide an
effective bar to that undesirable type of in-
dividual obtaining relief under this Bill. T
know of a case of a couple who were mar-
ried reasonably happily for several years.
There were three children of the marriage,
but the husband got mixed up with an un-
desirable type of woman, and that was the
end of the marriage, The husband drifted
away and, as far as I koow, has not con-
tributed to any extent to the support of his
wife or children. That woman has prac-
tieatly ruined her health in attempting to
earn suflicient to bring up her family pro-
perly.

If this Bill went through in its present
form that man might give an assurance to
the court that he would support bis previcus
wife and family, and he could get a dissolu-
tion of the marriage. Though he had given
the court that assurance and had entered
into a legally binding agreement, he might
then go to some part of the Commonwealth
where the law might find diffieulty in reach-
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ing him, and the agreement or undertaking
he had given would then be of very little
value, With the inclusion of an amendment
such as I have placed on the notice paper,
I think the difficulty would be overcome,
Possibly the approach indicated by the
member for Kalgoorlie might be quite as
good, and members may consider it better.
In any case, if suitable safeguards are in-
cluded in the measure I am inclined to agres
with the member for Kalgoorlie that the
period of ten years might be shorfened.

I am concerned about eases such as the
one I mentioned earlier where a man
and a woman married with the expectation
of happiness but after marriage found they
were totally uwnsuited and it was impossible
for them to live together. Those people
made an unfortunate mistake, but neither
had committed any offence, and the respon-
sibility reats on the Legislature to enable
such people to have another chance. Those
of us who are happily married have a great
responsibility to others who are not so
fortunately placed and have realised their
mwistake., We should give those people an
opportunity to try again. I have yet to
learn that that conflicts in any way with
Christian prineiples. T am as keen as any-
one else to maintain the sanctity of the
marriage tie and to maintain the home life
on as high a level ag possible, but there are
difficult cases that are not adequately pro-
vided for under the existing divoree laws,

MR. LESLIE (Mt. Marshall) [10.22]:
Mr. Speaker--—

Mr. Thorn: Get the adjournment of the
debate!

Mr. LESLIE: I will do no such thing.
In the first place I consider that the Bill is a
measure respecting which members must look
to their own conseiences for guidance. As
mentioned during the debate, members in
another place evidenced a lack of courage in
expressing their convietions. I do not pro-
pose to allow this opportunity fo pass with-
out expressing mine. In the first place much
has been said about the sanctity of the mar-
riage tie. Where a couple are living a eat-
and-dog life, where can there be any sanctity
attached to the marriage tie?

Mr. Thorn: It is a cat fight!
[50]
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Mr, LESLIE: Definitely there can be no
sacredness about the marriage tie when two
parties that had hopes of living in harmony
and happiness, are not able to do so. Under
such cireumstances I believe the marriage be-
comes merely a contract. We have estab-
lished courts of law for the purpose, where
injustice exists, of annulling or dissolving
existing contracts. That is my point of view
as regards the marriage estate. Where fwo
people are happily married they consider
their relationships as sacred between them-
selves, and there is no question of any law
being necessary to meet circumstances which,
in such instances, are never likely to arise
at all. On the other hand, where a ecouple
have started off to live as man and wife and
eircumstances have arisen that do not permit
them to do so in harmony, then the contract
they entered into and which they are not
able to observe is virtually 2nded. In the
past the Legislature has considered the prob-
lem from that point of view and has provided
means by which such contracts can bhe an-
nulled. The next point for us to consider is
at what period it would be just for a court
to annul such contracts.

It appears to me that there is much to
be said for the provisions sought by the
sponsors of the Bill to be ineluded in our
divoree laws. I aw not in agreement with
the member for Kalgoorlie when ke suggests

_that the period of ten years should be re-

duced. In my opinion there should be a con-
siderable testing period because in the cir-
cumstances that have been outlined where one
party may be desirous of securing a divorce
in accordance with the provisions embodied
in the Bill, a lengthy period would be essen-
tial as it seems to me that one of the parties
to the contract, out of a spirit of sheer spite
and nothing else, might not be prepared to
agree to the annulment of the marriage tie
to allow the parties econcerned to go their
respective ways—after the court had made
provision for the maintenance of the wife
and any dependants. It may be merely a
woman’s sheer spite that will not allow her
to free her husband from the contract al-
though he might be quite prepared to accept
any order the court made regarding the
maintenance of his wife and any children
of the marriage.

A reasonable period must be allowed to
elapse to indicate that in such cireumstances
the respondent in the proceedings is the
guilty party and that the woman’s motives
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are actuated by no other influence than her
un-Christian attitude towards a fellow being.
In these circumstances an amendment such
as that proposed is necessary in our divorce
law. TUntil mention was made of the fact
that there have been three previous attempts
to pass legislation of this description, I was
not aware of the fact. However, this has
created in my mind the suspicion that there
may be a possibility that the amending legis-
lation has becn sought in the interests of one
or a certain few individuals. I am suspicious
because of the indications of an insidious
attempt being made in the alteration of the
years in the suceessive Bills.

Mr. Styants: It may be more than a
coincidence.

Mr. LESLIE: At any rate, it hag created
a suspicion in my mind. T look upon this
measure at a matter quite apart from party
politics and one that must be dealt with by
each member according to his conseience.
Although I am prepared to be generous as
regards the sponsors of the Bill, I think some
safeguard, possibly along the lines suggested
by the member for Kalgoorlie, is necessary
for inclusion in the Bill. It must be remem-
bered that such legislation is not necessarily
passed on behalf of the community as a
whole, hut may represent an endeavour to
assist one or two individuals and in such
circumstances safeguards are essential.
Anomalies arise under every law, and I do
not think the Legislature should take into
consideration the passing of laws to meet the
special circumstances of individuals. Their
circumstances are just unfortunate. Anoma-
lies should be corrected as far as possible,
but this 18 a case in which one individnal
should not be considered as against the com-
munity as a whole. I shall support the
second reading, and will vote in favour of
safeguards such as the member for Kalgoor-
lie proposes to introduce, but I would like
to see the amendments placed on the notice
paper so that members will have an oppor-
tunity fo study them before they are called
upon to exercise their vote.

MRS. CARDELL-OLIVER (Subiaco)
[10.31] : I have been a member of the House
for eight or nine years and a similar Bill
has come before us, I believe, no fewer than
five times. On the first occasion it was
sponsored by the Leader of the Opposition,
then the Leader of the National Party, then
the.member for Murchison, then the member
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for East Perth, and now the Leader of the
Liberal Party. First, the proposal was for
three years’ separation, then five years; then
it ecame back to three years, was again three
years, and now it is ten years. Ten years
is certainly better than five years or three
years, but T regard it as just the thin end
of the wedge. Finally we shall he asked to
reduce the period to five years and then to
three yvears, and even come down to what
someone mentioned is happening in Russia.
I have stated that Y have seen divorces put
through in Russia within a couple of
minutes, costing 1s. 6d., and the wife not
knowing that she was being divorced.
Mr. Cross: That is not true.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: Do not you
dare say such a thing.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: I ask the hon.
member to withdraw that statement.

Mr. SPEAEKER: What was the state-
ment?

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: The member
for Canning interjected that what I said was
not true.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Can-
ning must withdraw.

Mr. Cross: I said the statement was not
true.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-

.ber must withdraw if he said the statement

was not truoe.

Mr. Cross: If the hon. member takes
offence at my remark, I withdraw.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
withdraw unconditionally.

Mr. Cross: Then I withdraw,

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: I was saying
that, in connection with the divorce I saw in
Russia, the wife did not even know that she
was being divorced. The busband went in
and got the divoree. The clerk asked, “Does
your wife know about this?”’ The reply was,
“No.” The clerk said, “She will know in the
morning.” I consider that that is what we
shall come to eventually if we allow a Bill
of this sort to pass. It has been said that
this is a rich man’s Bill and I quite agree
with that statement. I presume that about
90 per cent. of our people are living on the
hasie wage and how can they afford, if they
divorce one wife, to get married again and
bring up a second family? Tt is true that
75 per cent. of the children in many of the
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Homes we visit are there on account of
broken marriages, The men cannot pay for
the maintenance of their children; therefore
the children go on the State. Application
to any one of the Homes will bring confirma-
tion of that statement. It is absolutely im-
possible for the average man to maintain
two homes.

It has been said that this is a lawyer’s
Bill. T do not wish to say anything nasty
about Jawyers, but the Bill has been spon-

sored in this House four or five
times by lawyers. I dare say they
are apt to look at things through
their e¢lients’ eyes. I do not suggest,

as somebody did, that they look through their
pockets, but I do believe that they look at
things throngh their clients’ eyes. T regard
this as a man’s Bill, and it is distinetly un-
fair to bring forward such a Bill in a House
consisting of 99 per cent. of men. True, all
men will not vote for if, but I regard the
Bill as being one that affects women and
children particularly. It is absolutely ne-
fair that such a Bill should be brought be-
fore the House without the member sponsor-
ing it having first gone to his constituents
and told the women of his intention to intro-
duee and support such a measure. He ought
to say to them, “You have the rizht to vote
for me or not as you wish, but if you do
vote for me, I shall endeavour to get a Bill
through that will disrupt your home.”

Mr, Styants: We have deserted busbands
as well as deserted wives.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: 1 quite agree;
too many of them. I am not saying that
the faults are all on one side. However, 1
believe that if a member went to his con-
stitnents and told them of his intention to
snpport such a Bill, many of them would not
vote for him. The sponsor of the Bill said
that in England 100,000 people asked by
petition for such a Bill to be brought for-
ward. I have no faith in petitions. On one
occasion I sponsored a petition and seeured
170,000 signatvres, but my opponents got
more than 170,000, and there were not so
many adults in the State at the time. There-
fore, I do not consider that petitions are cap-
able of aceomplishing anything wonderfal.
The hon. member quoted a bishop as having
said that the British measure was & Christian
Bill, but as the member for Middle Swan
said, although a bishop may have made that
statement, there are some greater than
bishops. As he said, “Whom God hath joined
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together, let no man put asunder.” The
trouble is that we do not allow God to enter
into marriages today.

1 do not propose to move any amendment,
but perhaps somehody might move to insert
a provision making it compulsory for a man
to divide all his wealth with his wife and
children hefore he may obtain a divorce.
That is a law which has bheen in operation
in Brazil for many years and has proved
very effective indeed against divorce. It
would also have the effeet of preventing
adventuresses from endeavouring to break up
homes. Many cases have been quoted to-
night, and I think it is in the mind of every
member that ten years' separation is a long
period, but only a little while ago I came
across g case in which a man and his wife
had heen separated for 12 years and had then
come together again. The man had money
and lived with another woman, but suddenly
he lost his money and beecame ill, and the
woman left him. The real wife then went
back to him and ministered to him, and is
with him today. That oceurred after 12
years’ separation, so we cannot say that ten
years is the longest period.

Under the rules of the Roman Catholie
Church, divoreced people cannot be married
in that church at present. I think that about
one-quarter of our people belong to the
Roman Catholic Church. The Church of
England clergymen do not marry the guilty
party; but they will marry the other party.
As there is no guilty party under this Bill,
what is the Church of England to dof I
think the Church of England should have
had time to consider the Bill. It has not
come befors them. Had the church known
of it hefore Synod, the matter could have
been brought up and the church asked what
it was going to do in the matter. At least
that chureh, like the women of the State,
should have had a chanee to consider what
it ought to do in a ease such as this.

The Bill should also include a clause that
no divorce can be obtained until the youngest
child of the marriage has attained the age
of 15 years at least. The amendment sug-
gested by the member for Kalgoorlie eer-
tainly makes the Bill a little better; but I
would like the amendment modified so as to
include a period of separation for over ten
vears. If that were done I think the measure
would get a great deal of support. That
is all T have to say. )Y am voling againgt
tke Bill.
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On motion by Mr. Seward, debate ad-
journed.

House adjourned at 10.42 p.m.

Fiegislative Coameil.

Thursday, 18th October, 1945.
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The PRESIDEXNT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers,

QUESTION.
COLLIE COAL STOPPAGE,

As to Wages Paid to Government
Employees,

Hon. G. W, MILES (for Hon. H, Sed-
don) asked the Chief Secretary: In view of
the decision of the State Arbitration Court
that the Government must pay for the time
lost by the Government employees as a Te-
sult of the Collie coa! strike:

1, What was the amount involved in each
department in the payment of salaries and
wages for this period, and what was the
total amount of salaries and wages?

2, What was the estimated loss of revenue
of the various departments concerned and
the total amount lost?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: The
decision of the court applied only to the
departments administered by the Commis-
sioner of Railways and the amounts involved
were approximately as under:

1, Railways, £6,000; Tramways, £2,000;
Electricity Supply, nil; total, £8,000.

2, Railways, £5,000; Tramways, £6,500;
Electricity Supply, £5,000; total, £16,500,

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 2), £1,800,000.
Read a third time and passed.

BILL—NATIONAL FITNESS.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.
HON, J. G. HISLOP (Metropolitan)
{4.37] : Xo member of this House can fail to
realise the true significance of national
fitness in the eommunity, and the measures

[COUNCIL.]

adopted by the various voluntary organisa-
tions for many years past are at lasi bear-
ing fruif, in that our governing bodies are
beecoming conscious of their efforts. It looks
as if there will be some co-ordination of
effort in order to maintain the fitness of our
race. It has always intcrested me to realise
that, so far as their attitnde to work is con-
cerned, human beings can be divided into
two groups. In the first group, which I
think is by far the biggest group, the mem-
bers look upon their work as the only thing
that they were brought into this world to
perform. When their work is over they
usually put up with their leisure hours,
awaiting the onset of work once more.

I find that many individuals in our own
community have no knowledge of how gain-
fully to use the leisure time given to them.
The second group is one that hag been
taught, from its early days, to appreciate
other avenues of interest, apart from work,
and ifs members know how to use their
physical resonrces in exercise, or other
means of pleasure or enfertainment, or to
increase their fitness. I have felt for many
years that a system of true education would
provide some means whereby the individual
would be able to use his leisure hours to the
best advantage. 1 feel that national fitness,
starting with youth, will eventually provide
for the grown adult a trne means of spend-
ing the spare time allotted to him in life
and that, if he is given a proper education
in his early days, it will continue o be of
benefit throughout his life, and his time will
be suitably used.

The ¢uestion has always been how this
education shonld be given. Many countries
have attempted this education. We saw
probably the best example of it in those
countries which afterwards became Faseist.
T have in my haod a small book published
in Ttaly ealled the Opera Nazionale Dopo-
lavoro, which means National Leisure Hours
Orvganization. The expansion of that effort
in Italy in theory was ideal, but we know
where it ended. It ended in the youth being
marshalled for the use of the State and
eventually in a militaristic way. This is a
mistake that we must avoid at all costs, and
it would seem to me that the correct method
would be to allow the voluntarv organisa-
tions to advise the governing body rather
than that the governing body should direct
the youth organisations.



