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In that way the funds of the board would
benetit.

Mr. MANXN: The statement of the Pre-
mier that the board will probably benefit is
not in keeping with the vote.

The Premier: 1 said probably all the
money would not go in that direction,

My, MANX: If the ofticer is doing extra
work he should be entitled to extra pay.

The Premier: That will be a matter for
the board to determine. 1 caon trust the
board to do a fair thing.

Mr MANN: But the sum of £300 may not
be enough. .

The Premier: It is enoungh, because it has
been accepted by the board as sufticient for
the work.

Vote put and passed.

Vote—Commonwealth grant, £365924:

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Does the
Premier propose to take out this grant
month by menth? For this balf year
£140,000 has alrcady been paid.

The Premier : The monthly payments
have heen made.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The swn
of £565,600 is going intu general revenue.
How is it proposed to get it out? The Pre-
mier will have to make a transfer from
general revenue to a trust fund.

The Premier: I suppose so.

ltem, Consolidated revenue fund, provision
for extinction of unfunded deficit, and pur-
chase of Treasury Bonds issued for purpose
of funding deficit:

Hon. G. TAYLOR: 1 should like to strike
out all the words after “provision,” and in-
sert “to meet the losses in connection with
workers’ compensation insurance {employers
and employces) on the men whe are work-
ing in gold mines.”

- The CHAIRMAXN: Such an amendment
would he inadmissible, as it would tend to
alter the destination of the Vote.

Vote put and passed.

Vote—Forests, £24 256—agreed to.
Progress reported.

BILL—GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS,

Returned from the Council with amend-
ments.

[COUNCIL.]

BILL—PUBLIC EDUCATION ACTS
AMENDMENT,

Recvived from the Couneil and read n firs
time,

House adjourned at 1 am. (Wednesday}.

Aegislative Council,
Wednesday, 27th October, 1926.

PaG.
Quesf.lon Mining, Gold stealing ... .. 168
Bills; Reserves, Report .. 168
Stata Chitdren Act Amendment. Report 186
Teafic Act Amendment, stand.ing Otders Sunpen
slon, Com., Recom 166
Reserves (No. 2.), . o 168
Roads Closure, 1R. .. 168

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.3
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—MINING, GOLD-
STEALING.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY asked the Chie
Sceretary: 1, What has been the maximur
strength of the detective staff employed fo
the suppression of gold-stealing at—(a
Kalgoorlie, (b) other goldmining eentres? ¢
On what date was it reduced, and for wha
reason? 3, What staff is at present em
ployed? 4, Is it considered adequate for th
purpose? 5, What aetion is being taken t
suppress the evil?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1
{a} Five and part time of a clerk. (b) Ni
2, It was reduced to four in November, 192(
and two in 1924, The reason for the re
duction was that the Chamber of Mine
were not prepared to incur the expenditur
necessary for any greater number. 3, Ni!
4, This is a question for decision hy th
Chamber of Mines. 5, The usual polie
protection in suppressing all breaches o
the law.
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BILLS (2)—REPORTS OF
COMMITTEE.

1, Reserves,

2, State Children Act Amendment.
Adopted.

BILL—TRAFFTIC ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Standing Orders Suspension.

The PRESIDENT: The notice of motion
‘or the suspension of the Standing Orders
B cgnnection with this Rill appears ¢n the
Jotice Paper in an irregular way. It is not
here in aceordance with the Standing
Jrdders, hat 1 shall aceept it under Stand-
ng Ovder 422, which provides that snch
notions may be moved without notice and
erquires that they must be agreed to by an
hsolnte majority of the whole Couneil.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That so much of the Standing Orders be
uspended as is necessary to enable the Traffie
\et Amendment Bill to be passed through its
-emaining stages at this sitting.
" placed the notice of motion vn the Notice
*aper merely for the information of hon.
nembers, and shall be very glad indeed if
he suspension is agreed to. We have only
hree days to go now if the assent of His
fxeellency the Governor to the Bill is to he
iecured in time. In the event of the meas-
e not being passed by the 31st Oectober.
here will be chaos in certain traffic matters,

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: T second the
notion, beeause I realise that the Chief See-
retary has been puat to some inconvenience
15 regards the Bill. For example, T have
slaced certain amendments on the Notice
aper somewhat late. T regret that they
vere not brought to the Chief Secretary’s
ittention earlier, so that he might have
eent able to consider them more fully. Tn
siew of the cireumstances it is only right
-hat the House should aceede to the hon.
rentleman's recquest.

Hon. H, J, YELLAND: I have no desire
o antagonise the Leader of the House in this
natter, but in the ease of so important a
neasure we might have heen informed at an’
sarlier stage that he desired to have it put
‘hrough before the end nf the month. The
3ill contains many anomalies requiring close
ittention, and while it is mot desirable to
swevent the attainment of the Chief
Secretary’s wish for the passagze of the
Bill. full consideration should be given tn
‘hnse anomalies, T support the motion.
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Question put, and passed on the voices.

The PRESIDENT: As there is an abso-
lute majority of members present, and as J
have heard no voice in the negative, [ ns-
sume that the motion has been carried by an
absolute majority of the House.

In Commillee,

Resumed from the previous day: Hon. J.
Cornell in the Chair, the Chief Sverctary in
charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Progress was re-
ported on a new clause Lo stand as Clanse
47 and reading, “Part 1LIL of the Third
Schedule to the principal Aet as amended
by Section 2 of the Traffic Aet Amendment
Aet, 1925, is amended by deleting the words
‘one shilling,’ in line 8, and inserting ‘six-
penee’ in lien thereof: and is further
amended by striking out ‘the minimum fee
heing fifteen shillings.,” in lines 9 and 21,
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘the minimnm
fee shall be ten shillings.”

Hon., E. H. GRAY: TUnder the 1919
measure the fee for horse-drawn vehicles
and ordinary motor lorries was 5, per
wheel, and a carrier’s license cost £1. In
1924 the fee for the wvehicle. an ordinary
d-ton lorry, was raised to £8 ld4s. and the
earrier's Jicense foe was inereased by 100
per cent, making a total of £10 14s. for
such a Jorrv, The provision in question was
earried in the small hours of the morning,
and at the time it was not realised what a
gigantic inerease was being made. When
the matter heecame publie, there was an out-
cry all over the State. It was recognised
evervwhere that a great injustice was being
done to numerous small business men. The
Minister for Works. who was approached,
acknowledged that a gross injustice had been
created, but said he could not do ansthing
as the administration of the Act was in the
hands of the local authorities. It wonld he
only ordinary justice if the men in question
were allowed to go for two vears
withont paving any fee whatever. TLast
vear there was a reduction from 1:. 6id. to
1s. per wheel, but now we have a pro-
posal for an inerease of over 300 per cent.
Last session it was redueed from 1s. 6d. to
Is.. but it is still far too hich, representin:
an increase of over 200 per cent. My
amendment will give an inerease from €2
to €4 18z, which is"ample. The nen in the
carrving busines: are generally men of
small means, whe eannot afford to pay very
high fees.
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Hon. G. POTTER: 1t is fees like this
that the official mind seems unable to grasp.
The majority of horse-drawn vehicles are
mostly employed on roads that are not
benefiting as some of the better roads are;
chiefly they are merely bush tracks. So
any reduction in fees is well warranted,
whereas any increase in manifestly unfair,

The CHIEF SECRETARY :
follow Mr. Gray. He says the fee for a
4-ton lorry is £8. Aectually the fee is 1s.
per ewt., which for 4 tons would be only £4.
The Third Schedule provides for a spring
eart, per ewt. Is,, with a minimum of 15s.;
and it further provides that if sueh
velicles arve used in earting produce to and
from farms the fee shall be only wone-
fonrth. Under that seale a tip-dray would
pay 32s. and a light spring cart only 15s.
Mr. Gray wants those charges reduced by
50" per cent., which would mean a very
much smailer amount for the local authori-
ties. The proposed reduction has not been
demanded, except in jsolated cases, I hope
the Committee will not agree to the amend-
ment,

Hon, E. H. GRAY: I said that in 1924
the fee for a 4-ton lorry was £8 14s. Tha}
was the fee, for it was based not only on
the carrying capacity of lorries but also on
their weight. That fee was redueed to 1s.,
which brings the charge for the lorry to
£5 16s. plus £2, or a total of £7 16s. I know
those figures are correct. My amendment
wounld mean a license fee of £4 18s. which,
I maintain, is ample.

I cannot

Proposed new clause put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes . . 11
Noes .- .. . 11
A tie .. 0
AYES.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon. V. Hamersley
Hon. J. R. Brown Hoa. J. M. Mactarlane
Hon. J. B, Dodd Hon. G, Potter
Hoo. I. Ewiog Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. E. H. Gray Hoon. H. Stewart
Hon, W. T. Qlasheen {Telier,)
NoBS.
Hon. A. Burvill Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon, J. M, Drew Hoa. E. Rose
Hon. J. W. Hickey Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. Sir W. Lathlain Hon. Blir E, Wittenootn
Hon. W. J. Manao Hon. E. H. Hafris
Hon. G. 'W. Milen (Teller.)
The CHAIRMAN : The voting being

equal, the question passes in the negative.

(COUNCIL.]

Proposed new clause thus negatived.
New clause:

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: I move—

That the follewing new clause be inserted
to stand as Clause 22a:—'' Any license granted
in respeet of an omnibus or passenger vehicle
shail, during such time or times as sweh owmni-
bus or vehiele is under repair, authorise the
holder of such license, with the previous con-
sent in writing of the Commissioner of Police
or any officer acting for him, to substitute
another omnibus or vehicle for the bus or
vehiele under repair, and to ply for hire there-
with without being required to pay a further
license fee, during omly such period or periods
as the first-mentioned omnibus or vehicle is
under repair and not plying for bire or other-
wise being used for profit.’’

On the second reading 1 called attention to
the unfair position in which owners of
motor vehicles were placed. When a bus
happened to bhe under repair il became
necessary to get a new license for a substi-
tute bus. Surely the owner:should have
the right to place a substitute bus on the
road without paying another license fee !

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The proposed
new clause does not go very far, for any-
thing that is done must be done with the
previous consent of the Comvnissioner of
"olice, or any officer acting under him. Tha
proposed new clause is not necessary, be-
cause by an amendment of Clause 7 pro-
vision has been made to exempt from pay-
ment of fees any particular vehicle that
in the opinion of the licensing authority,
and with the approval of the Minister,
should be exempt. 1 see no objection to
the proposed new clause, except that it is
not needed.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: My attention has
been drawn to the fact that in & Bill that
has just been presented to the South Aus-
tralian Parliament there is a provision
similar to that whieh I sugeest should be
made here, I have, however, safegunarded
the posiiion more than South Australia has
done. We have to consider the safety of
passengers, and the commissioner should
have some voice in making an inspection of
buses.

New clanse put and passed.
Bill reported with amendments.

Recommitial,

Bill recommitted for the purpose of
further considering Clauses 8, 13, 22, 32
and 35. Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the
Chief Secretary in charge of the Bill.



[27 Ocroser, 1926.]

Clause 8—amendment of Section 1:

Hon. J. XICHOLSOX : 1 move an amend-
ment—

That in paragraph (a) the first three lines
be struck out, and the following inserted in
lieu:—*‘ (a) By inserting after the word ‘and,’
at the bheginning of the amendment to para-
graph (b) of Subsection (2), made by the
Act No. 16 of 1922, the following words: ‘as
to one-half of the net halance of said fees to
deduet therefrom’; (b) by adding to the said
paragraph (b} of Subsection (2), a5 amended,
the following words: ‘Clause 8 (b), new Sub-
section (5), to inscrt after the word ‘against,’
In tenth line of proposed mew suhsection, the
following words: ‘the said one-half of the net
balance of said fees, so far as the same shall
be available after providing for the deductions
aforesaid’; to strike out the words ‘the Metro-
pelitan Traffic I'rust Account,’ appearing in
said swbsection.’’

I vemind members that the Act of 1922
amended the original Act which provided
that all fees paid each vear for licenses or
transfers of licenses or registrations in the
metropolitan aren should he eredited to the
Metropolitan Traffie Trust Aeccount in the
Treasury: that it should he chargable with
the costs of eollection as certitied by the
Minister, and that subject to the payment
of such costs, it should be paid and divided
to and amongst the loeal autherities of the
districts and sub-districts comprised in the
metropolitan area in such shares and pro-
portions as the Minister determined. YWhen
the Act came into foree there was n gooil
deal of dissent on the part of the local aun-
thorities who were affected by . It was
recognised that the division was not made
on a fair and equitable basis. The legisla-
ture gave power to the Minister 1o deter-
mine the shares and proporitons in which
those traflic fces should be distributel.
Traifie fees were, and really are, part of the
ordinary revenue of loeal authorities. I we
take them away it means that we are placing
upon the ratepayers an additional burden
because revenue must be made up in some
way to meet the outgoings in connection
with the earrying on of the work of the local
anthorities. In the later Aet it was provided
that there shonld be deducted from the fees,
not only the cost of collection, but the costs
ineurred by the Minister, in repairing the
Perth-Fremantle-road to the North Freman-
tie bridge. We all remember that that sec-
tion got into a bad state, and in order to
assist the Government to repair it, power
was given to deduct from the fees the cost
of meking the repairs. There are munici-
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palities in the metropolitan area not strictly
affected by that road, but the Government
are now seeking to deduct the cost of re-
pairing other roads: the Causeway, the road
running past the Karrakatta Cemetery, the
Guildford-road, part of the Albany-road,
and others. It is proposed that the cost of
repairing those roads shall be earmarked
from the fees paid. Is it fair, I ask, that
the whole of this money should be earmarked
and absorbed in that way? True, in some
venrs the amount may not be equal to the
total amount of the traflic fees of the eity,
but there may be years when the whole of the
fves may e ubsorbed, and if we are pgoing
to deprive the local authorities within the
metropolitan aren of the right to some por-
tion of those fees, how will it be possible
for them to make up their estimates? In
my amendment I suggest that the loeal
bodies be paid one-half of the fees, less the
cost of collection, then divide the net amount
into two, onec-half to be carmarked to meet
the cost of maintaining and repairing all
the roads set out, not only in the Act of
1921, but in the Bill before us, and as to
the other half, and also any surplus that
there may be, I suggest that it be divided
in the manner set out in the amendment on
a proportionate and equitable basis amongst
the various local authorities. T understand
that in ordinary vears the cost of mainten-
ance may not cqual half the amount of
traffic fees eollected and I therefore propose
in my amendment that whatever surplus may
be left over shall be distributed amongst
the various loeal authorites.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Mr. Nichol-
son is over generous in rezard to the statu-
tory powers he proposes to give the Main
Roads Board. I think he does that with a
very definite object in view, whick is to
amend an important prineiple under the ex-
isting legislation. The Main Roads Board
do not want balf the traffic fees, yet Mr,
Nigholson proposes to give them half to deal
with the roads and bridges specified in
Clause 8. The balance available last year
from traffic fees was £65,000 and under the
terms of Mr. Nicholson's amendment, the
board eould spend in the metropolitan area
no less than £37,300. They would be limited
to that amount. It is interesting to note
that the Main Roads Board intend to spend
this year under the provisions of Clause 8,
£11,900 only, Mr. Nicholson says he wishes
to prevent the board utilising the whole of
the traffic fees, and so he limits their ex-
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penditure to about £37,500. As a matter
of fact, the amount deducied this year wil,
be less than that paid to the loeal authoui-
tics last year.

Hon. J. NICHOLSUN: The Minister
credits me with the desire to give Lthe Main
&oads Board power I do net intend to give
abt all. I propose to limit the power. Quitc
nnwittingly the Leader of the IHouse over-
looks a very important point. Under the
Acts that have been passed and under the
Bill, if we agree to it as it stands, the Min-
ister may expend not merely £37,000, but
the whole of the traffic fees, whatever they
may amount to, and that money may he
spent in the metropolitan area.

Hon. 8Sir William Lathlain: The Minister
could bnild a new Causeway!

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Quite so, but the
point is that the whole of the iraflic fees
conld he spent in the way I have indieated.

Hon. M. Stewart: Not on construetion,
only on repairs.

Hon. J. XICHOLSOXN: Quite so, and T
propose to limit the expenditure to one-half
of the traflic fees collected, allowing the un-
expended halance to he distributed among
the local authorities. The Minister is view-
ing the matier in a wrong light. Ts it the
wish of Parlinment that the power should
be given to spend every rennv of the traffic
fees in the wav T have indicated? Certainly
not! Tt would be most nnjust.

The CHIET SECRETARY: Mr. Nichol-
gson has led the Committee to helieve that
the money is to he spent on the ennstruction
of roads.

Hon. J. Nicholson: T Aid not say so.

The CHIET SECRETARY: The money
has to be spent on repairs to roads. 1 ask
ike Committee to exercise common sense and
to ask themselves what Minister wounld dare
lo rob the local authoritics in the way Mr.
Nicholson sugeesis. The Minister for Works
will have control of upwards of £672,000 and
vet he is not to be trusted in a small matfer
like this! I have not heard any complaints
vegarding the administrafion in this respeet,
cither nnder the regime of past Ministers or
of the present Minister.

Hon. J. Nicholson: T give {he present Min-
ister eredit in every way,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A Minister
may make mistakes and not grant as muech
money as a local authority mav desire, but
still there has been a hasis of justice under-
Iving the administration, no matter what
{iovernment have heen in power.

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: The Min-
ister suggests that the Committee is not pre-
pared to trust the Alinister regarding this
expenditure. On the other Land there may
be abuses regarding the way the expenditure
may be allocated. 1 do not subseribe to the
statement that we cannof trust the Minisier;
I Delieve we can. On the other band, we
must remember the possibility of maladmin-
istration. When the Traftie Act was first
put into operation, there was much diseon-
tent regarding the way the woney was dis-
tributed, and charges of even more than mal-
administration were levelled against the then
Minister. It has to be said lo the eredit of
the present Minister for Works that he has
dealt with ihe matter mwore fairly. T ask
the Committee te support Mr. Nicholson on
the ground that it is better to define the
matter elearly than to leave it in doubt. In
the Bill of last vear it was proposed that the
traflic fecs should be laken from the local
authorities who eollected them. When the
members of the select committee appoinled
to inquire into the provisions of that measure
mnde inquiries in the country districts, they
ascertained that this woull infliel a hardship
upon the local authoritiez and the committee
recommended that those authorities shouwd
be allowed to retain those fees. The same
applies to the local authorities in the metro-
politan area to-day, hecavse they are de-
prived of any share in the moncy voted by
the Federal Parliament. They have to earry
out repairs that involve a heavy drain upon
their finaneial resources. The Minister
pointed ont that £11,900 anlv was o be spent
in the metropolitan area during the current
vear. Members ean constder the position for
themselves, Tt them consider the condition
of the lower Canning-road extending from
Canning Bridge to East Tremantle. If the
Main Roads Board were to attempt to put
that road into a state of repair, the work
would amonnt to reconstruction and £11,000
conld he easily sunk in that one undertaking
aslone.  While the reenrlitioning of that
main avtery is necessary, the work will im-
pose upon the local authorities affected the
necessity to contribute towards the eost from
their traffic fees.

Hon. G. POTTER: Ar. Nicholson and
Mr. Maefarlane have more than hinted that
the ecity might be ecalled upon to spend
meoney on the maintenance of roads that
were specified. They suzgested it wonld he
unfair and nnreasonable to expeet the people
of the metropolis to do so.  Those roads
represent arteries over which the commerce
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of the cily is eonducied and if is only reason-
able that municipalitics affected shall be
called upon to pay a -hare iowards the
maintenance of sueh roads.

Hon. J. Nicholson: They are paying.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIXN: I do
not agree with Mr. Potter. The repairs for
the roads under diseussion are met from the
whole of the traflic tees, which are pooled,
and after the expenses hove been deducted,
tke balance is distributed by the Minister.
1 am in accord with the amendment, because
11 is essential that the municipalities shounld
have some iden of the nmouni of revenue
they will receive frown traffie fecs so that
they may prepare their estimates. T appre-
ciate the diffienlty indicated by the Minister.
On the other hand, if the Causewav were
swept away by a flood, the whole of the
municipalities wonld receive nothing in that
year, because the amount of money required
would swallow up the whole of the traffic
fees. T suggest that instead of inserting
“one-halt” we adopt *“three-quarters” and
then the Main Roads Board would have
about the amount they would require. Un-
irss such provision Lis made there might he
exceptional demands in one vear, or we
might have a Minister who would not exer-
cize the discretion. fairness and judement
cxhibited by the present Minister.

Hon. JI. STEWART: A developiment has
oceurred that was not eontemplated when the
Main Roads Board was hefore us last session.
T fail to see that the Act definitely provides
that the moueys are pavable to the Main
Roads Board account. T am not aware that
any main roads have been declared., and the
Main Roads Board are beine ziven a fune-
fion that was not consii'ered by the seleet
committee. T did net think they would have
the handling of the work in the metropolitan
area. There should not he two authorities
to deal with throngh roads, hut is it not
likely that municipal road engineers in the
metropolitan area would he more au fait
with the requirement= there than would
members of the Maiu Roads Board? The
roads in the metropolilan area are very
different from the type of road required for
long distances thronghonr the State. The
hoard may he suited for constructing main
roads in the country, hut they have not had
definiie experience of constructing roads in
congested areas.  The Minister shounld be
able to tell us how the Main Roads Board
come into this matter. They appear to have
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Leen brought in by administrative act rather
than by lezi-lative provision.

Hon, J. NICHOLSOX: Mr. Potter ap-
parendy did not appreciate the troe posi-
tion. The whole of the trallic fees frown the
metrepolitan area are pooled and eould be
usel for the purpuses to which 1 have re-
ferred.

1lon. G. W. Miles: It would mean that
Fremantle, as well as the city, might lose its
portion.

Houn. J. NICHOLSOXN: Yes. Means must
be provided =o that the municipalities ean
make up their cstimaies each vear. At pre-
sent they have nothing definite, but the
awendment will enable them to consider
their pusition in a reasonable way. T take it
that Str Willinm Latblain meant 25 per
cent. would be sulticient for the Government.
I have no ohjection to that, bul for the pre-
sent it imight be wise to adopt ome-half. [
asree with Mr. Stewart’s remarks regard-
ing the Main Roads Board, but it should bhe
understood that the power to spend the
money lies with the Minister.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : T have an amend-
ment on the Noliee Paper the object of
which is to brine the new subelauge into line
with the amendment just passed..

The CHATRIMAN: 1 suemest that the
kair. mamber move his amendment in the fol-
lowine form-—

That the words ‘“metropolitan traffic trust
account.'’ in line 10, be struck out, and the
followinz words inserted:—**the said onc-half
of the net balanee of the said fees, so far as
the same shall be available after providing for
the deduetions aforesaid.’’

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T accept your
suegestion, Mr. Chaimian, and move the
amendment in that form.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J, NICHOLKOXN
amendweni- -

That the feollowing be added to stand as
Subclause (e):—*‘(¢) Paragraph (c¢) of Sub-
section (2} of Section 13 of the prineipal Act
is herchy repealed, and the following is in-
serted in  lien thereof: *(e¢) The remaining
half of the met balance of said fees shall, to-
gether with any moneys remaining unexpended
out of the said first-mentioned half of the net
balance of the said fees, be annually paid and
divided proportionately amongst the local au-
thorities of the distriets and subdistriets com-
prised in the metropolitan area in the shares
or proportions which the net balamce of said
fees hears to the rateahle value of the lands
within the boundaries of the districts of such
respective local authorities,”*’

I move a further
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: Mur. Nichol-
son is endeavouring to achieve his object in
another way. His proposal is that, after all
deductions are made, the balance left over
shall be distributed amongst the local an-
thorities in ratio to the rateable land within
each distriet. Some 15 years ago a Bill was
brought down but was not aecepted becanse
of the insertion of a somewhat similar pro-
vision. The Perth City Couneil is the only
one out of the 24 local anthorities that
would support the proposal. The rateable
value of property in the eity is approxi-
mately £20,000,000, but within the other
municipalities inside the metropolitan area
it is approximalely £10,000,000. Within the
15 road distriets in the metropolitan area the
rateable value of property is 315 million
pounds. If the city received its share of
the money along the lines suggested by Mr.
Nicholson there would be comparatively
little left for the other local aunthorities. The
Fremantle and Armadale Road Boards have
to keep up the Fremantle-Armadale-road.
They would under this proposal reeeive so
paltry a sum from the traffic pool that the
road would go to pieces. The road within
the Fremantle district is 1,489 chains. The
amount received by the authority from the
traffic pool has not been nearly suificient to
enable it to keep the road in goed order.
In the past the allowance has been on the
chainage basis. Mr. Nicholson’s proposal
gets up a very different system,

Hon, A. J. H, Saw: I would get the
erumbs that fall from the rieh man’s table.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. The
chainage of certain through roads is at pre-
sent divided into the amount available, which
is then distributed. The chainage of the
roads in the city is greater than it is of any
other district, so that Perth receives a great
deal more than any other local authority. 1f
the amendment is agreed to, Perth will re-
ceive very much more revenue, and Parlia-
ment will be turning its back on the poliey
it previously adopted.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: The
Minister has power to regulate the amount
that shall be distributed. I should like Mr.
Nicholson to amend his amendment to read
that the bhalance shall be distributed in the
way the Minister thinks fit. This will pre-
vent any dissension oceurring with regard
to the local authorities. I am sure Mr.
Nicholson dees not desire to interfere with
the present system of allocation. T agree
that there should be some definite amount
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named that the local authorities ean bhe sure
of.

Hon. G. POTTER: 1t is possible that one
portion of the amendment will be ecarried
and another portion rejected. It is better to
leave the Bill us it stands. Under the amend-
nment rich districts in the metropolitan area
would be turther enriched, and compara-
tively poor distriets would become com-
pletely 1mpoverished.

Hon, H, STEWART: The provisions con-
tained in the Bill are in aceordance with the
spirit animating the Main Roads Act.
Where roads are constructed by money pro-
vided by the board, interest and sinking
fund have to be found. The board bas power
to allocote the benefits derived from the ex-
penditure and to adjust the eontributions
necordingly., The rateable value of property
in the district is no guide to the road rve-
quirements.

Hon. Sir WILELTAM LATHLAIN: Whilst
in the ease of a number of districts the Main
Roads Board ts assisting in the maintenance
of main roads, with respect to the city noth-
ing is done until these roads leave the boun-
dary of the city. The board does not
toueh the Ierth-Armadale-voad until that
houndary is reached. The same thing apper-
tains to the Mount's-Bay-road as far as the
Crawley boundary. A greater chligation
falls upon the Perth City Council in the
matter of road maintenance than upon any
other local authority. These through roads
within the city boundary should be regurded
as main roads,

The CHIEY SECRETARY : Mr. Stewart
is apparently under the impression that the
Main Roads Board will function within the
city of Perth. That is not so.

Hon. H. Stewart: I was not under that
impression; I was merely drawing an anal-
0gy-

The CHIEF SECRETARY: When the
Bill constituting the Main Roads Board was
intreduced in another place, it was an-
nounced that there was no’intention to have
two road-eonstructing authorities, and that
when the Main Roads Board had been inau-
gurated, all powers of road construction
would be delegated to that body. To have
two authorities for that purpose would he
undesirable,

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: My only motive
is to get the matter setiled on a clear basis,
so that the various local anthorities may be
able to estimate Leforchand what they are
likely to receive by way of fees. The only
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]:qssible method, in my opinion, is to deter-
mine the proportions on rateable values.
The obligations of the City of Perth are in-
finitely greater than those of any outside
munieipality or road distriet.

Hon, A, Burvill: Perth people use the
whole of the roads outside the metropolitan
area and pay nothing towards them.

Hon, J. NICHOLSON : Mr, Burvill secius
to overlook the Fact that people from outside
the metropolitan area use the melropolitan
roads, towards which they pay nothing.
From what source do the traffic fees come?
Muinly from the metropolitan area. The
City of Perth is not secking to obtain more
than its share of the fees. The adoption
of Sir William Lathlain’s suggestion would
leave us where we were before, because the
Minister’s distribution was not equitable, al-
though he wished to be fair. No equitable
method of distribution has yet been sug-
gested,

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: Under Mr, Nichol-
son’s proposal the local authorities would not
be able to estimate closely the amount of
money they would bave to spend, because
everything would depend on whether the
Minister expended the 30 per cent. allowed
him by the first part of Mr. Nicholson's
amendment, or spent a lesser sum. I under-
stand that what guides the Minister in his
allocation is the number of chains of road
cach local authority has to look after. Mr.
Nicholson’s proposed basis of the rateable
value of land would be equitable if all muni-
eipalities and road boards were constifuted
into a series of ghettos such as prevail in
some large cities on the Continent, where
the Jews are kept in a particular quarter.
If we could provide that the residents of
one district should not pass with their motor
cars to another district, the rateable values
would be an equitable basis of distribution.
However, the trafic of any distriet is not
confined within that district, but spreads all
over the cily, and on holidays spreads all
over the country. I prefer to leave the mat-
ter to the perhaps rough and ready methods
of the Minister,

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: Mr.
Nicholson has gained his point in the first
half of his amendment, as regards the allo-
cation of the 50 per cent. 1 am prepared to
leave the distribution of the balance also to
the Minister. It would be useless to declare
that the Minister must allocate his first por-
tion in one wav and his second portion un-
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der possibly quite a dificrent metlrod of dis-
tribution.

Hon. G, W, MILES: If, for instance, the
road from Canning Bridge to BEasst Fre-
mantle were reconstructed, 1 tuke it that the
interest and sinking fund involved wonid
come ouf of the frnflic fees collected in the
metropolitan area. Would the amount T
deducted before there was a division of one-
balf among the local authorities? The
Chief Secretary said ihe Government pro-
posed to expend £11,000 on snch roads this
vear. I presume the hon. gentleman was re-
ferring to the class of roads menfioned in
Clause 8. We should not hamper the Gov-
ernment in the matter. If there are good
roads leading into the eity, more penple will
come into the city; and that is what city
ratepayers desire. Mr. Nicholson would be
well advised to withdraw his amendment,
leaving the matter to the Minister as sug-
zested by Sir William Lathlain. We have
gone quite far enough in saying that one-
half of the fees shall be retnrned to the loeal
anthorities. A good deal of money still re-

uires to be spent on the Armndale-road to
make it a decent road, and in order to relieve
the traffic on the Perth-Fremantle road an-
other road must be constructed on the south
side of the river.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The money
for the construction of ihe Perth-Fremantln
road will come out of the Federal grant,
but half the amount will have to be foun
by the local authorities; and similarly as
regards the road from South Perth to Fre-
mantle. )

Hon. (i. W. Miles: Will the local money
come out of this fund?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The interest
and sinking fund up to 9 per eent. will.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : If it is the opinion
of the Committee that the division of the
fees should he left to the Minister, that ob-
ject ean be aitained by deleting some words
towards the end of my amendment,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : In view of the dis-
cussion, T move an amendment on the
amendment—

That after ‘‘paid,’’ in line eight of the
amendment, the word ““to’’ be inserted; that
in the same line ‘‘proportionately’’ be struck
out; and that in line 10 all words after ‘‘area
in” be struck out, and the following inserted
in lieu:—*‘Such shares and proportions as the
Minister shall determine.’’
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The CHIEY SECRETARY: I bhave no
objection to this amendment on the amend-
ment. )

Ameéndment on the amendment put and
passed; the amendmnent as amended, agreed
{o; the clanse as amended put and passed.

Clanse 13—Amendment of Seetion 21:

Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIXN: T mave an
amendment—

That the following proviso be added :—'‘Pro-
vided alep that no licensed person under 18
years of age shall drive a motor vehicle in the
metropelitan area. Penalty £20.°7
When, previously, the clanse was before the
Committee a great deal of eonsideralion
was given to eountry members in a desire
to assist them by allowing boxs 17 vears of
are to drive motor ears in the country.
However, the age of 17 is too voune for
the driver of a motor vehicle in the eity.
Y think 18 vears of age is ¢mite voung
enough for a person in charge of a motor
ear anywhere in the metropolitan area.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am not
entirely in favour of the amendment, hut T
will support it for the time heing as it is
an improvement on the amendment thft
was carried the other night. The Bill, as
received here, provided that no person
under 18 vears of age conld secure a license
to drive a motor vehicle. That has sinee
been amended to 17 vears of age. The
amendment now before us provides that in
the metropolitan area no one under 18
vears of age shall drive a motor vehicle.
Bo, for eonntry districts the age will still
be 17 years.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: How are
vou going to distinguish between drivers in
the country and those in the city?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Tnder the
amenidment the offender, if canght, will he
liable ta a fine of £20. He certainly would
be canght’if an aceident oceurred.

Hon, Sir Fdward Wittenocom: How are
you going to prove his age?

The CHTFF SECRETARY: Very easily.
For 2s. 6. we could get a copy of his birth
registration.

Hon. J. EWING: The amendment dis-
tinguishes between drivers in the eountry
and those in the metropolitan area. 1T still
think we had hetter leave the question of
age as it is dealt with in the existing Aet.
Let those in anthority determine what is the
right thing to do. The Commissioner and his
officers have used diseretion in the past and
they ean he trusted to eontinne to use it in
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the future. If we tinker wiih the guestion
of age we shall be doing wrong. The mat-
ter has been in safe hands and we should
leave it where it is.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: 1 agree with what
Mr. Ewing says, but there is a danger that
the age may be fixed by regulation, and it
may not be what Parliament desires. The
amendment that T gave notice of will elim-
inate all danger in respect of motor lorries
znd charabancs by providing that drivers
shall be at least 21 years of age. If that
amendment be not agreed to I would be in-
clined to support the amendment moved by
Sir William Lathlain.

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENQOM :
When speaking on the second reading [ ex-
pressed the belief that the age limit in the
metropolitan area should he 21 years, and
I am glad to find that Mr. Gray is of a
similar opinion regarding drivers of chara-
hanes and motor lorries. The 17 years that
was agreed upon was a compromise to per-
mit of youths on farms driving waggons
and ears in the country. There arc lots of
boys of 14 and 13 who are able to drive
mofor vehicles on a farm, and faeilities
thould be given to permit them to do that.
The important question is what is the mini-
mum age at which we should allow a person
to drive a vehicle without endangering the
lives of others.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I agree with Mr.
Gray that if we leave the matter to be fixed
by regulation, we may find a regulation
framed inereasing the age to perhaps 20 or
21, That may be passed while Parliament
is not sitting and we may not have an oppor-
tunity to move to disallow it.

Hon. J. M, MACFARLANE: If the age
be fixed at 17 for drivers in the couatry’ it
will be an incentive to vouths of that age to
break the law by coming into the metropoli-
tan arca. A vouth trained in the cily is as
careful a driver as a yonth trained to drive
in the eonniry. If we arn to give the farm-
ing ecommunity any relief we shall require
to fix the age at 17 throughout the State.
"Hon. W. J. MANN: I was sorry to hear
Sir William Lathlain say that the previons
vote taken was an aet of genevosity to the
country. I prefer to acespt it as a recogni-
i*on of the rights of the people of the coun-
trv. I agree with those speakers who have
said that if a lad of 17 has passed an exam-
ination that will entitle him to a license fo
drive in the country, he is quite qualified to
Arive in the city as well. Sir William Tath-
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lain spoke of the recklessness of country
drivers when coming into the city. 1 can
tel him that 1 know of some city people
who, when they get into the conntry, become
the wildest and most reckless drivers in Lhe
world. Along a stretech of road between
Busselton and Yallingup there is a sharp
furn after a steaight ron, and if one fails
1o negotiate the turn he goes into a lageon
sontaining about a foot of water.  During
the past two or (hree vears halt a dozen
veople have failed to neusotiate the corner
and have gone headlong into the lagoon, In
not a single instance have they heen country
drivers; they have al! been from the eity.

Hon. A. PURVILL: Tf a vouth is com-
petent to drive a motor vehicle T do nol see
that the question of age shonld come in. 1T
consider that driving in the conui{ry makes
a person capable of driving in the city, be-
tanse in the country he has to negetiate care-
tully trees, ruts and stumps.

Hon. Sir WILLLIAM LATHLAIN: 1 am
prepared to leave the matter in the hands
of the police because in the past they have
¢xercised a wise digeretion in eonnection with
the issuing of licenses. Ve have been told
that the police do not issue licenses to per-
sons under 18 years of age. 1 would prefer
to eliminate all references to age, and leave
the whole matter to the discretion of the
police. 1 am compelled to move the amend-
ment becauze of the decision already arrived
at in which the nge of J7 vears was dealt
with.

Hon. H. STEWART: Tt would not bhe
satisfactory to leave the position as it stands
to-day. While no reference to the minimum
age appears in the Aet, there is provision
for regulations.

Hon. J. Ewing: There is no provision
regarding the minimum age in the regula-
tions.

Hon. H. STEWART: Recently a young
lady, who was under 18 years bf age, was
charged with a breach of the traffic regula-
tions in the police court, She was not asked
to state her age. It was said that she
brought hersell within the scope of the Act
hecanse she was driving a ear and had ot
a license unider the false pretence that she
was 18 years of age. T am informed that
{that was a case of hardship.

Hon. V. Hamersley: Tt was eruel.

Hon. H. STEWART: If there had been
no hreach of the law. no convietion could
have been secrured. VUnless the age is fixed,
a reculation could he framed providing for
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s minimum age of 21 vears, and that regula-
tion wmight remain law throughout the time
Parliament was in recess. because the regu-
Intions had not been tabled, thus giving hon.
members an opportunity te deal with them.

The CHATRMAN : After considering Sir
William Lathlain’s amendment, I find upon
reflection that it should Le moved in another
part of the clause. T suggest that his
amendment take the following form:—

That after ‘‘age,’’ in line three, the fol-
lowing words be iunserted:—*‘and is further
amended by adding the following words: ‘pro-
vided that no licensed person under 18 years of
age shall drive a motor vehicle in the metro-

politan ares, penalty £20; and is further
amended.’??

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: With
yvour permission, Mr, Chairmau, ¥ shall move
the amendment in the amended form vou
suggest.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: At present
there is no age qualification for drivers of
motor vehicles, either by way of regulation
or in the Act. The whole matter is left to
the discretion of the Commissioner of Police
and his officers. Il has been understood gen-
erally, however, that the minimum age shall
be 18 years. There is an age qualifieation
regarding the drivers of motor buses, but not
regarding drivers of ordinary motor cars.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: I would draw
attention to Section 41 of the Act of 1219,
in which provision is made for the framing
of regulations, among which there is a re-
ference to persons not heing of the pre-
seribed age. e parent Aet distinetly pro-
vides for regulations dealing with the age
of motor drivers.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. E. H. GRAY:

1 move a further
amendment :-— : :

That the following words be added to the
clause:—*'“and by adding a proviso to Sub-
section (1), after the word ‘specified,’ as fol-
lows: ‘Provided that no nnnual license shalt
he granted to drive a motor wagon or motor
omunibus in the metropolitan area to any per-
son who is under the age of 21 years.’ '’ -

It must be apparent to everyome, in view
of the large fleet of motor buses running at
present, there should be an age limit respect-
ing drivers of those buses. I consider that
21 vears of aze chonld be fixed in order that
we may =afeguard the interests of passengers
and poblic alike. ’ o

Amendment put and passed.
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Hon. C. I". BAXTER: I move a further
amendment—

That the following words be added to the

clause:—'“And by adding a proviso to Sub-
section (1), as follows: ‘Provided further that
a permit may he granted at a nominal fee to the
son of an owner of a motor vehicle who is not
under the age of 16 years, permitiing him te
drive his parent’s motor vchicle in the distriet
in which he resides, except in the metropolitan
area.’
Many sous of farmers are in eontrol of
motor tractors, motor wagoens and, at times,
motor ears. If my amendment be agreed to,
those lads will be permitted to drive the
velticles in the distriets in which they reside,
and will be permitted to drive only their
parents’ vehicles. The average man em-
ployed by a farmer does not take every care
of valuable machinery, whereas the sons of
farmers do take that ecare, regarding the
machinery as part and parcel of their own
estate. The amendment will overeome a real
diffieulty in the country districts.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The amend-
ment bristles with objectionable features.
First it provides for a permit, not a licensu,
and then the holder is to be the son of the
owner of a motor vehicle. He is not to be
subject to examination and he might be half
blind. He might travel anywhere in the
State exeept in the metronolitan area. Un-
der the amendment a boy, 5o long as he was
the son of a motor owner and was not under
16, eould drive ¢n ecountry roads and per-
haps do injury not only to himself but to
other people.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: The amendment
provides that a permit “may,” not “shall,”
be granted. It would rest with the licens-
ing authority. TUnless the applicant couid
handle a vehicle properly, a permit would
oot be granted. He would he able to drive
only in the district in which he resided, not
any where but in the metropolitan area.

Hon. J. Ewing: The Minister’s interpreta-
tion is right.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: The whole of
Western Australin, with the exeeption of
the metropolitan area, eould not be claimed
to be the district in which he resided.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: 1 presume you
mean the road distriet.

Member: Yes.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: The bhoy would
have to undergo examinaiion, and he would
be able to drive only his parent’s vehiele.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: For what term
would sueh a permit be granted? If the
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age of the holder of a license was fixed at
19, a boy might hold a permit for three
vears and, though qualified when he obtained
it, be might not be competent 12 moaths
afterwards. The amendment provides for
a permit for the son of & motor owner, but
does not take into consideration the man
who has daughters and not sons. I do not
see why daughters should not have equal
rights.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: They should not he
made slaves.

Heun, E. H. HARRIS:
would constitute a district?

MHon. J. Nicholsvn: There is a definition
of “district’” in the Act.

Ton. B, H. IIARRIS: A Loy might live
in one district and might reqnire to traverse
unother to get to the railway. I would be
inelined to support Mr. Baxter’s proposal,
Lut the amendment is not framed satis-
factortly.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: While Mr. Bax-
ter’s object is admirable, it would give rise
to many difficulties that wounld prevent the
cifective control of trafie. Under Section
21 the Commissioner of Tolice has power
to izssue only a license, ITe has no power
to issuc a permit.

Hon. J. Ewing: That would be almost a
license,

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: It would not be
a license. The Act contains a definition of
“license,” but there is no definition of
“permit” either in the Act or the amend-
ment. Further, no limit is stipulated. A
person of 21 would be a person “not under
the ape of sixteen” and would be entitled
to obtain a permil. Would a permit give
him a greater right than would a license,
seeing that a license has to be renewed
annually?

Hon. H. J. YELLAND : The difficulty
could be overcome by stipulating a period
of six months for the permit, and other
portions of the measure could be amended
to allow of a permit being issned. The
spirit of the amendment should eommend
itself to the Committee. The diseussion has
been .directed towards restrieting the age
of drivers in the metropolitan area. The
chances of accident to a third party are
greater in the metropolitan area than in
the country, and an age limit snitable for
the metropolitan area does not, and there-
fore shounld not, apply to the couniry dis-
tricts. The amendment is an atfempt to
make such provision for assistance to eoun-
try districts as will meet the needs. It is

Further, what
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possible fer a voung person to drive satis-
factorily on ecountry roads, though it might
not be safe to allow him to drive in the
city. .\ permit need provide ouly that it
applied to the road distriet in whieh it
was issned. The holder wounld have to
undergo examination, which would be the
same as the examination to obtain a license,
The age of 17 might be satisfactory for ths:
metropolitan area, but it is not low enough
for the country.

Hon, J. M. Macfarlane: You bave got it
down from 18 to 17. Do not ask too much
or you will lose the lot.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: The amendment
is necessary to overcome a difficulty that
is increasing owing to thé substitution of
motor traffie for horse traffic. 1 suggest an
addition to the amendment limiting the
curreney of the permit to six months, which
would mean that the holder would have to
apply for a renewal every six months.

Hon. J. EWING : }Members are only
{inkering with this business, seeing that the
Committee have already agreed to the age
of 17. Rather than pass the amendment.
we should delete the clause imposing the
age himit of 17. What is the difference
hetween killing a man on the Fremantle-
road and in the country? The danger is
the same in hoth places. Some members
seemt to know exactly when a boy is fit to
be allowed to drive a car. We are at sixrs
and sevens on this matter. We can well
trust the officials who are at present con-
trollinz the trafite.

Hon. G, W_ MILES: Mr. Baxter’s amend-
ment should be altered. The ohject should
be to permit, not only the sons of owners
of motor vehicles in the country to drive
cars, but any boy or girl who is fit to do so.
In that case the agze for the metropolitan
aren conld DLe altered to 18. The police
would not issue a certificaie unless a person
was competent to have one. I am not in
favour of leaving the matter in the hands
of the authorities.

Hon. J. Ewing: You would be perfectly
safe.

Hon. G. W. MILES: We would not be
safe. The age in the couniry could be re-
duced to 18, and raised to 18 for the city.
Tf the matter is left in the hands of the
Government they may fix the age at 21
throughout the State. T suggest that Mr.
Baxter should withdraw his amendment
and substitute the following—

Provided further that a special license may
be granted to a person not under the age of
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16 permitting him to drive a motor vehitle in
the road board district in which he resides.
It necessary a penalty of £50 could be im-
posed for contravention of the law.

Hon. J. Ewing: A lad can kill a person
in his own district, but not anyone outside
it.

Hon. G. W. MILES: He would not be
zranted a license if he were not competent
to hoid one. Some boys of 15 are better
drivers than men.

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: I hope the
Committee will not further amend the
clause, We have reduced the age to 17,
which is a elear gain for country districts,
where the supervision is not so strict as it
is in the city. If the nmendment is carried
there will be such a wide diserepancy be-
iween another place and this Chamber that
possibly the gain will be lost. There should
not be two ages for different parts of the
State.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: When
T moved an amendment providing for an
age of 18 in the metropolitan area, members
pointed out that we had already agreed to
the age of 17. They now ask that this shonld
be reduced to 16 for the country districts,
which atready have received a big concession.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Many boys are
handling machinery on farms, but are nob
allowed to drive as far as a siding. That
anomaly should be put right. It is all very
well to restrict the age to 18 in the city, but
we should do what we ean to assist people
in the country by redueing the age to 16.
T would be prepared to withdraw my amend-
ment in favour of that suggested by Mr.
Miles.

Hon. G. 'W. MILES: T move an amend-
ment on the amendment—

That the words ‘‘proviso to Subsection (1},
as follows:—*Provided further that a permit
may be granted at a nominal fee to the gon
of an owner of a motor vchicle who is not
under the age of 16 years, permitting him to
drive his parent’s moter vehicle in the district
in which he resides’ '’ be struck out, and the
following inserted in heu: ‘‘special license may
be granted to a person not under the age of
16 years, permitting him to drive a morur
vehicle on the roada of the distriet in which
he regides,’’

Hon. H. STEWART: If what is now pro-
posed were adopted, youths of 17 coming
into the metropolitan nrea while driving
motor cars would be liable under the Aet.
On a special license the name and address of
the person would appear, and if ke travelled
cutside his distriet the faet would immedi.
ately become apparent. The difference he.
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tween the two proposals exonerates mem-
bers supporting the former from any charge
of inconsistency.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: On close
unalysis, there is little difference between this
proposal and Mr. Baxter's, The objeet in
cacl case is to get outside the definition of
“license’ in the Bill. In order to obtain
a license under the measure, a person musi
undergo an  examination; but under Mr.
Miles's proposal an examination is not neces-
sary.

Hon, G. W, Miles:
might be struck out.

The CHIEY SECRETARY: 1 am not
here to suggest sueh amendments. We have
already provided that anyone nol under 17
sears of age ean obtain the license. Another
place fixed e age at 18 years. Now we
have a further proposal to veduce the age
to 16.

Hon. C. F, Baxter: But you know very
well thaf the intention iz that the persons
to whom the amendment reters should he ex-
amined.

Hon. G. W. MILES: No one is to obtain
cither a license or a speeial license without
examination. The word “special” eould be
struck out of the amenldment. TUpon the
amendment being earried, the Bill could be
recommitted and the age of 18 reinstated for
cother purposes.

Hon. J. NICHOLS(QN : While sympathis-
ing with the amendment, 1 do not wish this
Chamber to send back the Bill to another
place with eclanses which will create con-
fusion. It is proposed that a special license
shall be issned to a person not under 16
vears of age permitling him fo drive a motor
vehicle in the distriet in which he resides,
that district not being in the metropolitan
area. Any voung man of 21 answers the
Jdeseription, he being over the age of 16. 1
also answer that description. heing a long
way over 16. Mr. Miles and T could apply
for the license in question. Not only a mini-
mum aze, bnt also a maximum age, should
he fixed.

Hon. G, W, Miles: T wounld say “not aver
17 vears”!

ton. J. NICHOLSOX: We do nnt wizh
to have the odium and blume of proposinge
such provisions. There is nothing in the
Bill to eover the various ofences capable of
heine committed by the lvlder of the special
license, zoing oufside hi: district, A host
of new provision= wounld be neceszarv for
that purpose.

The word “special”

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. (. W. Miles:
inserted?

Hon. J. NICHQLSON: That would take
a very long time, and the Chief Seeretary
desires to get the Bill through to-day. More-
over, the prineipal Act would have to be ex-
amined t¢ see whether it requires amendment
to meet the case of the special or district
license. I kuow that in the couniry there
are many lads of 16 who can drive betler
than grown men,

Hon. G. W. Miles:
the city.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Yes. It would
nat be fair to the Chief Secretary, however,
lo interpolate at this stage a clause striking
at the roots of the Bill and of the prineipal
Act.

Hon. . F. BAXNTER : Mr, Nicholson hus
taken up three main points, namely, sym-
pathy, reference to the distriet, and the con-
tention that the offence of driving outside
the distriet could not be punished. M
Nicholson's sympathy extended to an en-
deavour to destroy the amendment. As to
the refergnee to the distriet, it means, .
course, the road district. The Minister hus
power to make the driver declave his dis-
triet. On the point that no penaltv could
he imposed, the amendment is in the form
of a proviso to Clause 21, which preseriling
penalties; and so a breach of the amendment
would be a breach of the clause and would
earry Jrenalties aceordingly. There are nma-
bers of lads under the age of 18 well eapahle
of driving a motor vehiele almost anvwhere.

Could not they be

And so there are in

Amendment an the amendment (that tun
words proposed to be left out he left out:
put, and a division taken with the followinzg
result :—

Ayes .. .. .- P
Noes T
Aajority for .. G
AYES.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, G, W. Miles
Hon. J. R, Brown Hon. G. Potter
Hon. A. Burvill Hon. H. Stewart
Hon, E. H. Gray Hon. Sir E, Wittenonm
Hon. v. '+ Hon. H. JT. Yelland
Hon. G. A. Kempton Hon. E. Rose
Hon. W. J. Mann {Teller.)
WOES.
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. J. Nichelson
Hon. J. W. Hivrkey Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. Sir W. Lathlain | Hon., E. H. Harrin
Hon. J. AL Macfariape i Peller.)
Amendment  on  the amendment  thas

passed.
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Amendment on the amendment (that the
words “license may be granted to a person
not under the age of 15 years permitting him
to drive a motor vehicle in the road district
in which he resides” be inserted) put and a
division faken with the following result:—

Ayes .- .. .- Lo 12
Noes .. .. .. .. 8
Majority for .o+
AYER.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon. W. J. Maon
Hon. 1. R. Brown i Ifon. G. W. Miles
Hon. A. DBurvill Hop. Q. Potter
Han. E. H. Gray Hoa. Sir E. Wittenoom
Hou. V. Hamersley ! ¥lon. H. J. Yelland
Hon., G. A. Kempton Hon. H. Stewart
l (Teller.)
NoEs.
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. Sir W. Lathlain
Hon. JI. Ewing Hon. J. M. Macfarlane
Hon. E. H. Harris Hon., J. Nicholson
Hon. J. W. Hickey ! Hon. H. Seddon
' (Teller.)
Amendment on  the amendment thus

passed.

Hon. J. NICHU 0¥\ : [ feel now that
members will experience a diffienity in beiny
able to construe exactly the cffect of this
clause as it bas been amended., Unless the
hon. member responsible for introeducing the
clause is prepared to recast it, and insert
thie elauses that are necessary in the eireum-
stances we shall be blamed by another place
for putting forward legislation which thex
can challenge.  The responsibility is on our
shonlders, and it will o damage to the
whole State. If the lLeader of the Hou-c
can be persuaded, with the time at his dis-
posal, to confer with members responsible
for the alteration and discuss the whole posi-
tion in the presence of his officers, we might
report progress so that that course might
be pursued before the next sitling. T hoye
members will weich {he matter serionsly be-
fore they proceed further with the clause.
T shall he only too pleased to help in any
way 1 ean because what we have done is
very unwise,

Hon. JJ. M. MACFARLANE : If I vote for
the noes, shall T be abandoning the whole
elause?

The CHAIRMAN: T the hon. member
votes against the clause. he will vote for
striking out the clause as it originally cams
to the Committee and o= it has been amended
hy the Commitiee.
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Clause. a5 amended. put and a divisioa
taken, with the following result:—

Aves .. .. .. ..o 12
Noes v. . .. .Y
Majority for .. o0
AYES,
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, G. W. Miles
Hon. J. R. Brawn | Hon. G. Potter
Houn. E. H. Gray ! Homn. H. Stewart
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. Sir E. Wittenoom
Houn. G. A. Kemplon Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. W. J, Mann Hon. J. M. Macfarlane
(Teller.)
NOES.
Hon. J, M. Drew Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. Y. Ewing Hon. E. Rose
Hon. E. H. Harris Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. J. W, Hickey Hom. A. Burvill
Hon, 8ir W. Lathlain (T'eller.)

Clause, as amended, thus passed.
Clause 21— Amendment of Seetion 41:

IHon. J. NICHOLSON : [ move an amen.1-
ment—

That paragraph (p) be struck out.
This paragraph prohibits the use of anx
specified road hy any vehicle, or by any per-
son riding, driving, or in charge of any ani-
mal, Why should there be given that power
te prohibit the use of a speeificd voad in
that way? [ eannot see the reason for it.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The para-
evaph is inserted so that the loeal authorities
mayv, when the road is in a bad state of
repair, or under construction, pass a regula-
tion temporarily prohibiting the voad beinz
used. Tt is verv necessary to have this pro-
vision.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : What is sought is
afready provided for under the Roads Act.

Amendment put and negatived.

Claunse, as previously amended, agreed to.

Clause 22—Regulations as to motor buses:

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: The Roal
Boards Association advized us that theie
has been a good deal of unpleasantness ow-
ing to the manner in which the hus traffic has
been regulated.

The CILAIRMAN: Mr. Nicholson has an
amendment in Subelause 1.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T move an amend-
ment—

That in line one of paragraph (¢} of Sub-
clause (1), after ‘“the’’ and before ‘“fares’””
the word "‘maximum’’ be inserted.

Amendment put and passed.
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Hon. J. NICHOLSON : [ move an amend-
ment—
That in line one of paragraph (e) of Sub-

clause (1), the words ‘‘including maximum
and minimum fares’! be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I move an amend-
ment—

That in Subparagraph (ii) of the proviso to

Subclause (1), the words ‘‘may confer with
the Commissioner of Railways and?’ be struck
out.
This will make it obligatory npon the Min-
ister to confer with local authorities con-
eerned. As to providing power for the
Minister to confer with the Commissioner
of Railways, such a provision is unneges-
sury, as he would confer with thai officer
or any other officer as the Minister might
desire.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: I move an
amendment—

That at the end of Subeclanse (2) the follow-
ing words be added:—*‘Bnt so that, subject to
Subsection (3) of this section, the holder of
any such license shall be entitled at any time
to require the licensing authorities to specify
in or indorse on his license any route in sub-
stitution for or in addition to any route speei-
fied thereon or indorsed thereon.’’

The object of the amendment is to over-
come a difficulty. A hus owner who is ply-
ing on a certain ronte shomld have the right
to have his route extended to the same dis-
fance that other buses may have the right
to ply. I am advised that that right has
been withheld in the past.

The CHAIRMAN : This amendment is
not on the Notice Paper. I wounld again
like to remind members of the Committee
that it i3 customary when anv ameundment
of an involved character is moved, and that
amendment has not been placed on the
Notice Paper, for at least three copies ta
be made available. The Minister should
have a copy: “Hansard” should have a
copy; and the Clerk should have one at the
Tahle.

Hon. J. M, MACFARLANE : T plead
zuilty on this occasion. T proposed to place
the amendment on the Notice Paper, but in
view of the desire of the Leader of the
House to finish up the Bill to-night, T was
not able to do so. I was forced to bring
forward the amendment this evening.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T am rather

surprised that an amendment of this de-
scription should have been moved. It is

{COUNCIL.]

une that would serivus!y interfere with thio
Minister in his effort to control bus routes.
No such proposal has heen suggested hefore
and if agreed to, it would mean that the
Minister would have absolutely no control
uver the rouie at all. It is vecessary that
the Minister should have the power.

Amendment put and negatived.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move an
anendment—

That in line two of paragraph (g) of Sub-
clanse (3) after ‘‘shall’’ the word ‘‘not’’ be
inserted.

The negative was inserted in another place,
but in the eourse of veprinting the Bill,
the “not” was dropped out.

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

Clause 33—Amendment of Part 1 of
Third Schedule:

Hon. H, STEWART: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following words be added to the

clause:—*A further proviso is inserted in
Part I. of the Third Schedule to the principal
Act (inscrted by the Aet No. 37 of 1922) by
inscrting after the words ‘For cvery excceding
300 PL.WI, 12s. 6d.’ as follows: ‘Provided
that if it is proved to the satisfaction of the
licensing anthority that the lieense is required
for a motor wagon used ounly on occasions by
a farmer for the carriage of produce or farm-
ing requisites to amd from his owu farm; or
for a motor wagon mainly used for the carriage
of ore and mining requisites within a mining
arca; or for a motor wagon uscd only in eon-
nection with the sandalwood industry; or for
a motor wagon mainly used for the earriage of
supplies to and prodnce from cattle and sheep
stations—the fee shall be one-forth of such pre-
geribed fee, with 2 minimum fee of fifteen
shillings.” **
This is on all fours with a provigo inserted
in the schedule last session granting a con
cession to horse-drawn vehicles. On the
second reading I pointed out that a motion
had been carried by the Roazd Board Con-
ference asking for a concession to motor
velicles nsed as deseribed. The concession,
will not apply to carriers’ vehicles,

Hon. E. H. Harris: You suggest a mini-
mum fee of 15s,

Hon. H. STEWART: If worked out on
the power weight, it would not reach the
niinimum,

The CHIEF SECRETARY : I oppose the
proposed new clause. The abject is to grant
a 75 per cent, exemption to farmers, miners,
pastoralists and <andalwood cutters. A
farmer might have the exemption if his
motor was used for the carriage of produce
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orv farming requisites to and from his farm,
and the pastoralist might bave it for the
carriage of supplies to aud from his sta.
tion. Every motor waggon used by the
tarmer or pastoralist would pay only one-
fourth of the usual license fee. Where
would the loeal authorities get their rev-
enue? The motor waggons would go out
and cut up the reads carting payable pro-
duce and supplies, and would give next to
nothing in return to keep the roads in re-
pair.  Farmers and pastoralists know the
value of good roads for motor traffie, and
know they cannot be constructed withont
money. We are embarking npon an ex-
tensive road policy. Under the Federal-
State road grant, obligations will be im-
posed upon the whole of the local authori-
ties, and the new clause is an attempt to
deprive them of portion of their revenue.
Horse-drawn vehicles are few and far be-
tween and are used by struggling farmers.
A concession was properly made to them,
bhut to extend the coneession to motor
velricles that carry the produce of farmers,
perhaps in competition with the railways,
is unreasonable.

Hen, H. STEWART: The Minister would
have members believe that the horse-drawn
vehicle is a thing of the past exeept with a
few struggling farmers. That is not so.
Parliament provided a concession to people
who use their horse vehicles during only 25
per cent. of the working period of the vear.
Relatively to the use made of such vehicles
their owners are contributing more than are
people who use their vehicles to cart for a
living. Under my propo-al there would be
no competition with the railways. If the
concession is justified in the one instance,
it is justified in the other.

New clause pnt, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . .. .. 9
Noes .. .. . 9
A. Tie .. .. 0
Avra.
Hon. C. F. Baxier Hon, G. W. Miles
Hon. A. Burvill Hon. H. Btewart
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H. J. Yeliand
Hon. G. A. Kempton Hon. J. Ewiog
Hob. J. M. Macfarlane (Teller.)
Nogeas.
Hon. J. M. Drew © Hon, J. Nicholson
Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. G. Potter
Hon. E. H. Harris Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. J. W. Hickey Hon. J. R. Brown
Hon, Sir W, Lathlain | (Teller)
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The CHAIRMAXN: The voting being
equal, the question passes in the negative.

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause, as amended, pnt and passed.
Bill reported with further amendments,

Further Recommittal.

Bill further recommnitted for the purpose
of again considering Clauses 13, 14 and 37.
Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chief
Secretary in charge of the Bill.

Clause 13— Amendment of Seetion 21:

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I hope this
clanse will he struck out with a view to re-
inserting the clause as it originalty appeared.
My principal objeet is io delete the words
contained in a partieular amendment, be-
cause they are not likely to be acceptable to
the Government. The amendment was—

And by adding a proviso to Subsection (1),
as follows:—‘‘Provided further that a license
may be granted to a person not under the age
of 16 years permitting him to drive a motor
vehicle in the road district in which he resides,
except in the metropolitan area.’’

Hon. G. W. MILES: It is hardly fair to
recommit this Bill, when we saspended the
Standing Orders in order that it might be
passed through this evening. The amend-
ment referred to was fully debated. More
members were then preseat, but if these re-
committals go on there will he still fewer
members left in the Chamber.

The Chief Secretary: I have seldom re-
committed a Bill, but other members have
repeatedly done so without any complaint
from me.

Hon. G. W. MILIFS: This further stage
ghould be postponed until to-rmorrow,

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I would not have
agreed to the suspension of the Standing
Orders if T had known that the Chief See-
retary would take advantage of the present
position. My amendment was brought for-
ward after full ingniry. A leading traffie
authority supports the view T have expressed.

Hon. J, NICHOLSON: In view of the
inconsisteney of the clause, the Minister is
justified in recommitting the Bill,

Hon. H. STEWART: Is the hon. member
in order, under Standing Order 391, in dis-
cussing this clanse? The Standing Order
says that no member shal! reflect upon any
vote of the Council except for the purpose
d¥ moving that such vote shall be rescinded.

The CHATRMAN: That is exactly what
the amendment, if carried, would accomplish.
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It would rescind a previous vote of the
Committee.

Hon. H. Stewart: Should not this be done
Ly direet motion?

The CHAIRMAN: The Standing Orders
say that a Bill can be recommitted for the
jsurpose of reconsidering any elause or every
clanse,

Hon. J. NICHOLSOX : The Commissioner
sf Police has been given power to issue
licenses to persons of 17 to drive motor
vehicles, and also to persons of not less than
16. 1t is questionable whether the latter
amendment will effect the desires of its sup-
porters. No provision is made for a penalty
in the ease of these latter persons. Tt is
impossible to import into this clause the
alterations that have been effected withont
altering seriously the full cast of the Bill.
I therefore suggest that we earry the amend-
ment of the Chief Secretary deleting the
words in question. Then an amending
measure can be introduced containing the
necessary clauses for a special license.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Next session?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: No. What value
is there in legislation which, on the face
of it, is ont of place? The other amen-
ments required in connection with the special
license conld not he put forward by a mem-
ber standing on his feet; they would have to
he earefully thonght out.

Hon. H. Stewart: What about getting the
Minister to report progress?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: That has heon
sugoested previously,.  However, we know
that the Chief Secretary is desirous of get-
ting the Bill throngh its remaining stages
to-night.

Hon. G. W, Miles: Let the Bill come hack
from another place.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The amendment
ereatine a special license would show this
Chamber in an undesirable light.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : My desire in
recommitting this elause was to afford the
Committee an opportunity for giving the
subject fuller consideration. I thought some
members had not exaetly grasped the ques-
tion hefore the Chamber. Under the amendd-
ment ereating ihe special license it will not
he neevszary for a boy of 16 to he examined
as to competency.

Hon. E. B. Harris: Yet he would he ex-
amined if ho were 17,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. Mp
wonld not have to prove even his qualifiea-
tion ns to evesight. Nevertheless he wonld

[COGNCIL.]

be entitled to drive over the roads of a dis-
trict possibly covering hundreds of squave
miles,

Hon. C. F. BAXTER : T cannot agree that
the special license would ve granted without
examination, as this is a provise to Section
21, which veguires examination by the Com-
missioner of Police or his deputy bhefore a
license is granted. The Clief Secretary has
stated-—I do not know on what information
—that a license is issved lo a driver for a
particvlar kind of vehicle, That is not so.
The license is issued for the driving of &
motor car, and the holder can drive any make
of car be pleases. I have my own license
here to prove that statement, The kind ot
car is not, and never has been, specified in
the license,

Amendment put, and a division taken with
the following resnlf:—

Aves 9
Noes 10
Majority against 1
AYESR, .
Hon. A, Burvill y Hon.J. M, Macfarlane
Hon. J. M, Drew Hon. J. Nicholsen
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. E, H. Harris Hon. Sir W. Lathlain
Hon., J. W, Hickey (Teller.)
Noes.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hen, G. W. Miles
Hoon. E. H. Gray Hon. G. Potter
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H. Stewart
Hon, G. A. Kempton Hobn. H. J. Yelland
Hon. W. J. Mann Hon. J. H. Brown
\ {Teiler.)

Amendment thus negaiived.

Cluuse put and passed.

Clanse 14—Amendinent of Section 22:

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move an
amendment—

That after *‘words,” in line three, therc be
ingerted ““whe.”’
The word “who™ has been dropped accident-
ally. .

Amendment put and passed; the elause, w5
amended, agreed fo.

Clause 37—Amendment of Part ITI. of
Third Sechedule:

Hon. E. H, GRAY: Owing to lack of
clearness on my part, some members have
not fully understood the amendment to this
clanse moved by me. In 1919 a eomprehen-
sive Aet was pnssed to govern motor traffic,
which was rapidly developing. The licence
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fee for motor lorries then was 9s. per wheel,
representing £1 per lorry; and a schedule
was passed to deal with motors. In 1924,
owing to further expansion of metur trafiic
and the nccessity for licensing sharrivs, an-
other sehedule was carvied during an all-
night sitting. The new classification of lor-
ries in Lhat schedule raised the fee for a
molor lorry nut exceding four toms load
weight from £+ to £5.  But for a fonr-lon
motor lorry the license was £1, and was
raised to £8 14s. Last year it was reduce:d
to £5 16s.,, and my amendment will make it
£2 18s.

Hon. G. W. Miles: This reters only o

Hon. 1, H. GRAY : That is 0.
an amendmenf-—-

I move

That the following new clause be inserted
to stand as Clause 37:—‘Part III. of the
Third Schedule to the principal Act as amended
by Section 2 of the Traffic Act Amendment
Act, 1025, is amended by deleting the words
‘one shilling,’ in line ¢ight, aud inscrting ‘six-
pence’ in lieu thereof; and is further amended
by striking out ‘the minimum fee being fifteen
shillings,” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘the
minimum fee shall be ten shillings.”?*

The CHATRAMAN : This is not an amend-
ment of Claunse 37. It is a new elanse. The
Bill has heen recommirted for the con-
sideration of vertain existing clanses. |
cannot  aceept  Lhe proposed new clanse,
unless the Bill he again recommitted.

Bill again reported with amendinents.

Further Recommitinl.

On motion by Hon, E. L Gray, Bill again
recommitted for the purposze of Lurther con-
sidering Clause 33 and [or the consideralion
of a mew elanse. Hon J. Cornell in the
Chair: the Chief Secrctary in eharge of the
Bill.

New clanzoe:

Hon. H. ~TEWART: | move—

That the following new clause be inserted—
“‘Part 1. of the Third Schedule to the prin-
eipal Aet (inserted by the Act No. 37 of 1924)
is amended by inserting after the words ‘For
every exceeding 300 P.L.W, 12s. 64, a pro-
viso, as follows: ‘Provided that if it is proved
to the satisfaction of the lieemsing authority
that the license is required for a motor wagon
used only on occasions by a farmer for the car-
riage of produce or farming requisites to and
from his own farm; or for a motor wagon
mainly used for the carriage of supplies to and
produce from cattle and sheep stations—the
fec shall be one-fourth of such preseribed fee,
with a minimum fee of fifteen shillings.” **
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Before tea I moved a similar provision, but
including exemption for mining prospeetors
and sandalwood getters. It led to a pretty
close division, and I can only conclude that
the Committee thought no exempiion should
be provided for sandalwood getters and
prospectors,  Consequently, I have excised
those proposed exemptions from the pre-
vision.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Mr.
Stewart’s amendment is an lmprovement in
that it omits the sandalwood getter and the
prospector and concentrates on the farmer
and the pastoralist. I fancy the farmer’s
lorry, which is to be used only occusionally,
will be found running everywhere on the
roads onee it is Heensed at this specially
low rate.

Hon. J. M. Maefarlane: The farmer’s boy
of 16 years will take it out for a Ekoliday.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A motor ear
might travel over a road twenty times and
du lexs damowe to it than the farmer's
motur Jorry would dv en ocne occasion.
There is no justification whatever for the
rroposed  exemption.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: I am astounded
at the remarks of the Minister. Aectually
=ood natoral counfry roads, where no re-
pairs are done by the department, stand up
splendidly to the traflic. The owners of
vehicles using them are mostly road beard
members who travel long distances to attend
road board mectings. They certainly are not
in the same category with mining prospee-
tors. The man who is using a motor vehicle
and is paying heavy rates to the loeal au-
thorities should be given the same consider-
ation as though he were using an ordinary
wagon. The request is reasonable, and more-
over, the motor vehicles are not doing the
damage to the couniry roads that is being
done to macadamised roads elsewhere. It
has to bhe remembered above evervthing
clse that these people are already con-
iributing heavily to the funds of the loeal
authorities,

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: One
would imagine that the people referred to
were the only ones who paid for services.
In the metropolitan area people are debited
with water rates for vacant ground that they
may hold. In the building 1 ocenpy there is
no water used exeept in connection with the
sewer, and that is paid for separately. Al
the same the water rates come to between
L£600 and £700 a ycar. Tf we start making
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exemptivns it will he diffieult fo know
where tu stop.’

Hon, J, NICHOLSON: The effect of the
clanse as it is now is that the man who
is the owner of a motor vehiele, duly Ii-
gensed and paying a low fee, could use the
vehicle say on Monday for the purpose for
which it was licensed, namely, the carriage
of produce to and from his own farm, and
on other days use it for other purposes. That
is not what it is intended but that will be
the effect of the amendment.

Hon. H. Stewart: It says “prove to the
safisfaction of the licensing authority”
which is the wording of the Aet at present,

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

Ayes . T
Noes . 8
Majority against 1
AYES.
Hon. A, Buryill Hon. H. Siewart
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. W. J. Mann
Hon, G. A, Kewpton (Tetler,)
. Nozgs.
Hon. J. R. Brown Hon, Sir W, Lathlain
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. J. M. Mactarlane
‘Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. J. W. Hickey Hon. G. Potter
(Teller.)
. Paix.
AYE. No.

Hon. G. W. Miles Hon. H. Seddon

" Amendment thns negatived.

Clanse  35—Amendment of  Third
Schedule:

Hon. E. H. GRAY: T move an amend-
ment—

That at the commencement of the clause the
following words be inserted:—‘Part IIIL. of
the Third Schedule to the principal Aef, as
amended by Section 2 of the Traffic Aect
Amendment Act, 1925, is amended by deleting
the words ‘one shilling,” in Jinc eight, and
ingerting ‘sixpence’ in licu thercof; and is
further amended by striking out ‘the minimum
fee being fifteen shillings,” in lines nine and
21, and inserting in lieu thercef ‘the mini-
mnm fee shall be ten shillings.’ '’

1 trust members will de justice to those peo-
ple whe have been over-taxed for years. If
they were exempt for two years, no more
than justice would he done to them.

The CHTEF SECRETARY:
tent wmyself with merely opposing
amendment.

I will con-
the

[COUNCIL.]

Amendment put and a division tuken wilh
the following result:— ’

Ayes . 6
Noes . B
Majority against 2
Aves.
Hou. J. R. Brown Hon. W. J. Mann
Hon, E. H. Qray Hon, G. Potter
Hon. J, M. Macfarlane Hon. Q. A. Kempton
(Teller.)

AvEa.

Hon., J. W. Hickey

Hon. J. Nicholson

Hon. H. T, Yelland

Hon. Sir W. Lathlain
(Teller.y

Hon. A. Burvill
Hon, J. M. Drew
Hon. V., Hamersley
Hon. E. H. Harris

Parr.
No.

Ave.
[ Hon. H. Seddon

Hon, G. W, Miles
Amendment thus negatived.

Clause, as previously amended, put and
? ¥ )
passed.

Bill again reported with further amend-
ments and the veport adopted.

Read a third time and returned to the
Assembly with amendments.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
1, Reserves {No. 2.)

2, Roads Closure.
Received from the Assembly.

House adjourned at 11.15 p.m.



