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the erection of shelter sheds or other
amenities along such routes)” be Iin-
serted.

I will not read the speeches that followed,
but suffice to say the present Minister for
Transport, as mover of that amendment,
and all other speakers including the then
Minister for Transport—I think it was Mr.
Marshall—insisted that this amendment
was permissive and not mandatory.

It was not intended to direct something
to be done by local authorities or make
it mandatory, whereas the legislation we
are considering at the moment does give
the Transport Board the right to do these
things regardless of the provisions of any
other Act, and it also gives it the indisput-
able right of taking the cost out of these
funds. So we are changing from a per-
missive thing to something which is com-
pulsory.

The Minister for Transport: We are not
changing, because the permissive will still
be there and the compulsory will be used
only in bad cases where deemed necessary.

Mr. COURT: From a legislative point
of view, we have to assume the greater will
always include the lesser; we have {p review
legislation in the light that the local auth-
ority will not co-operate and, that being
so, under this subsection the Transport
Board will erect these shelters. In the
average type of suburb, it would not bhe
serious as most are well ahead and the
little bit added to achieve the desired re-
sult will not matter. The big argument is
between the Government and the Perth
City Council. In supporting the second
reading I would like an assurance from
the Minister that under no circumstances
will this power be used brutally—brutally
is not the word—

The Minister for Transport: In a high-
handed manner,

Mr. COURT: —in & high-handed man-
ner and not used or enforced untll after
proper consultation and the matter has
been brought before the Perth City Council.
It would be foolish to take action under
this measure to erect shelter sheds in the
City of Perth until finality is reached with
the policy for handling metropolitan pas-
senger transport. The Government would
he subject to criticism; the City Council
would be subject to criticism and the public
would accuse the Government of official
bungling. With those qualifications, 1
support the second reading.

On motion by Mr. Lapham, debate ad-
journed.
BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT
{No. 2).

Returned from the Council
amendment.

without

House adjourned at 6.3 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION.

WAR SERVICE LAND SETTLEMENT.
Cost of Farm Improvements.

Hon. A. R. JONES asked the Chief Sec-
retary:

(1) Will he inform the House as to the
total costs per acre as calculated by the
Land Settlement Board for each of the
areas—

Rocky Gully;
Many Peaks;
South Stirling
for improvements as set out hereunder:—
(a) Rabbit netting fencing;
(b} Sheep netting or ringilock fencing;
(c) Logging or rolling;
(d) Knocking down of heavy timber
with the hi-ball method;
(e) Logeing up and burning?

(2) What are the average costs of all
clearing for—

(a)} Rock Gully area;
(b} Many Peaks area;
(¢) South Stirling?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
(1) Rocky Gully—
(a) Nil

() Average cost all fencing £2 11s. 6d.
per acre.

(c) Wil
(d) £2 10s.
(e) £8.

Many Peaks—
(a) Nil. .
(b) Average cost all fencing £2 15s 5d.
per acre.
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(e) £4 10s. This area was a mixture of
heavy logging, pusher arm and
hi-ball, mosi of which was com-
plete before the advent of the
hi-ball.

(d) £1 10s.

(e) Burning and picking up, £3.

South Stirling—

(a) Nil,

(b) Average cost all fencing £1 Ts. 3d.
per acre.

{(¢) £1 3s. 3d.

(d) Nil,

{e) B5s.

With regard to the fencing queries, it
#ould not be possible to give an answer as
equested. Hinge joint and plain wire
fencing are used in various places in the
aroject and do not conform to a set plan;
sherefore, average fencing costs is given.

(2) (a) Rocky Gully—£17 16s. Includes

hi-bali, burning, stacking, two
chalnings, two pickups and re-
stacking, regrowth control, all

camp accommodation and
amenities, interest and super-
vision.

(b} Many Peaks—£11 7s. 2d. In-

cludes bulldozing and logging,
burning and picking up, re-
growth control, all camp ac-
commodation and amenities,
interest and supervision.

(¢) South Stirling—£4 11s, 7d. In-
cludes logging, burning and
pbicking up and plowing in the
early experimental period; all
camp accommodation and
amenities, interest and super-

vision. These costs are con-
siderably reduced in current
operations.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.

1, Marriage Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Chief Secretary.
2, Mines Regulation Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Minister for Rail-
ways.

BILL—STATISTICS ACT
AMENDMENT,

In Commitiee.

Hon. W. R, Hall in the Chair; the Chief
Secretary in charge of the Bill,

Ciauses 1 and 2—agreed fo.

Ciause 3—Section 25 and part heading
added:

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: As the Bill was
introduced rather hurriedly, I would ask
the Chief Secretary to explain its main
points again. I understand that the pur-
pose of the Bill is to amalgamate the Stats
and Federal statistics departments. I be-
lieve that, apart from anything else, the
measure will result in a considerable sav-
ing to the State, as the position will be
on ail fours with what took place when
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the State and Federal Taxation Depart-
men{s were amalgamated. The present
officer in charge of the State statistics
department will become the deputy com-
missioner in the amalgamated depart-
ment. I support the second reading as
I think the Bill is a desirable one.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The agree-
ment between the Commonwealth and the
State in regard to this amalgamation is
exactly the same as that between the Com-
monwealth and each of the other States
in this connection, and in substance it pro-
vides—

(a) that there should be an in-
tegrated statistical service for the
purposes of the State and the
Commonwealth.

(h) that the present Government
Statistician of Western Australia
be also the first Deputy Common-
wealth Statistician in Western
Australia.

{¢) that subsequent appointments of
any Deputy Commonwealth
Statistician in this State be made
after consultation with the State
and that the State will appoint the
same person to be Government
Statistician of the State.

(d) that statistical employees in the
service of the State be appointed
to the integrated statistical ser-
vice of the Commonwealth Public
Service under conditions similar
to those applying in previous cases
of such staff transfer. The rights
of officers apgreeing to transfer
will be protected.

(e) that the Commonwealth will meet
the full cost of the integrated
statistical service,

(f) that there shall be a joint statisti-
cal committee to examine and
make recommendations should
any major difficulty arise out of
the agreement.

Those are the essentials of the agreement,
apart from the saving to the State of
approximately £80,000 per annum.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Will the statistical
year book still be available to members
and the public? Have arrangements been
made providing for its continuance?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That was
one of the first questions I asked, when
the agreement was put before me.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Will we still
get the monthly statistical returns?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I understand
so. I made particular inquiries with re-
gard to the pocket year book and was as-
sured that its publication and availabflity
would not be interfered with.

Clause put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and
the repori adopted.
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Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Assembly.

BILL—VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT
{No. 1).
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 7th December.

HON. L. C. DIVER (Central} [4.47]:
This is a comparatively short Bill, but I
trust that by the time it has passed
through this Chamber it will be shorter
still. It contains certain provisions to
protect human beings from using as food
rabbits that may have consumed the
poison known as 1080, and it also has
certain penal c¢lauses with regard to per-
sons committing offences against the Act.

In Clause 5, the measure seeks to in-
crease the maximum penalty from £50 to
£100. I think that is entirely unneces-
sary; the present Act is severe enough.
Even in the notes the Minister was good
enough to supply us with an explanation
of the contents of this Bill, there is one
instance cited by the department where
the offender was fined £5 on each of the
charges. Therefore, we have to go a long
way before we reach the maximum pen-
alty of £50. When the nature of the of-
fence is such that £50 is a fit penaltv,
then will be the time to make the amend-
ment that is requested in this Bill,

Clause 6 proposes to amend the princi-
pal Act by adding Sections 121A and
121B. The proposed new Section 121A
reads as follows;—

(1) An inspector or authorised per-
son may require any person—

{(a) to furnish him with such
information as the inspec-
tor or authorised person re-
quires; and

te answer any quesiion
which the inspector or
authorised person puts to

(b)

in relation to any matter or thing,
for the purposes of enabling the
inspector or authorised person to
perform his duties, to prosecute
his work, or to exercise any
powers vested in him, under the
provisions of this Act.

Then follows a proposed new subsection
which provides for a maximum penalty of
£100. Following this again, Subsection
(4) reads as follows:—

(4) A person shall not—
(a) assault; or
(h) use abusive language to;
an inspector or authorised person.
Penalty: Fifty pounds.
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(5) A person shall not —
(a) incite;
(b} encourage;
(¢) aid or abet; or
(d) procure;
another person to commit an of-
fence against this Act.

Penalty: One hundred pounds.

Then a most amazing provision 1s con-

tained in proposed new subsection (8}
which reads—

A person shall not attempt to com-
mit an offence against this Act.
How a person is going to attempt to use
abusive language, I do not know.
Hon. F. D. Willmott: It is to deal with
people who may stutter.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: I have had a little
experience with the heads of the Vermin
Branch in the past. My mind goes back
to & hiennial meeting of the Road Board
Association in Perth when the officer in
charge of the Vermin Branch at the time
was endegavouring to show the representa-
tives of the road boards—who as a rule,
control vermin hoards in their respective
areas—how many of them were neglecting
their work; and he instanced one particu-
lar board.

He said that the inspector wanted to
exercise his duties and to prosecute mem-
bers of the vermin board because they were
not destroying vermin {o his satisfaction.
He went on to say that it was the mem-
bers of the beoard who prevented him from
prosecuting offenders. Much to my con-
sternation he mentioned the name of the
board of which I was the chairman at
the time, and I immediately challenged
his statement.

That shows how such officers will
wrongfully accuse people. I wonder what
would happen if he met some of my farmer
friends along a country road and he ac-
cused one of them of a similar offence
which was also untrue! I should think
that such a farmer who was wrongfully
accused would use strong language; and
who could blame him?

I can also recall another occurrence.
I was accused of doing something which
I had no right to do unless I held a per-
mit. However, the notice which I was
sent in which the complaint was made
was about 20 years belated. Due to the
circumstances, the notice would have had
to be served on me 20 years previously
to have been valid. That shows how of-
ficers can make errors. Conseguently, we
could not possibly pass a Bill with a pro-
vision such as this contalned in it.

Circumstances could arise in which an
individual would have just cause to use
forthright language to give vent to his
hurt feelings. Therefore, I for one will
vote to have this clause deleted from the
Bill. In fact, I will join the ranks of
those who agree to delete Clauses 4, 5 and
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6, which will leave the Bill as I think it
should be. If those clauses are struck out
the Bill will suffice for the occasion.

HON. F. D. WILLMOTT (South-West)
[4.52): I do not wish to delay the House
by speaking on this measure for very long,
because it has been dealt with fairly
thoroughly by previous speakers. I agree
with the first part of the Bill dealing with
the trapping of rabbits in the area in
which 1080 poison is to be used. That
section of the Bill is necessary, and is
something that has been asked for by
many local authorities. However, with
those clauses which set down the penalties,
and the powers to be conferred on in-
spectors or other authorised persons, I
entirely disagree.

There are many provisions in the Eill
which it would not be wise to implement, at
this stage. It is only In the last 12 months
that farmers have been able to assess what
can be achieved from the use of 1080
poison for rabbit destruction. Prior to
that time, as I think I said in the Address-
in-reply speech that I made when I first
entered this Chamber, the 1080 poison
campaign was only in its experimental
stage.

Now that farmers can see what results
can be obtained from the use of this
poison, I am sure that they will he more
co-operative in the future. They cannot
be blamed for being suspicious from the
outset; because, when one looks back over
the years, all sorts of poison and varlous
types of equipment have been recom-
mended io them for the eradication of
rabbits, and all of them have been more or
less failures. Conseguently, farmers have
been dubious of the results that can be
obtained from the use of this poison. Now
that they see what can be done with it,
they will have no doubts.

To put these powers in the hands of in-
spectors at this stage for the purpase of
enforcing the use of this poison would be
a mistake, for I feel the farmers will co-
operate of their own accord, and if there
are perhaps one or twe in the various dis-
tricts who hang back, pressure will be put
on them by their neighbours which an in-
spector could not exercise even if he were
given these powers. It would simbply create
disharmony and prevent that co-operation
with the department which this measure
in its present form attempts to achieve.
For that reason I am in agreement with
previous speakers who desire to delete the
latter portion of the Bill.

There is one provision which gives the
inspector the run of the farm, and power
to say from and to which part of the prop-
erty stock shall be shifted. I consider
that to be a mistake. There are plenty of
inspectors who would know the carrying
capacity of any particular country in re-
gard to feed and water supply, but there
are others who would not. If a farmer
wants to hold stock on a property for a
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later sale, but he Is told by the inspector-
to remove them on to country with no feed
or water to carry them, he could lose a
large amount of money as a result of obey- .
ing that instruection. It would be un-
reasonable to give the inspector this power.

That is all T have to say on the Bill at
this stage. I support the second reading
and trust that in Committee we shall be
able to knock the Bill into shape and make
it a good piece of legislation.

HON, A, R, JONES (Midland) [5.2]: X
support the second reading because I see
the necessity for the provisions in the first
part of the Bill, but, like other speakers,
I am against the harshness in the clauses
dealing with penalties. It is necessary to
obtain the co-operation of all the parties
concerned—the farmer, the grazier, the
inspector and everyone else—to ensure the
success of any scheme for eradication of
pests; but if a property-owner were to
sight this Bill and the language used
therein, he would be hostile in the extreme.

In the legislation dealing with soil con-
servation, there exists penalties to deal
with persons who will not co-operate, hut
that Act is set out in language which is
acceptable to all the parties. The Act
gives everyone the opportunity to co-
operate and makes it easy for the inspec-
tor to approach the property-owner.
Everyone concerned is given a reasonable
ahd fair chance to do the right thing be-
fore any prosecutions are taken. However,
in the clauses contained in the latter por-
tion of the Bill now before us, the language
used is very strong indeed. It provides
that an inspector or authorised person
may ask any questions of a person, and
he is obliged to answer such questions. If
he does not, he is liable to a penalty of
£50, and there is no getting away from it.
That amount is fixed as the penalty.

Further on in the Bill it is provided that,
if a person uses abusive language to an
inspector, he shall be penalised. It is not
very difficult for a property-owner to be
aroused to such an extent by the inspector
that he may use strong language. It does
not matter whether or not there are
witnesses present; the inspector’s evidence
is accepted and the maximum penalty for
this offence is £100. Xs there any other
Act in which the penalty for such a minor
offence is so severe?

Hon. H. K. Watson: What about the
profiteering Act?

Hon. A. R. JONES: We will probably
find that out in the next 12 months.
Rather than put this type of language
on the statute bhook, I suggest that the
present penalties should remain. In the
meantime, if it is felt that those penalties
are insufficient to enforce the law,
then amendments phrased in reasonable
language could be introduced to encourage
property-owners to co-operate, rather
than to pit them against the board or the
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vermin inspectors from the very start. I
ask members to consider the points I have

raised and to vote against the penalty
clauses.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. C. Strickland—North—in reply)
£5.51: In reply to objections to the penalty
of £100 proposed by the Bill for obstruction
to inspectors or authorised persons, I would
point out that the amount of £100 is a
maximum. In practice, magistrates impose
fines of from £1 to £5, and it would need
very special circumstances before the maxi-
mum fine was imposed.

Endeavours have been made to obtain
officers of a high standing, and it is felt
that they should be given the very highest
protection in carrying out their duties.
Failure to destroy vermin is a serious
enough offence, but to obstruct officers
when they try to do what the offender has
omitted or refused to do is surely more
serious. )

_ “Objections were also formulated to the
rdaily penalty proposed. In the cases
-envisaged by the Bill a daily penalty is
*considered very necessary, otherwise the
offender can continue obstruction as long
- a5 he likes without being subject to a more
- severe penalty. It has been found that
-'some offenders are prepared to pay a fine
-rather than do the work required. The
‘rate of £2 per day is already shown in
«Subsection 2 of Seetion 121 of the Act as
‘the penalty for an occupier who obstructs
an owner Qr vice versa.

If a farmer fails to comply with a notice
to destroy vermin, an inspector has the
right to go on to the property and take
whatever steps are necessary, after serving
a notice if poison is to be used. If the
owner brings stock into the paddock which
is to be poisoned, or refuses to move any
already in it, there is nothing the inspec-
tors can do. Legally he is not obstructing,
and inspectors have every right to lay
poison, even {f it kills all his stock.

Such action by inspectors would not be
permitted by the department, of course,
and we are seeking suthority to overcome
the present deadlock. The question arose
from an actual instance where the owner
could have removed the stock, but refused
to do so. The department prosecuted, but
the magistrate held there was no obstruc-
tion. All the neighbouring farmers had
joined in the drive, but this farm had to
be left as a source of infestation.

The vermin control officers are highly
regarded by the farming community and
local authorities. They are instructed to
co-operate and assist farmers In every
possible way. Prosecutions are taken only
when every other approach has failed. The
organised drives in which 1080 was used
were the Agriculture Protection Board's
way of using 1080 to destroy rabbits despite
the ban on the use of the poison by farmers.
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That it was outstandingly successful in
conjunction with myxomatasis is evidenced
by the lesser number of rabbits now found.

The suggestion by Mr. MacKinnon that
signs specifying that poison had been laid
should also state that trapping was pro-
hibited, is considered by the Agriculture
Protection Board to be a good one.

Obviously this Bill has been designed as
a result of the experience of the Agricul-
ture Protection Board whose officers have
been obstrueted and inconvenienced by
people who attemptied to commit offences.
To cite one case: An officer of the de-
partment found a person walking along a
track carrying rabbit traps. He was
carrying them glong a furrow; but as he
had not set the traps, he could not be
convicted of the offence. There is no doubt
that he Intended to commit the offence,
but he was found before he could lay the
traps.

All the provisions in the Bill have been
put forward at the request of the Agricul-
ture Protection Board and the depart-
ment. They are designed to overcome
difficulties which inspectors face from
time to time. Without the power referred
to in the Bill, the board is a joke with some
farmers who refuse to co-operate. We
know that the great majority of farmers
do co-operate, but there are always the few
who do not. In most cases they are the
unsuccessful farmers, and do not care very
much as long as they are able to exist,
but they are a menace to thelr neighbours.
It iz necessary that power be given to the
inspectors to be able to stir them along.

That is the object of the Bill. It will
not affect those people who co-operate
with the department, but only those who
dig their toes in and are in this frame of
mind: “We do not mind if there are
rabbits or other vermin on the property.”
Such persons are a menace to the
surrounding farmers, and generally they
are & source of annoyance to the depart-
ment.

In the remarks I have just made,
the question of moving stock from one
paddock to an other was dealt with. Mr.
Willmott said that an inspector could order
a farmer to take stock out of one paddock
to another, and the property-owner would
not know anything about it. Such an in-
stance would arise only if there was a drive
to eradicate rabbits.

Hon. P. D. Willmott: The officer could
direct a farmer to place the stock where he
thought fit.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Ido
not know about that. The provision really
implies that the farmer cannot put stock
into another paddock where there is
polson. If the farmer was able to shift
his stock into another paddock where a
poison campaign was being carried out,
such action could be an obstruction or a
nuisance. I ask members to give careful
consideration to the Bill before deleting
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too many of the provisions. After all, it
is necessary for the department to have
that power, hecause without it the officers
will not get anywhere in their work of
eradication.

Similar power has been inserted in other
legislation, where the department is given
the power to make persons who refuse to
co-operate comply with any direction given
by the department. I can remember that
in the legislation covering codlin moth
infestation in the fruit industry, similar
power was given to the suthorities, and
also in the legislation dealing with the
prevention of fruit-fly. Power is given to
see that offenders are compelled to co-
operate; and if they do not, severe penal-
ties are imposed. It is very necessary that
this power be given. I would point out
that the fines mentioned are the maxi-
mum.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time,

~ In Commitiee.

Hon. W. R. Hall in the Chair; the Min-
ister for Railways in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Section 102A added:

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The clause pro-
vides for giving notice. Under this pro-
vislon & decision may be made to publish
the notice in “The West Australian.” At
times it is easy to miss notices of this
nature in that paper. I believe the notice
mentioned here should be published in the
local newspaper, or newspapers circulat-
ing in the district, because practically all
people in country areas get the local news-
paper and go through it thoroughly in
regard to notices of this kind. I move an
amendment—

That after the word “Gazette” in
line 20, page 2, the words , the local
newspaper or newspapers circulating
in the area,” be inserted.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Al-
though I cannot see any great objection
to the proposal, I suggest that before any
drive was commenced by the Agriculture
Protection Board, the local farmers’ organ-
isation and the local road board would
be advised, and everyone concerned would
know about The district would be
known as an infested district; and ample
time is provided, because this is a question
of protecting human beings. This matter
would be well advertised. I do not think
we should impose such expense. This
raises the question of whether we can
impose any expense on the Crown in this
respect, but I have not had time to look
into it.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: This would be
mainly for the information of trappers.
Sometimes these people go out for a fort-
night at a time, and they would have the
local newspaper brought to them whilst
they were out in the bush,
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Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: I do not
know why we should say the notice should
belpublished in the “Government Gazette”
only.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
More than likely the *“Government
Gazette” is mentioned hecause most Gov-
r,;'nment officers and departments receive

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: They never
read i,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
fancy they read it pretty thoroughly, This
matter would be well advertised, and the
“Farmers' Weekly” would probably have
a paragraph on it. I hope the Committee
will agree to the clause as it is.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: 1 suggested,
when I spoke to the Bill previously, that
an area having been closed and trapping
prohibited, the prohibition be lifted as
early as possible. We know of Instances
where the prohibition has remained longer
than was necessary. Members might
notice the penalties provided. Boys and
youths who are in the habit of going out
and shooting an odd rabbit will do so,
knowing that the prohibition is long past
its useful period, and they could be fined
a minimum of £10.

The possibility of trapping rabbits in
these areas is serious and warrants the
retention of a heavy penalty, but we
should not make a laughing stock of the
provision by allowing the prohibition to
remain at the whim of some local
inspector.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
department has had regard for Mr,
MacKinnon’s suggestion and has evidently
taken some notice of it. I suggest that it
will see thai the signs are not left there.
However, this matter will again be drawn
to the depariment’s attention.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Both Ministers re-
peatedly object to minimum penalties
being provided in legislation. I can re-
member that about a fortnight ago ob-
jection was raised to minimum penaslties,
but here they are included. 1If we are
going to be just in one way we should
be in another, and we should leave it to
the magistrate to decide what portion of
the penalty he shail apply. This Chamber
has always objected to minimum penasalties,
and recently the Ministers have been
among those objecting most strenuousty
to such penalties. I move an amendment—

That all the words in lines 26 to
28, page 3. be struck out.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
is most important that there should be a
minimum. The hon. member said that
both Ministers here have strenucusly op-
posed the minimum penalties and that the
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Chamber has strongly objected to them;
but I can remember the Chamber strongly
insisting on them in regard to several
traffic offences, and requiring them to be
a little higher than the Ministers might
have infroduced.

Hon. A. R. Jones: For the second and
third offences.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
hon. member’s grounds for moving the
amendment would not stand a long and
searching investigation. This is 2 matter
concerning the safety and health of
human beings, and I suggest there should
be & minimum penalty. It is known
that trappers go on to poisoned land.
They do not care what happens to the
unfortunate purchaser of the rabbits. So
it is highly desirable that there should
be a large maximum penalty, and I hope
the Committee will not agree to the
amendment,

Mon. J. D. TEAHAN: The object desired
“by this elause is a laudable one. I have
-sat on benches on numerous occasions

as & justice of the peace, and I have al-
ways been guided by the minimum penalty
" because it is an indication of how seriously
the offence is regarded by the legislature.
There can be a tendency in a district for
-'a magistrate or a justice to be sympathetic
'or to allow feeling to govern his declsions;
put it 1s a gulde if one can turn to the
usection of the Act to see what minimum
Is provided.

Hon. F. D. WILLMOTT: I am rather
inclined to agree with Dr. Hislop. The
only provision for the cancellation of pro-
hibition is by advertising the fact in the
“Government Gazette.” If a youth or
someone shooting rabbits inadvertently
breaks the law he will be up for a mini-
mum penalty of £10; the court will have
no option. Although I agree with a heavy
maximum, I do not think the minimum
penalty is necessary.

Hon, L. C. DIVER: I think we are a little
confused about this provision. The major
portion of it deals with rabbits that may
be detrimental to human health when
consumed as food. Could not action be
taken against any trapper under the Pure
Foods Act? I think that is the way to
tackle the problem, and not through this
legislation,

Hon. J. G, HISLOP: We have to declde
whether as a Parliament we are going to
adopt a minimum penalty or leave it to
the court or the judge to decide. If we
start this principle of minimum penalties,
goodness knows where we will finish up!
This could mean that, even with mitigat-
ing circumstances, the court would have
no option but to impose the minimum
penaity. We heard an extraordinary story
from Mr, Teahan. He said that, as a
justice, he liked to be guided by minimum
penaltfes. Surely the maximum penalty

[COUNCIL.}

would teil him how the legislature re-
garded certain offences! I think this is
a wrong prineciple.

Heon. G. BENNETTS: Mr. Willmott’s
arguments would not cut much ice with
me as a justice of the peace. If a youth
inadvertently broke the law, and the notice
was nhot pulled down, the justice of the
peace would use his own discretion and
would not apply a penaliy.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: But there can be
no mitigating circumstances.

Hon. A. R. JONES: I agree with Dr.
Hislop, and I de not agree with the Min-
ister. In the case of second and third
offences, we do say that minimum fines
shall be so much; but for a first offence
I think a fine of £10 is very harsh. As Mr.
MacKinnon told us, a youth could go and
shoot or trap a rabbit with no intention
of selling it—he could even take it home
for his dog—and if he were caught he
could be fined, under this prevision, a
minimum of £10. That is too ridiculous.
If a person were a professional trapper
or supplier of rabhits for sale, and he
broke the law in this regard, I think he
should be subject to the biggest penalty
possihle. But I would suggest to the Min-
ister that he consider adding a further
clause reading something like {his—

An offender convicted in a child-
ren’s court shall be subject to a maxi-
mum penalty of £5,

That would give the magistrate some dis-
cretion, and he could decide whether to
warn the lad or fine him £1, or something
like that., That would protect the youth
under 18 vears of age and anybody over
that age should be responsible for stand-
ing up to his own obligations.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: So should the justices.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: I would llke to ask
the Minister whether it is not a fact
that the Vermin Control Board can nomi-
nate to have its cases heard before a police
magistrate instead of a justice.

The Minister for Railways: I could not
answer that question without looking up
the Act.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: For 60
years I have been in places where poison-
ing has been carried out by strychnine
water, arsenical water, pollard and that
sort of thing; and I have never heard of
any human being suffering from the
poison. I do not know why such drastic
penalties are required.

The Minister for Railways:
new poison.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: So was
strychnine when it first came in.

The Minister for Rallways: It does not
go right through the body.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: It gets
into the blood. A maximum of £100
should he sufficient far any person to

1080 is a
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realise that the department regards it as
a serlous offence. I had experience of
poisoning in New South Wales as a boy,
and I had to pick up 3,000 dead rabtgits
which had been poisoned by strychnine
water. Some of the crimes that are be-
ing committed around the city are serious,
and yet the offenders are fined only small
amounts—they are patted on the back.
Yet under this clause a man can be fined
a minimum of £10.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: While I agree to
a certain extent with Dr. Hislop I must
inform members that we have already
a-gl;;eed to minimum penalties under this
Act.

'{she Chief Secretary: And in many other
Acts.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: In Section 99 there
is a penalty for a first offence of not less
than £5 or more than £50, and I would
be agreeable to the same provision here.
I think a minimum fine of £10 for a first
offence is too much, and that we should
make this clause conform to the rest of
the legislation.

Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: A big reason
for the inclusion of this provision is that
with the trail method of laying 1080
poison some trappers have been setting
their traps on the trail, and the squesaling
of the rabbits has frightened the other
rabbits off; this has rendered some of the
poisoning absolutely useless. This pro-
vision is not purely and simply necessary
for the protection of the public; there is
that other aspect as well.

Hon. F. D. Willmott: That is the main
reason for it,

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Yes; 1080
poison works on the body weight, and
human belngs require a reasonably large
proportion; whereas, with dogs, it 1s en-
tirely different. I would hazard a guess
and say that it would take more rabbits
than a man could possibly eat to cause
him any 11! effects. The main reason for
the provision is to keep the polsoning
effective.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER.: There is one trap
in regard to the minimum penalty—
namely, that if young people go cut shoot-
ing birds and rabbits for the sake of shoot-
ing, they will be subject to the minimum
penalty of £10. Reference has been made
to signs and notices, but there is no men-
tion that signs and notices will indicate
that poison has been laid.

The Minister for Railways: It would not
be 100 square miles.

Hon, N. E. BAXTER: The only notifica-
tion is that it should be published. A
person from the city would not know the
area in question; and though the Minister
for Railways said it would not he 100
square miles, it would be a large area. T
do not know the toxic results of 1080 poison,
sut I do know that pigs which have eaten
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rabbits killed by stryehnine have not been
affected at all. It is ridiculous to lay down
this minimum penalty, Surely a magis-
trate or justice of the peace would use his
own discretion. There should be no mini-
mum penalty,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
think there should be a minimum penalty
and I would be prepared to accept one of
£5. Everybody would surely know where
the 1080 poison was laid—even the local
boys who might go out to those districts
and shoot.

Hon. F. D. Willmott: A person from Perth
would not know.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS; A few
might not. The provision is there to place
a penailty on these who trap for sale on
the furrow.

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

Clauses 3 and 4-—agreed to.

Clause 5—=Section 121 amended:

Hon, L. A, LOGAN: This clause doubles
the penalty from £50 to £100 for anyone
who obstructs an officer. Let us view the
provisions fn the Act. Section 94 deals
with the destruction of vermin and em-
powers the protection board or inspector
to take such steps as he thinks fit for the
destruction of vermin. Section 95 makes
it mandatory for every occupier of a hold-
ing who has vermin on his property to
notify the board or inspector. If he does
not, he is linhle to & penalty of £20, The
owner must then get rid of the vermin; and
if he does not do so to the satisfaction of
the inspector, he is liable to a penalty not
exceeding £10.

Section 97 glves the inspector the power
to enter on a property at any time he Hkes
to see whether there are any vermin on
that property. Section 98 provides the
board or inspector with power to gazette a
drive in a certain locality for the destruc-
tion of vermin. If the owner or occupier
does not comply with the conditlons of that
drive, then, under Section 99 of the Act,
he is liable for a first offence to a penalty
of not less than £5 or more than £50; and
for the second offence, not less than £10
or more than £50.

Section 100 gives the inspector the right
to go on to the property, with or without
assistance, to take such measures as he
thinks fit to carry out the destruction of
vermin of which the owner or occupier has
already been given notice, and which he
has failed to do. The cost of the work is
charged against the owner, and eventually
becomes a charge on the property itself.

Section 121 deals with persons who
obstruct or resist and the penalty provided
is one not exceeding £50. If a person does
not carry out the instructions of the pro-
tection board the penalty is only £50; snd
yet, because he ohstructs or hinders an
inspector, the Bill seeks to subject him to
8 maximum penalty of £100. The Minister
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said the eourt usually fines people £1 to
£5. If that is the case, and there is no
evidence to show that a court has fined a
person £50, why should we raise the penalty
to £100? I hope the clause will be defeated.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
have no information as to whether the
maximum penalty has or has not been im-
‘posed. The reference in my notes was to
penalties of £1 to £5. The notes I have say
that the clause is an important amendment
to the section; and that while failure to
destroy vermin is a serious offence, for
which the penalty is £50, the obstruction
of officers who endeavour to destroy vermin
which an offender has failed or refused to
deal with is surely more serious; and that
is why the department is asking for an
increased penalty,

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

Ayes 11
Noes 13
Majority against 2
Ayes,
Hon. G. Bennetts Hon. Sir Chas. Latham
Hon. G. Fraser Hon. F. R. H. Lavery
Hon. J. J. Garrigan Hon. H. C. Strickland
Hon. E. M, Heenan Hon. W. F, Willesee
Hon. R. F. Hutchison Hon. J. D. Teahan
Hon. G. E, Jeflery {Teller.)
Noes.
Hon. N. E. Baxter Hon. R. €. Mattiske
Hon. J. Cunningham Hon. C, H. Silmpscn
Hon. L. C. Diver Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. J. G. Hislop Hon. H. K. Watson
Hon. A. R, Jones Hon. F. D, Wilimott
Hon. L. A, Logan Hon. J. Murray
Hon. G. MacKlnnon ( Teller,)
Pairs.
Ayes. Noes.
Hon. P. J, 8. Wise Hon. A. F. Griffith
Hon. E. M. Davies Hon. H. L. Roche

Clause thus negatived.
Clause 6—=Sections 121A and 121B added.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I move an
amendment—
That the words “one hundred,” in
line 29, page 5, be struck out and the
word “ffty" inserted in lieu.

1 like this clause no better than Clause
5. As a matter of fact, it is considerably
worse, but I have no intention of going
into it as a whole, When the Bill first
came down, I placed amendments on the
notice paper—not knowing what support
would be forthcoming—with the idea of
reducing penalties to what they are in
the Aci at the moment. There is no
evidence that the maximum penalty of £50
has yet been used; and it seemed reason-
able, under these circumstances, to leave
it at the original amount.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: This
clause deals with the position where a
person is required to give an authorised
officer information and meet other re-
quirements. Apparently the department
thinks the penalty should be increased
and there should be a maximum of £100.

(COUNCIL.]

It is a maximum penalty only. No men-
tion is made of a minimum. It takes us
back to previous arguments in relation to
penalties which are left entirely to the
discretion of the magistrate or justice or
whoever may hear a case. To keep in line
with our previous arguments, I think the
penalty should be left as it is. It could
be £1 or £100, and is in line with the

Committee’s previous views. I.oppose the
amendment.
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The Act has

operated with a great deal of success with
a penalty of £50, and the tendency of
departmental officers to be clothed with
greater powers and for penalties to be im-
posed for an infringement of their orders
seems unreasonable. The amount in the
parent Act is adequate, and I hope that
the Committee will agree to this amend-
ment. The success of this Act depends
to a marked degree on co-operation, and
there is a psychological effect when a man
walks on to a farmer's property and the
farmer knows he can enforce penalties.
There 1s more co-operation on both sides
if penalties are kept within reasonable
bounds.

Hon. G. Bennetts: There is no fear if
the farmer is honest.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I hope the
Committee will agree to the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I supporied the
amendment moved by Mr. MacKinnon, but
I hope the Committee will not agree to
the clause.

The CHAIRMAN: When Mr. Logan
rose from his seat, there was no reason
to assume he was not going to move an
amendment, and that is why I allowed him
to continue. There are further amend-
ments to be moved by Mr. MacKinnon.

Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: I move an
amendment—

That the words “one hundred,” in
line 11, page 6, he struck out and the
word “fifty” inserted in lieu.

This clause deals with a penalty of £100
as the maximum If a man incites, en-
courages, abets or procures anhother to
commit an offence against this Act. I am
sure it is absurd for an offence of this
nature to carry that maximum penalty and
hope the Committee will halve it.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: This
is & more serious offence than those pre-
viously mentioned. It is more serious than
the offence of a person who refuses to
give information, This deals with a man
who incites somebody to commit an
offence, and I think he is worse than the
man whe commits the offence. If the
Committee considers that the man who
commmits an offence should be fined to a
maximum of £50, surely the person who
brings pressure for an offence to be com-
mitted should be subject to a higher
penalty. I point out that the penalty is
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£1 to £100, according to the seriousness
or circumstances surrounding the case. I
hope the amendment will not be carried.

Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: May I point
out that any justice of the peace, in look-
ing at an offence of this kind, is quite
entitled to judge its seriousness by the
maximum penalty. I will give an example
of “incite” according to its dictionary
meaning. If I am a farmer, and my next-
door neighbour comes to me and says, “I
have the so-and-so rabbit inspector coming
tomorrow:"” and I say to the other person,
“¥You tell him he is a so-and-so0” that would
be using words to incite, and an offence
would be committed under the Act, be-
cause abusive language is an offence. I
would then be liable to a maximum penalty
of £100, and the justice of the peace would
be entitled to fine me anything from £1
to £100. If the position is as serious as
the Minister suggested, we should have had
more by way of explanation. I hope the
Committee will agree to cut it down to £50.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
hon. member does not seem to agree that
this is more serious than committing an
offence. He has quoted one exireme case,
but we can take another. - If a farmer
picks up a labourer in the town and says,
"Trap some rabhits along that furrow,”
the farmer is encouraging him to com-
mit an offence, because the man knows
nothing of the position. I think the pen-
alty should be severe. If a chap is work-
ing on a place, and the farmer says, “I
want you to do that,” the man may feel
thai jobs are hard to get, and therefore
does the *trapping.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: He is still punished.

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: Yes.
The person who commits the offence is
punished, but the Committee says the
chap who incites him to commit the
offence should not be punished any more.
I think he is worse than the other person.
This Committee says that the maximum
penalty for a person commitiing an offence
should be £50, but does not consider that
the offence of somebody who incites or
procures is more serious.

Silting suspendea from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: I move an
amendment—

That the word "fifty” in line 14,
page 6, be struck out and the words
“twenty-five” inserted in lieu.

I think we should retain the proportion
laid down and reduce the amount to £25.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Notwithstanding
the fact that the Committee has agreed
to the amendments that have been moved,
I hope that members will not pass the
clause as amended. During the second

3125

reading debate, I mentioned what I con=-
sidered to be the deficiencies. I sympathise
with the Minister for Railways who has
just come back from a trip to Darwin and
is not au fait with what has been going
on. It is hard for him to take over the
reins without having had an opportunity
to read what other members have said.
However, I would point out that this clause
goes too far, There are penalties for not
giving information, for assault an inciting
an dfor using abusive language. Buf a
conviction in a common court of law for
any one of those offences would not re-
sult in a fine of anything like what is set
down here.

Hon. J. McI. Thomson: Ten pounds at
the outside.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Yes. Furthermore,
an inspector is given the right to go on
a man's property and shift his stock to
wherever he thinks fit. That is going too
far. No indication has been given of the
absolute necessity fo rthis. One case only
has been cited in regard to assault, but
no reason has heen given for the rest
of these provisions. The notes on the
introduction of the Bill occupied only three
pages of half-foolscap size. Unless the
Minister can give us further information,
I hope the Committee will vote against
the clause.

‘The MINISTER FOR AILWAYS: If
this clause is deleted, all power will be
taken away from the board in relation to
obstruction. This provision is a new one,
dealing with offences mostly relating to
obstruction or inciting. If a person re-
fuses to move his sheep out of a paddock
that is to be polsoned, he obstructs, and
there is a deadlock. The farmer refuses
to move his stock and the officer will cer-
tainly not lay poison while they are there.
If this provision is removed, the others
will be worthless, because there will be
no power to enforce them.

Clause, as amended, put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes 9
Noes 13
Msajority agalnst 4
Ayes.
Hen. G. Bennetts Hon. G. E. Jeffery
Hon. G. Fraser Hon. H. C. Strickland
Hon. J. J. Garrigan Fion. 4. D. Teahan
Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon. F. D. Willmott
Hon. R. P. Hutchison {relier.y
Noes,
Hon, N. E, Baxter Hon. R. C. Matitske
Hon. J. Cunningham Hon. J. Murray
Hon. L. C, Diver Hon. €. H. Slmpson
Hon. J. G. Hislon Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. A. R. Jones Hon. H. K. Watson
Hon. L. A. Logan Hon. F. D. Willmott
Hon. G. MacKinnon {Teller.p
Palrg.
Ayes. Noes.
Hon. FP. I, 8 Wlse Hon. A. F. Griffith

Hon. E. M. Davies Hon. H, L. Roche
Hon, F. R. H. Lavery Hon. Sir Chas. Lathams

Clause, as amended, thus negatived.
Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.
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BILL—FREEMASONS’ PROPERTY.

Received from the Assembly and read
a first time.

BILL—-BREAD ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 7th December.

HON. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM (South-
East) [7.431; I feel that this Bill is an
adopted child and has been given a doubt-
ful parentage by having been taken under
the wing of the Government and intro-
duced as a Government measure. Many
members have taken part in the debate
so far, but primarily they have spoken
for one side only in regard to this ques-
tion. There is a small minority whose
case has not yet been put to the House;
and as s member representing the dis-
trict which is most concerned, and from
which the Bill originated, I think the view
of that minority should be heard in this
Chamber, I realise that is is a minority
which is unpopular for the time being,
but I am prepared to be its mouthpiece
in this -‘House at least on this occasion.

The practice of delivering bread—among
other essential household goods—is one
that has existed for probably uncounted
years: but in certain districts of this
State, the delivery to the home of various
commeodities has from time to time and
for a number of reasons—egenerally eco-
nomic reasons—been discontinued. Meat
in the majority of cases, has not been de-
livered for a number of years. There are
probably many members in this Chamber
who can remember the old cutting carts
which were a feature of almost every town,
and which gave a valued and welcome ser-
vice in those days, although it would be
now considered most unhygienic. The
same thing has been said about bread
and the conditions of its delivery over a
number of years, and attempts have been
made to rectify what has been considered
to be an unhealthy method of handling
that commodity.

Although there is much to be said for
the more hygienic handling of foodstuffs
I ecannot recall a single instance of its
having been proved that anyone's health
had been impaired seriously as the re-
sult of the accepted method of deliver-
Ing bread unwrapped and carried in an
open basket in a vehicle drawn behind
a horse, where the driver or breadcarter
handles dirty and soiled leather reins and
harmess and perhaps handles the horse
itself at some time during the day as well
as having his hands in contact with a
great number of other unhealthy and
soiled articles. The thought of those same
hands handling our bread is not plea-
sant; but, despite the admission that
such handling is unhygienic, I doubt
whether anyone—except perhaps under
conditions of epidemic—has been harmed
in health by bread being delivered in that
way.

[COUNCIL.]

In latter years, and in enlightened
countries, the trend has been towards the
more hygienic handling of easily soilable
goods; and in many instances there has
been introduced a system of self-service,
the latest manifestation of which in this
State is the supermarts. There are many
beneficial aspects associated with the
supermart type of trading, as the food is
handled more hygienically and is fresher
and, in many cases, quite a bit cheaper.

If, however, we followed to its logical
conclusion the principle contained in this
Bill, we would compel the supermarts to
deliver goods. That has not been suggested
up to the present, but it easily could be.
In this measure we are asked to force the
baker, irrespective of his own wishes
to deliver bread. On the Goldfields there
are three perishable commodities delivered
at present: fruit, vegetables and milk.

I understand that the price of milk is
now controlled, but fthere is a certain
come-and-go in the case of wvegetables,
because they are bought in open market
and the trader can assess his profits or
losses according to the goods he has
bought and the charge he makes. But
that course is not open to the baker; nor
has it been open to him for a long time,
because the price of his product is strictly
controlled. This has not yet been said,
but it must be said and it is true—

The Chief Secretary: I thought every-
thing possible had already been said on
this subject.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: The Min-
ister will learn that that is not so, if he
listens. The fact is that the delivery
of bread is the policy of the master bakers
where possible. Admittedl ythe group of
bakers on the Goldfields are not af present
associated with the Metropolitan Master
Bakers’ Association, but the fact remains
that it is the policy of the master bakers
ta deliver bread where possible. Approxi-
mately two years ago the master bakers
on the Goldfields found, for reasons I will
deal with later, that it was uneconomical
for them to continue the delivery of bread.
Many factors influenced that decision and
there were certain conditions laid down
about the time that bakers and carters
could work.

Despite those conditions, which were
laid down at the request of their various
unions and associations—conditions such
as not being permitted to start work be-
fore, I believe, § a.m.—owing to the heat
and other factors on the Goldflelds, the
working hakers themselves regquested the
employers to permit the mto start work
early, in the cool of the night; and in
agreeing to that, the master bakers
rendered themselves liable to prosecution.

I know what I am talking about in this
regard because years ago I delivered bread
for many years on a baker's cart while
in the employ of one of the largest baking
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firms in the metropolitan area. I there-
fore know the circumstances surround-
ing metropolitan bread dellveries. I also
worked for some years on a baker's cart in
the Murchison area and consequently know
something about the delivery of bread in
country districts.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: You know what
a hardship it is for the housewife when
there is no bread delivery.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: I do
know something about it, and the hon.
member had a lot to say about the hard-
ship to people to whom bread was not
delivered. I prefaced my remarks by say-
ing that that side of the subject had been
fairly fully dealt with, and that the views
of the other side had not been voiced In
this Chamber; and it is primarily for that
minority that I am speaking tonight.

I do know something of the alleged
hardships of the consumer, but I also know
a great deal about certain of the prob-
lems of the bakers. Members have all
heard of instances where bread carters
have not given a fair return for their
wages, and it is easy and guite open for
them to do that sort of thing. Not long
ago we had the instance of a bread carter
who, half-way through his round one day,
had a better job offered to him. He ac-
cepted the job, tied his horse up in the
street, and later in the afternoon rang
the baker for whom he had been working
and told him where he could pick up his
horse, after simply stating that he had
taken a better job.

Members can imagine the hardship
of the master baker whose job it
was to see that the housewife got
her daily bread delivery, in circumstances
such as that. He probably would not
know the complete round, or who owed
money, or what bread various people
usually took. The average man would
not be able to learn a complete metro-
politan bread round in less than a week—

Hon. W. R, Hall: The instance you have
mentioned would be an isolated one.

Hon. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM: Yes: but
that is the type of thing the master baker
is up against. It must be remembered
that the iead carter’s job is neither
pleasant nor lucrative, because there is
simply not sufficient money in the trade
to make this an attractive form of em-
ployment. The result, of course, is that
the master baker must be content to em-
ploy men who look on the work as a stop-
gap, or others who are without ambition
and who are prepared to continue in
employment of this sort. If I said theat
that applied in all instances, I would bhe
doing an injustice to some people, because
there are employees who have given good
and faithful service as bread carters with
the one employer for long periods of years,
and in the old days there were many such.

Hon. W. R. Hall: I know of & man who
worked on a baker's cart for 20 years.
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Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: Yes; but
there are not many bread carters today
who have been in the job for 20 years with
one firm, or even with successive employers.
I can recall the time when one of the
greatest celebrations inh the district was
the bread carters’ annual picnic. All that
sort of thing has now gone, and bread cart-
ing is today looked upon simply as a stop-
gap job. For that reason one of the
greatest problems of the baker is to obtain
the services of loyal staff who know their
job. If a baker is tc have a prosperous
business, he must have the ability not only
to get his product to the people but to
ensure that he receives the return for it
promptly and in full.

The second major problem of the baker
is to get back anything like a 100 per cent.
return for his product; in fact, I would say
it is utterly impossible for him to do so.
It must be realised that the baker has hun-
dreds of small accounts which must be
paid regularly—weekly, fortnightly or even
monthly—if he is to remain solvent and
show a prefit. It is not uncommon in
places such as Kalgoorlie, where there are
only seven bakers, for a single baker to
have anything up to £1,000 owing to him.

Hon. G. Bennetts: It must be simply
neglect on his part in that case.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: A certain
tolerance must be observed; and if the hon.
member had ever been in business, he
would know that a businessman cannot
demand his pound of flesh on the spot at
all times. I know there are those who go
into business with the idea that their terms
will be cash on the knob; but how far
would that get them in a place like Kal-
goorlie, where there is a fortnightly pay,
and where it is common practice to let
accounts go for a fortnight at least, and
many of them are on a monthly basis?
One often has to let the account go for a
month, and perhaps also for a second
month; hut the trouble is that if the person
concerned cannot pay at the end of the
first month, there is even less chance of
getting the money at the end of the second
month.

It is quite conceivable that the person
who is unable to pay has quite a good
story—such as sickness or something of
that nature—and often the tradesman is
told that the client can pay only a few
shillings off at the moment. That sort of
thing is quite common; and by the time
the master baker wakes up to the position,
he is in trouble. I am putting forward a
factual picture of what applies to butchers,
bakers, milkmen and others who have & .
large number of small accounts—

Han. R. F. Hutchison: The milkman still
delivers.

Hon. J. M. A, CONNINGHAM: Much has
been made of that fact, but I do not see
that just because the milkman dellvers we
can assume that he does not have losses
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also, although he may have some means of
making up his losses because he is not as
strictly controlled as is the baker.

The Chief Secretary: Are you suggesting
he waters his milk?

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: Members
representing the Goldflelds know that
bakers there often have members of their
own families on the carts in order to try
to minimise their losses. In spite of that,
the fact remains that bread carting on the
Goldfields was found to be uneconomic and
was therefore discontinued.

In discussing this problem with a Kal-
goorlie atmosphere speakers have said that
at present on the Goldfields there are
gueues of women carrying their children
and answering the tinkling of a bell or
the blowing of a horn or whistle to get
their supplies of bread., However, I can
assure members of this House that that
is not true. When this problem first arose,
an attempt was made to get an overdll
bread delivery coverage. BEvery little store
in the district was canvassed in an en-
deavour to ascertain whether it could be
made into a depot for the delivery of
bread. Even private houses were con-
sidered with a view to making various
residences throughout the district bread
depots, at which bread would be delivered
for cash.

A great deal of pressure was exercised
at the time, and a great wind blew with
a lot of force behind it. As a result, many
people were dissuaded from handiing
bread; but despite this, certain sturdy
souls agreed that they would handle it.
Covering the period since then the general
feeling 1s that, if there is not actually satis-
faction, there is generally no resentment
that this took place. Further, at least 70 per
cent. of the Goldfields residents obtain
their bread from fixed depots, and the
loaves are wrapped according to health
regulations; and therefore this method is
far more hygienic than it was in the past.

In those Instances, where & shop or
private residence could not be set up as
a depot to supply bread, the bakers them-
selves instituted a service to deliver bread
to specific points by van or cart; and on
arrival at those points, they rang a bell
or blew a whistle or a horn. That is a
service that they gave voluntarily so that
those people who were unable to obtain
their bread from a nearby shop or depot
were sure of getting thelr supplies. Those
points at which they gave that service were
very few.

I am not saying that the Goldfields
would not be happy to have bread de-
liveries again, I, for one, am satisfled that
it would be convenient. But I would say
that one-third of the 6,000 houses on the
Goldfields would represent those people
who were living in ¢lose proximity to shops
and who were not In the least interested
in bread being delivered. If a person were

[COUNCIL.]

used to getting his bread supplies from
a shop, he would not be concerned about
getting it delivered.

However, 1 am quite positive that at
least one-third of the people, if they are
anxious to have bread delivered, are not
prepared to pay the extra cost for delivery.
If we are to recommence bread deliveries,
it is unthinkable that we should force any
business or any individual to give such a
service without adequate compensation.
In regard to the charge for delivery, over
the week-end I had a letter published in
the “Kalgoorlie Miner.” It is only a short
letter, and I intend to read it to the House
with the idea of illustrating the feelings
of the public about bread being delivered
at an extra charge.

I have been taken to task by some mem-
bers who have referred to this matter,
because I have said or implied that they
spoke in favour of bread deliveries even
at increased cost. I would like to point out
that, unfortunately, although I had in-
tended to have this letfer published on
the Friday or the Saturday, so that people
could have their answers published if
necessary, my letter was not published
until the following Monday, so I have not
yet heard what the reaction was to this
letter, should there be any fortheoming.
The letter reads as follows:—

Sir,

May I suggest that the people of the
Goldfields be given an opportunity to
deny or endorse for themselves the
amazing allegation made by every
gia.lll)our speaker so far on the Bread

That the people are unanimous
in their demand for bread delivery
even if it means an increase in
the price of their bread, variously
assessed at 3d. or more per loaf—

Unfortunately, members have read into
this letter a meaning slightly different
from that which was intended and I admit
that it is capable of being so interpreted.

Hon. W. R. Hall: I can only put one
meaning on it.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: It can be
read this way—

People are unanimous in the demand
for bread delivery even it it means the
payment of an extra 3d. per loaf.

Hon. W. R. Hall: Why put the para-
graph in Inverted commas after making
the statement which is printed above?

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: This is
what led to all this: “people are unani-
mous” and so forth right down to the end,
making it appear that I was quoting a
specific or identical speech made by all
members. ‘That is rather ludicrous. If
every member who is complaining is im-
plying that each member made exactly
the same speech and I quoted word for
word what was said, that would be ludi-
€rous.
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The objections to this published letter
that I have had hurled at me are wrongly
based, because I had no intention of its
being interpreted in the way it has been
and I think members will admit—if they
bhe fair—that that was not my intention.
I could make reference to the actual
speeches made by various members, but I
am precluded from doing so.

About two years ago a public meeting was
held in Kalgoorlie at which probably every
Goldfields memher supporting the Govern-
ment was in attendance, One of the
staunch Labour supporters at the meeting
advocaied the delivery of bread, and he
quoted the cost of delivery as being 3d. per
loaf. That was a statement made by Mr.
Hartrey, and it was not denied. Subse-
quent to that statement being made, mem-
bers have spoken in this House in similar
vein, and their statements also were not
denied. Other statements have been made
from time to time in regard to the delivery
of bread. When bread deliveries ceased
the price to consumers was decreased by
id. a loaf, and the master bakers com-
plained it cost more than 3d. per loaf to
deliver the bread to the houses. People
were prepared to pay to have the bread
delivered. That is a definite statement
that the cost of delivery was 3d. per loaf.

Hon. W, R. Hall: Was that made by
a member of Parliament?

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: Yes, by
the member for Kalgoorlie. The price of
bread has altered considerably since that
time. I can quote what was said by various
speakers, page and verse, from Hansard.
At the time I particularly noted that, with
one exception, every member definitely
stated that the people were prepared to
pay for the extra cost of delivering bread.
They cannot deny that.

Hon. J. J. Garrigan:
the price.

Hon. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM: I did
not say that members stated the price, but
the very fact that members are so dis-
turbed about this point brings me to the
painful conclusion—

Hon. W. R, Hall: How painful?

The Chief Secretary: You don't look

We did not state

pained.
Hon. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM!: I am
pained! I can assure the Chief Secretary

that I am pained! There are two con-
clusions that one can draw as a result of
this controversy, the first being that mem-
bers addressed the House on this problem
while they were ill-informed and did not
know what the cost of delivering bread
would be; and therefore took it upon them-
selves to advocate bread delivery for the
people on the Goldfields being unware of
the fact that it would cost an extra 3d. per
loaf; or, if they do not admit that, they
must have been well aware that it would
cost an extra 3d. per loaf to deliver and they
were deceiving the people by not stating
that it would cost them this extra charge.
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Hon. W. R. Hall: No one mentioned 3d.

per loaf.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: That is
the point! If 3d. per loaf was never men-
tioned, it was not mentioned for one or
the other of the reasons I have enumerated.

Hon. J. D. Teahan: By how much did
the master bakers reduce the price of
bread when they ceased deliveries?

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: At the
time, there was a voluntary reduction of
1d. in the price of bread by the master
bakers,

Hon. J. D. Teahan: Therefore, that was
the cost of delivery.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: I do not
accept that. The hon, member says that
that is what it cost to deliver a loaf.
However, the master bakers maintain that
they were losing on the delivery of bread.
They did not say they were making a profit
and were covering expenses, and that they
would reduce the cost or the delivery
charge. They said that they were losing
money by continuing to deliver bread, and
they voluntarily dropped the price per loaf
by 1d., so implying that they were losing
2d. per loat by dellvering it.

Hon. G. Bennetts: They knew that
they would get cash.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: How-
ever, the price of bread subsequently was
compulsorily reduced by 1lid. per loaf.
Since then there has beenr an increase in
the price of bread, from which we might
gather that the authority responsible for
fixing the price realises that the master
bakers were not having a fair go. Flour
went up a little in price and consequently
the price of bread was increased. ‘The
authority realised the justification of the
claim that the bakers were undergoing
difficulties.

If master bakers could not deliver hread
o the Goldfields at the price then
charged—and I believe that was the case—
is there any justification for forcing a
service on them under which they will
suffer a further loss, or alternatively he
compelled to deliver bread without receiv-
ing anything for the service? Should that
be the position, I am not prepared to
egree to a further increase in the price of
bread in Kalgoorliec unless the people say
deﬂc{ntely that they want deliveries to be
made,

Hon, E. M. Heenan: Delivery is made
only if it is asked for.

Hon. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM: As I
said, probably one-third of the people will
not be interested in deliveries. There
might be a few scattered at some distance
from bakers who want deliveries, and the
bgkers would be obliged to give that ser-
vice. I can remember the days when it
was considered an obligation for a baker
to deliver even half a loaf of bread to a
prospector living in an isolated place.
This happened at Meekatharra, and the
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baker had to deliver this quantity of bread
to the prospector's camp, which was 1%
miles along a bush track. That was not
an isolated instance, even in a place like
Meekatharra, where there were only
two delivery carts. Circumstances have
changed.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: The trend is for
the housewife and the cart-horse to he
the same.

Hon. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM: In
isolated cases the housewife might suffer
hardship. That is granted. But are we
to force a concern to give a service which
will force that concern out of business?
Do not think that is an idle statement!
In this case one or more bakers might
go out of business rather than make de-
liveries for no charge.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: I would rather
see the housewife being given a service.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: Would
the hon. member prefer to see that, even
if it meant forcing the baker out of busi-
ness? I am sure the housewife would be
much happier in being able to obtain
bread, even if it meant a short walk for
her child or herself than to be without
bread at all, or having to bake her own
bread as was done years ago. 1 can
remember, as a boy, having to walk for
miles to obtain yeast for my mother twice
a week when she used to bake bread her-
self. I would prefer to send my child
along on his bicycle for a quarter of a
mile to the bakers to obtain bread rather
than to get no bread at all

Hon. R. P, Hutchison: Let us see what
the housewife thinks of you.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: That re-
mark indicates to¢ me that the hon. mem-
ber considers every question and subject
with the prime idea as to whether it will
gain her votes, and how many votes are
attached to her speech. I started off in
this debate by saying that I was speaking
for a minority whose voice had not been
heard in this House. I know that it is
a dangerous attitude to adopt, and I am
prepared to let the hon. member use what
I am saying for the purpose of golng on
a Roman holiday if she wishes to.

It i1s not the first time that I have
been on a lone stand in this Chamber in
speaking for & minority in my district.
As 2 member of Parliament I am pre-
pared to speak for all sections, and I have
proved that time and again. I note the
hon. member's minatory attitude towards
me, but T can assure her that it will in
no way make me change my stand in this
House.

Until I can get an indication from the
people of the Goldflelds that they are pre-
pared to pay an increased price, I shall
oppose the Blll. I cannot conceive of any-
one being forced to deliver bread without
being given an increase; and if the in-
crease as assessed by those who should
know is 3d. a loaf, it will be too much.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. W. R. Hall: Who said it will be

3d. a loaf?

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: If the
hon. member is not aware, he should make
an attempt to discover from those who
do, and should know the correct charge.
It is very easy to find this out. Unless
the people indicate to me that they are
prepared to pay an extra impost, I shall
not support this Bill.

On the other hand, I admit that I have
not been approached by the minority, or
the seven bakers on the Goldflelds. As a
matter of fact I resent that I have not
been appreached. Members opposite have
had the opportunity to discuss this mat-
ter with the people on the Goldflelds from
time to time because I am aware of the
representations that have been made to
them and their organisations—relating to
the increase, delivery and non-delivery of
bread. I was completely ignored by those
people. Only one of those bakers lives
in my area, whose vote affects me, so I
shall not be gaining any increase in vot-
ing strength on the stand I am taking.
I do not apologise for my action. I am
quite prepared to tell the whole story as
I told it tonight.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. G.
Fraser—West—in reply) (8.221: I am not
going to waste so much time on this Bill
as other members have done. What sur-
prises me is the long debate over such a
small measure.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: The prin-
ciple involved is not small.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: What is the
principle?

Hon. J. M. A, Cunningham: The 0ld one
of compulsion to do certain things.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There are two
sides to that argument. The hon. member
is saying that the Bill seeks to compel the
bakers to make deliveries, but I am now
taking the other side to show where the
bakers compelled the public on the Gold-
flelds to do certain things. There are two
sides to this question of compulsion. As
this service is given in the metropolitan
area and many other places, I would have
thought that country membhers would sup-
port the measure by adopting thelr usual
attitude that what was provided in the
metropolitan area should also be provided
in the country. Nobody disputes that
policy. There has not been any complaint
from the Goldfields about the price of
bread. I have the official notes here. The
reason advanced for the bakers stopping
deliveries was not because the price was
not high enough, but because of labour
shortage. That {s the truth of the matter.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: It was the
statement that was made.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am not
talking about statements but about facts.
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Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: You said the
truth of the matter,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is the
truth of the matter. All that members are
asked to do is to extend to other parts of
the State the facilities enjoyed in the
metropolitan area.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Delivery is on a
voluntary basis in the metropolitan area.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: So it should
be voluntary on the Goldfields and other
places. Quite a number of members have
attempted to use the Goldfields as the
solitary centre where there is any difficulty
in regard to deliveries. During the last
four or five years the same difficulty has
cropped up in many other parts of the
State, even in the outer suburban areas
like Armadale. The hon. member who has
just spoken is 50 keen on control that—

Hon. J. M. A, Cunningham: I am not
keen on controls.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Have the
bakers not wanted to control others in the
trade? Possibly if I was in that business
I would have done the same thing. In-
stances have occurred where a new baker
was prepared to make deliveries of bread,
and control was exerted to prevent him
from establishing himself. That happened
to the baker at Canning Bridege; he was
obliged to make his own yeast for several
months because the supply was stopped.
So we can see there is more than one type
of control. Those things were attempted.

Without the trimmings, all this Bill
attempts to do is to give the Minister
power, where he is satisfled that delivery
of bread is possible, to proclaim an area for
such deliveries. No one expects any baker
to deliver hread for no extra cost. Just as
there is a difference between the wholesale
and the retail price of bread, so there will
be a difference between the price of bread
delivered and the price not delivered.

Hon. G. Bennetts: I take it the Minister
will see that a margin is made.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Of course!
Nobody wants to see a service being given
without any extra cost. What that cost
will be will vary according to circum-
stances. No one is able to make a wild
guess at it, An instance was mentioned
by Mr. Logan, but I can tell him
how charges were made by bakers in
Geraldton at one time.

Hon. L. A. Logan: How they took off
extra charges.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: How they put
on extra charges by making an impost of
5s. for an old flour bag containing bread
sent to filshermen on the surrounding
islands, -

Hon. L. A. Logan: You do not know the
whole story.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Well, the hon.
member does and I do not. I never like
arguing the point.
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Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Will this delivery
charge be applied to bakers now delivering
bread?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No. The
price now being charged already covers the
delivery cost. All that this Bill is con-
cerned with is an area for which the
Minister has made a proclamation. In that
area the hakers will be compelled to make
deliveries for which they shall be paid an
extra cost.

Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: Bakers now de-
livering could discontinue deliverles and
then ask to be paid for making deliveries.

The CHIEF SECRETARY.:. That ob-
stacle will be overcome when we meet it.
We can consider it when it is hecessary
and after an area has been proclaimed.
Some members seem to think that the
provisions of the Bill will apply to the
whole State; that Is not the case. They
are only to be applied to areas which have
been proclaimed. No Minister, whether
Liberal or Labour, will foree something on
to the public which is not warranted.

If it is necessary to proclaim an area,
the Minister, no matter what brand he is,
institutes something by the proclamation,
and then a regulation has to be gazetted
so that any member will have the oppor-
tunity of disallowing the regulation if he
considers it is not in the best interests of
the people concerned. It is in the hands
of members to see that justice is done in
this matter.

Hon. G. Bennetts: Some time ago you
had a request from a public meeting at
Kalgoorlie, to have bread dellvered.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. I have
had many such requests. The Bill merely
gives the Minister power to make a procla-
mation where it is necessary, and no
Minister will make a proclamation unless
he is satisfled about the position. Kal-
goorlie has been mentioned; that is a
storm centre. In addition, difficulties have
arisen in the last four or five years in the
Midland-Guildford, Armadale-Kelmscott,
Wanneroo, Wembley-Floreat Park, Mt.
Fleasant-Applecross, Helena Vale, East
Belmont-Kewdale metropolitan districts
and at Albany, York, Merredin and other
large towns. The Government appreclates
that it Is necessary that some power of
this description should be available so that
where incidents occur, as they did on the
Goldfields, an order can be proclazimed.

There are two lots of dictation, and at
the present time it is the baker dictating
to the public. Under this measure it will
not be either the baker or the public
dictating, but the Minister investigating
and making a decision the same as the
Arbitration Court does; and we do not say
that it is dictating to anyone. The Mini-
ster will give a decision on the evidence
adduced by both sides in & manner similar
to that adopted by the Arbitration Court;
or by any other person presiding at an
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inquiry. There will be no dictation—
the scales of justice will be evenly
balanced. I hope that members will agree
to the second reading.

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

Ayes 12
Noes 12
A tle .0
Ayes,
Hon, G. Bennetts Hon. E. M. Heenan
Hon. E. M. Davles Hon. R. F. Hutchison
Hon. L. C. Dlver Hon. G. E. Jeffery
Hon. G, Fraser Hon, H. €. Strickland
Hon. J. J. Gaitigan Hon. J. D. Teahan
Hon. W. R, Hall Hon. W, F, Willesee
{ Teller.)
Noes.
Hon. N. E. Baxter Hon. R. C. Mattiske
Hon. J. Cunnlnghnm Hon. J. Murray
Hen. J. G. Hislop Hon. G. H. Simpson
Hon. A. R Jones Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. L. A. Logan Hon. H. K, Watson
Hon. Q. MacKinnon Hon. F. D. Willmott
fTeller.)
Palrs.
Ayes. Noes.
Hon. F, J. S. Wlise Hon. A. P. Grifith
Hon. F. R. H. Lavery Hon. Sir Chas. Latham
The PRESIDENT: Under Standing

Orders, in the case of an equality of votes,
the President may vote ahd give his reason
for voting. I vote with the ayes for the
simple reason that some members are
absent, and this will give a chance for
them to have some discussion on the Bill
and to make a decision on the third read-
ing.

Question thus passed.

Bill read a second time.

BILL—JURY ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading—Defeated.
Debate resumed from the 4th December.

HON. C. H. SIMPSON (Midland) (8.361:
The Bill is practically identical with one
which has come down to us for several
years—at least as to the question of women
on juries. Previously the Bill has been
passed; hut in the Committee stage,
the questions of compulsory qualifica-
tion, and of the age bheing from 21
to 60 or from 30 to 60, have been the
subject of conferences between the two
Houses; and as the Houses could not
agree, the Bill has heen dropped.

The difference of opinion between the
two Chambers is very little. I held the
view, with which most of my colleagues
agreed, that in the matter of jury service
I was gquite prepared to abide by the
decision of the Heouse to accept women on
juries, but I raised the points that, first,
the age should be from 30 to 60; and,
second, that women should be eligible to
vote on application for enrclment rather
than be compulsorily enrolled if their
names appeared on the electoral list.

(COUNCIL.)

My reasons, briefly, were these: At the
age of 21 a young woman who has just
emerged, in many cases, from her adoles-
cence, may he suddenly called upon to act
as g juror in a case which might easily he
of a most unsavoury character; because,
as all people know, juries are empanelled
only for certain types of cases that come
before the courts. The majority of such
cases, I would say, concern misdemeanours
which reflect sins against society; and
most of us hold the view that they are not
the type of case which is suitable for young
women to hear,

The second reason was that a young
woman of, say, 21, is not likely to have
had much worldly experience, and the
foreman of a jury is generally chosen from
the ranks of the old people—very often a
man of dominant personality—and she
would be much more likely to be influenced
by a man of that type than would 2 woman
of the age of 30, who had grown to the
stage when she might have a mind of her
own. By that time she would have had
a good deal of experience of the world
and its problems, and could stand up to
the opinions of others, and would not be
intimidated to nearly the same degree as
would & young woman who had just at-
tained the age of 21 years. Those are the
two reasons I gave for opposing the Bill in
the first place; and, in the second place,
when the EBill was passed, for suggesting
that those qualifications should be made.

I need hardly remind members—hecause
this measure has been before us many
times—that the reasons I have stated
would not prevent any woman in the age
group to which I have referred from serv-
ing on juries if she so wished. In one
case she would be compulsorily enrolled,
whether she llked it or not, and in the
other she would be able to serve hy apply-
ing for enrolment. The position we put
forward had other aspects which I think
are worth considering. One was that, in
the opinion of those who knew, it would
considerably lessen the clerical work of
those who compile the jury lists; and it
would at once segregate those who were
Quite prepared to undertake jury duty
from those who, perhaps, were suddenly
apprised of the fact that they were being
empanelled for jury duty, many of whom
would like to contract out of such an
obligation,

On this occasion I am opposing the Bill
for a different reason altogether, and it
is this: This House in its wisdom, earlier
in the year, appointed & select committee
to consider various aspects of the Jury Act.
The members of that commitiee had many
sittings and they prepared a report which
was circulated among members. Even
while that report was being prepared, this
Bill was being presented to another place
so0 that the report of the committee, which
had done a very good job In studying
the ramifications of the jury system and
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which made certain recommendations, was
entirely ignored. As the committee was
appointed by a resolution of this House, I
think great discourtesy has been shown to
the House because of the Bill being
brought forward. For this reason I oppose
the second reading.

I will not say that I am entirely in
agreement with all the recommendations
in the select committee’s report. But it
is a matter for each individual member to
decide for himself—or in the case of our
lady member, herself—which recommenda-
tions he agrees with. However, I do think
that to go ahead with an amendment to
the Jury Act while the committee was pre-
paring and presenting iis report was an
act of discourtesy to the committee. We
had ample {ime to receive the report and
to prepare a jury Bill based on it.

In any case I hope that at a later stage
the report of the committee will receive
due consideration; and that, perhaps, next
year a Bill may be brought down based on
the recommendations in the report, when
we can give the matter fresh consideration.
In the meantime, I oppose the second
reading of the Bill

HON. R. F. HUTCHISON (Suburban)
[8.441: In speaking in support of the Bill,
I am rather surprised at the reasons put
forward by Mr. Simpson for opposing the
second reading. I would hesitate to say
that discourtesy has been shown in the
House by not examining the select com-
mittee’s report.

From my ohservations of the evidence
that was taken, I would say that it was
overwhelmingly in favour of the principle
of the Bill. A Bill had already been pre-
pared; and similar measures have bheen
presented to the House on previous oc-
casions. The main principle in the Bill
is to give women the right to serve on
juries

I think members will agree that now an
investigation has been made it is quite
evident that this is a very vexed social
question, and the time has long since
passed when we should question the right
of women to serve on juries in this State.
We are far behind other countries. In our
own mother ecountry, Great Britain,
women have served on juries, since 1919,
without causing any ripple on the surface
of society in general.

Hon. H. K. Watson: But they serve on
the same basis as men.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: Yes: and we
would be qguite prepared for women here
to serve on the same basis as men; and
the basis there is the age of 21 to 60 years.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Why don’t you
put that in the Bill?

Hon. R. P. HUTCHISON: That is in
in the Bill; that is the crux of it. Women
will be eligible for jury service between
the age of 21 and 60 years.
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Hon. F. D. Willmott: But that does not
apply to men.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: It applies to
men between the ages of 21 and 60 years.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: You want to read
the Act.

Hon. R. P. HUTCHISON:
Act.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Then read it.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You want to
read the qualifications.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: If any small
alterations are required, it would be quite
competent for members 0 move amend-
ments during the Comimittee stage, or by
an amending Bill once the principle of
women serving on juries was established.
When we know that a case has been put
up—and I know what sort of case was
put up—it is beyond question that women
should have the right to serve on juries.
I certainly do not want to see the present
conditions go on for one day longer than
they need do. Women should be given the
right {o serve on juries as soon as possible,
and I do not want to see this Bill post-
poned.

I would be very willing to agree to any-
thing that would improve the Jury Act;
but at this stage I cannot see anything
which would justify women being pre-
vented from serving on the jury, taking
their place in our society, and serving in
the halls of justice in this State. I have
with me a photograph showing the first
woman judge to be appointed in Great
Britain. If a woman in Britain can be
raised to that eminent position, surely
members here would no longer deny the
right of women In this State to serve on
a jury which, after all, is only a minor
function. This cutting which I have from
the newspaper reads—

Miss Rose Heilbron, Q.C. was de-
fending an American soldier on a
charge of murder when the announce-
ment came through. The clever, 42-
year-old lawyer Is to become Britain’s
first woman judge.

That shows that women’s intellect is re-

cognised in other parts of the world; and

to refuse to recognise their right to serve

on juries In this State is to deny them

justice. Their requesis to serve on the

i;lrleil in this State can no longer be ques-
oned.

It has been said before in this House
that women could not listen to evidence of
a certain nature. Leaving sentiment out
of it altogether, I think we were created
men and women to carry out the partner-
ship of life itself. To my mind that is
the perfect answer to that argument.
Nature decides the gift of intelligence, ir-
respective of sex, and there is no division
of intellect between men and women.

I have the
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No one could say that a man has a
higher intellect than a woman. I is a
happening of nature and sex has nothing
to do with it; it is beyond our will or
say-so. Fuil and equal rights of citizen-
ship is the answer to a balanced society.
That is becoming more and more evident
in our modern soctety. Every day we see
instances where both sexes are being called
upon to play a major part in the building
up of a halanced society.

My view is that women have a right
to take their places, wherever or however
they are asked, in the service of society.
Abave all, the Creator himself made women
the custodians of life. Women nurture the
young and through ihat understanding,
they are well fitted for serving on a jury.
A woman, through being a mother, under-
stands the impulses of children more in-
timately than does a man. Very often,
because of intuition and her close associa-
tion with the child life of the nation, a
woman is able to understand things more
clearly. She recognises certain impulses
that might cause someone to commit a
grievous offence against society. Women
have that balance; they have balance when
it comes to standing up against difficulties
that confront everybody. A woman is not
emotionally carried away as many men
might be in certain circumstances,

I would say that this pressure for women
to serve on juries has come well knowing
that while they are denied this right an
injustice is being done to society. With
all due respect to members, I would say
that no one here has put up a logical
argument as to why women should not
serve on juries in the same way as men.
Women can judge a case just as well as
men, and so there should be no objection
to 2 woman serving on a jury. If we
were to suggest to a man that s jury be
composed of all women, he would hold up
his hands in horror at the thought of it.
Yet men have never thought it an in-
justice t0 have all male juries. But there
is no difference between a jury of all
women and one of all men. We women
say that there should be neither all-men
nor all-women juries; they should be
balanced with half men and half women.

There is no difference in the intelligence
of a girl of 21 and a boy of 21. We re-
cognise them as adults at 21 years of age.
They are liable to the full effect of the
law, and are recognised as gdults; they can
be ecalled upon to serve their couniry in
the armed forces and they vote to put
people into Parliament. At 21 years of age
they are recognised as responsible citizens,
and responsible for anything they might
do. A woman of 21 is just as responsible
as a man of 21,

When I spoke on this matter on the
last occasion, I said that women should be
allowed to decide what they wanted. 1
“do not want to make this a contentious
Bill, because I know that members have
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had demonstrated to them very decisively
that the time has come when this provision
should be agreed to and women should
be given the privilege of serving their
country on the jury and in the halls of
justice in this State. I hope members will
put aside their prejudices and willi forget
all about what has previously been said
on this question. As the only woman
member in this House I have had a very
onerous task in putting before members all
sides of this question. Women have asked
before that they be permitted to serve on
juries, hut their arguments and re-
quests have been turned down.

No doubt we can do many things to
improve the Jury Act: I would agree to
do anything possible to help improve it
and bring it up to date, hecause there
is a good deal of our legislation that
could very well be overhauled and brought
up to date. I hope, every time such legis-
lation is introduced, to be able to give it
my suppor!; and I will be always ready
to agree to bringing any legislation up
to the times.

We have previously debated the prin-
ciple in this Bill, and I do not think Mr.
Simpson was quite right in his eriticism
ont this pont, because the measure was
introduced in the lower House before the
select committee was appointed. We have
a heavy legislative programme in front of
us, and everyone knows that we cannot
chop and change at this late stage in
the session, I am very keen to see justice
done at long last; and to see women given
the right to serve on jurles. I do not
think they should have to apply, because
that nullifies the whole business.

That principle was applied in the East-
ern States; and it was found that, when
women applied, they were never called on
for service. I checked up on that point
when I went aver there a few months ago,
and they sazid, “Whatever you do, do not
have a provision in your legislation for
women having to apply. If you do, you
have not any worth-while legislation.”

I am hoping that this Bill will he agreed
to and the principle of women serving on
juries will be adopted. This will bring us
on to a level with other countries. It
grieves me to find that countries which
are not nearly so emancipated as we are,
and which do not have such a high stan-
dard of living, have legislation which pro-
vides for women to serve ¢n juries, Their
women are recognised in public life to &
much greater degree than are women here.

A year or two ago, I had the pleasure
of meeting the Deputy Director of Educa-
tion from Bombay. She was a wonderful
woman, and it amazed me to think that
they had a woman Director of Education;
and yet here we have never had a woman
in & position such as that. We have a long
way to go in this regard; and I venture
to say that the women in Western Aus-
tralia are very intelligent.
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Hon. H. K. Watson: Perhaps that is
why they are not serving on the juries
here,

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: That is why
they are pressing for the right which this
Bill gives them. Since I have been a mem-
ber here, I have tried to get Bills similar
to this passed, and I have tried to put be-
fore members the woman’'s angle. That
is what I am endeavouring to do now,
The Bill provides that a woman between
the ages of 21 years and 60 years, who is
of good fame and character, is enrolled as

an elector on the Assembly rolls
and entitled to vote for a member
of the Legislative Assembly, and who

resides in a proclaimed area, is qualified
and liable to serve as a common juror in
all civil and criminal proceedings in
proclaimed areas.

The woman may make application to
be excused from jury service for certain
reasons. We realise that there must be
certain reasons for a woman to apply. We
do noft want them to neglect their families,
as some members have sald will happen.
That will not happen, hecause there is
this saving provision. There are quite
enough women who are eligible and who
would serve on juries, without our
needing to ask those who have to stay
at home to look after small children, or
who may be bearing children. There are
many other reasons why a woman may
have to be excused, and there is that sav-
ing clause in the Bill. Also a womnan may,
for some reason or other, want to be ex-
cused for a year or two but she may then
want to apply again for jury servce. That
is quite fair and, after all, only common
sense.

We object to the fact that the women’s
voice has never been raised in the halls
of justice in this State, to put the
woman's point of view. In the past mis-
takes have been meade, and I feel this
could have been avoided had women been
serving on those juries, It may have oc-
curred more than once in this State,
Women would be eminently suitable in
serving on juries in cases dealing with
indictable cases of childbirth, rape and
the like in which they appreciate
the point of view of other women—
they would certainly know the woman's
point of view better than a man would.
A woman is not afraid to use the know-
ledge she possesses; nor is she backward
in carrying cut her duty.

Temporary exemptions can be permitted
on account of health and family obliga-
tions; but it does not seem to have made
any difference to the smooth working of
the jury system in Great Britain, where
women have served on juries since 1919,
That is accepted as a matter of course,
and passes without public comment. It
has a very special significance for me.

It is taken as a matter of course in
England; and one woman tcld me that
she remembered her mother having to

3135

serve on a jury. She remembered it
because it was necessary for her—she was
then 14 years old—to cook the din-
ner. She accepted it as one of
those things which was expected of her.

I hope we will now pay & tribute to
the women of Western Australia for the
great public work they have done in the
past. Women played a major part dur-
ing the war, and I am sure no member
would deny them the tribute they deserve.
They did what was required of them in-
telligently and uncomplainingly. I am
not speaking from any party political
angle but on behalf of all the women of
Western Australia. Again I would say that
the House will not regret passing this
Bill, and I would be the first to give
whole-hearted support to any legislation
brought in {o improve the Jury Act gen-
erally. If nothing i8 done, it will upset
me very much, hecause of the women who
have made representations to me. When
asked to do so, they were not in the least
bit backward in givihg the necessary
evidence required of them, Women should
be permitted to serve in the halls of jus-
tice of this State, and we should not deny
them that privilege. I support the second
reading of the Bill, and I trust that other
members will do likewise.

HON. J. D. TEAHAN (North-East)
[864]: A Bill of this nature has been
before this Chamhber on a previous occa-
sion, and the arguments in connection with
it have been well voiced. I think it could
he fairly said that, due to the agitation
of Mrs. Hutchlison, and to her fervour on
this subject, we have heard more on this
matter than has usually heen the case.
The women's organisations have given
voice to something on which they were
previously silent. I have been surprised
in the last two years at the number of
women’s organisations that are really
interested and make this a subject of their
debates,

It is far from a political matter. Some
of these women's organijsations are affi-
liated politically—some with Labour, some
with anti-Labour organisations—and some
are neutral, But each one of them seems
to take this subject more seriously than
previously, and they are practically unani-
mous in their desire that women shall be
included in the jury lists. It is suggested
that a woman of 21 might be too youns.
I think it could be conceded that a young
woman is more mature at 19, 20 or 22 than
a man of that age.

Hon. G. Bennetts: It has been proved.

Hon. J. D. TEAHAN: It is the woman
who very often shows the judgment neces-
sary in the selection of a home. She also
adopts the Initiative in other matters
affecting her family., If youth is to be
a barrier, then these young women can be
challenged when the jury iIs empanelled.
Those who attend the court will know that
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we do not often see young men on a
jury. Why 1t is so I do not know. It is
possible that they might not be listed but
it is also possible that they are challenged,
and because of that we do not see too
many young men serving on juries. The
same practice could be adopted with
women.

I have made a bit of a study of this
subject since it was debated here two years
ago. I have three organisations in my
electorate which are essentially for men
—they comprise the members of the com-
mittee. In two of those organisations the
president is a woman; and in the other,
a woman is the vice president. This means
that when the men were assembled and
were asked to nominate a president they
voted in favour of a woman—as I pointed
out, these are essentially men's organisa-
tions.

If we made a study of the Children’s
Court, we would find that there is always
one woman serving. They seem to do an
excellent job and I have not heard any
magistrate demur, or comment{ adversely
on their activities. When speaking to some
of these women I have asked them whether
they ever heard cases in which the evi-
dence was revolting and they replied that
they took these things in their stride; that
there was nothing unusual about it; and
that the men who sat alongside them did
not regard it as out of place. In some
verdicts a woman's voice and sense of
responsibility could perhaps guide us a
little better than we have been guided in
the past.

The biggest objection to this measure
was raised by Mr. Simpson. I think the
Chief Secretary said that another Bill
would be brought down next year and for
that reason this should be passed. I would
say that should this Bill pass it could be
made to dovetall into any action that may
be contemplated next year. Members
should consider the vartous arguments put
forward and should bear in mind that
whatever is done can be made to fit in
with any action that is taken next session.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: You still believe the
report you signed?

Hon. J. D. TEAHAN:
the report I signed.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: But you still believe
ic?

Hon. J. D. TEAHAN: Yes; but I have
refrained from making any reference to
it, much as T would like to. I support
the second reading of the Bill.

I cannot discuss

HON. J. G. HISLOP (Metropolitan)
(9.10]: We have seen some extraordinary
things in this House in our time.

Hon. E. M. Davies: Too right!

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: And some extra-
ordinary people.

The Chief Secretary: On this Bill as
well.
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Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Recently we saw
the Chief Secretary rise and speak emotion-
ally, with righteous indignation, about an
organisation which was considered in
some way to have damaged the prestige
of this House. Yet I do not think that in
the 15 years I have been here I have
seen a greater piece of disregard for the
opinions and actions of this House than
was exhibited the other night by its being
refused a discussion on the report of the
select committee which has a bearing on
the Bill before us. This means that even
Mr. Teahan was not able to criticise or
mention the report to which he appended
his signature. I suppose I am not at
Iiberty, either, to discuss this report.

Here we have action called for by this
House providing information on the whole
of the Jury Act being flagrantly brushed
aside so that this Bill can be brought for-
ward. If anything is tending to bring
dlsrggard on this House, surely this second
act is that thing. It is extraordinary that
a person who signs a document which says
that it is essential that if women are to
take their place on juries there should be
& balance between the sexes can now give
his vote to a Bill which will completely
unbalance the proportion of sexes on the
jury.

The PRESIDENT: 1 would ask the hon.
member to make no reference to the select
committee which looked into this matter.
I have refused Mr. Teahan and Mr.
Griffith that privilege, and I eannot per-
mit the hon. member to proceed along
those lines.

_Hon. J. G, HISLOP: You have no objec-
tion, I take it, Sir, to my mentioning the
ilragrsént disregard of the wishes of this

ouse.

HON. G. E. JEFFERY (Suburban)
[9.13]: In rising to support this Bill, T
hope members will not think I am taking
a mean advantage of those who are op-
posed to it. I realise that there are two
classes of people opposed to a measure
of this kind: the first are those who are
confirmed bachelors; and the others are
those who possess great courage or trust
that their wives will not read Hansard.

I was going to speak at great length;
but on account of the time of the year and
the business yet to come before us, I shall
be brief. If this Bill were carried, one
qualification that would not apply would
be the property qualification. After read-
ing a great deal on the subject, I frankly
feel that a property distinction, when it
comes {0 service on juries is a relic of the
ages when a man's material position in
the world was safeguarded; when he had
education. I refer back to the 15th or
16th century when the average man had
no education whatever—and I refer to the
ordinary man in the street. I feel sure it
would be admitted that the ordinary man
in the street today is certainly educated
and level-headed.
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I have had previous experience of jury
service; and, after aill, the purpose of a
jury is merely to judge the facts and the
evidence as presented by our legal system;
and I see no reason why women should not
be capable of performing this service
equally as well as men. If the Bill is passed,
1 do admit that there will be more women
eligible for jury service than men. I feel the
Jury Act should be amended so that the
discrepancy could be caught up with. The
property qualification for service on a jury
is no longer necessary these days.

Regarding the age for a woman being
raised to 30 years, I think the average
woman of 21 years today is equally as
intelligent as her husband, or a man of
the same age. I am Ssure members will
ggree that most women are far superlor to
their husbands in domestic financial mat-
ters. The Bill does provide for cases of
exemption where a woman, on being sworn
for jury service, can apply for relief because
the nature of the evidence might be
repugnant.

My experience during the last war was
that women were able to stand up to the
various strains and stresses of warfare
and in many circumstances did it so mueh
better than men. In regard fo professions,
women graduate from universities at the
same age as their male counterparts; they
practise in various professions; they are
engaged in various cccupations, and do as
well as the average male. Without further
ado I support the second reading, remind-
ing members that, if necessary, the Bill can
be amended in the Commiitee stage.

HON. L. A. LOGAN (Midland) (9.17]:
Surely it should be obvious t0 all members
what is attempted by the passing of this
Bill. We have already had a select com-
mittee and had an opportunity of reading
the report, to which I am not going to
refer. We have been told the Government
intends to bring down a Bill next year to
cover the ramifications of that select com-
mittee; and we have been told there was a
Bill prepared in 1945, which could have
been used as a basis any time since then
for a review of the Jury Act. Now we are
asked to accept an amendment to the Jury
Act on gne particular point of view.

There is one fundamental point which
members seemed to miss in the introduction
of this Bill: we are making it mandatory
for every woman between the ages of 21
years and 60 years in a proclaimed area to
have her name recorded on the list. She
has to have it there whether she wants it
or not, and we are enforcing it. She does
not want it; so why make her put her name
on the roll? That is what I object to. And
most women will do so if they apbreciate
what is In the Bill. That is the funda-
mental principle which members are not
realising is in this Bill.

We would have 80,000 or 90,000 women
on the jurors’ roll and then it would be
necessary for them to write in to be taken

3137

off. In most cases they would not know
their name was on the list. Against this,
the jury list for men is 6,000.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: That is nonsense.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: It is not. It is a fact,
and the hon. member knows it. At the
present time there are a little over 6,000
men on the jury list. That is a known
fact; so why argue ahout it?

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: Many more can
go on if they do something about it.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Why do they not do
something about it?

Hon. F, R. H. Lavery: They can make
application to the sheriff.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: I do not want to
increase the list.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: It is a fundamental
principle we have to deal with at the
moment and I do not think we should
decide whether women should be on juries
or not. The Bill forces them to be
on the list and if they do not want to
be they have to ask for exemption. I
do not think we have any right to do it.

There is another point I would like to
bring forward in regard to this matter.
1 happened to read the report of a Gal-
lop poll taken on questions asked of women
in the street as to why they wanted to
serve on juries; and nearly everyone said,
“To put the woman’s point of view.”
Surely that is not a very logical approach
for a woman wanting to serve on a jury.
If a woman goes on a jury, she should
do so to assess the evidence presented.
That is the duty of jury service. Yet
when asked in a Gallop poll why they
wanted to serve on juries, they said, “To
put the woman’s point of view”. Where
is the logic of that?

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: That is miscon-
strued.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: It is not. Have &
look at the Press. These are the facts.
We have been told there has been a very
decisive demonstration for women to go on
juries; but it seems a strange thing that
I have not had one letter from one woman
asking for me to support this Bill.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: Who would write
to you after listening to you?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Not ohe woman has
asked me to support this amendment, and
I know this applies to most members of
Parliament. If there were an outstand-
ing demand for women on juries, surely
we would have received approaches, not
from a whipped-up organisation, but from
women to their members of Parliament,
as has happened on other occasions. All
electors do it. It is their right and privi-
lege. They know it 1s their privilege; but
on this occasion they have not done so.

Hon. R. F, Hutchison;: They came and
gave evidence.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: They were organ-
ised by the hon. member.
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Point of Order.

Hon. B. FP. Hutchison: I object to that
remark. It is not a true statement. The
hon. member sald women were organsied
to give evidence by me. Women gave evi-
dence whom 1 did not even know, and 1
ask the hon. member to withdraw his re-
mark.

Hon. L. A. Logan: I withdraw if the
statement is not true.

Debate Resumed.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I have already said
that to my knowledge quite a number of
members of this Parliament have not
received an approach by women and there
is no demand.

The Chief Secretary: They did not write
and ask us to pass it.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: No—

The Chief Secretary: /There are two
ways, you know.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: —but I am cer-
tain of this: that if they had known what
was in the Bill, they surely would have
done.

The Chief Secretary: No.

Hon. J. D. Teahan: Men do not like
serving on juries either,

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Quite true. Why
should they want to serve on juries? After
all is said and done, it is not a pleasant
job to sit in judgment on one’s fellow
man, especially when one has to make up
one's mind on evidence as to whether a
person is guilly of murder, and that per-
son may lose his life by hanging. It cer-
tainly is not an easy one.

Hon, R. F. Hutchison: We know that.

Hon. L. A. L.OGAN: I appreciate the
fact that a lot of women between the
ages of 21 and 30 years would not want
to take part.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: There are plenty
of men, too.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: However, under this
Bill we are being asked to force these
women to have their names on the jury
list. I think there i need for a little
clearer thinking on the part of some of
the women who are desirous, at the
moment, of having that done. If they
will appreciate and realise what this Bill
means, I am certain they will change
thelr attitude. I am nof opposing women
serving on jurles—far from it—but I am
objecting to the fundamental principle in
this Bill that we force them to have their
names on the roll, and then they have
to apply to get their names taken off. It
is wrong, and I oppose the Bill.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. G.
Fraser—West—in reply) [9.26]: To say
the least, I am astounded at the remarks
of Dr. Hislop in connection with some
alleged discourtesy of mine regarding this
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matter. The hon. member referred to the
“wish” of this House. One member asked a
question whether I would take g certain
action. But does one member convey the
wish of this House? The question of one
member does not represent the wish of the
House; and that is the only approach that
has been made to me in regard to this
matier.

Hon. C, H. Simpson: Wasn't the select
committee appointed by this House?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes, but I
will deal with that in a moment. A state-
meni has been made that I have been dis-
courteous in regard to the wish of this
House. I was asked a question by one
member as {0 whether I would have the
report of the select committee discussed
beforehand, but no one can claim that one
member asking a question is submitting the
wish of this House. The select commit-
tee’s report has not been discussed be-
cause it dealt with different matters. The
select committee inquiry referred to the
Jury Act, which has been on the statute
book for many years.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: It had a lot of
bearing on this measure.

Hon. L. A, Logan: There was special
;ef?rence to the putting of women on
juries.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 'This Bill
deals with a different principle altogether,
which does not appear in the Jury Act.

Hon. L. A, Logan: It is not different
from what the select committee con-
sidered.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is some-
thing which has never before been in the
Act.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: You are dodging the
issue.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I have never
dodged anything, and 1 am merely stat-
ing the facts.

Hon. L. A, Logan: What were the terms
of reference of the select commitiee?

Hon. N. E. Baxter: He doesn't know.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This Bill was
on the stocks long before the select com-
mittee was appointed, and it was kept
down after the appointment of the select
committee with the idea that, if it were
at all possible, its recommendations could
be examined and discussed and if time
permitied, legislation introduced this year,
It was not possible, in view of the legls-
lation to be dealt with, for the Govern-
ment to consider the select commitiee’s
report with the idea of making alterations
to this Bill. That is the reason why the
select committee’s report has not been
discussed by this Chamber.

Mr. Griffith approached me when he
was moving for the appointment of the
select committee and asked what the posi-
tion would be so far as legislation and the
recommendations of the commitiee were
concerned. I told him, before the select
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committee sat, that whatever its report
contained, it would be considered by the
Government; and, if suitable, it was
thought legislation would, if possible, be
introduced this session or, if not, next ses-
sion. That was the answer I gave to Mr.
Griffith. I think Mr. Griffith told the House
last week that that was the answer 1 gave
him before any evidence was taken by the
select committee. That is the reason the
select committee’s report has not been dis-
cussed. It is an entirely different matter
from the Bill, The Bill deals with a prin-
ciple that has never been adopted before
in this State.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: What did the select
committee’s report deal with?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am not
permitted to discuss the report. But it
deals with the whole of the Jury Act and
suggesfed amendments to that Act.

Hon, L. A, Iogan: Read the terms of
reference!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Bill
does not do that. It deals with a separate
matter: one that has been dealt with for
the last three or four years.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: And was the reason
for the select committee’s appointment.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It may or
may not have been.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: It was.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I don't know
about that. If it was, the select committee
dealt with the whole of the Jury Act and
not with one phase.

Hon. L. A. Logan: Two phases only.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The promise
I made before any evidence was taken by
the select committee will be honoured by
the Government. I do not know how
members can salve their consciences on
this matter. Of course, I cannot refer to
the select committee’s report.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: That is your own
handicap.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: In due
course, members will have an opporfunity
to discuss that report, but on this Bill
1 cannot discuss it. However, I cannot
understand any member who agrees with
the principle in the Bill but who says that
because something is not done regarding
another part of the Jury Act, he will vote
against the Bill.

Hon. L. A, Logan:
the report first.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: During the
debate I have heard members admit that
the prineiple has been established, but
that they will not vote for this measure
because certain other things have not been
done. I do not know how they salve thejr
consciences. The principle is either good or
bad, irrespective of anything else, and the
provision should be inserted or rejected on
its own merits. I could be pardoned for

We want to discuss
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being suspicious, in view of the attitude
of members in past years; but mine is not
a suspicious nature. If I were suspicious,
I would say that this was only another
excuse being invented for throwing out
the Bill again.

Hon, J, G. Higlop: There could be an-
other side to the suspicion.

b The CHIEF SECRETARY: There may
e,

Hon. J. G, Hislop: You said you would
gring in another measure next year, any-
oW,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That does
not excuse the rejection of this measure,
which we want itreated on its merits. It
is either good or bad. Whatever might
have happened, and whatever recommen-
dations might have been made by a com-
mittee In connection with other phases of
the Act, this Bill should be considered
on its merits. I gave a promise that the
other matters would be considered by the
Government; and if it agreed with the
suggestions made, legislation would be in-
troduced. I cannot do more than that.

But we want this principle to be de-
bated and decided on. When we know that
it has been accepted, amendments to the
Act in other respect will be made much
easier. I know it has heen suggested
that the salteration of one word would
do the job. I do not know whether
it is in the report or not, but it has been
suggested. Let members try to put one
word in and see how they get on! They
would be in a terrible muddle. These things
are not as simple as they look on the
surface.

Hon. J. G. Higlop: That is true.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is rather
remarkable, too, that members are taking
the stand that because the whole of the
Jury Act is not being amended, they are
going to throw this Bill out. This is the
first occasion on which I have heard that
argument put up.

Hon. H. K, Watson:
gestion three years ago.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It was so
long ago that I had forgotten. No other
member made the suggestion, even if My,
Watson did,

Hon. H, K. Watson: I did.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Don't say it is the
same Bill that was put up in 1953 or
1954!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The principle
is the same. In fact, it is almost word
for word the same.

Hon. N. E, Baxter: I know it is.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is almost
word for word the same as the Bill put
up In other years. We want to establish
the principie of women bLeing allowed to
serve on juries,

I made that sug-
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Hon. J. M. A, Cunningham: Allowed—
not forced.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We are not
forcing them. Who said we were? The
han. memher cannot show me anywhere
where that is stated.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: They have
to go on the jury list.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes; but not
serve on a jury.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: We say they
should be allowed to if they wish to.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is the
difference, and it is a distinetion for which
we make provision. Members have raised
the question of compulsion. Perhaps half
a dozen times this session members will
be supporting measures providing for com-
pulsion in some respects. It is always
dangerous to protest against something on
the ground that it involves compulsion,
because soon afterwards it may be neces-
sary to support a Bill embodying compul-
sion. No more is required in this measure
than is required under the Electoral Act
today, which is that all females between
21 and 60 shall go on a jury list.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Does that apply to
men?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The age does.
Hon. N. E. Baxter: But there are other
qualifications.

The CHIEF SECRTARY: Yes; and while
there are other qualifications for men,
there are certain reasons, from a woman's
point of view, why she need not serve. So
where the qualifications cut some men out,
the reasons will permit some women to be
exempted. The argument about the num-
ber of names on the list is rather re-
markable. The measure makes provision
for an area to be proclaimed, and in that
area there may be 20,000 or 30,000 males
and only 6,000 on the jury list. Even if
there were 90,000 to 100,000, there might
be only 6,000 males on the jury list. But
memnbers contend that if there were 90,000
to 100,000 females, there would be that
number on the list. The arguments do not
dovetail. If out of 90,000 to 100,000 males,
only 6,000 are on the list, is it not only
logical to assert that if there were 90,000
to 100,000 females there would be only
6,000 females on the list?

Hon. L. A, Logan: No; it is a different
basis entirely.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: In the other States
enrolment is voluntary.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: All that is
compulsory about this measure is the en-
rolment,

Hon. €. H. Simpson: Why not make it
voluntary?

The PRESIDENT: Order!

[COUNCIL.]

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Service on &
jury is voluntary; because, if a lady does
not want to serve, she writes in.

Hon, C. H. Simpson: After she has been
made compulserily eligible.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The only
compulsion is with regard to having her
name on the list,

Hon. L. A. Logan: How does she know
that it is on the list?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is the same
as with regard to the Legislative Council
rolls, though it is not compulsory to be
enrolled and vote. The only difference
in the two cases is that in one instance it
is compulsory to be on the roll, and in the
other it is not; but it is not compulsory
to serve. Many loopholes are available for
ladies who do not want to serve.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Why should we
differ from the other States?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There is this
difference—that we get a much better
cross-section of females.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: They will
be cross all right!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I suppose the
hon. member is taking the same attitude
as Mr. Logan, who said that no woman
had asked him to support this Bill. But
by the same token, no woman has asked
him to oppose it,

Hon. J, M. A. Cunningham: They are
just not interested.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: They are not
concerned. If called upon, they will give
service. That is the peculiar thing about
the Australian. He will not g0 out of his
way to do anything; but if it is imposed on
him as a duty, he does not mind doing
it and will do it. It is the same with
women. In this case their names will be
on the list. Some who are concerned wiil
write in and have their names removed;
others will not. They will he called up
for service and sattend willingly, and by
that means we will have a nice cross-
section of women on juries. All I ask
members to do is to treat this Bill on its
merits. Do they consider women should
be permitted to serve on juries or not?
That is the question. In view of the ser-
vices of women to the nation, that is very
little to ask the Chamber to permit them
to do.

Hon. A. R. Jones: That is not the ques-
tion at all.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes it is.

Hon, J. G. Hislop: No.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I don't care
how members get around i{t—that is the
question. Will they permit women to serve
or not?

Hon. H, K. Watson: On the terms in
the Bill.
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: On their own
terms. If they do not want to serve, they
will write in and say so. It is for them
to say whether they want to serve or not;
but at least we will be glving them the
opportunity. That is not asking very
much. Why should we set ourselves up
as judges as to whether women do or do
not want to serve?

Hon. N. E. Baxter: None of the women
I have spoken to want to serve.

The CHIEFP SECRETARY: I am not
saying they should serve. All I am doing
is supporting a Bill which will give them
the right to serve if they want to. But
the hon. member takes the other attitude.
He says he will not allow them to.

Hon. L. A. 1ogan: No; we have not said
that at all.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is what
you say.

Hon. L. A. Logan: We haven't said that
at all.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am giving
members the choice,

Hon. L. A. Logan: You be honest!
The PRESIDENT: Order, please!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am giving
members the choice, They are making use
of a word that they have held up their
hands in horror abouf. By compulsion,
they will not allow women to serve.

Hon. L. A. Logan: Don't swing words
around.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Members
will not allow them to serve—by compul-
sion.

Hon. L. A. Logan: That is wrong. You
are twisting words.

The CHIEP SECRETARY: The vote of
members on this will show what the posi-
tion is. I have heard of going around a
corner, or going on a sitraight track to
get to a destination.

Hon. L. A. Logan:
principle in the Bill.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The prin-
ciple is—Are women to be permitted to
serve?

Hon. L. A, Logan: No it ism’4!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon,
member cannot get away from that
cardinal point, which is: Shall we permit
women to serve on juries?

Hon. N. E. Baxter: On what conditions?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It will not be
long now before we know the attitude of
members; but I say that it is high time
that women of this State were given an
opportunity to serve on juries, and this Bill
wilt allow them to do that.

You stick to the
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Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes ... 11
Noes ... 12
Majority against 1
Aves.
Hon. G. Bennetts Hon. G. B. Jefl
Hon. G. F‘raser Hon. H. C. Shrlckland
Hon. J. J. Garrigan Hon. J. D, Teahan
Hon. W. R. Hall Hon, W, F. Willesee
Hon. E. M, Heenan Hon. E. M. Davies
Hon. R, F. Hutchison (Teller.)
Noes.
Hon. N. E. Baxter Hon. R. C. Mattlake
Hon. J. Cunningham Hon. J. Murray
Hon. J islop Hon. C. H. Simpson
Hon. A. R, Jones Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. L. A. Logan Hon. H. K. Watson
Hon. G. MacEinnon Hon. F. D, Willmott
(Teller.}
Palrs.
Ayes, Noes.
Hon, F. J. 8. Wise Hon. A, P. Grifith
Hon. L. C. Diver Hon. H, L. Rocne
Hon. F. R. H. Lavery Hon. Sir Chas. Latham

Guuestion thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

BILL—LAND AND INCOME TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. G.
Fraser—Waest) [9.46] in moving the second
reading said: This is the first of three Bills
which I am introducing and which
deal with land and vermin taxes. It seeks
to delete all reference in the parent Act to
income tax. I think I would be right in
saying that members are aware that the
Government has been giving very careful
consideration to what can be done to bridge
the gap, at least partially, between our
expenditure and revenue so far as the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund is concerned.

Each member, I am sure, appreciates
fully the fact that costs to all Governments
have been increasing very substantially in
recent years. Unfortunately revenue has
not been increasing at the same rate and
this is a situation which ecannot be per-
mitted to continue. If it were allowed to
go unchecked the effect on the community
could well be imagined.

My Government has been, and still is,
averse to any action which would increase
charges to be met by the people of the
State. We have felt that increased gov-
ernment imposts upon the public and upon
our Industries would increase substantially
the burden of inflation with deleterious
results in many directions. The Govern-
ment was hopeful that our policy would
be accepted as an example by the Common-
wealth Government and also by at least
the larger companies with whom the
Government was transacting business.
In this regard, however, we found that
we were almost alone in our efforts. In-
creases in Commonwealth taxation imposed
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a heavier burden not only on the people
of Western Australin but also on the State
Government.

When introducing the Budget in another
place the Premier explained that the
Government pays in total an amount of
over £1,000,000 per year alone in payroll
tax to the Commonwealth Government.
Furthermore, costs in relation to the
Government’s responsibilities are prac-
tically all increasing.

Members all know that the Government
is the biggest consumer in the State, and
by far the biggest single purchaser of
goods. The purchase price of these goods
has been increasing steadily and is far
above the proportion of increase in the
total of the goods bought. In addition, the
wages and salaries hill of the Government
has increased considerably in recent years.

All those factors and others have meant
that the financial position of the Govern-
ment and of the State has become such as
to make it essential and urgent that sub-
stantial measures be taken for the purpose
of trying to reduce the deficit to reasonably
manageable proportions. There are, of
course, open to a State Government in
these days only a limited number of flelds
in which large additional sums of money
can be obtained.

The State Government no longer has the
legal authority to levy income tax upon
industry and upon the people, and conse-
quently that main source of governmental
income is not available. After having con-
sidered carefully the avenues from which
additional revenues might be obtained to a
fairly large degree, it was decided that the
land tax fleld was a field which, in all the
circumstances of the present day, was one
whieh ¢ould fairly be drawn upon to obtain
an increased amount of revenue.

I think most members will be aware that
the land tax on improved rural lands was
suspended in 1931 as the result of a Bill
introduced by the Government of which
the late Sir James Mitchell was Treasurer
and Sir Charles Latham was Minister for
Lands.

It was argued in support of the Bill
that prices for primary products had
fallen to such disastrously low levels that
the position of most, if not all, primary
producers, had become sufficiently serious
to justify Parliament being requested to
suspend the payment of tax on improved
rural land.

Perhaps it is hardly necessary to em-
phasise the extent to which the agricul-
tural industries have improved since those
grim and depressing days. Even allowing
for the reduction which has occurred in
money values since 1931 the price today of
most primary products is high and most
primary producers ate now in a sub-
stantially better posttion than they were
then.

Hon. H. K. Watson:
to be, wouldn't they?

They would need

[COUNCIL.]

The CHIEF SECRETARY: They are.
We certainly would not want them or any-
one else to be in the position they were
in in those days. ‘These circumstances
too, have applied for quite a number of
vears. It may be, of course, that some of
the smaller dairy farmers are not in as
good a positlon as are farmers engaged
in other types of activity.

Now, from the fact that, generally speak-
ing, farmers’ fortunes have so greatly im-
proved for perhaps the last 15 or 16 vears,
and that tax on improved rural land has
not been reimposed, it would appear that
farmers have obtained a considerable ad-
vantage, particularly when it is remem-
bered that land tax on town lots has never
been suspended or reduced. It appears,
therefore, difficult to sustain a justifiable
argument against the reimposition of this
tax on farming lands.

It is the view of the Government that
the raising of a fair proportion of the
additional money required can best be
achieved through the medilum of land
taxation. Some of the money so raised
will be applied towards meeting a part of
the estimated raflway deflcit for the
current financial year. The only alter-
native to this proposal would be the in-
creasing of rail freights.

Until the 1st July, 1952, land tax was
imposed both by the Commonwealth and
the State Governments, When the Com-
monwealth vacated this fleld of taxation
it did so with the intention of enabling
the States to raise greater revenue from
this source. Until recently the States did
not take advantage of this opportunity;
but in view of the serious financial cir-
cumstances and the restrictions on the
States in obtaining revenue, there is now
little alternative but to do so.

It is anticipated that over £5,000,000
will be expended this year on hospitals
and health generally, and there is a large
and ever increasing bill to meet in connec-
tion with education matters, The depart-
ments concerned with these activities re-
turn very little revenue to the Treasury
and it would be most unfortunate if their
very important work had to be curtalled
through the inability to obtain money else-
where,

It is a fact that the financial position of
each State Government has become in-
creasingly serious during recent years.
On the other hand, the financial position
of the Commonwealth Government seems
all the time to become increasingly betier
and brighter,

These happenings are not of mushroom
growth, They have developed at least
since the end of the last war and much
of the reason is the increase in State
commitments caused by the rapid In-
crease in population. In this regard it
must be remembered that for some time
the growth in population in Western Aus-
tralla was in proportion the greatest in
the Commonwealth, Another important
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reason was the lag in essential services
during the war and the early postwar
years when all States found it most diff-
cult to cope with needs such as education,
health, etc. As a result s great deal of
money was required in following years in
endeavours to overcome this lag.

It is of interest to note that this year
the Government will be faced with a bill
of approximately £1,000,000 for the opera-
tion of school bus services, alone. I wonder
if those who initiated the central or area
school system would have thought the
scheme would eventually result in a bus
service expenditure of £1,000,000 in one
year!

A small feature of the Bill is that it
proposes, in future, to eliminate assess-
ments where the amount of tax to be paid
would be £1 or less. It is considered that
the work and inconvenience of assessing
these small boldings is not worth the small
amount of revenue received. The Bill I
will explain next will indicate details of
the proposed amended tax. As I have said,
land tax is payable and has been payable
for many years on town lands.

The Bill proposes to repeal the provi-
sion in Section 9 (1) of the parent Act
that improved land shall only be taxed
at 1s. 2d. of the rate provided in the Land
Tax Act. The reason for this is that the
proposed new rates do not provide for the
flat rate of assessment that prevails at
present for unimproved values of over
£250,

The Bill also seeks exemption from
taxation for hospitals conducted by and on
hehalf of religious badies. The parent
Act exempts only public hospitals and the
amendment will ensure that the other hos-
pitals to which I referred can be definitely
exempted.

The greafer part of the Bill is taken up
with amendments deleting from the Act
all reference to income tax. The Income
Tax Assessment Act of 1937 repealed all
provisions in the principal Act which did
not deal with land tax, but the amend-
ments in the Bill will remove any confu-
sion that might oceur by the continued
reference in the principal Act te income
tax matters. I move-—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On mation by Hon, G. C. MacKinnon,
debate adjourned.

BILL—LAND TAX ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. G.
Praser—West) [9.57] in moving the second
reading said: This is the Bill which seeks
to slter the amount of Iand tax to be paid.
A glance at page 3 of the Bill will reveal
that it is proposed to insert in the parent
Act a new second schedule which provides
the land tax rates to be paid on improved
land as from the assessment year which
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commenced on the 1st July, 1956. The
present tax rates which appear in the first
schedule {o the parent Act operate until
the year ended the 30th June, 1856.

The Bill also proposes that all unim-
proved land will be rated at the amounts
shown in the schedule plus one penny
for each pound of its assessed unimproved
value. It is the opinion of the Govern-
ment that persons in rural areas who are
holding land out of production should pay
a higher rate of tax than is imposed on
improved property. The same opinion
applies to people who are holding unim-
proved town lands.

“Improved land” is defined in Section 9
of the Land and Income Tax Assessment
Act as land on which improvements have
been effected to an amount equal to one
pound per acre, or one-third of the unim-
proved value of the land, whichever
amount is the lesser. Any improvements
made on any one piece of land extend to
any other one piece under the same owner-
ship if the nearest boundaries of the two
pieces are not more than one mile apart.

Hon. H. K. Watson: The Bill you have
just introduced withdraws that provision.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: They all
dovetail. The term “improvements” is de-
fined to include houses, buildings, fencing,
planting, roads, dams, wells, windmills,
drains, ringbarking, clearing, pastures,
grasses, and any other improvements
whatsoever which are still of beneflt to
the owner.

It is clear, therefore, that the opportuni-
ties to get the benefit of the lesser rate
of tax are substantial, and the amount
of improvements which are to be made
to a property to bring it under the “im-
proved” classification is not very much.
The Government feels that some conces-
sion should be given to those who improve
their lands, whether they be rural or toewn
lots, as sgainst the person who has made
no attempt to improve his land. I admit
that this principle could have a harsh
effect in Individual instances.

Cases do occur where town lots have
remalned in an unimproved condition for
reasons which ‘might be regarded as legiti-
mate. The same could possibly apply to
rural lands. However, the number of legiti-
mate Instances in those two directions
would be very small.

Hon. H. K. Watson: Why are you not
inereasing the tax on unimproved land up
to £5,000?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We thought
we would give what concessions we could
and not place too big 2 burden on the
individual on the lower range.

Hon. H. K. Watson: But you are hit-
ting the improved land in that range.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We will iron
all those things out when the Bill s in
Commitiee. Departmental officers deal-
ing with the assessment and levying of lanq
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tax would he prepared to take special cir-
cumstances Into consideration to try to
make a reasonable adjustment. A com-
parison of the amounts proposed in the
Bill to be paid on improved land with those
paid when the combined Commonwealth-
State taxes operated prior to the 1st July,
1852, is of interest.

The proposal for land valued at £500
is £3 2s. 6d., an increase of 10s. 5d.; on
£1,000 it would be £6 53, a&n increase of
£1 0s. 10d. and on £5,000, £31 5s5. or an
increase of £5 4s. 2d. No Commonwealth
tax was payable on land of these values.
On land valued at £20,000 the Bill pro-
poses a tax of £156 5s. or a reduction on
the combined tax of £120 2s, 94, The
figures for other values are £40,000, £281
§s., a reduction of £449 6s. 1d.; £60,000,
£906 5s., a reduction of £456 5s.; £120,000,
£2,656 5s., a reduction of £1,218 15s.;
£200,000, £4,989 10s. 8d., a reduction of
£2,302 1s. 8d.; £400,000, £10,822 13s, 4d.,
a reduction of £5,010 13s. 4d.

These figures refer, of course, to town
land which prior to the 1st July, 1952,
was paying both State and Commonwealth
land tax. Rural lands, of course, have
been paying no land tax since the Com-
monwealth tax ceased on the 1st July,
1952, The proposgls in the Bill will there-
fore be all increase so far as rural lands
are concerned. Compared with the Com-
monwealth tax they are:—

£ £ 5 d £ s d
500 3 2 & anincrease of 10 5
1,000 6 5 0 " 1 D10
5,000 An 50 " 5 4 2
20,000 156 5 0 o 52 1 B
40,000 20 5 0 " 7218 4
60,000 906 5 0D M 59315 0
120,400 2,656 Q " 2031 5 0O
200,000 ... 498911 & . 3047 18 4
400,000 ... 10,822 13 4 " 8,738 & 8

The approximate number of land
tax assessments in the various cate-

gories aArel—

E £

— 10,000 110,000
10,000 — 20,000 300
20,000 -- 30,000 100
30,000 — 40,000 60
40,000 50,000 40

Over 50, 000 200

This is a total of 110,000 in the £1—£10.000
groups and 700 in the ranges over £10,000,
In addition there are about 6,000 non-tax-
able pensioners.

The texpayers’ assoclation has com-
plained that the proposals are sectional,
This is hardly so as the tax is levied on
all land on a sliding scale based on the
value of the land. They also complain
that the tax is not based on profit or
income. This is correct as under the Com-
monwealth-State financial arrangements
the fields of income and proflt tax are left
to the Commonwealth. The State must
therefore enter the non-income tax fleld
{0 obtain essential revenue. The associa-
tion alleges also that increased land taxes
would deter the introduction of foreign
capital. That statement is hard to helleve

[COUNCIL.]

in the light of recent Victorian and New
South Wales experience. Both these States
have substantially increased their land
tax.

The association also said that the in-
creased tax in New South Wales was ex-
pected to yield £2,000,000, s much lower
rate per capita than the Western Austra-
lian proposals. This statement also ap-
pears wide of the mark as an article in
the “Financial Review” estimated that the
annual tax in New South Wales would
amount to £5,250,000. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by Hon. H. K. Watson, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2;.

Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY {(Hon. G.
Fraser—West) [10.6] in moving the second
reading said: This is the third of the three
complementary taxing bills. It proposes
that, as from the 1st July, 1956, the special
vermin rate imposed under Section 103 of
the principal Act shall cease. In its stead
the Bill provides that every year a sum of
£100,000 or such greater amount as shall
be approved by the Treasurer, shall be
paid out of land tax into the vermin tax
account.

The amount of vermin tax that has been
collected averages about £100,000 in a year,
It is considered that with the reimposi-
tion of land tax on rural land this pro-
posal will provide more econcmical and
efficient administration than would be the
case if vermin and land taxes were col-
lected separately. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time,

On motion by Hon. H, K. Watson, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading—Dejeated.

Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion of the debate from the 6th December.

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

Ayes 10
Noes 13
Majority against 3
Ayes.
Hon. G. Bennetts Hon. R. F. Hutchlson
Hon. . Frager Hon. G. E. Jeffery
Hon. J. J. Garrigan Hon. H. C. Stricklanag
Hon. W. R, Hall Hon. W. F, Willesee
Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon. J. D. Teshan
{Teiler.)
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Noes
Hon. J. Cunningham Hon. R. C. Mattlske
Hon. L. C. Diver Hon., C. H. Bimpson
Hon. J. G. Hislop Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. A, R Jones Hon, H. K. Watson
Hon. L. Logan Hon. F. D. Wmmott
Hon, G. MacKinnon Hon. J. Murra
Hon. N, E. Baxter (J"eller.)
Palrs,
Ayes. Noes.
Hon. F. J, 5. Wise Hon. A, F. Grifitn
Hon. E. M. Davies Hon. H. L. Roche

Hon. F. R, H. Lavery Hon Sir Chas, Latham

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

BILL-—TRAFFIC A{;‘T AMENDMENT
(No. 3}.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 7th December.

HON. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM (South-
East) [10.111: This is one of the most
important Bills the Government has
brought down this session. Much of the
material I have before me tonight I
gleaned when a private member introduced
another Bill to amend the Trafic Act
earlier in the session, which Bill has been
relegated, from time to time, to the bottom
of the notice paper. However, although
each Bill applies itself to a different phase
of the Traffic Act, the material that I
obtained does relate, generally speaking,
to the principle behind both measures.

Traflic today presents one of our greatest
and most terrible problems. In Australia,
by this time tomorrow night, six people
who are alive at the present moment wiil
be dead.

Hon. G. Bennetts: That is terrible!

Hon. J. M, A CUNNINGHAM: It is
terrible. The figures show that the aver-
age number of people killed each day is
about three aged people, two in the middle-
aged group, and one child under seven
years of age. That is a terrible state of
affairs. Every 4% hours someone in Aus-
tralia loses his life on our roads through
traffic accidents. That is apart from 10
times the number of people who are injured
as a result of road accidents.

Just how terrible this road toll is can
be emphasised by the fact that according
to the figures supplied by Mr. W. Lonnie,
the State President of the R.S.L.,
the death toll in Australia, as 8 result
of road accidents, is over double the num-
ber of fatalities that were recorded in the
three world wars, despite all the savagery
of war. Those figures show that in the
Boer War, 251 Australians were killed; in
World War I, 59,352 met their deaths; in
World War II, 34,223 were killed. In the
Korean War, 331 men were killed in action,
which figure, strangely enough, shows that
more men wete killed in that conflict than
in the Boer War. The total number of
men killed in all three world wars was
82,207,
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But that is less than half the number
of lives that have been lost on Australian
roads over approximately the same period.
Only as recently as the 17th October last.
publicity was given by the Road Safety
Council to the fact that some time during
that week the mifllonth life would be
snuffed out through a traffic accident. Be-
fore the week was passed the council was
not able to tell us who the millionth
victim was, because the number of deaths
in Australia was so great, comparaftively,
that it had difficulty in ascertaining the
one-millionth victim.

That is an awful toll. No one can stress
too greatly the importance that must be
attached to any legislation related to the
contrel of traffic. It is terrible to think
that any member of our families can be
included within the six people who will
lose their lives in the next 24 hours. It
is frightening to think that not only will
that number bhe reached, but the cause is
primarily human error—carelessness in
control or inspection of vehicles, careless-
ness in stepping off the kerbside, careless-
ness of a young couple in taking a curve
after a dance, carelessness of a person in
consuming the one extra drink which he
could have done without.

Sitting suspended from 10.17 to 10.43 p.m.

Hon.J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: I do not
know that it is within my power to intro-
duce any humour into the Bill. Although
my opening remarks may have been some-
what morbid, I still feel that the import-
ance of the Bill is such that it cannot be
taken lightly. This is particularly so in
view of the grave consequences to the
nation because of lack of safety regula-
tions where traffic is concerned. So any
measure that the Government sees fit to
introduce, dealing with traffic, cannot, I
feel, help but be beneficial.

The Bill seeks primarily to increase the
licence fees of vehicles. This is long over-
due. I know it is a contentious point, but
as one interested in local government in
cocuntry towns, I know that licence fees
form one of the malnstays of local gov-
ernment finance. This State has enjoyed
one of the lowest scales of licence fees for
vehicles. The fact that licence and
registration income has not been of any
great value has been important to local
authorities. The users of the roads, the
vehicle-owners, are expecting and getting
better roads all the time, but they are not
contributing any greater amount to the
upkeep of roads. That money is coming
from other revenue raised by councils.

I know that many local authorities,
particularly municipalities, are very hope-
ful that this measure will pass, even with
the comparatively high licence fees that
the Bill envisages. After all, though
heavy, it must be remembered that so far
as money derived by local authorities from
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licence fees and registrations is con-
cerned that money is more directly
returned to the people than If collected
in other ways. In the first two or three
clauses, where the Bill seeks to consolidate
some of the amendments which have oe-
curred over a number of years, it is rather
confusing. Clause 10 is difficult to under-
stand, but by using the Minister's notes
as a guide one can see the idea and the
reason behind it. I am perfectly prepared
to accept that as being & step forward.

I notice that under the Bill 1t is pro-
posed to cut out quarterly licences. Ad-
mittedly that was a wartime measure.
But when we remember that the increase
in licence fees, particularly for some of
the heavier commercial vehicles, will be
fairly steep, it might be better to leave
this quarterly licensing. At present many
people might not avail themselves of the
quarterly licence but with this large in-
crease in some vehicle fees many owners
might be glad to avail themselves of the
opportunity. I apree that private vehicle
owners might not find any great henefit
in licensing their vehicles for a quarter
and will avail themselves of the half
yearly or yearly registration. But the
owners of heavier vehicles might wish to
avail themselves of this concession.

There is also a clause in the Bill that
allows for short-term licensing for cara-
vans which are used for holiday purposes.
Many of these vehicles spend ten months
of the year in a backyard and only two
months of the year, during the holiday
period, in use. It seems an imposition
that such a vehicle should have to be
licensed for a period of six months and
the Government is making a concession
in that it is allowing such & vehicle to
be licensed for a shorter period. I en-
tirely agree. Also farmers who use certain
haulage vehicles on seasonal work, and
leave those vehicles lying idle for & great
portion of the year, will be able to license
their vehicles for the time they are most
useful to them. That is a consideration
on the part of the Government and I
think it is very good.

I have one amendment on the notice
paper which, although small, 1s, to my
mind, necessary. I think it has probably
been an oversight. Section 25 of the
Act states that a police officer can,
without a warrant, arrest and charge a
person who 1s driving a vehicle while his
licence is suspended. In other sections of
the Act, where there is a similar provision
in regard to drunken driving, and the like,
& policeman or a traffic inspector may
arrest without warrant. But in the case
of a person driving while his licence s
suspended only a police officer can arrest
him.

As I said, I think that that is an over-
sight hecause in country districts the
traffic inspector knows most people in the
district and he knows If any person has

{COUNCIL.]

had his licence suspended. If he sees such
a person driving he is not permitted to
arrest him but must get a police officer
to do the job. My small amendment seeks
to add the words “or traffic inspector”
after the word “policeman” to bring the
section into line with other sectlons in
the Act and will give the traffic inspector
the same right and powers as a police
officer so that he can do something on the
spot about any offence which he detects.

Section 59 of the Act forbids the ad-
vertising for a lift and also the adveriis-
inz by a person offering a lift In a private
vehicle in travelling from one place to
another. At present it leaves no opening
for any emergency that might happen and
in country areas a person might, through
an emergency, want to get to some place
quickly. If he advertises over the radio
asking if anyone knows of a vehicle going
to Perth, as an example, he is liable to a
penalty.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Do you mean to
say that a man owning a car cannot give
anyone g lift in that car?

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: It does
not say that, but it says that he cannot
advertise for or offer such a seat. A man
cannot advertise in the paper that he is
travelllng from Kalgoorlie to Perth and
that he has a seat for a passenger. On the
other hand a person cannot advertise that
he is wanting to get to Perth in an emer-
gency, and that he is prepared to pay for
such a seat if one is available. The Bill
also preciudes him from doing so.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: He is not
allowed to do so now.

Hon. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM: The Bill
makes doubly certain of it. I believe that
emergencies c¢an arise and a provision such
as this makes it fairly difficult. The Bill
will add & proviso that it cannet be done
without the permission of the Minister.
That makes it possible for a person to get
a lift, or offer a lift, under certain circum-
stances. But the most likely circumstance
would be sickness or an emergency such
as that. In that event it would not he
possible to obtain the Minister’s permission
to advertise for a seat in a ear., He would
not even have time, if it were a real
emergency, to advertise over the anir. That
is forbidden without the permission of the
Minister. There might be no seats avail-
able on the train or in the alreraft and in
such an emergency a person, without the
permission of the Minister, would be for-
bidden to advertise for a seat in a car
going from one place to the other.

There are important clauses in the Bill
providing for drastic increases in penalties
for certain offences. Members will know
that in the past anyone apprehended for
taking possession of & vehicle illegally
could not be charged with stealing that
vehlcle. Usually, of course, the offence is
detected after the person has abandoned
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the vehicle and when he is finally caught
the fact of his having abandoned the
vehicle indicates that he had no intention
of stealing it.

Therefore he cannot be charged with
stealing and roundabout methods have had
to be adopted to make him pay for the con-
sequences of his act. This Bil) seeks to
make the offence one of taking possession
of a vehicle without the permission of the
owner; and the only person relieved of this
provision are police officers or traffic in-
spectors in the course of their duties. That
is only reasonable and for the first time
the person who takes possession of a
vehicle will be made to feel very sorry for
his action because the penalties are very
severe.

b Hon. Sir Charles Latham: They ought to
e,

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: 1 agree
whole-heartedly.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Are you going to leave
the minimum penalties in the Bill?

Hon. J. M. A, CUNNINGHAM: That is
the one quarrel I have with the Bill. I
will not discuss the provision at length,
because we will deal with it in Committee.
In the Bill there is a provision that where
& person is charged with unlawfully taking
control of a vehicle, for the first offence,
there is a fine of £50 or, at the discretion
of the court, one month's imprisonment,
It is & minimum and irreducible. The only
quarrel I have Is in regard to the first
offender. The penalties for subsequent
offences jump alarmingly, on the face of
it—£200, £250, six months in gaol and with
an Irreducible minimum—but I am quite
happy about that. But when we picture
a lad—I suppose not necessarily a youth,
because older people take charge of vehicles
for the first time—being fined £50 or one
month in gaol for the first offence, it seems
rather hard.

But I want members {0 mark the fact
that it says “first offence.” 'This person
may have offended before and never been
caught and so it would be his first offence
——or the first one detected. Such a person
might get away with it as only his first
offence, without the full penalty provided
in the Bill; but I think that is preferable
to having a lad subjected to such a severe
penalty for what is definitely his first
offence. We could picture a young lad
going out with a gang of boys to a dance.
with an old offender amongst them—the
ringleader with a strong will.

The youths may not know it but this in-
dividual might have a vehicle that he has
stolen and he invites them to go for a ride
with him. They may be quite unaware that
the vehicle is stolen and would nhot know
anything about it until they were appre-
hended. The one who has had previous
convictions will go for a row—and I am
fully in agreement with that—but it is dii-
flcult to imagine any of the other boys—
and it might be my son, the Minister’s son
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or anyone else’s son—being convicted and
given a month's imprisonment. Many of
those lads are perfectly normal, well-
meaning boys but they would be found
guilty and with that irreducible minimum
could spend a month in gaol or be fined
£50. A fine of £50 is severe hut the thought
of such & lad going to gaol for one month
for the first offence is something I dislike
intensely.

I would like to see that irreducible
nminimum removed from the Bill in the case
of a first offender taking possession of a
car. I do not know whether in the case
I have outlined, a hoy could be accused of
having possession of a car if he were only
riding in it as & passenger. But the ir-
reducible minimum is there and I think
it is possible that he could go ito gaol.
That is the only thing in the measure I
would like to see removed hecause I think
it is too severe. I shall certainly do my
best to have it removed.

One other little point X would like the
Minister to explain when he replies is the
reference in the second schedule to a
motor carrier designed primarily for aged
or invalid people A motor carrier is a
three-wheeled vehicle and normally the
vehicle that is preciuded from these in-
creases Is the ordinary invalid chair that
is pushed around, or which might have
a small motor attached to it. But there
is another type of vehicle that is com-
ing into use—the three-wheeled vehicle
driven: in much the same manner as 2 car,
It is still only a large chair and members
have perhaps seen one about. But the
Bill is almed at this larger commereial
vehicle which is a three-wheeled vehicle
driven like a car.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: It Is used by
the maimed and limbless. .

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: Yes. It
is not a chair and it is primarlly used by
pged people, paraplegics and so forth.

Hon. Q. C. MacKinnon: A three-wheeled
scooter.

Hon. J, M. A, CUNNINGHAM: Yes. I
would like the Minister's assurance that
such a vehicle would not ¢come under the
increase in licence fees,

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I think it
is called a mechanised chair.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: That Is a chair
with a two-stroke motor attached.

Hon. J. M. A. CUNNINGHAM: It is a
three-wheeled mechanised motor chair.
Those are the points on which I would like
the Minister to elaborate. Apart from
that I commend the Bill to the House.
If it becomes an Act I think we will see
a sharp drop in the insidious offence that
is so prevalent today of costly vehicles
heing taken over and smashed up by ir-
responsible people to the detriment of the
owners, who probably have no redress in
the matter at all. All in all, I can see
nothing but good coming from the meas-
ure and I support the second reading.
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HON. J. G. HISLOP (Metropolitan)
£11.23: This is & very interesting Bill, and
in many ways I think it is an effort to
control traffic in a manner that must be
commended. When reading it, however,
one must come to the conclusion that
surely this tremendous spate of words
1s hustling at the very least and quite
unnecessary! I have tried to read on more
than one occasion since this Bill came be-
fore us all the implications of this ques-
tlon of licences, the variation of the date
of commencement and all the other
charges under the Act, and I am convinced
that I do not understand it. I am equally
convinced that no lay person outside the
House could understand it. Sometimes I
wonder if we should not set up a small
committee to loock at Bills of this nature
to see that they are understandable. ‘They
may be understandable to a legally trained
mind, but surely they can be put into
simpler language than is used in thig
measure!

There are one or two principles in the
measure that are quite new. One of them
that is very interesting is the provision
to set aside money from licences, I think
it is, to pay for the lights at rajlway cross-
ings, and also on the approaches to the
Narrows br_idge. It is & new principle to
charge sections of the community for cer-
tain works and it seems that the metro-
politan area is to carry the entire burden
of the cost of rallway crossings In that
area, which perhaps can be regarded as
reasonably fair., We must remember,
however, that they are also golng to pay
the cost of providing, Improving, main-
taining and repairing rallway road cross-
ings inciuding subways, overhead bridges,
ete., situated in the metropolitan area.
Some of those are to be associated with
}h:.- Narrows bridge as the Bill mentioned
ater.

In making passing reference to the Nar-
rows bridee in this measure, one must
consider the huge pile of earth that one
sees and which apparently is to remain
at the northern end of the bridege, which
completely blocks the view of the city as
one comes around Mounts Bay-rd. Ii cer-
tainly destroys the beautiful spproach
that we had to the city previously.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: Is that to
remain there?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: I understand it is
to remain as the northern approach to
the bridge so that the view of the ecity
will be blocked as one comes around the
bay . If we had realised that that was to be
an essential part of the design we might
have had a lot more to say about it before
we agreed to that legislation.

There is one provision in the measure
on which I propose to move an amend-
ment. I cannot say that I am completely
happy with the wording of the amend-
ment, but it is one that we must consider
and discuss. It was added in another
place and then withdrawn. In Cilause 18

[CCUNCIL.]

of the Bill there is no defence at =all
apparently to & charge of driving under
the influence of drugs or slcohol, which,
after all, Is a drug. There are cases
occasionally where individuals have been
freated for a particular condition and he-
cause modern drugs have been used, they
may have been affected temporarily and
consequently driving for them has been
made difficult.

A case was reported recently in which it
would appear that an individual had had
a severe reaction t{o either an overdose of
insulin, or & failure to take food at the
proper time after a dose of insulin had
been given. This sort of thing does occur.
If we made it s defence when the indi-
vidual followed strictly the orders of the
medical practitioners or had reacted un-
favourably to medical treatment, I do not
think we could say it would bhe evading
the conditions necessary to maintain con-
trol in traffic; because if the individual
claimed that that was the reason why his
car was moving erratically he could then
be charged under another section of the
parent Act and the magistrate or whoever
was making the decision could deprive him
of his licence as being a person unfit to
drive a car because of this possible habit
of reacting unfavourably to medical treat-
ment or drugs.

One must realise that it is the duty
of every citizen who is affected in such
a way to pull his car to the side and stop.
But there fs the odd case where that in-
dividual s deprived temporarily of the
ability to drive. Should he continue to
drive, it may possibly be considered as an
offence. While on that subject I would
like to agree with the remarks made by
Mr. Roche to the effect that a more
paternal relationship between the mem-
bers of the Police Force and those charged
with driving offences would do & lot to
instil confidence into the minds of the
travelling public. I believe there is con-
siderable room for improvement in the
relationship that exists between those two
parties when an individual is charged with
being under the influence of alcohol or
some other drug.

It does not make one happy when state-
ments are made to one by reputable in-
dividuals that they had the misfortune
to be arrested on some charge of this sort
which, in the cases I am thinking of,
proved groundless, but against whom
statements of an extravagant nature were
made when they reached police head-
quarters. For anyone to be locked up for
the night is a most unpleasant experience
angd there is the great possibility, which I
have learned does exist, that they may be
warned the following morning that it is
easler for them to plead guilty, which
they do; and having pleaded guilty they
have ne chance whatever of appeal I
have also had statements made to me that
individuals have been refused the right
to communicate with their relatives,
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Hon. E. M. Davies: That is right, too.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: When we know
that to be right, I think we should insert
something in this Bill t¢ make certain
that it does not continue. If members
will read the clause that follows, in which
I propose to insert an amendment, they
will see that the wording is very loose in
that it merely says that the Individual
shall be made aware that he can com-
municate with a doctor of his nomination
if one is available. In some cases I do
not think any great effort is made to see
that one is available.

Secondly, when one hears from medical
men that after they have gone down to
the station they have been left standing
around for some time and have later been
told, “There is the individuel; you can go
and see him in that room,” one ¢an under-
stand why medical men fight shy of re-
sponding to a eall of this nature. One
medical man told me that after having
gone down and having said that he did
not appear to be of very much use on
that occasion, he was summoned as a
witness against the person who called him
for medical aid. The whole thing needs
careful investigation to see whether the
individual who is charged is receiving
fair and adequate treatment at the hands
of those who arrest him or look after him
at police headquarters.

There is no evidence of any desire on
the part of those people in charge at
present to institute blood tests for alco-
holism. They have proved to be of such
great value and have been used o prove
that people were under the influence of
alcohol. During inquests these tests have
proved that the deceased had been under
the influence of alcchol, and yet there is
no provision in this Bill to make It pos-
sible for blood tests to be taken. I have
looked at this measure and I cannhot see
how we can clear this matter up. If an
individual claims he is suffering from the
effect of drugs or that he has been un-
Justly arrested on a charge of being under
the influence of alcohol, he should be
taken to the nearest major hospital such
as Fremantle Hospital or Roval Perth
Hospital in order that his condition can
be checked by medical men.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Would it be
necessary to go to a hospiial for that?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: It is difficult to get
a person with the knowledge and necessary
equipment at hand to take blood tests. It
is easler to take the person to an estab-
lished institution, which can always be
ready for that type of work as it would have
sterile syringes and so on and containers
whichh are necessary for collecting the
blood. It is so much easifer at a major
hospital than for a person to be called to
the lock-up to make the test. I think—
and there are others who think the same
as I do—we should take every step pos-
sible to see these things do not occur as
they have in the past,
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I have always wondered why we have to
arrest the alcoholic in the street, and why
we do not do what is done in so many other
countries and put him in a car and take
him to a hospital. These people are, in
the main, sick people and need treatment
rather than being arrested and regarded
as having acted in a criminal sense. OQur
whole approach to the problem of the
alcoholic is a poor one, and I think the
approach in this Bill is also poor.

A lat of the alterations which have sud-
denly descended upon the metropolitan
aren, I take it, did not come from any new
amendments in this Bill, but from regula-
tions laid down under the Traffic Act. I
would like to commend the department for
a number of them. I think at the moment
it is possible that the distance between
cars is extravagant, but it does permit of
even the biggest car going into one of the
bays by driving it forward and not having
to back into the traffic. Whether that is
the intention I do not know; hut previously,
when parking, everyone was advised the
correct method was to back inio the space.
Now that seems to have altered as there is
no need to back into the space, and I think
that the longest car could move in for-
ward.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: And quicker.

Hon, J. G. HISLOP: There is now no
need to take the risk of beacking into
traffic, such as one finds in Hay and
Murray=-sts. Again, T think, the distance
allowed is in some cases excessive, and it
may have to be lessened as time goes on.
I have in mind an ares on the north side
of Hay-st. east of King-st. That is an ex-
cessive area, and I do not think dividing
it into half would mean any impeding of
the traffic going around north into King-
st. These are things which will iron them-
selves out.

There is one regulation which I would
bring in very smartly, and that is to pre-
vent U turns in the ¢ity block, because I
think they are extremely dangerous. In
the United States, seven years ago, any-
body who took a U turn would find him-
self apprehended by @ policeman and
charged. It is very dangerous. If one
watches in St. George’s Terrace, he will
realise how dangerous it is. Somebody
moves out of line and puts his vehicle half
way across the road which impedes traffic
in other directions.

Another thing I would like to see done
in order to stahilise traffic is some control
over pedestrian crossings. I think that
when a car is stationary at a pedestrian
crossing, no other car should be allowed
to go on either side across the crossing,
because It is very easy for a person to be
crossing thinking it is safe and another
car goes over the crossing. It is very
diatngerous and frequently happens in this
city.
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Some control over pedestrians is also
necessary because it becomes a ques-
tion of infiltration by pedestrians, or
infiltration by cars. In other parts of the
world they have regulations which state
that when a pedestrian is crossing, no car
shall cross; but equally so, when a car is
stationary, no pedestrian shall cross. That
means these crossings can be controlled
as they should be. If we watch these
crossings which are not controlled by a
policeman, it is a procession of cars gradu-
ally moving little by little to edge across
and prevent the pedestrians from crossing
while pedestrians race across from one side
of the street to the other.

In the main I would like to commend
a lot that is in this Bill, but I do not
hope to understand at least one third of
it, unless somebody explains it to me,
However, there are many features to be
commended and I will certainly vote for
the second reading and perhaps the major
portion of the Bill—being a Committee
Bill—will receive very generous considera-
tion.

On motion by Hon. E. M. Davies, debate
adjourned.

BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT
No. 3).

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the Tth December.

HON. G. BENNETTS (South-East)
[11.23]1: I am one of the proudest mem-
bers in this Chamber to see what has
taken place in the Esperance distriet.
Over the period since I have been a mem-
ber of Parliament I have taken a great
interest in that district. Many years ago
my father said to me, “If ever you are
in a position where you can do anything
for the Esperance district—which 1s the
main seaport of the Goldfields—you will
be doing a good job for the Goldfields.”
I believe this area has always been held
back by the big interests in the metropoli-
tan area.

The American syndicate which has
taken over the Esperance district will not
only develop that land, but will also have
& big interest in the State and will assist
in defence, in addition to putting money
in the Rural & Industries Bank.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: It will be &
good opportunity for the Treasurer to get
an overdraft.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: The first year I
was a member of this House I received
a letter from the late Mr. Fraser who put
himself up as one of the members of the
Land Board in Esperance, and he asked
if I would visit them in connection with
the possibilities of Esperance land. I hap-
pened to go to Esperance and learned
that there was a committee set up to in-
quire into its possibilities and the Hon.

[COUNCIL.]

Sir Charles Latham was one of its mem-
bers, together with the Hon. E. Nulsen.
It was said at the time that Esperance
had died a natural death. Mr. Nulsen was
working single-handed in trying to get
people interested in the district, but it
died a natural death.

The late Mr. Fraser and Mr. Douglas—
he is there at present—asked me to have
a look at the property of old Mr. Bow,
who was a man of about 85 vears of age.
We looked at this property and they ex-
plained to me what had taken place over
a number of years with a small amount
of super. I could see then that super
gave the land the extra kick it required,
and I was very impressed with it. I went
to the property of Mrs. Cartledge and saw
the vegetables which were beihg grown, in
cluding peanuts, which were very good. I
was then taken to ancther part where they
were growing onions, and I took samples
and displayed them in Boulder and Kal-
1g'oorlie. In addition, I saw potatoes grow-
ng.

I was asked by members of this com-
mittee whether I would c¢aill on the Lands
Department in Perth and see if I could get
an aerial photo survey made of the district.
I saw the Surveyor General, Mr, Fyfe, who
was very pleased that I, as a new member,
was inquiring whether something could
be done about that land. He hoped I
would be successful in doing something for
the district as he considered it had great
possibilities,

Then I went to the Dutch Consul to see
whether I could do anything about a land
settlement scheme similar to that now be-
ing undertaken. However, he said his
country was short of good farmers owing
to the war and could not go on with the
scheme at Esperance. Later on I went to
the Italian Consul and received the same
reply.

Former members of this House who have
passed on, and some membhers who are now
in the House, Including the President,
laughed at me every time I mentioned
Esperance. They thought I was on the
wrong track. I think there was hardly a
session of Parliament in which I did not
mention Esperance. I was wrapped up in
the district from the early days and be-
leved that something would come of it.

I was contacted in Kalgoorlie by a Mr.
Pavlinovich and by Mr. Keogh, one of our
leading engineers on the Goldfields. They
went to Esperance and had a look over
different parts of the district and bored
6 to 10 ft. at certain places with a view
to testing the land for water supplies.

When they returned, they asked me if
I could get them a map of Esperance,
which I did, and they selected the part they
required. A couple of days afterwards we
came to Perth and called on the Lands
Department where we interviewed Mr.
Denny. They made an application for the
block they required. We also called on
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the Rural Bank regarding the possibility
of utilising 0ld machinery that had been
lying idle at Salmon Gums for many years,

This meachinery was obtained for a very
small figure and Mr. Keogh remodelled
it, and it was taken to Esperance. At that
time tractors were hard to get. They
obtained an old one, which Mr. Keogh
rebuilt and it was put into use on the prop-
erty. Several departments which we called
on in Perth praised these people very highly
for the interest they were taking in
the Esperance district. Another pioneer
of the distriet was Mr. Button, who had a
property in the Salmon Gums area.

Hon. E, M. Heenan: He went 1o Esper-
ance a long time after the Bows.

Hon, G. BENNETTS: Years afterwards.
The Bows had been there for 40 or 50
years, but Mr. Button was the first to go
there from the Salmon Gums area after
I came into Parliament.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: He was one
of the new settlers.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: Yes; he saw the
possibilities of the district., I remember
him and his wife going there in an old
truck with their furniture piled on top of
{t. He built a little humpy down there.
Both of them were practical farmers. His
wife was an outstanding woman who could
do anything on a farm—drive a tractor,
load hay or anything at all. Those two
really dug in. Materials were hard to get
in those times, and I was able to do a lot
to assist them to obtain different require-
ments.

When I came into Parliament, Mr. Nul-
sen and I took an interest in the Esper-
anece district. I think that Mr. Keogh
influenced more settlers to go to the Esper-
ance district than any other person. There
were other ploneers who took up land
around the same time as Mr. Button, and
I give a lot of credit to them for the de-
velopment of that district. For insftance,
there were the Sampson brothers, a per-
son named Draper, Mr. Reeves, Mr. Berry-
man, Mr. Sharp, Mr. Noel White and the
Baker family. The family consisted of
a widow with two sons, and they had
a plantation where they grew fruit. There
was also Mr. Eent, a chairman of the
road board at Esperance; Mr. Jessop, a
contractor at Kalgoorlie; and Mr, Pater-
son, who is now the chairman of the
Esperance Road Board. There were also
the Kirwan brothers and others.

I met the Kirwan brothers the first year
I came into Parliament. They had been
prospectors at Widgiemooltha, They sold
out at a small price and went to the
Esperance district with their mother, who
is now 75 years of age. They had an allot-
ment in the town, and they took up land
on the east side and, with little capital,
went out and worked like Trojans. They
found that their money was cutting out,
so one of the brothers went into town and
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worked in order to provide the family with
food. He would go back to the allotment
after working in the town, and the brothers
would labour on their property until mid-
night every day of the week., There were
no good roads in those days, and during
the wet season they had to remain in
the bush because they could not get to
the town.

It was pecple like that who really pion-
eered the district. They spent their money
and showed what could be done down
there. At that period the Kirwans could
not get any money. On one occasion, Mr.
Diver went down there; and when he saw
the hard work they had done, and found
that they had no money to stock their
property, he told them that if he could not
get funds for them from one of the stock
firms, he would put the stock on for them.
I think that does the hon. member great
credit. However, he was able to obtain
assistance from a stock firm, and now those
folk have assets worth £50,000 to £60,000.
I am very pleased to say that all the per-
sons I have mentioned are on top of the
world and have really good properties,

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Now they are go-
ing to be taxed on their land!

Hon. G. BENNETTS: That may be so0.
Later on, Mr. Nulsen and I approached
the late Garnet Wood, when he was Min-
ister for Agriculture, with a view to try-
ing to persuade him to take a trip to
Esperance. That was the year that Mr.
Cunningham came into Parliament and,
along with Mr. Nulsen and me, he worked
to get certain things for Mr. Button. We
went to Esperance with Mr, Wood, and
we were accompanied by Mr. Ackland from
another place. Mr. Wood was amazed and
very pleased with what he saw, We asked
him to establish a research station, and he
i?id he would give the matter considera~

on.

Subsequently, he did, in fact, establish &
research station; angd it has been a wonder-
ful asset to the farmers of the district and
has been of considerable assistance in en-
abling them to attain to their present
positions. That research station has
shown what ecan be done with light land
in & very short titne,

Reference has been made in the debate
to the carrying capacity of the Esperance
land. Mr. Noel White of Esperance went
there from Meekatharra, taking most of
his materials overland. I think he has
about 30,000 acres.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham:
acres.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: Last year he ran
500 head of cattle on 1,000 acres for 12
months; and when we inspected the pro-
perty, we could hardly see where the stock
had been, the growth was so abundant,
The Kirwan Brothers are running five
sheep to the acre and they have plenty
of feed. Mr. Jessop has been running

It is 50,000
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250 head on his 1,000 acres for some time,
The Alfred Bros. went from Black Flag and
took up a holding.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: The Russells
have a good property.

Hon. G, BENNETTS: Yes, but they are
NEWCOMeErs.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham:
have a nice property.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: There is no doubt
of that. When we were on Mr. Button’s
property about 12 months ago, he was
cutting 30 cwt. of clover, and that was
in his second year. Some four years ago,
I toock down to Esperance with me 22
farmers from the Cunderdin and Mecker-
ing districts-—-men who are well known to
some members here as belng farmers of
high standing.

One of them, Mr. Dennis, was one of
the biggest farmers in the Cunderdin dis-
trict and he gave valuable advice, during
his stay, to the farmers in that area with
regard to stock and sheep and how to
improve their properties. He was so
amazed by what he saw there that he
applied for land in the district. However,
he could not get the area he wanted and
s0 he gave it up to someone requiring a
smaller block.

All those visiting farmers stated, at &
meeting there, that the district had a
great future but they pointed out that it
needed a decent road from Esperance to
Albany because the freight on super to the
‘Esperance area was too heavy. They also
sald that if Esperance had a super works
and a meat works the distriect would be
able to produce plenty of stock for the
overseas market.

In the following year Mr, Diver visited
Esperance, in company with those same
gentlemen and again they were amazed
at the progress that had been made in the
intervening 12 months. I have never,
like one of my colleagues, suggested that
Esperance should have & super works to
supply the whole of the State, but I do
think that a super works there could sup-
ply that south-eastern portion of the
State hecause the huge deposit of pyrites
at Norseman is only 120 miles away and
production there could be stepped up to
meet the whole needs of the State for the
next 50 years.

There is a down-grade from Norseman
to Esperance which would allow loads of
up to 20 per cent. above the average to
be hauled, and that should make for
cheaper freight., With the coming of the
Chase syndicate, I think the Esperance
district 1s now assured of both a super
works and a meat works and eventually
there will have to he a shipping service to
take meat and other products to the
overseas markets.

But they

[COUNCIL.]

Together with certain other members,
I recently went on a deputation to the
Premier with regard to the loading of
copper from Ravensthorpe. With some
alterations to the wharf at Esperance
2,000 tons of copper per month will soon
go through that port, and within 12
months or two years that tonnage will rise
to 5,000, and Japan will airTange the ship-
ping. There is also a huge deposit of salt
at Widgiemooltha, which could supply
thousands of tons per month and the
Japanese market would take that, also.
Esperance undoubtedly has a great future,
but shipping facilities to lift meat and
other cargo will have to be supplied. In
the agreement entered into with the Chase
Syndicate the Govermment has under-
taken to bituminise the road from Albany
to Esperance.

Hon, A. R, Jones:
lumpers there?

Hon. G. BENNETTS: The lumpers at
Esperance have the best record of any in
the State. The Minister has given an
assurance that the road from Norseman
to Esperance will be sealed and the last
information I have had from him is to
the effect that the work will be done from
Salmon Gums, on both sides, as money
becomes available, When st the Kirwans'
property recently I heard a discussion
on stocking, and we were informed that
so far there was no footrot in the Esper-
ance district. However, if the farms be-
come overstocked, care will have to be
taken about which districts stock is im-
ported from; as otherwise footrot and
other diseases could easily be introduced
into the Esperance area. Fortunately, the
sheep brought in in recent years have all
come from station properties and have
heen free from disease.

About three years ago I was in Adelaide,
on my way to Brisbane and while there
I was asked to take part in some speeches.
The practice there was for Labour men on
Sunday mornings to speak in the park on
Labour policy and matters in connection
with the party. I accepted the invitation
and spoke on a stump there for about an
hour, on the subjeet of Esperance and the
Goldflelds. On concluding I was amazed
to find among the audience a man who
had been one of the champion firemen on
the Qoldflelds years ago. There were
many others who expressed keen interest
in the Esperance land and asked me a
number of questions in relation to the
price of land there and the possibilities.
As usual, I boosted Esperance and said it
had a marvellous future. Some years ago
the late Garnet Wood and others from
this Chamber visited Esperance—

The Chief Secretary: I was with you.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: That Is so. We
persuaded the Premier of that day., Sir
Ross McLarty, to visit that area also; and
when we were on the aergdrome there, he
remarked to me on the great deal of seed

What about the
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that was on the ground and said, “If we
had a broom we could make £100.” When
the aerodrome was put down there dur-
ing the war they planted grasses—wim-
mera rye grass and subterranean clover—
to keep the sand down, but they soon
found they could not keep the pasture
down and they stocked it with about 10
sheep to the acre. Sir Rass McLarty
could hardly credit the amount of seed
that was lying on the ground and he made
a remark against a certain other part of
the State—a remark which I will not
repeat—in making a comparison with
Esperance.

When we got to Bow’s property the late
Garnet Wood and his wife and I walked
into a crop of oats. Thelr heads were
just visible above it, but it was well over
my head and again Sir Ross McLarty was
amazed and said, “I never thought to see
a place with the possibilitigs that this
area has”

The other evening Mr. Cunningham
mentioned the natives in the Esperance
area, and I want to make my views in
regard to native missions and natives quite
clear. Over the past 60 years I have
seen a lot in regard to the way the natives
have been hounded and exploited. In the
early days of the Goldflelds, gold was
often taken from them in return for a
little bit of food or tea. I was droving in
the North-West and I came from a station
at Marble Bar down to Cue with 428 head
of stock, That station was fully staffed
by natives and they made its wealth; but
all they got was bully beef, a pair of
dungarees, a shirt and a red handkerchief
for their necks, in addition to a bit of
twist tobacco, My instructions for the trip
were to treat the natives as they were
treated on the station and give them no-
thing but damper and bully beef, as I was
cook—

The Chief Secretary: What did they call
the cook?

Hon. G. BENNETTS: I broke away from
that and gave them the same as we had;
because I had to return to the station with
those three natives, and if they had de-
serted me, anything could have happened.
If we are to put natives on the land at
Esperance I want to see them trained for
the work and then given blocks with no
strings held by the misslons. I want to
see the natives on their own properties,
earning money for themselves and not for
the missions.

The only reason I have risen to speak
on this Bill is that I want to see the
right people receive the credit for the
future development of Esperance. I do
not want all the credit. 1 have con-
tributed my share towards the develop-
ment of that area, and I have always said
that Esperance would come into its own;
but on many occasions the members of
this House have laughed at me.
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The Minister for Raillways: We will
bave to send the “Kybra" down there now.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: 1 did not mention
Sir Charles Latham, but his report on
t!éi.‘ Esperance district was very favour-
able.

Hon, Sir Charles Latham: That was

with your help.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: No; thai report
was submitted before my time. Recently,
when Mr. Wise was serving as administra-
tor of the Northern Territory, it was
fortunate that Mr. Chase came to that
part of the country looking for tracts of
land on which to grow rice, and it was at
that time that Mr. Wise mentioned the
Esperance Downs area to him. He de-
serves every credit for that.

Also, the Government sent Hon. L. P.
Kelly, the Minister for Mines, to the
United States of America with a view to
ascertaining if capital could be obtained
to develop this State of ours. With him
Mr. Kelly took all reports of the work that
has already been done by the ploneers of
Esperance. He, of course, approached the
representative of the Chase syndicate in
America and as a result one of its
officers was sent to this State to inspect
the Esperance Downs.

He was there for only a few days be-
cause after seeing the development that
had taken place on the various holdings,
he had no doubts about its future, and
he submitted his report accordingly.
Following this, Mr. Chase visited the
area and confirmed the report that had
been given to him by his agricultural ad-
viser. Many people have also referred to
the fact that Esperance has been retarded
in its development as a result of the sea-
port of Western Australia being located
at Fremantle. Therefore, I am extremely
pleased thai the port of Esperance will
grow in importance as the agricultural
areas Ilncrease in production.

Dr. Hislop has visited the Esperance
Downs and, after making his inspeetion,
he was satisfled that I was on the right
track. I hope that within 10 years we
shall see shipments of stock going to all
parts of the world from the port of Esper-
a,xiu;e. I support the second reading of the
Bill.

On motion by Hon. E. M. Heenan, de-
hate adjourned.

House adjourned at 12.5 a.m. (Wednesday).



