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The PRESID)ENT took (lhe Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Oil motion by the Chief Secretary, leave
of absence for six consecutive sitting-
gralited to Tlon. 0. Fraser (West) on the
grounid of ill-health.

MOTION-THIRD PARTY
INSURANCE.

To Inquire by Select Comimittee.

Debate resumned from the 27th August on
the tollowiig motion by Hon. A. Thomson
(South-Eastj :

That a select tonnittec be appointed to
consider ways anmd mecans of amiending the
Traffic Act to provide, ati a mininnins cost, for
third party lpersonmal risk arising out of the
use of motor vehicles; the findings of suchi
comimittee to be a recosonteadation to thie
Government to introduce amending legislation
to the Traffic Act ont time lines proposed by tine
uomlmittee.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W. H.
Kitson-West) (4.30]: Although the Gov-
ernment. is of opinion that no real neces-
sitv exists for a select commnittee to investi-
gate this matter, T shall not raise any strong
objection to the motion. The Government
considers- that most of the information it is
possible to obtain oii this question is already
in the possession of the department, and
consequently the select committee would be
able to secure the particulars desired with
little delay and, I hope, with very little ex-
penlse. As members are aware, a Bill was
ilitrodueed last year dealing with third
party risks, but it was defeated because the

majority of members of this Chamber were
opposed to the State Government Insurance
01f1cc undertaiking general motor insurance
iii all its branches. Had the proposal of
the Glovernment been agreed to at that time,
unquestionably compulsory third party in-
surance would be an accomplished fact to-
dlay. To protect motorists from exessive
premiumi rates, the Bill introduced by the
Government last year provided for th ap-
poiniitent of a premiums committee coam-
prising the, Auditor General as chairman,
the Stale Government Actuary, two persons
repieseitting the owners of motor vehicles,
and two representing the approved insur-
ciis. The duty of that committee was, after
making dlue inquiries, to fix premiums for
third party risks. During- the debate on the
Bill last year, the point was made quito clear
thait the Government had no definite idea as
to what the approved premium rates would
be. Certainly the premium rates charged
in South Australia and elsewhere were
quoted, and mention was also made of the
fact that, after an incomplete investigation
of the Subject by the local Underwriters'
Association, that body thought that the
Western Australian rates would require to
he higher thaa those operating elsewhere,
according lo our knowledge of those rates.
The Government, however, did not agree
withi thaqt contention. We were aware that
a inn rgin of 30 per cent. was allowed in
South Australia to cover administiative,
costs, and profit, hut the Auditor-General,
ilse Grovernment Actuary, and the Under-
Secretary for Works, who had been dealing
with thip matter in a comprehensive way,
were of' the opinion that that margin might
be too high. That could not be determined
dcefinitely until such time as all the infornia-
lion it waqs possible to secure on the subject
had been obtained. This p~hase of third-
party insurance was discussed by depar-t-
mnenital officials when they' were in Adelaide
last year. In addition, the Chaiirman of the
Transport Board, when visiting the Eastern
States this revar on other matters, made ex-
hacistive inquiries in Adelaide, 'Melbourno
and Sydney. He was supplied with a list of
the mnatters it was considered advisable he
should investigate. As a result of his visit
we hare received 'rep~ort,. or information
from somie of the States mentioned. We were
advised from South Australia that there is
no intention to revise the premium rate in
that Stale ait the present time, because the
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information supplied by those concerned is
not sufficiently comprehensive to allow of
any determination being reached. It would
appear, therefore, that this legislation has
not been in operation in South Australia
long enough for the authorities in that State
to say wvhether the premium charged is satis-
factory or not.

In introducing the motion, Mr. Thomson
referred to an endeavour to fix a definite
fee. I assume that he was speaking of his
own efforts last year to ensure that at definite
amount was stated in the Bill.

H[on. A. Thomson: The same effort was
made in another place.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I assume
that the lion, member was not suggesting
that the Government desired to fix a definite
fee, because the Government strongly op-
posed such a course, believing that this was
a matter which should be left to the prem-
iums committee to which I have referred.
During the previous debate on this matter I
queried the extent of the cover suggested by
Ur. Thomson, and he could not reply in any
detail. The fact is that third-party risk as it
operates in South Australia is a cover for
personal risk only, whereas in this
State, when & person takes out a
polier% which includes third-party risk, cover
for damnage to property is included as wvell
ats cover for p ersonal injury. I ain inclined
to think that if at select committee is all-
poin ted the me'mbers will be somewhat stir-
prised to discover that third-party risk in
South Australia is exceedingly limited, the
policy providing for quite a ntumber
of exclusions. Probably the select corn-
niittee would secure a little more in-
fornmat ion ('11 thait point thman was givenl to
the House last session, but I feel sure there
is oftihil information iii the possession of
!%, ti riarniemit to satisf v the comimittee.

Last session it was pointed out that the stan-
dard nrnzptcesivi, third-party cover for
Wi clh a l)i'emilil of £:3 los. per annuml is
chargeVd i'm Perth, covers do initge to p~ersons
and propterty, whereas the proi to al in the
B3ill introduced last year related only to
persontal injurmy. in su;pport of this motion
thlio n. Ineni ar *iuoated the South Australian
report, and gave certain fig-ures. 1 was under
Ilihe impression that the information lie sub-
mitted was something additional to what was
in thle 'ossvssio'n of, the department, bitt I
finad Onin iii lrv that be was qunoting f rom the

same rel)ort that was used by my colleague,
the Honorary 'Minister (Hall. E. H Gray),
when he introduced the Bill in this Chamber
last session. I understand there has been no
further report.

Hon. A. Thomson: The report was not
available to us.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: If the hon.
member will consult "Hansard" of last year,
he will find that the Honorary Minister
quoted the samne report and the same set of
figures andt made practically the same re-
marks as did the hon. member. I meuntion
that to show that 'Mr. Thonison has added
nothing new to the information thnt the Gov-
ernment has on the mottirn

The hall. niember suggested a scheme that
he thought might be practicable. I understood
him to say it would be possible for the Polico
Department to assist by issuing a license
form which would contain the information
that all insurance premium covering third-
party risk had beven paid, mid that because,
this course was possible, the cost of adniinis-
tration would he reduced to such anl extent
that it should be possible to arrive at a pre-
ilni considerabily less than any previously
suggested. We muist remember, however, tha~t
there are many insurance companies operating
at the present time in this State and in other
parts of the Commonwealth which issue a
comprehensive policy' including third-party
risk. So if the suggestion of the lion1 mom-
her was to Ibe tiaken to its logical conclusion
-and I gather that he really meant that
the lleins should be paid to the Police
Departnent-there would have to be some
arrangement wvhereby the motorist who took
out a1 coomprhensive policy wvith another in-
sura'nce compmany could be catered for. The
idea behinmd Ilr. Thomnson's remarks was that
the Police Department should receive these
prmai it the samte timie as the license
fe e vre paid, thus itiaking doubly sure that
the inusurmance cover had beeni paid. There
would, however, be difficulties in the way. I
have mentioned one valid objetioni to that
proedure. If the House is going to say
that one olep or a certain number of offices
are to he the only offices to deal in insurance
of this kind. T suippose it would he possible
for the police lDepartment to receive the
lIrclliimis anmd to pass those prendi is onl to
the ollice or ollices concerned. That detail
would hiave to be considered by the lion.
uicniber or anyone else who desired to in-
traduve a S~ill dealing with the matter.
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lion. L. B. Bolton: The production ot a
receipt from tiny offiee should be sattisfac-
tory.

The C11IRW SECR ETARt Th''Iat would
be my ideal. So ]oug as a nmotorist canl satisfy
the department that he lilts taken out anl
ins5uranfce pol icy fo r a parti culiar vehii cle,
that should he II that is necessary. That is
one- aspect of the suggested selielate mcii-
tijoned by 11t 'lhoaison. There was another
phase of the subject the hon. menmber (lid
jiot, to my knowledge, discuss-the question
of the 30 per cent. margin to cover adminis-
iratie eI xpense, etc. Ile did not state what

met hod lie ptroposed for assessing aniy claimi
tha t mnighit be made by a motorist who was
insu red under the scheme. A good deal of
ex lclst, would be involved in checking tho
various claims made from time to time under
poilicies of that description. I understand
that ft' cxIperienee of soni cCompanlies has
not lbeen a happy one in respect of motor
('ill insurance. Cadetr the slightest ptretext
claims are lla de, and it lins becomne a much
more expensive form of insurance than was
jperhlaps expected in the first piace. That
is only one of the factors that would harve
to be considered. The Covernment believes
it is desirable to have compulsory third-
party insurance. I must, however, reiterate
the objections that were rnisedl last 'Year to
the suggestion put forward in this Houso
to the effect that the State Government In-
suranlce Ollie should ble alIlowed to attend to
third-party, insurance risk only so far as
motor ears arv concerned. Apparently, that
is thlt least profitable form of motor car
insuranlce, and it would not lbe fair- to the
State Insurance Office to say, "We will aillow
you to do that part of motor car insurance
btit not any othler k intd of motor car i usur-
ante.' Tf the House ag-rees to thre aip polint-
lInt of a select comimaittee, 1 hop e the, loal-
hers, of that body will hear in mnindl that this;
is war time, that we cannot afford to spenld
more money onl these matters than is nees-
sa ry, anid that, as so miuchl inforlination is
available in the department, the question
will be dealt with expeditiously and inexpen-
sivol V.

Question puIt aid passed.

Select C'omm ittee Appointed.

Onl motioni by Hon. A. Thomson, a select
committee appointed consisting of Hon. 0.
Fraser, Hom. W. R. Hall, Hall. If. Seddon,
Hon. G. B. Wood andl the mover, with p~ower

to call for p~ersons, papers and records, to
sit onl days over which the House stands
adjourned, and to report onl Tuesday, the
1st October.

BILL-INSPECTION or MACHINERCY
ACT AMENDMENT (No. 2).

Second Readinig.

lDebate resumned from the previous day.

HON. C. F. BAXTER (East-ini reply)
[4.571 :In a short specch yesterdlay the
Ilonorary M1inister suggested I should
withdraw thiis Bill, hut I am not prepared
to do that. He argued that my Bill, and
another mneasure to amend the same Act
that was introduced in another place, were
brought (Iowa simultaneously. That is pot
so. Mly Bill was introduced in this House
ol tlie 1.5th August, and I notice from the
records of a nothier place that the Bill
brought before that House was introduced onl
the 20th August. My Bill was, therefore.
introduced fivec days earlier than that of
another place. Bie that as it may, this
I louse- has no knowledge of any Bill to
amend the Inspection of 'Machinery Act
other than that which is before it to-day.
1fv fee-ling is that the Gioverninent should
allnlounce in the ]Lient.-Govcrnor's S peeh
the Bilk it intends to bring dIowii. If :t
could have at Bill prepa red ready to iiitro-
lice (in the 20th August, surely a decision
to (10 so would have been arrived at a few
wveeks 1,lkore, and that ineasure could have
been reprlred to ill the Speech. In that
event, no Bill wgould have been introduced
by Ince. It iK comp11 etemnt tor ivci~ate mclii-
hers to introduce Bills, provided] they do
not in frinage the Stan tding Orders, wvhich
this Bill does not do. The Honorary Min-
ister took exception to Parliament being
cal led upon to deal wi th two B ills to amend
Onii samne Act. That is not unusual or un-
comliion ill the history of Pa ,liainent. In
view of the strong remarks made by the
H onorarmy Minister, I draw attention to
what occu roed last session. We then hia :1
simultaneously two Bills to amiend the Qov-
ement Railwaiys Act, thmLe Bills to amnend
the Agricultural Bank Act, two to amend
the Road Districts Act, two to amend the
'Municipal Corporations Act, two to aniend
the Factories andl Shops Act, and two fo
amend the Traffic Act. So that there ts
nothiin aew iii laving two or more Bills



608[COUINCIL.]

dealing with the samne Act before Parlia-
ment at the one time. Another argiuent
used by the Honorary Minister -was that
while the Government did not intenud to op-
pose the amendment to Section 4 of the Act,
in other words, that the Government ap-
proved of the amendment, the other two
amendments contained in my Bill were in-
cluded in the Government Bill to be sub-
mitted in another place. That Bill, how-
ever, is not with us to-day and I am asked
to withdraw my Bill when actually we do
not know what the other contains. Why
should I withdraw my Bill because, as stated
by the Government, two of the aimendments
proposed by me are included in the Oovern-
itwnt's Bill? What can the Govertinent's
objection be to the amendments contained
in the mevasure we are now debating? M3y
Bill was submitted five days before the Go;.
ermnent's Bill made its appearance iii
another place.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Briefly, what is the
effect of the amendment to which the Gov-
erment objects?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: The Government
does not object to any of my amendments.
The first amiendment inm my Bill extends the
exemptions and that is approved by the
Government. One of the other two corrects
an anomanly as regards the issuing of cer-
tificates. Under the Act authority is given
to issue certificates for winding engines
driven by steamu or by air. The amiendment
wviii iniclude electric winders. The third
ilnielinmdnt is to bring all lifts, whether for
the conv'eyance of persons or goods, under
the Inspection of Machinery Act. All aire
simple amendments and 1 cannot, -,ee whI tshould withdraw the Bill. At any rate,
I do not prolpose to do so. 'Moreover, the
(lovernment itself considers that the three
alieiidnieits are required. This is not the
li nv to bring in cumbersome legislation
whitcl uia further burden industry, and it
i.; not time timec to start experimenting, and
in that way also adding burdens to industry.
We shiould be concerned only with legisla-
tion directly affecting existing Acts, and not
submit anything which might be conten-
tionis. [ intend to stand by my Bill because
the amiendments tire in order, they are re-
qunired, aind the Government is not opposed
tn themn. I suhmit. the Bill.

Question put and plassed.

Bill read t, seco'nd time.

BILLS (4)-FIRST READING.

1, Financial Emtergency Tax Assessment
Act Amendment.

2, Coal 'Mines Regulation Act Amend-
ment.

3, M.%ine Workers' Relief (W~iar Service).

4, M.%ine Workers' Relief (Pa ymnents
Authorisation).

Received froin the Assembly.

ffIUr-POLICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Mon. IV. H.
TKitson-Weti [5.121 in moving the second
reading said : This is one of those Bills.
with which I do not think 'Mr. Baxter will
be able to find fault, because it is not con-
tentious in any way. Clause 2 of the Bill
provides for the repeal of Section 33 of the
Police Act, 1892, and the insertion of a
new Section 393 in its place. The present
Section .. enacts that flues and penalties
imposed on mnembers; of the police force for
misconduct shall be paid to the flomiuis-
stoner of Police for the benefit of the Police
Ben1efit Fund. This fund having ceased to
existt since the 29th June, 1039, the existing
Section 393 in the Police Act cannot operate,
and so an amendmnent of it has become
necessary. The proposed new Sect-ion 33
accordingly will provide that the flues and
penlalties will be collected and recovered
by the Conmnissioner of Police and he paid
by himi to the Treasurer for the public uses
of the State. Because the Police Benefit
Fund ceased to exist on the 29th June, 1939,
the new section will contain a provision
that it shall have retrospective operation as
from the date on which the fund ceased.
The new provision will cover fines and
penalties which have been imposed on the
police sinee the 29th June of last year, and
which are now being- held in suspense.
Clause 3 of the Bill provides for the repeal
of Section 75 of the Police Act, 1892, and
the insertion of a new section in its place.
The existing Section 75 enacts that -on-
claimed stolemi goods and money may be
sold and disposed of after being held for 12
mionths for the benefit of the Police Benefit
Fund. That fund having ceased to exist,
Section 75 cannot operate amid an amend-
mnent has become necessary. The proposed
new section accordingly will provide for
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the delivery of unclaimed stolen money to
the Treasurer and for the sale of unclaimed
stolen goods and the delivery of the net
proceeds of the sale to the Treasurer, and
for the receipt of such money and pro-
ceeds by the Treasurer for the public use
of the State. Also for the same reasons
mentioned in relation to the proposed new
Section 33, Subsection .3 of the proposed
new Section 75 provides for the retro-
spective operation of that section from the
29th June, 1939. Briefly, the position is
that moneys previously paid to the Police
Benefit Fund are now to be paid into the
Treasury, in view of the fact that the
Police Bienefit Fund has ceased to exist and
that in its place the Superannuation Act
is operating. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In committee.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendm~ent and the
report adopted.

BILLr-PROFITEERflfG nEVERf-
TION ACT AMENDMENT.

In Committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; Hon. G. B.
Wood in charge of the Bill.

Claus 1-Agreed to

Clause 2-Amendment of Section 5 of the
principal Act:

Hon. .. NICHOLSON: In order to ap-
preciate fully the effect of the amendment,
I would like Mr. Wood to define "pastoral
product."

Hon. Ui. B3. WOOD: The definition is con-
tained in the schedule to the Bill. Wheat is
not included, as it is the subject of other
legislation.

Hon. J NICHOLSON: But what is a
pastoral product? Does the hon. member
mean a bullock I That is not a pastoral pro-
duct.

Hon. J1. J. Holmes: What is it?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: It is not a pas-
toral product. A calf is the product or pro-
geny of n cow. My idea is to avoid a mis-
understanding. I ag~ree with Mr. Wood that

the Act does not include wheat. If I grow
something in the soil, that is the product of
the soil.

Hon. T. Moore: And if you rear some-
thing on the soil?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: What is that? What
would a calf do if there were no feed for
it?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The hon. member
wvould possibly find some othcr kind of fod-
der. Thcre should be a definition of "pas-
toral product" in order to make the positioaL
clear.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: If the lion, member's
contentioii is correct, he is taking work away
from his profession.

Hon. S. NICHOLSON: I do not mind
that. My desire is to remove an obscurity.
If Mr. Wood's desire is to exempt certain
classes of animals, it would be far better to
specify the aniimals in the amendment.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: I cannot quite under-
stand what Mr. Nicholson is driving at. He
contends that n bullock is not a p~astoral
p~roduct.

Hon. J. Nicholson: It is not.
Hfon. G. B. Wood: Then what is it?

Hon. J. Nicholson: It is a bullock.

Ron. C. B. WOOD: The hon. member
said that a calf was tie product of a cow; a
bullock was once a calf. If a bullock ip
not a pastoral product, what does thp pas-
toral industry produce? I hope the Com-
mittee will not agree to Mr. Nicholson's
suggestion.

Hfon. H. S. WV. PARKER: I cannot quite
understand where the proposed addition is
to be inserted. If it is to be put at the cud
of the definition of commodity, it appears.
to me it would not be in its correct place.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I take ex-
ception to the clause onl another and broader
ground. My contention is that there should
be no exemptions whatever. Many things
could be brought within the scope of the
tern "agricultural or pastoral product."
Such things are sold by Persons engaged in
those industries by means other than auction
sales. I understand the hon. member is de-
sirous of protecting the primary producer
who disposes of his products through auc-
tion sales. Take one item, eggs. These I
suggest are an agricultural Product.

HOn. J. J1. Hfolmes: No, the product of a.
hen.
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hen
could be described as an agricultural pro--
duet. There are many people earning their
living by the production of those commodi-
ties,

Hon. J. Nicholson: There is a special
Act dealing with eggs.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yea. To say
that such items are not produced by an agri-
culturist or a pastoralist seems to ine to ho
wrong. The method proposed by the Bill
is that the cost of production shall be ar-
rived at and that then the price shall be
fixed by adding a certain margin of profit.
I ask the Committee how that could be done
with regard to egg s, fowls and similar pro-
ducts which can legitimately be claimed to
he agricultural products. Many things apart
from livestock are produced on farms.

I-on. L. B. Bolton: Headaches, for in-
stance.

The CHIE F SECRETARY: Plenty of
those. Some people specialise in cer-
tain branches of the industry. Sulrely
chaff is an agricultural product! If
we agree to the clause, the Act will
lose much of its efficiency. it -will
-exempt fromt the operations of the Com-
missioner quite a number of commodities
that are essential. The definition of "Cant-
miodity" in the Act includes, amongst other
things-

(a) Except as Iereinafter provided any
article of food or drink for miai or for any
domlesticated animial.

I should not like the task of enumerating
the large number of commodities that fall
within that denfinition. If we pass the
clause it will mean the exclusion fromn the
Act of all ugricultural products in the
ownership of the producer. A producer
could decide not to send his livestock to
market but to dispose of it by private
treaty, and could please himself what lie
charged so long as the purchaser was pre-
pared to pay the price.

lHon. A. Thomson: Is not that the posi-
tion to-day?

The CHRIEF SECRETARY: The clause is
altogether too far-reaching.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: To overcome the ob-
jection of the Chief Secretary, T move an-
-amendment-

That after the word ''Product'' in line 3 of
paragraph (a), the words "as provided for
in the schedule'' be inserted.

Then there could be no objection because
the schedule sets forth only a few items.
As an alternative, we could eliminate fromt
the schedule the words ''and other stock.''

Hon. H. S. W. PARKER: What would
be the position when a farmer sold sheep
to at dealer who acquired them for fatten-
ing for market?9 Would the dealer be
classed as a grower or a producer'9 If the
clause is, passed, the remainder of the Bill
will itot he needed.

Hon. 0;. B. WOOD: The remainder of the
Bill will be needed, because Clause 5 makes
provision for the protection of consumers.
Subelouse (2) prov'ides that though there
shall not be a declared price for any corn-
modity mentioned in the schedule, the
C'overnor may, on the advice of the Com-
issioner, fix aind declare in respect of such

commodity, onl a percentage basis, the
nmaxilnumn margin of profit.

Hont. H. S. W. Parker: But he will have
been prevented from doing that by your
definition of ''commodity.''

H~on. Gi. B. WOOD: The schedule defin-
itely provides for cattle, sheep, etc., '"when
intended for humIIan consum111ption.'' In the
Mlidland myarket one canuot define which
are fat sheep and which are Store sheep.

T1?he CHIEF SECRETARY: How would
it be possible to fix the price of c~haff, for
instance, if it is included in the schedule,
seeing that chaff is an agricultural product?
The definition of ''commiodity,'' as pro-
posedl by the Bill, will exclude chaff front
the operation of the law. If the clause is
cigreed to, it will prov'ide, in effect, that
chaff as in agricultural prodnct is not sub-
ject to the Act.

H on. 1L. Craig: That is how I interpret it.

The CHFIEF SECRETARY: Of what
value would it be, then, to provide in the
schedule that the price of chaff shall hie
calculated in it certain way.)? I am criticis-
ing the Bill with a desire to be helpful. If
Clause 2 is agreed to, I ama of opinion that
the proposed schedule will be ultra vires
the Act.

Hon. H. S. W. PARKER: I should like
youor ruling, Mr. Chairman, as to where
the words ''and also shall not include any
agricultuial or pastoral product,'' etc., will
be inserted in the Act if the Bill be passed 9

The CHAIRMAN: I have not the Act
before ine.
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Hon. L. CRAIG: I feel doubtful about
the clause, and suggest that further con-
sideration be postponed. ]if the clause is
negatived, the Bill wvill be of no use. I am
not satisfied, either, that we should ex-
clude certain agricultural products and not
others. The clause may prove dangerous
unless we know clearly what is meant.

Hon. G. B3. WOOD: The Chief Secretary
said that chaff would be excluded from the
commodities dealt with under the Act.
That is not so. After the auction sale, it
would be subject to the Act as provided
by Suliclause (2) o! Clause 5.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Mr. Park-
er's suggestion is valuable. First of all, we
say that an agricultural product is coI
cerned; and seeing tlhat chaff, as an instance,
is not a commodity within the meaning of
the Act, the clause must necessarily refer to
commodities mentioned in the definition of
the Act proposed to be amended. Thme Bill
excludes certain commodities, and -they can-
not be brought in by the back door. The
sponsor of the Bill would be well advised to
postpone the clause, so that it may he
examined from that aspect. I have not sub-
nitted the point to the Crown Law aithori-
ties, arnd therefore am speaking without
legal advice.

Hon. J. Nicholson: The matter needs close
investigation.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T opposed
the Bill; but if we arc to have a measure of
this kind, let it be of a wvorkable character.
Let us not enact something that will seem
ridiculous to the people concerned.

H~on. C. F. BAXTER: It is important to
M1r. Wood that lie should have those words
included. "Agricultural om.' pastoral pro-
durcts" wvould cover chaff. However, there is
no indication of where the amendment should
be inserted. I take it that the words would
be inserted after paragraph (h).

Hon. G. B. W\OOD: The words wvould zo
iii, as Mr. Baxter has said, after paragraph

or) c after the word "Commonwealth."

Hion. H, S. WV. PARKER: Without wish-
hig to he a carping critic, I would like Mr.
Wood to clear tip this matter the next time
tie Bill is before the Committee, If the
words ate inserted, would not the para-
graph then, mean that all pastoral and agmi-
cultural products are entirel 'y and abso-
lutely excluded fromt thme principal Act?

Memibers: No.

Hon. 1H. S. W. PARKER: I am open to
correction, and prepared to listen to otber
opinions; but as I read the amendment and
the clause at present, if the clause is passed
ire need not worry about anything else. Here
is a definition of "commodity," and the
whole of the Profiteering Prevention Act
deals with commodities-the commodities
mentioned in this definition. Those are the
only products which are commodities within
the meaning of the Bill. As sooni as we ex-
clude agrictultural and pastoral products, we
aire outside the scope of the principal Act
altogether. Being outside the scope of that
Act, what is the use of the rest of the Bill?
It is not wanted.

Honu. G. B3. WOOD: The commodities in
thme Schedule are not excluded from the Act.

The CH-AIRMAN: The argument is that
if you add those words to the definition of
"(commodity," you put something outside
the scope that is nowv within it. To provide
machinery to deal with something that is
excluded would be ridiculous.

Hlon. G. B. WOOD: The exclusion from
the Act applies only to auction sales.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: That is not the
way the clause reads.

Hon. G0. B.- WOOD: Then, to protect the
consumer, wvhen the commodities pass from
auction sale to wvholesaler and retailer, the-
Prices Fixing Commissioner has control over
them.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: But they arc not
commodities.

The CHAIRMAN: There is nothing ahout
auction sales in the amendment.

lion. 0. B3. WOOD: I am prepared to
meet that by adding "as provided in the.
Schedule."

The CHAIRMAN: That will not over-
come the difficulty.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I would
strongly recommend Mr. Wood to postpone-
further consideration of the Bill.

Hon. G. B-. Wood: Will you refer th,
mnatter to the Crownu Law Department?

Thme CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes.
Hon. 0. B. Wood: In those circum-.

stances I am prepared to move progress.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: In my opin-

ion, if time lion. member wishes to deal with
the particular commodities to which he has
referred, by the method stated in the Bill,.
there is really no need to amend the defini-
tioni of "commodity." If, however, he.
leaves that definition as it stands but pro-
vides in the Bill a method whereby th'v
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pricevs of the particular commodities to
which lie now refers shiall be arrived at, he
will hare achieved his desire. But the
amendment takes those commodities right
outside this legislation; and no matter what
machinery might be included in the Bill, the
Price Fixing Commissioner would have no
power'I whatever to deal with them.

Progress reported.

ADJOURNMENT-SPEOIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. WV. H.
Ritson-West) [5.54]; : move--

That the Rouse at its rising adljourn till
Tiiestlay next.

Question liut and passedl.

THouse adjourned tit 5.55 pmm.

legislattvc 2iesembIp.
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The I)EPUTY SPE~AKER took the Chair
at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-POLICE.

Esplanade Speakers.

AMr. McDONALD asked the Minister repre-
senutinig thei Minister for Police: 1, Is it a fact
that the Police forbadle speaktrs from Ad-
'dre'using a meeting on the IEsplanade, Perth,
on the afternoonl of the 18th August? 2, If

so a) Upon what facts; and, (b) Under
what law, Was this prohibitioll based?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:-
1, Yes. 2, (a) That a wvell-known commun-
ist cndeavoured to speak from the platform
used by the communists and bearing their
insignia. (b) Under the National Security
Regulations.

QUESTIONS (2) -AGRICULTURE.

E~viction of Farmers.

Mr. SEWARI) Askerd the Premier: 1, Has
the Government considered the effect on the
Staite's economy that Will result from farmers
being, forced off their properties by mart-
gagees? 2, IDoes the Government consider
steli action by inoartgagees in the best in-
terests of the State? 3, Ts it the intention of
the Governimnrt to take steps to stop such
practices? 4, If not, why not?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, No, but
varb ease should be considered on its, merit.
3 and 4, This is a matter of Government
iolkev which will be dealt with in due course.

Drought-stricken Stock,

Mr. BERRY Asked the Minister for Agri-
culture: 1, In relation to the discussion be-
tween the deputation of the Wheatg-rowers'
tuton-llbroltght to Parliament H-ouse by me
onl the 24th Augu't-and the Premier, the
M1inister for Agr-iculture, the Leader of the
Op~position, and the Leader of the National
Party, has he formulated any plan for the
immediate relief of the stock in those areas
affected by the Abnormal drought conditions?
2, Would it 1)0 checaper for the Government
to sell the sheep so affected at the best price
and to replace thenm at a date when con di-
(ions are again favourable, rather than re-
purchase Wheat in the bins at 4s. 3(1. per
bushel? 3, is the south-western portion of
the State capable of carrying part or the
whole of the stock affected until conditions
in the drought-stricken areas become normal?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, 2 and 3, All the points raised by
the deputation and in these questions are
receiving full consideration. Since the de-
lputattioll, the Government has approached
all firms and institutions conerned asking
whether they are prepared to co-operate in
a general policy to protect the stock popu-
lation in the Areas affected. They haive also
been asked whether their plans include tho
provision of the necessary fodder or grain.
All the replies are not yet to hand, but one
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