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The PRESIDEXNT took the Chair at +.30
pan, and Tead prayvers.

METROPOLITAN PROVINCE.
Sent Deelared Vucant.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W. H.
Kitson—West) [443]: T move—

That this House resolves that owing to the
death of the Hon. John XNicholson, late mem-

her for the Metropolitan Erovinee, the seat
he declared vacant,

HON. G. W. MILES (North) [4.4]: T

~evond the muotion.

Question put and passed.

BILL—CRIMINAL CODE AMEND-
MENT.

Introdueed by Hon. .J. Cornell and read

a first time,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Hon. J. A. Dimmitt, leave
of absence for twelve consceutive sittings
cranted to Hon, H, 5. W, Parker (Metro-
politan-S8uburban)  on  the ground of
military service,

BILL—PROFITEERING PREVENTION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Read a third time, and returned to the
Assembly with an amendment.

[COUNCIL.)

BILL—-INCREASE OF RENT (WAR
RESTRICTIONS) ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 18th Septem-
ber,

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East)
(4.38]: I have carefully read the speech of
the Honorary Minister when he introduced
the Bill. On another measure, which has
been already dealt with, I said it seemed to
me that these were a kind of one-way traffic
Bills. I have no sympathy whatever for
the man who endeavours to impose exeessive
rents or otherwise to take advantage of
people living in rented houses. I do con-
sider, however, that in suggesting a penalty
of £50 the Government is going a bit too far.
For the unfair and cxtortionate landlord I
certainly hold no brief, I shall not oppose
the second reading, hut T trust that in Com-
mittee the measure may be so amended as
to make it more reasonable and just. The
Tederal fair rent regulations appear to pro-
vide highly ellicient control, If we bear in
mind, while framing the Bill, that there are
hardships on hoth sides, we shall suceced in
20 fashioning it that the seales of justice
will be balaneed ovenly. T understand that
nnder the Aet, although n lease has expired,
the lessoe may carry on and the lessor may
have {o take proccedings to tecover pos-
session of the property. When the Honorary
Minister is replying to the debate, I hope he
will elarify the position. I do nof intend
to oppose the Bill.

HON. J. CORNELL (Sounth) [441]:
Like My. Thomson, T do not intend to oppose
the second reading of the Bill, but I ghall
indicate to the House a fault which I con-
sider needs reetifieation. Tn introducing the
measure, the Honorary Minister did not touch
on the point with which T am about to deal.
The Minister who moved the second readinge
of the Bill in another place, however, gave
an assurance that Section 12 of the Act does
not operate to extend lenses beyond their
{erm, T am told that in one sense that is
correct, but in another sense it is misleading
and, in effect, Section 12 does extend leases.
I am informed that if the lessor takes pro-
ceedings to get possession of the property
demised by the lease, he is immediately con-
fronted with Seetion 12; unless he ean
satisfy the Court on one of the conditions
et out in Seetion 12, he eannot obtain pos-
session,
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Hon. A. Thomson: He can only get pos-
session for his own purpose.

Hon. J. CORNELL: He might have the
very best reason in the world for ohtaining
possession, but the lessee eould put him to
all the expenses of a Supreme Court action—
1probably at a cost of £100 or more—in order
to obtain such possession, and the unfortu-
nate lessor, having obtained his order, might
then be unable to recover anything from the
lessec in respeet of the costs of the action,
heeanse {he lessee might not have anything
with which to pav those costs. The position
is iniquitous beeause it takes away from the
lessor his rights as owner and interferes
with the freedom of contract generally.

The parent Act goes heyond the Federal
regulations which were meant to ensure that
a fair rent would be charged by the landlord.
Onr Aect goes ever so much further and not
only provides for payment of a fair rent
but, in effect, also permits a lessee to eon-
finue in possession after his term has expired
unless the lessor embarks on expensive liti-
gation to eviet him. The result of this will
he that litigation will be increased and heavy
costs will be incurred. Nothing of the sort
should be allowed to happen. Ill-feeling will
he cansed hy reason of such litigation,
wheveas, if the lessor and lessee were left
fo their contractual rights, subjeet to the
very laudable condition that the lessor can-
not charge anything more than a fair rent,
the situation would be much more satisfac-
tory,

Hon. C. B. Williams: It would suit the
hotel-keeper. He would not have to pay
any ingoing.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The chap that
stopped in would not pay ingoing.  This
docs not necessarily apply to hotels only; it
can apply to other businesses. When parties
agree to a lease for a term of years, each
uaderstands the position and realises that
when the lease expires the lessor iz entitled
to regain possession of his premises and the
lessee must terminate occupancy. With this
knowledge the lessor has probably entered
into other contractual obligations on the
faith and understanding that he is to secure
possession of his premises an the expiration
of the term of the lease. It is most discon-
certing—and in many eases eanses great loss
to n lessor—to find that he is denied the
right to possession of his premises at the
expiration of the leasc.
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The strongest argument against this very
invidions operation of our Aect is the faet
thut the Federal Parliament purposely re-
frained from any such enactment and all the
big States of the Commonwealth have adopt-
ed the Federal regulations. As I under-
stand it, the position is that when a lease
expires in any of the other States that have
adopted the Federal regulations, a lessee ¢an-
not retain possession of the property. Tn
this State, however, the Federal regulations
do not apply. Our Aet governs the position
here. If the Federal Government promul-
gated those regulations in Western Australia
they, as members are aware, would prevail,
and our Aet would be inoperative. It has
been found that our measure docs not work
out in practice as it was believed it would.

T think that the amendment I propose to
mave in Committee is reasonable. T presumn
that when the Minister introduced this Bill
in another place, he was fortified by what
he was told by the Crown Law Department,
nnmely, that ag it exists the law provides for
what T elaim it does not provide. If he hay
heen fortified by Crown Law advice, I on
the other hand have been fortified by the
adviee of two King’s Counsel who have as-
sured me that the law does not se provide.

Houn. C. B. Willinms: That is how lawyers
exist; by pointing out these differences.
They all agree to differ—at a price.

Hon. J. CORNELL: It has been said that
when lawyers differ somebody comes into his
own. I hope that the House, when the Bill
in considered in Committee, will agree to the
amendment I have placed on the notice
paper.

On motion by Hon. H, Seddon, debate ad-
journed.

PAPERS—GERALDTON-MOONYOO-
NOOKA BUS SERVICE,

Debate resumed from the 10th September
on the fellowing motion by Hon, E. H. H.
Hall (Central)—

That all papers in connection with the grant-
ing of the sole right to Mr, D. M, McVea, of
Geraldton, to conduct a2 bus service between
Geraldton and the Air Foree training school at
Moonyooneoka be laid on the Table of the

‘House.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W, H.
Kitson—West) [449]: The otion requests
that all papers in connection with this
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watter be Iaid on the Table. There is no
ahjection to that procedure except that three
files are involved and as they are in con-
stant use it would be rather ineonvenient
to have them lying on the Table for the
rest of the session, as would he necessary
under Standing Orders.

Hen. J. Cornefl: They can be released.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There is a
history attached to the rase mentioned by
the mover of the motion. The story of the
omnibug services in the Geraldton distriel
commences in 1938 when the desire for pas-
senger transporl to Blulf Point and the
heach was first bronght hefore the notice of
the Transport Board. Although a school
hus  operated between Bluff Point and
(icraldton, there were no faeilities for the
conveyance of ordinary passengers. As a
result of the vepresentations snbmitted,
efforts were made by the hoard to secure a
satisfretory serviee and, although tenders
were advertised and closed on the 19th
April, 1939, no tender was received. The
hoard maintained communication with the
{ieraldton Municipal Council for some time
aftevwards, but was unable to seeure an
operator who was willing to cater for the
public requirements. Eventuvally Mr. MeVea
submitted an application stating that he was
yuite prepaved to pul on u service and the
board aceepted his offer. It seems to me as
though at that time there was no iden that
the aerodrome at Geraldton would develop
into the large undertaking it is today, but
Mr. MeVea was prepared to take a risk.

Ag activities in connection with the aero-
drome developed, other people were appar-
ently anxious to step in and secure o share
of what they considered to be & lucrative
proposition. I do not know if it is or is not.
At any rate, Mr. Hall told the House that
Mr. McVea has had two buses running and
was endeavouring to seeure a third. The
Transport Board adopted the view that it
would not have been fair to allow anyone
else the right to conduet a bus service over
the route unless the party eoncerned was
prepared to accept the responsibility of
providing a service to the beach, as Mr. Me-
Ven had done earlier. I must say that Mr.
McVea is a very reputable citizen of the dis-
trict. 1 understand that he supplied refer-
ences from the district inspector of the Post-
master General's Department, the Customs
olficer at Geraldton, the town elerk of the
municipality, and from the district inspector
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of police, However, it appeared to the
board that an opportunity offered to deal
with an outstanding matter in a satisfactory
way amd that by this means could be pro-
vided a service that the local residents had
requested for a considersble time Therefore
a license was granted. TIn faet, another
individual whose application had also heen re-
ceived prior to that of Mr, Waldeck, with-
drew it stating that “the other applicant
will be in a position to operate a better time-
table than I ean, and also to put on a more
up to date bus”

Briefly, that is the position regarding the
complaint hy Mr. Hall that no fenders were
called. T have shown that tenders were called
in the first instance, hut no vesponse was
received. Later the hoard took setion as I
have indicated and, when Mr. McVea inti-
mated that he was prepured to meet the
situation as it had developed, his offer was
accepted. It was not a case of Mr. McVen
having been “presented with a bhus serviee,”
as suggested by Mr. Hall. The position re-
solves itself into the fact that, after unsue-
cessful attempts to provide an omnibus ser-
vice in Geraldton, the board took advantage
of Mr. McVea's offer. It iz interesting to
note that Mr. McVen's letter applying for a
license was received on the Gth December,
1940, and a license was granted by the
Transport Board on the 15th January, 1941,
but Mr. Waldeck’s application was dated
the 16th January, 1941—a day after the
license had actually been granted. This is
not the only instance wheve the board has
had diffienlty in erranging a new bus service.
I have been informed that a similar experi-
ence oceurred regarding the service between
Midland Junction and Swan View, Tenders
were called but there was no response, where-
upon the board was compelled to take other
action to secure a suitable operator.

The Wiluna ease referred to by Mr. Hall
is in no sense & patallel instance, The Trans-
port Board did not originally eall tenders for
that service, but issued licenses to owners of
vehicles when it felt assnred that a satisfae-
tory servige ecould be arranged. Numerous
complaints were received concerning the ser-
viee provided, and the board isswed wom-
ings over an extended period to the effect
that if licensces would not comply with the
board’s requirements in the interests of the
publie, tenders wonld be ecalled. It was not
until then that tenders weve actuslly called,
as mentioned by Mr. Hall. Members will
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yealise that it is not obligatory on the Trans-
port Board to eall tenders in respect of any
serviee, The Act merely provides that the
hoard may eall tenders, and it is the poliey
of the board to do so where it is eonsidered
that the requirements of the public would he
better served by that procedure.

During the eourse of his remarks, Mr.
Hall quoted a letter he had received fron
Mr. Waldeck wherein the following ap-
peaved :—

The latest is that applieations were dealt
with in Melbeurne, which T know is untrue.
[ am at a loss to know why men in such
positions as the manager of the Transport
Board should have to write such untruths.
1t is ridieulous to suggest that an applica-
tion for a Transport Board license would be
referred to Melbourne. T do not think any
member of the House, on being told that it
would he neeessary to vefor to Melbourne an
application of that deseription, would be
prepared to aceept the statement. Natural-
Iv, T made inquiries regavding the matter,
and find that no sueh assertion was ever
made hy the Transport Board, either verbally
or in writing. It appears that M, Hall has
heen misled by Mr, Waldeck in this regard.

A similar position exists coneerning Mr.
Waldeek's statcment that—

On the 10th Janvary he telephoned to the
office of the Transport Bonrd . . . and was
infarmed that, at that date, no application had
heen Jodged,

The chairman of the Transport Board has
advised me that such a statement was made
previously by Mr. Waldeck and, after mak-
ing inquiries at the time, he was certain that
no advice such as that rveferred to was given
by himself or any member of the staff,
Reference was also made by My, Hall to Mr.
Pomeroy, taxi-owner of Geraldton, who is a
returned soldier. As for that person not
having been given an opportunity to tender,
I have explainedl previously that when
tenders were called, there was no response.

There is nothing more to be said about
the matter. There is no ohjection to the
files being laid on the Table of the House
They could have been made available to Mr.
Hall for inspection at any time he desired.
Had he made application aceordingly at the
office of the Transport Board, he could have
seen the papers and secured all the informa-
tion in the possession of the board. If the
House desires that the papers be laid on the
Table, that course will be followed. I have
explained the situation and it seems to me
that the position will be met properly by

Mr. Hall making the neeessary inguiries at
the oflice of the Transport Board, seeing the
papers for himself and, if neeessary, secur-
ing a personzl explanation from the chair-
man of the board. If that course had been
adopted, there would be no necessity for the
motion nor for some of the wild statements
made hy the hon. member in support of it.

HON. E. H H EBEALL (Central—in
reply) [5.0]: 1 want to make it quite eclear,
and I think the House will agree with me,
that T had nothing to say against the
character of Mr. MeVea, who obtained the
right to conduet thr service under review,
The testimonials submitted by Mr. MeVea
could just as ensily have heen put in by
M. Pomeroy or any other man on the taxi
rank at Geraldton, and alse by Mr. Wal-
deck, even though he lives at Mullewa, Mr,
Waldeek is a man of good repute and if he
has made in the Ictter he sent to me asser-
tions that are not absolutely corrcet, I shall
be much surprised. T listened to the long
explanation made by the Chief Secrctary.
Anyone who knows (eraldton well will he
aware that 1 am correet when I say that
Bluft Point is a little suburb two miles norvth
of Cieraldton. The calling for tenders for a
hus service to Bluff Point has nothing to do
with the ease hefore the IHouse. Moonyoo-
nooka is east of {he town in an entirely
different direetion from Bluff Point.

In view of the statement made by the
Chief Sceretary that the Act does not eom-
pel the Transport Board to eall tenders, T
ask the House to support my motion that
the papers be laid on the Table. Very likely
it will he neeessary for me to take further
action in the matter. Members will not be
in a position properly to inform themselves
nnless they are able to peruse the papers.
In case T have forgotten anything, I want to
emphasise that I never witered one word of
dispavagement coneerning Mr, MeVea, who
is a fine young man., I said that the sole
right had heen granted to him for a very
profitable undertaking. I do not think that
we should stand for thé granting of a mone-
polv of any kind. The Bluff Point serviee
has nothing to do with the issuc. There are,
or should be, two distinct services, and how
the Transport Board, the memhers of which
I hold in very high esteem, sandwiched the
two into one, passes my eomprehension. T
hope members will support the motion.

Question put and passed.
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BILL—GOVERNMENT STOCK SALE-
YARDS,

Second Reading.
Dehate vesumed from the 18th September,

HON. C. ¥. BAXTER (East) [55]: I
asked for the adjournment of the debate
on this small Bill becanse, when the Chief
Scervetary was introdueing it, T felt the
measure wounld have an ceffect whieh the
Government did not anticipate. There is no
dounbt that the Bill was introdueed by the
Government in all good faith, but unfor.
tunately its deafting is such that it will not
do exaetly what is desired and will go a
great deat further than the Government
wishes. ’

Hon., V. Hamerstey: Probably that is in-
tended,

Hon, C. F. BAXTER: I do not think so.
I believe the (Government set out to put an
cffective Bill on the statute-hook, but, un-
fortunately, the draftsman has hronght in
something the Government did not intend.
For years there has heen, in the opinion
of stock salesmen operating at the Midland
Junetion saleyards, no proper control in
connection with the arrival by road of stoek
for sale in the yards. A eheck is kept upon
the stock arviving hy rail. [t is also con-
sidered that there is no proper control of
the deliveries nnd removal of stoek from the
saleyards when sales are completed. Some
butchers who slaughter at the Midland June-
tion abattoirs have heen in the habit of leav-
ing their stock, or some of them, in the pens
in which the animals were when purchased,
instead of removing them to the holding
facilities which the abattoir authorities have
provided apart from the saleyards so that
the butchers can draw stock for staughter
from their holding pens. It naturally fol-
lows that illieit removal of stock from the
pens, after the sales bave heen completed,
has resulted in disputes between individuals
i the butchering trade and hetween them
and stoek agents. The Controller of Ahat-

toirs has bheen asked to institute a
system  of pass-out checks to control
this phase and so ensure that the

butchers using the facilities at MMidland
Junetion shall, under a proper system of
checking, have delivered to them the stock
that they bought, for removal to their own
holding pens. The same check eould he ap-
plied to anybody removing stock by road
after purchase. ' The stoek dispatched by
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rail eould be checked on to the trucks and
accounted for to the satisfaction of both
buyers and selling agents. Another point
that was stressed by the selling agents when
they made representations to the Controller
of Abatioirs was that the gates opening
from the road into the abattoirs and sale-
yards were left unlocked. This permitted
arrivals of stock by road during all hours
of the night and the equal possibility of re-
movals of stock during the night by any
person so disposed.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: You do not want
legislation to lock the gates, do you?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: No. Then again,
no control has been exercised over the work-
ing of dogs in the sheep pens. Although an
arrangement was made that no unmuzzled
dog should be perniitted to be in the yards, it
has not heen observed and cannot he en-
foreed. One can easily visnalise the damage
that 1night vesult to the producer’s stock
through the indiscriminate movement of un-
chained and unmuzzled dogs, particularly
amongst sheep and lambs. The reply of the
Controller of Abattoirs was that there were
no regulations governing the control of the
saleyards and he was unable to take any
action that would give the relief desired
until a measure was promulgated to enable
such regulations to operate.

As to the Bill itself, there are only two
points to which T take exception. One is
the definition of “saleyard” in Clause 3,
which I suggest be amended to clarify the
position. I also take exeception to Clause 10
as I think its inclusion is unwise. Under the
Bill “saleyard” means a “place belonging
to the Crown (including a reserve) where
stoek are held pending or for the purpose
of sale” I propose to submit an amend-
ment to that definition providing that “sale-
yard” means “a plaee, including a reserve,
conducted by the Crown for the purpose of
selling stock or holding stoek pending sale.”
Elder Smith's dairy cow and horse market
is conducted on a railway reserve, the land
in guestion being under lease from the Com-
missioner of Railways. As the interpretation
clause stands, power i3 given for the
control of all reserves where stock is held.
Redrafting of the definition in the form I
have suggested would remove the ambiguity.
Clause 10, under which the Governor may
prohibit sales of stock elsewhere than in a
saleyard, is, I contend, not material to the
Bill and, if passed, would place authority
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in the hands of any Government to interfere
seriously, by means of an Order in Couneil,
with the legitimate business of stoekbroking
firms. It would be illegal to effect any sales
of stock privately by companies such as
Elder Smith, Dalgetys, Goldshrough Mort
and the Westralian Farmers, in their Perth
offices or, in fact, anywhere within the met-
vopolitan abattoir district or the goldfields
abattoir distriet,

The companies mentioned do a great deal
of private selling of stock in their Perth
offices either by interview as between sellers
and buyers or by correspondence. This par-
ticularly applies to the disposal of store
cattle and store sheep which are available
from time to time in the .pastoral areas.
Sales by private contract in the offices of
the stock-selling agents are frequent. The
same would apply to the goldfields abattoir
district, where stock agents either have
offices or local representatives to transact a
similar elass of business. Under the clanse,
by Order in Council, anction sales of live-
stock, such as dairy cattle or horses, in pri-
vate saleyards erccted specially for this pur-
pose, might be prohibited. Clearing sales of
livestoek such as might be condueted for,
say, a dairyman at Osborne Park who is
relinquishing business, or for a farmer who
bas disposed of his property and wants to
.sel]l his livestock, if the property is sitnated
within the metropelitan abattoir distriet or
the goldfields abattoir district, would be pro-
hibited. The dairyman or farmer would he
compelled to take his livestoek into a Gov-
ernment saleyard and leave his plant,
machinery, household furniture, ete., to be
disposed of on the property. This wounld
add unpbecessary expense to the individual
concerned. It is found in actual practice
that it 1s much more satisfactory to sell
everything on the farm or dairy, rather than
divide the bnsiness in the manner contem-
plated under the Bill. Those are the only
two discrepancies in the measure and I he-
lieve that the draftsman did not take par-
ticalar care in dealing with them. T support
the second reading of the Bill, the provi-
visions of which have been required for
some time. There has been a lot of thieving
at Midland Junetion.

Hon., G. W. Miles: Not only at Midland
Junction.

Hon, C. F. BAXTER: The Controller of
Abattoirs will, by authorily of this measure,
if it becomes law, and by regulations to be
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promulgaled later, take eontrol of the opeva-
tions at the abattoirs and put an end to the
thieving which has been going on, I believe
the thieving is much greater than possibly
some members imagine. If a saleyard is
unclosed at night and there is an open gate
through which people can drive, there is
temptation; wheve there is temptation many
people fall to the detriment of others. With
the amendments I have suggested, the men-
sure should prove quite satisfactory.

HON. &. B, WOOD (East) {316]: I
support the seceond reading. The Bill, in my
opinion, is long overdue. It is a semewhat
remarkable coincidence that T, with a mem-
ber from another place, actually interviewed
the Parliamentary draftsman with a view to
framing a measure algng the lines of this
Bill, a desirahle feature of which is that
those in control of the saleyards must lay on
the Table of hoth Honses a profit and loss
account cach year. The opinion has been
held by primary producers that the Govern-
ment has heen making toe much out of the
fees colleeted at the saleyards.  Although
members have vepeatedly asked the Govern-
ment ta disclose what the profits ave, the
reply has been that the accomnts were in-
cluded in those accounts of the abattoirs, [
am therefore pleased to sec this provision in
the Bill.

When the Controller of Abattoirs takes
eharge [ hope something will be done to
remedy the present deplornble condition of
the yards, The Government might well—
out of the profits of the yards, which I know
must bhe fairly large—cement the portion of
the yord at present untreated in that way,
Although mauny people have suggested that
the yards should be roofed, I am not so
much concerned about that phase; but the
portion of the yard now laid down with
sleepers should he cemented. The offices,
too, are in a disgraceful state, not having
heen painted Ffor years. Eastern States
visitors have remarked upon the dilapidated
condition of the building. The abattoirs in
the Eastern States have hrick offices, sur-
rounded hy lawns; these have a pleasing ef-
{ect and ercate a good impression. In Mid-
lund Junection the offices consist of an old
iron bnilding, which at least shonld receive
a coat of paint.

A clause dealt with by Mr. Baxter was
the one prohibiting the sale of stock. I
would not go as far as he soggests, I think
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Lthe provision giving the Government power
to prohibit the sale of fat stock is desirable.
I remember that when the outbreak of rinder-
pest occurred in Western Australia, compli-
cations arese in regard to the sale at Mid-
land Junetion of stock which bad eome from
the infeected aremas. That matter was pro-
bably at the back of the mind of the person
who framed the Bill, [ remember having
purchased about 1,300 sheep at the Midlan:
Junction saleyards at that time. The sheep
had travelled through the rinderpest area
and when T got them to my farm I was
foreed to quarantine them for a period of
six months. [ hope Mr. Baxter will closely
examine the elause before he moves to
amend it.

Another phasc is the late ranning of stock
trains to Midland Junetion. I guestion whe-
ther the controller of the yards will be able
to avercome that dilliculty, but there should
be some co-operation hetween the salevards
and the Railway Department. Often stock
does not arrive at the yards until as late as
2.30 and even 4 p.m. Whether that is be-
eanse the Railway Department has not de-
tivered the stock, or whether it is due to
delays on the main line, I cannot say; but
the faet remains that stock sales are on
oceasions earried into the late afternoon. I
hope the Government will give consideration
to this aspeet wheo it secures eontrol of the
saleyards.

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) [5.21]:
The intention of this Bill is good. Tt is the
outrome of a deputation which waited on
the Minister some time ago asking him to
exercise better control over Government
abatfoirs and saleyards. The intention i
to give the Government that controel; but,
as Mr. Baxter has pointed ount, the Bill goes
further. This is hardly the time to talk
about specific clauses of the Bill, but I agree
with Mr. Baxter that some amendments
will be necessary. The Bill deals not only
with Government saleyards, but also sale-
vards on Government reserves. There are
several private saleyards on Government
vescrves and, in my opinion, this House
should not give the Government eontrol over
saleyards merely hecause they happen to be
situated on such reserves. The amendment
suggested by Mr. Baxter will, I am sure, bo
thoroughly discussed and agreed to when the
Bill reaches the Committee stage. I com-
mend the Bill. Its objective is good and I
support the second reading.
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HON. L. B. BOLTON (Metropolitan)
(5.23]: I support the second reading and
commend the Government for at last taking
the action necessary to secure hetter control
of the saleyards at Midland Junetion, I
support what Mr. Wood has said and am
glad on thiy oceasion to be on his side. I
have been selling stock at Midland Junetion
for the last 25 years and am a regular
attendant at the saleyards. The condition
of the yards is, in my opinion, deplorable,
purticularly in the winter months. A truek
of sheep handled under proper conditions
and sold on the ecmented side of the yard
invariably brings from 4s. to Gs. per head
more than a similar truck load sold on the
side of the yard laid down with sleepers.
Although the Minister did not say so when
introdueing the mensure, I understand it is
the Government's intention to put the yards
into a better state of repair, and I hope
thnt, in the interests of the producers, that
work will be carried out as early as pos-
sible. The tiading conditions are most un-
fair to the agents, whom I have seen in all
weathers walking about in muck and
filth nearly up to their knees. The Govern-
ment should at least expend some money in
repairing the yards, if it is not possible to
cement the portion now sleepered.

Sheep landed at the Midland Junetion
snleyards by rail arrive in a condition in-
fevior fo those transported hy road. There.
fore, the farmer has an inducement to avail
himself of road traffie rather than rail. Mr.
Wood snid that stock frequently arrived so
late at the saleyards that the sales had to
bo carried on into the aftermoon. Only a
fortnight age, when T was at the yards, sales
were held up on two oecasions beeause the
stoek had not arrived. Although the trucks
were in the yards, the stock were not avail-
able until after 12 o'clock, I can cite an
instance where a farmer sent lambs a dis-
tance of 130 miles to the saleyards. They
left his farm at about 3 o’clock in the morn-
ing and were sold in good condition at the
saleyards Dhefore 9.30. A truck of lambs
had also heen sent from the same siding on
the previous afterncon at about 2 o'elock,
hut were not landed at Midland Junetion
until mid-day the following day. Those are
some of the disabilities suffered by the un-
fortnnate producer.

Some remarks were made hy Mr. Baxter
regarding loss of sheep. Perhaps I am one
of the fortunate producers, but T have never
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lost one head of sheep all the time I have
been selling them at Midland Junetion. 1
admit there is laxity in the receipt of stock
at the saleyards and that it is necessary to
make some arrangements so that stock sent
by road ean be taken delivery of during the
night.

Hon. L. Craig: It is usually the butecher
who loses the stock after he has purchased
it.

Hon. L. B. BOLTON : Probably that is so.
I would rather the buntcher lose than that
the grower should suffer in that respect. My
sympathies at present are more with the
grower than with the butcher. It is ahout
time the Government submitted this legis-
lation and I hope that, as a result, one of
the first jobs will be to put the yards at
Midland Junetion in good condition,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILL—STATE TRANSPORT CO-
ORDINATION ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading—Defeated.
Debate resumed from the 18th September.

HON. L. B. BOLTON (Metropolitan)
[5.28]: As T shall vote against the second
reading and have no desire to cast a silent
vote, 1 shall briefly give my reasons for op-
posing the Bill. If T am to be consistent,
I must oppose it, because it will simply, in
my opinion, give a State trading eoncern ad-
vantages over private enterprise. Why the
Government should set up a board to con-
irol transport and then desire to exclude
itself from the scope of the board, is en-
tirely beyond me. How ean Government
competition against private omnibus owners
be considered fair when the Government
has so many advantages not enjoyed by pri-
vate companies? TFirsily, the Stote pays
no license fees. It has practically a free hand
in arranging its time-tables and charges,
and is exempt from rates and taxes on
any profits made. Lately, we have oceasion-
ally heard of profits being made by State
trading concerns, They are free of any tax-
ation, and free from prosecution for in-
fringements of the law concerning overload-
ing and the like. The remarks of Mr. Dim-
mitt, when he pointed to the preferential
and unfair competition the eompanies face
from Government huses, must have swrprised
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most members of this House. The Govern-
ment should not lose sight of the fact that
much development, particularly of the outer
metropolitan area, has heen entirely due to
the enterprise of private bus owners. They
should receive every consideration at the
hands of the Government, and from the
powers that be. Previous speakers have
pointed out that for the year ended the
30th June, 1940, no less than £26,738 waus
paid by these private concerns for transport
and traffic fees. The figures are not yet
available for the yenr ended the 30th June,
1941, but it is quite certain they will be in
excess of that amount.

Should the Government eventually decide
to take over the complete control of all met-
ropolitan transport—and it seems, from re-
marks dropped recently by members of the
Government, that that is its ultimate poliey
—members can realise the huge volume of
taxation which will be entirely lost to the
State. The amount I have quoted is in ad-
dition to income and profits taxes, which
would not affect the Government. It is also
worth while remembering that the private
companies have a wages hill of approxi-
mately £130,000. The number of operatives
employed is in the vieinity of 500. The
Minister in introducing the Bill in another
place said that one of the objects was to
prevent unfair competition by the private
companies with the Government. I think
the boot is entirely on the other foot. If
this measure is passed - private companies
will be up against the most unfair compe-
tition it is possible to imagine. I intend to
vote against the second reading of the Bill.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W.
H. Kitson—West—in reply) [5.38]: Mem-
bers have taken the apportunity in this
debate to introduer guite a number of ex-
tranegus items, and | do not for one moment
propose to attempt to reply to all the state.
ments made. Onec or two, however, were a
hit far-fetched. The private intercsts eon-
cerned should he very thankful indeed for
the fine support given them by members of
thix Hounse, who have been prepared to
stress the facts of the ease to suit their own
argiment in a way which cannot be sup-
ported by the actual facts. . Mr. Thomson,
for instance, suggested that Government
omnibuses wonld not he subjeet to the
Traffic Act if the Bill is agreed to. He
made that statement, nothwithstanding that
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I definitely pointed out, when introducing the
Bil), that there was nothing in it which would
have the effect of taking the buses outside
the scope of the Traffic Act, and that there
was no intention on the part of the Govern.
ment to eliminate them from the applieation
of the traffie reguiations.

All the talk about the revenue produced
hy private enterprise has very little to do
with the particular issue hefore the Cham-
ber. It is admitted that private omnibus
companies are doing a pretty good job, and
that they are providing a fairly large sum of
money each year in the form of license fees
and so on. The Government is not criticising
them. TFrom the Government standpoint,
private enterprise has been somewhat for-
tunate in that it has been possible for those
eoncerned to establish themselves, as they
have in recent years, and obtain a monopoly
under State legislation which gives them
wonderful opportunities for making large
sums of money for themselves, even though
they do contribute a considerable amount
each year in the form of license fees and
50 on.

There is a difference, however, between
private omnibus companies and the Govern-
ment tramways. Private omnibus companies
will not render a service unless they ecan
make & profit. It is well-known that in the
outer sections of quite a numher of routes
they have not heen prepared to give the
same service that the Government tramways
are vequired to provide when a new route
15 established. Instances can be quoted
where private companies are giving the ser-
viee only at what might be called the peak
hours of the day. They arc not concerned
with the other periods of the day. Beeause
they cannot run at a profit they are not
giving the service the Government tram-
ways would be expected to render had that
utility initiated thot route.

All the talk to the effect that the Govern-
ment is endeavouring to increase State enter-
prise, or that there is an endeavour to pgive
to the Government an nnfair advantage over
private enterprise is so much hunkum. Mem-
hers know full well the Government has been
faced with the necessity, which it was
keenly desirous to meet, of giving satis-
faction to the people in the districts eon-
cerned. They know that had it heen pos-
sible for the Government to seenre chassis
for trolley busea it wonld have done so, but
the chassis have not heen available. It has,
however, been possible to seecure a certain

[COUNCIL.]

aumber of chassis for petrol buses, and
they have already been put on the road with
the object of augmenting the existing tram.
way service. Is it not reasonable that those
buses should be placed in the same category
as the trolley huses and the trams9

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt: No, there is no limit
to their operations! .

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The lon.
membher would like to have private enter-
prise given the extension of these routes
which have been pioneered by the Tramway
Department.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Where has the Tram-
way Department pioneered?

Hon. L. B. Bolton: I do not think it has
pioncered any distriet.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is the
most ridiculous statement ever made in this
Chamber. The Government says that
wherever the Tramway Depariment is serv-
ing the people of a distriet it is going to
provide them with the hest facilities avail-
able. That is what is heing done at the
present time.

Hon. A. Thomson: The Tramway Depart-
ment does not go out where there is no
traflie. Tt is there hefore it goes out.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is not
strictly eoreect.

Hen. A. Thomson: Neither is your state-
ment,

The PRESTDENT: Order! Tt is impos-
sible to hear what the hon. member is
interjecting, and it is very difficult for
Hansard to report the debate when the
veporter eannot hear the interjection.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The Govern-
ment is anxious to give the best possible
serviee to the people in those distriets heing
served by the Government at the present
time. The (lovernment has no intention of
competing with private enterprise.  Appar-
ently quite a number of the members of this
Chamber are of the opinion that the word
of the Government is not worth very much.

Hon, ;. W, Miles: We nccept your word.
At present you are not competing,

The CTIEF SECRETARY : If that is =o,
why dovs ihe hon. member objeet to the
provisions of this Bill? As a matter of fact,
the Bill is merely brought forward as a
matter of courtesy to this House. There is
no real need to bring it forward at all.

Hon. Str Hal Colebatel: Why waste time
over it?
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: Under the
Tramways Act the Commissioner of Rail-
ways has no need to submit the matter in
this way. It has heen brought forward
because the Government says the State
Transport Co-ordination Act should be
brought up to date. In view of the faet
that the Tramway Department is today run-
ning 2 limited number of buses and hecause
it might bhe nccessary to run a few more
huses on these particular rouies, we should
make the legal position partiewlarly cicar.
For that reason the Bill has bheen introdueed.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: If it is a courtesy Bill
it does not matter if it goes out.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is the
acteal position, and it is just as well for
members Lo know.

Hon, A. Thomson: It is something on the
same lines as rallway freights,

The CHHIEF SECRETARY: I have made
the position partienlurly elear.  Members
have taken the opportunity to criticise dif-
ferent phases of Government serviees, Not
much room cxists for criticism in regnrd to
the trolley hus services of this State. Nor
can members ecriticise the Govornrent in
its endeavour to secure additional vchicles
to meet the oxtraordinary posilion ereated
in the last few months.

Hon, A. Thomson: Wu do not!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The rail-
ways and tramways are exempt from the
operations of the State Trasnport Co-
ordination Aet. It is only right that that
should be so. This House agreed that that
was all right in 1933 when the Bill was
agreed to, All that is asked now is that the
words in the Bill shall he inserted in the
principal Act. That will exempt from the
State Transport Co-ordination Aet, but not
from the Traffic Act, any buses which may
bhe on the track at the present time, or
which the Government may put on the roads
in the future.

Hon. (i, W, Miles: Any roads?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There can
be no real or sensible ohjection to this pro-
posal. 1f the House does not agree with
the view-point of the Government, I ean not
help that. The railways and tramways are
operating under an Aet of their own. They
have been speeifically exempted from the
oporations of the State Transport Co-
ordination Act. This measure makes the
position partienlarly elear regavding omni-
buses.

Hon. G. Praser: Some members flog them-
selves into worrying over nothing.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Govern-
ment has no desire to run petrol buses; we
would prefer to run trolley buses. In one
case we have to rely upon imported fuel.
We, thercfore, prefer to use the loeal prod-
uct, eleetricity. For some time past the
policy of the Government has been that where
any extension of the present tramway ser-
viees is reruired, preference is given to the
troliey bus system. Tt is only on account of
the unusual circumstances created by the war
that the Government is ruuning any petrol
omnibuses ot all. Having been foreed into
that position, we come to Parliament and
say that, in order to mnke cverything par-
ticularly clear, we desire this amendment to
the Act. If the House does not agree with
that prineiple, I eannot help it.

Hon. V. Hamersley: What abount the
raiding of other rontes by the Government?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I wish the
hon. member would be more specifie. Is he
referring to the long-distanee journeys that
have been made by buses?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: He is referring to
Mr, Dimmitt’s remarks.

Hon. V. Hamersley: I was referring to
his jibes, and to the hacking-up by the board
of the raiding of other routes.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I do not
know to what the hon, member is referring.
The Government is anxious to give service
to the public, and will continue to do so to
the hest of its ability. 1f the House is not
in favour of the State Transport Co-ordina-
tion Aet being amended in this way it will
not be so amended, but in fairness to mem-
bers I point out that all the power required
already exists in the Government Tramways

Act,

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

Ayes .
Nocs

Majority against

| BE

AYES,
Hoo. W. H, Kltson
Hon, H, V., Plesse
Hon, H. L. Roche
Hon. G. B. Wood
Hon. 1\ Moore
{ Teller,)

Hon. J. Corpell .
Hoan. J. M. Drew
Hoa. G. Fraser
Hon. B. H, Groy
Han. E, H, H. Halt
Hon. E. M, Heenan
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NoEs,

Hon. €. P Buxter Hon. J. M. Mactarlave

Houn. L. B. Bo! Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon. §lIr Hal Co!ebatch Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. L. Cra} Hon. A, Thomeon

Hon. F. R, Welsh
Hon. H. Tuckey
(Teller.)

Hoa. J. A. Dimmitt
Hon,. V. Homersley
Houn. J. J. Holmes

‘Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

BILI—-INSPECTION OF MACHINERY
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 11tk September.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W.
H. Kitson—West) [5.50]: I do not
raise any strong objeetion to this Bill
When the measure is in Committee I pro-
pose, however, to move an amendment to
{lause 2, providing that the same wording
shall appear in it as appeared in the Orider
in Council to which Mr. Baxter made refer-
ence when moving the second reading.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Which Order in Coun-
cil?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member referred to an Order in Couneil in-
troduced in 1922, That is the one.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: The order dealing with
clectricity ¢

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The order to
which I refer is that in which certain exemp-
tions were made. The hon. member did no!
draw attention te the very important limita-
tion included in that Order in Council

Hon C. F. Baxter: I read it all.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It was to the
tollowing effcet:—“upon which no labour
other than that of the owner is cmployed.”

Hon., C. F, Baxier; I read it ali to the
House.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am not
contradieting the hon, member, That, how-
ever, is the important part of the Order in
Council. Provided the hon. member is agree-
able to the inclusion of those words in the
Bill, no diffieulty will be encountered so far
as I am concerned. Tf those words do not
appear the Bill will have the effect of ex-
empting all power-driven machinery used by
agriculturists, whether those machines are
operated by the owner or by an cmployee.
The Government considers that some safe-
guard for emplovees shonld be embodied in
the Bill and, if neeessary, I propose to move
an amendment accordingly. T do not offev

[COUNCIL.]

any objection to the amendment included in
proposed new paragraph (a) in Clause 3,
but the reason given by Mr, Baxter as to the
necessity for it is not correct. Seection 53
quoted by the hon. member deais solely
with gertificated attendants for certain
classes of machinery and has nothing to do
with the inspection of machinery. Until the
section contains the words “any winding en-
gine,” provision cannot be made for the
training of engine-drivers for electric wind-
ing engines only, or for issuing certificates
in connection with electric winding engines,
Both Mr. Baxter and the Government are
at one as to the neecessity for the amend-
ment, but not as to the reasons given for it.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: I used the wrong
words, )

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That ae-
counts for the difference between us. We
are at one with regard to the necessity for
both this and the other amendment. [ raise
no ohjection to the Bill, but in Committce
I hope the hon. member will agree to the
amendments to which I have referred.

On motion by Hon. C. F. Baxter, debate
ad journed.

BILL—ABATTOIRS ACT AMENDMENT.
Recommittal.

On motion by Hon. L. Craig, Bill recom-
witted for the foerther consideration of
Clause 2.

In Committee,

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chiet
Secretary in charge of the Bill,

Clause 2—Amendment of Section 6:

Hon. L. CRAIG: T move an amend-
ment-—

That in line 2 of propesed new paragraph

(c2) the word ‘‘stock’’ be struck out and the
word ““lambs'’ inserted in lien.
When moving the second reading, the Chief
Secretary stated it was the intention of the
Government to treat only with lambs, and to
separate them from the other stock.

The Chief Seeretary:

Hon. I CRAIG: I thought that wns the
intention of the Minister, but some other
speaker may have said that the Bill was
only to be used for the purpose of diserim-
inating hetween the ages of stock.

T did not say that.
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Hon. G, B. Wood:
remark.

Hon. L. CRAIG: The Bill should be con-
fined to onme section of stock. It may be
necessary to mark lambs so that people will
know they are getfing lamb, If the inten-
tion is to mark all classes of meat I think
the expense involved will be considerable.
Let us begin with the marking of lambs.
Should it then be found desirable to extend
the principle—though I am sure it will be
neither advisable nor practicable—let us do
so. Some butchers have told me they look
upon this Bill as a joke. Stock agents think
it unnecessary, unworkable, and will involve
considerable expense, !

Hon. &. B. Wood: How much?

Hon. L. CRAIG: Tt will invoive the ap-
pointment of more inspectors and that will
be reflected in the price of the stock, to the
detriment of the producer.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY: I support Mr.
Craig’s amendment. To confine the pro-
vigion to lambhs for the present will be
going quite far enough, The inclusion of
all kinds of meat is not advisable. It would
involve much delay and inconvenience, and
add to the cost. Moreover, to producers of
stock it wonld mean a definite reduetion in
market prices. The butcher purchasing in
the open market is the best judge of what
he needs for his customers. If the clause is
passed, all the experience of butehers will
be scrapped. They will not know in what
grade an inspector will place meat if it is
just under first grade. Butchers would lose
control of their own business,

Hon. G. B. WOOD: Mr. Craig has shifted
his ground considerably since last week.
Then he would not have this provision at
any price.

Hon. L. Craig: Half a loaf is better than
no bread.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: The whole loaf would
not have been nsked for if it was not thought
desirable. Let us pass the clause, rejecting
the amendment and giving the people con.
cerned an opportunity to test this legisla-
tion. Last week extravagant statements were
made as to the cost of the proposal. Mr.
Craig gave no definite figures. I tried, but
mnsuceessfully, to get in touch with Mr.
Dunbar on the subjeet. Today I had a con-
versation with a health inspector, and I
asked him how much his inspection of lambs

I think I made that
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and sheep cost. It, of course, takes much
longer to inspect a sheep for health than
to pass a lamb. This inspector said he
could do a thousand sheep or lambs in one
day. If he is paid £1 per day, the cost
per head is a farthing, In this instance the
cost, I maintein, would be far less.

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: I have
learnt that the system has been tested out,
and that in the case of lambs it is easy.
The position with beef, however, is different.
If the brands ave to be shown on each joint
in the retail shops, the cost must be grenter,
I support the branding of lambs as an
experiment. Then in 12 months' time the
systein can be applied to beef if thought
desirable,

Hon. H. L. ROCHE: ] oppose Mr. Craig's
amendment, and am surprised to hear the
number of reasons that can be conjured up
against a proposal which has been put for-
ward by the organised producers and which
the Government is prepared to implement.
The number of members who have expressed
themselves against the proposal is astonish-
ing, seeing that the producers’ rcpresenta-
tives support it. Mr. Craig discussed the
matter with butchers and members of stock
firms, but not with producers; and there-
fore T am not surprised that it was ridi-
culed. The finance commitice of the Royal
Agricultural Society seems to have taken a
strange attitude on the question. That com.
mittee, however, i5 not composed entirely
of producers. I know that a prominent
gentleman who has been a vice-president of
the society expresses himself whole-heartedly
in favour of the Bill and believes that many
members of the society share his view. T
understand the Minister has some illustra-
tions of methods of branding in other parts
of the world, and I trust he will display the
illnstrations and explain the methods to the
Committee. I also hope that he will be able
to remove the doubts of some members. Mr.
Hamersley’s attitude, too, surprises me. The
association which on its industrial side deals
with these questions supports the Biil whole-
heartedly. The Government is. making a
genuine attempt to protect the consumer
and to fall into line with and assist the
producer, I oppose the eliminating of all
kinds of meat except lamb,

Amendment put and a division called for.

The CHAIRMAN: Before appointing
tellers, I give my vote with the ayes.
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Division resulted as follows:—

Ayes . - .e ..o 12
Noes . - .- .o 12

A tie .. . . .. 0

AYES.
Hon. Bir Hal Cotebatelj Hon. J.J. Helmes
Hoau, J. Cornell Hon. J, M. Mactarlaoe
Hon, L. Cralg Hen. G, W, Miles
Hon. J. A, Dimmitt Hen, H, Beddon
Hon. V, Hamergley Hon. F, R. Weleh
Hon. B. M. Heenan Hon, H, Tuckey
{Teller. )
NoOESs,
Hon. C, F. Baxier Hon, W. H. Kltgon
Hon, L. B. Bolton Hen, T. Moore
Hon, J, M. Drew Hon. H. V. Plesse
Hon, G. Froger Hoa. H. L. Roche
Hon, E. H. Gray Hon. Q. B. Wood
ton. E. H. H. Hall Hon. A, Thomsen
. {Teiler)
The CHAIRMAN: The voting being

equal, the question passes in the negative.
Amendment thus negatived.

Progress reported.

Honse adjourned at 6.18 p.m.

Tegislative HAssembly,

Tuesday, 23rd Seplember, 1941,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—AGRICULTURAL BANEK.

Abandoned Farms,

@ Mr. DONEY asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, What was the method of ealen-

lation adopted on hehalf of the Agricultural
Bank in arriving at the proposed acreage

[ASSEMBLY.]

allotments in respect of the bank’s aban-
doned farms? 2, Is not a namber of these
proposed nllotments substantially in advanee
of those warranted by past sowings? 3, 1f
the answer to question No. 2 is in the
affirmative, how does the Government
justify the acrcage figures? 4, Will the
committees of review and the advisory eom-
mittee appointed under the wheat sfabilisa-
tion scheme Dbe permitied {o adopt -in
respect of their right to vary existing allot-
ments—the same calculations as resulted in
the present allotments to abandoned Agri-
cultural Bank farms?

The MINISTER FOR LANDY replied:
1, Average about one-third of the eleared
land. 2 and 3, No cases are known where
the allotments are unwarranted.  Arrange-
ments have had te be made for the transfer
of scttlers from the marginal areas. To
meet  this position, allotments have been
made for aveas on other vaeant properties
which are eligible but upon which the bank
has not applied for a license. Such areas will
be required for the settlers transferred. 4,
The conittee has in eases recommended a
reduction in area on bank’s vacant proper-
lies and these recommendatious will be sent
to the chaivman of the Whent Stabilisation
Board, Canberra, for consideration.

QUESTION--SHIPBUILDING.

Mr. SEWARD asked the Minister for
Industrial Development: In view of a
statement appearing in the “West Aus-
tralian' of the 13th instant in which he out-
lined the recent activities of the Government
regarding shipbuilding, 1, Does the Govern-
ment intend to establish the shipbuilding
industry (a) as a Government activity; or
(L) to assist private indusiry to undertake
the work? 2, Ave the men referred to in the
above-mentioned article as being experi-
enced in shipbuilding, now (a) employed in
the (Government serviee; or (b) employed
outride of Government activities?

The MINISTER FOR TINDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT replied: 1, (a) and
(b}, The Government aims to establish the
mdustry on a hasis of co-operation between
the Government and private industry. 2,
{n} A number of the men are employed in
the Government service; {b) a number of
{the 'men are omplovcd ontmde “of Govern-
ment aetivities.



