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

QUESTIONS.

BELMONT HIGH SCHOOL.
Attendances and Accommodation.

Hon. A, F, GRIFFITH asked the Min-
ister for Railways:

Concerning the .questions that I asked
in the House last week in respect to ac-
commodation at the Belmont High School,
will the Minister please advise what is the
consideration being given, in acecordance
with the answer to question No., (3)?

The MINISTER replied:

Until the buildings are completed dur-
ing the early months of 1958, it is possible
that some temporary arrangements will
have to be made tp accommodate a few
of the Belmont classes elsewhere.

RAILWAY WAGON COUPLINGS.
Type in Use.
Hon. L. A, LOGAN (for Hon. A. R.
Jones) asked the Minister for Railways:
(1) Is there a railway wagon coupling
in use at present which does away with
the use of the old t.ype safety chams be-
tween wagons?
(2) If the answer to No. (1) is “Yes"—
(a) have reports been made that
these new couplings have
been responsible for acci-
dents, and/or derajiments;
(b) if such reports have been

made, what action has been
taken?

_ The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes.

(2} There have been incidents of part-
ing of trains. This defect has now been
remedied by simple adjustment.
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CITY AND SUBURBAN THEATRES.
" Fire Protection,

Hon. L. A, LOGAN (for Hon. A. R.
Jones) asked the Minister for Railways:

(1) Is it a fact that city picture theatres
are not manned by a recognised skilled
person to safeguard the public in the
event of fire, and to see that apparatus
in the theatres is in good working order?

(2) Is it a fact that similar theatres in
suburbs and country areas, where volun-
teer fire brigades are in control, are
manned and that the personnel manning
them are unpaid?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The Public Health Department has
information that certain city theatres are
not providing a fireman as required by the
regulations. ' Legal action is being con-
sidered.

(2) The payment of volunteer firemen
is dealt with by the fire brigades regula-
tions. It is understood that cinema man-
agements are iaking advantage of defi-
ciencies in these regulations which were
revealed in a recen{ court declsion. The
Pire Brigades Board is dealing with this
question,

BILL—JETTIES ACT AMENDMENT.
Introgduced by the Minister for Railways
and read a flrst time.
BILL—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2).
Third Reading—Dejeated,

HON. J. D. TEAHAN (North-East)
{2.201: I move—
That the Bill be now read a third
time.

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

Ayes R 12
Noes ... 12
A Tie 0

Ayes.

' Hon. G. Bennetts Hon. F. R. H. lavery
Hon. E. M. Davies Hon., L. A. Logan
Hon. L. C. Diver Hon. H. C. Strickland
Hon. E M. Heenan Hon, W. F. Willesee
Hon. R. F. Hutchison Hon, F. J. 3. Wise
Hon. (. E. Jeffery Hon. J. D. Teahan

(Teller.}
Noes.,
Eon. J. Cunningham Hon. J. Murray
Hon, J. G. Hislop. - Hon. C. H. Simpson
Hon: A. R. Jones Hon. J, M. Thomson
Hon. 8ir Chas. Latham Hon. H. K. Watson
Hon. G. C MacKinnon Hon. F. D, Willmott
Hon, R. C. Mattiske Hon. A, P. Griffith
[Teller.)
- Peir.
Aye. No.

Hon, G. Fraser Hon, H. L. Roche

The PRESIDENT: To maintain the
status quo, I give my vote with the noes.

- Question  thus negatived-
Bill defeated.
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BILL—FREMANTLE HARBOUR TRUST
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR SUPFLY AND
SHIPPING (Hon. H. C, Stricklahd—North)
[2.221 in moving the second reading sald:
This, Bill proposes to aménd the Fremantle
Harhour Trust Act, 1902-1954, for the
purposes of providing psyment of attend-
ance money for certain casual workers
employed in and around theé port of Fre-
mantle. It is submitted by the Govern-
ment following due consideration of & un-
animous decision of the State Arbitration
Court. In the first instance the benefit to
be provided will apply to members com-
ing within the constitution of the Feder-
ated Ship Painters and Dockers’ Union of
Australia, Western Australian Branch, as
registered under the provisions of the
Industrial Arbitration Act, 1912,

The work performed by these workers
covers a very wide fleld and embraces all
types of work on ships in the maritime in-
dustry at the port of Fremantle. It in-
cludes all types of work encountered in
the ship-repair industry; and in the ranks
of these workers are skilled men such as
riggers, winchmen, hatchmen and many
others who can perform the work neces-
sary on the fitting out of ships—men ex-
perienced in boiler-scaling and ship paint-
ing, and the dockers, who require a high
degree of skill when docking a vessel and
performing such work as the preparation
of ships for the carriage of bulk grain
cargoes—even down to the ordinary clean-
ing work necessary in preparation for re-
pairs to ships’ engines, and so on. That
often involves unpleasant work, in which
is included the cleaning of the bilges; the
cleaning of oil and flith from and around
the engine and boilers; and the cleaning
of oil tanks, water tanks, ete.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Would that be
highly skilled work? -

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: There is some highly skilled
work included in it. Rigging a ship is
not unskilled work and theé splicing of rope
is highly skilled work.

Hon. A. R. Jones: What do you mean by
“rigging a ship”?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: There is a ship at Fremantle
at present which members might care to
see and from which the rigging has to he
removed for alterations. 'The rigging will
then have to be replaced. The work in-
cludes rigeging of all types and scaffolding
and the placing of ladders over the ship’s
side and many other avenues. of work rTE-
quiring experience and skill,

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: But the ship-
wrights will do that.

[COUNCIL.]

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: They have nothing to do with
the dockers’' work.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: But they do
the rigging.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Not when the ship is doécked.
Shipwrights have nothing to de with that
work or the preparation for it. That is
the work of these men.

Hon. S8ir Charles Latham: But all the
alterations are made by the shipwrights.

The, MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: The shipwrights are now con-
fined to the small ships and do not work
on the large vessels, Their days are al-
most numbered. The type of work which
these men follow entails a considerable
amount of skill in some of its aspeets.

Hon. A. R. Jones: Why not take a day
off and go down and see that ship?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: These men can be seen at
work at any time, and I would advise
members to talk to the steamship-owners
as well as the contractors who engage
these men to repair the ships. By talk-
ing to the owners of vessels it will be found
that these men do a very good job, and
that they are essential t¢ the shipping in-
dustry generally.

It is essential to have around a major
port a number of experienced men who
can perform work of this nature. If the
“Koolinda’’, for instance, could not be ser-
viced in some respects with the rigging
or the cleaning out after cattle had been
carried because no dockers were available
for one day that would cost the vessel £600,
although it is only a small vessel. What
must delays cost .theé overseas ships in
siinilar eircumstances?

It must be remembered that the crew
have to be paid and fed whether the
vessel moves or not, and passengers who
may be on board must be fed, and the cost
of fuel, wear and tear, depreciation, main-
tenance, and so on all continue.

To quote the smallest type of vessel, the
“Koolinda” costs in the vicinity of £600 per
day while it is afloat. The “Kabbarli” and
“Koojarra" cost each aboui £300 per day;
but they are very small and have less crew.
That will give members an idea of the
value to the shipping industry generally
of having on call & gang of men and an
organisation able and competent to tackle
any type of work required, including lab-
ouring and semi-skilled or skilled work in
conjunction with repairs or alterations to
vessels.

There are many vesseéls, such as wheat
vessels, that coine here. They may come
in ballast, or fully loaded with another
type of cargo, perhaps general cargo. In
that case the hatches must be cleaned
and walled up so that the wheat will not
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roll to one side and thus sink the vessel.
All that work must be done. On the slip-
way, in the dock itself, at Fremantle, if
there happens to be a vessel these men
can be seen perhaps scaling a ship, or
painting 1%, or they may be down in some
fuel or water tank where it is dark and
the air at times is foul.

It is necessary for them to get into
all manner of positions fo he able to do
the work required of them. Iteis essential
work bhecause it concerns tanks and per-
haps engine rooms which are required by
the underwriters to be attended to before
the vessel can sail. If this work were not
done a vessel would become uninsured, and
might not be able to leave port in certain
circumstances.

The cost per day of holding up a vessel
must be tremendous, particularly for the
modern P & O. liners. Accordingly the
value of having work on hand is recognised
by the shipping industry; and {0 my know-
ledege the shipowners have never offered
any great protest to the proposed legisla-
tion—there was not any great opposition
to it when it was discussed by the Arbitra-
tion Court on two occasions in this State.

Hon. 8ir Charles Latham: These men
have been employed for years in this job,
haven't they?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: They became an organised
body of men during the war years when
their work was very important indeed for
the turn-round of ships. There were
more men employed down there at that
time than there are now. The port is not
quite so busy at the moment but it has
adjusted itself to the regular shipping
traffic passing through, and the number of
men required has become stable. The total
number is 129.

Hon. L. C. Diver: They are assistants
to the shipwrights?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Some are and others are not.
There are various types of work such as
skilled work and unskilled work. These
men do splicing and rigging and that sort
of thing. They take the rigging down and
so on, but they do not interfere with the
work of the plumbers or the carpenters.
They prepare the ships and clear the way.
Their work varies; and as I have said,
they work in all types of positions, and
not without a large element of danger.
When they are working in the bilges of
the ships vhey are required to clean the
drainage pipes of vessels and do jobs like
that. One can readily imagine the types
of jobs they have to perform. The port
of Premantle would lose quite a lot of
shipping if we did nat have this organised
body ‘of men to call on at all times to
meet the shipping requirements.

Hon. L. C. Diver: They are essential?
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The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Yes;, they are just as essen-
tial a&s the waterside workers, and I have
pointed out why. The reason is the eco-
nomy to the industry in the wark they
do. Somebody must do that work; and if
there were insufficient work offering for
the men to keep themselves available
when the shipping industry required them,
they would not hang around all day; the
numbers would dwindle; and, conse-
guently, we would have an insufficient
work force, It is possible that the standard
of the force available would deteriorate
unless there were sufficient inducement,
because as they found other regular em-
ployment, they would drift away.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Would not this
kind of work be necessary at the smaller
ports as well?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: There is very little of this
type of work at the smaller ports. In fact
the shipowners concenirate on the ports
where the labour is available and where
the work can be done. It is a benefit
to the shipping industry to have a com-
petent work force at hand. Members need
have no fear that this body of men is not
essential. In other ports of Australia there
are also similar bodies of men; but their
employment is on a permanent basis, and
they are paid 2 regular wage whether they
work or not.

The idea was implemented in Fre-
mantle on an experimental basis. It was
thought that the construction of the No.
13 berth could he used as a basis for trying
out the experiment. So they were em-
ployed on that job each morning; and
when & shipowner or somebody else
wanted 10 or a dozen men they were taken
off the construction job and put on to the
casual work, after which they were again
placed on the construction job, However,
that was not economic; too much time was
wasted; nobody knew what the position
was; and it was terribly expensive, Accord-
ingly the idea was quickly dropped by the
Fremantle Harbour Trust.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Have you any idea
of the weekly earnings over the last 12
months?

The MINISTER FCR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: The average weekly earnings
hayve not been very much above the hasic
wage. They have been in the vicinity of £15
or £16 per week. The previous 12 months
was rather a leanh year on the wharves and
the average earnings were approximately
the same as the basic wage. If the earn-
ings of these men are spread .over a year,
it can certainly be said that they do not
make high money.

If they work all night, Christmas day or
on & Sunday in order to get a vessel
through the port, their wages are gov-
erned hy a State award. On these occa-
silons they would earn quite a considerable
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amount because of the high penalty rates,
just as would be the case in any other in-
dustry which is- under an award, How-
ever, the average weekly wage over the
year is approximately the same as the
basic wage. Last yvear their wages were a
little higher, and the previous year they
were round about the basic wage.

During last winter not many of these
men were picked up over quite a long spell.
When we realise that some of them are
only employed for one day or one and a
half days in a week—luckier ones three or
four days—during the three or- four
months’ lean period, it can be seen just
how difficult the conditions are for these
men as compared with those on a regular
wage. The principle of attendance money
is to ensure that an ‘adequate force of
experienced men will he on call. The pay-
ment of attendance money is not new. It
was introduced on the waterfront—

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: That was the
only time it was ever introduced.

The MINISTER PFOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: We could say so.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I think it
was.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: There are many other indus-
tries where little is done, but the em-
ployees are paid from week to week and
yvear to year. Take the fire brigade.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I agree; but
they Iive in.

The MINISTER FOR SUFPLY AND
SHIPPING: They do not have a fire every
day, but they get pald every Friday.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: They are a
little group, and they give good service.

The MINISTER FOR SUPFLY AND
SHIPPING: So do these men give good
service,
industry for themselves.

Hon. J. M. A, Cunningham: If is an
education to watch them.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: The hon. member should not
form an opinion on what he might hear.

Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham: It is worth
going down to see them.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: It is worth examining. Do
not think that the payment of attendance
money is new. It is certainly not new in
other parts of the world,

Hon. C. H. Simpson: It is not paid to
these men in any other port in Australia.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: It is not paid to these par-
ticular men, but it is paid to waterside
workers,

Hon. C. H. Simpson: They are a differ-
ent hody of men,

Members should investigate this

fCOUNCIL.]

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: 1 said it was not paid to these
men. However, the principle is applied
to all waterside workers.

Hon. €. H, Simpson: Under a Federal
award.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Yes, the Waterside Workers
Federation. And it has proved to be
highly successful. They are only paid in
the majorsports, Not anybody can go
along and attend a pick-up, be turned
away, and then claim attendance money.
It is only those workers who are registered
to work in the ports which are governed
by an organisation, apart from the union.
In the case of the Waterside Workers’
Federation, they are governed by the
Stevedoring Industries Beard.

Hon. J. Mcl. Thomson: Have you any
idea of the total sum of pick-up money
paid in the last 12 months?

The MINISTER FOR SUFPPLY AND
SHIPPING: The cost to the shipping in-
dustry?

Hon. J. Mcl. Thomson: Yes,

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Based on figures over the past
two years, the cost would be a little in
excess of £6,000, and would be a fraction
of a penny per ton. I have heard it quoted
as being something in the vicinity of one-
eighth of a penny per ton.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Many ships get
no service at all, do they?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: That is s0. It is very similar
to insurance companies which sell life as-
surance. Very few people die youneg.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Not much of
a simile there.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: It is a form of assurance to
shipping lines which have an organisation
of men on call at any time in order to
help them in connection with any aceci-
dents the ships might have.

Hon., C. H. Simpson: As Minister for
Supply and Shipping, would you know that
half the service is referred to the State
Shipping Service?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: The State Shipping Service
has supplied quite a lot of labour, parti-
cularly over the last two years, because
we have had = vesse] for most of the
time during that pericd undergoing exten-
sive alterations and modernisation, The
“Dorrigo’ and the “Dulverton”*have been
fitted out.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Do these men
do the fitting out of ships?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: All except the highly skilled
work, such as plumbing.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Carpentry?
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The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Yes. When this work is going
on, up to as many as 30 at a time are
employed. The “Dellamere” is on the
slipway at present and will provide work
for approximately 20 per day until about
Christmas time. However, if we take
these three ships away, and disregard the
accident to the “Dulverton” when it went
aground two years ago, causing it to be
on the slipway for a long time; and take
away the regular slipping of each ship
once a year, in conformity with the de-
mands of the underwriters, there would
be B0 per cent. less work done for the
State Shipping Service.

However, the docking must be done, and
every ship must go on the slipway at least
ance a year to comply with the terms of
insurance and Lloyds Underwriters.
If the slipway was available, and it was
possible to spare the’time, the State Ship-
ping Service would prefer to see the ships
on the slipway twice a year; dnce for a
couple of days in order to give the ships
a haireut and shave, take off the weed
and paint them. In these circumstances
the economy would be great, as it improves
the speed of the ships. 'The work done
for the State Shipping Service has been
more than normal, because of the altera-
tions to vessels in the last two years, and
accidents to some of the ships.

However, many other vessels—overseas
and interstate ships—come into the port
at different times requiring attention.
When the Alfred Holt vessels carry cattle,
they use these.men to clean out the ships
after the cattle have been unioaded at
Robb’s Jetty; and to take down the cattle
races, and so on, in order that the ships
may be made ready to carry the general
c:.crgo that they will take to Singapore,
etc.

In all, a body of men numbering 129 is
involved. 'This number varies according
to the requirement of the port. There is
always a normal wastage in any body of
men; and there is an authority which gov-
erns the number of men to be admitted
to this organisation, according to the re-
quirements of the port.

Hon, Sir Charles Latham: Would you
call them casual workers or permanent
workers?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: They are casual workers now.
At times they are all picked up:; and at
other times there may be no work for 1¢
or 12 of them. They go down to the
pick-up, and they are rostered for work
and are on call; but if they are not picked
up for work they lose a day at least,
because it would not pay them to go
looking for work elsewhere. That is the
real basis of attendance money. It is to
ensure that the employers will always
have that pool of men on call or available.
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Hon. J. G. Hislop: On your figures it
amounts to less than £1 per head per week.
Is that what you understood this attend-
ance money would mean to the men?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: That is what it amounts to
based on their hours of work and earn-
ings during the last two years. These fig~
ures have been taken out and checked by
the union, and I understand they are
authentic. It means very little to the
shipping industry.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: There is a lost
time allowance component in their award,
is there not?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: That is so. Af the present
time there is a component in their wage
which makes allowance for the casual
nature of their work. When the union
applied for attendance money last year
the president of the State Arbitration
Court, in his judgment, drew attention to
that fact, and also to the fact that legis-
lation such as we are trying to enact now
was required before the court would be
empowered to award attendance money.
He said the court had no authority to say
who would pay the atiendance money,
and he could not award it against any-
body.

Although the president strongly sup-
ported the claim of the union, he gaid
in his judgment that he thought there
was no authority—in fact, the court said
this—to award it; and he advised the
union to seek the necessary authority,
pointing out that should attendance money
be grented at some time, the component
in the existing wage would need to be
reviewed. He made special mention of
that in his judgment.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: They are not go-
ing to be much beiter off then.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Yes, they will be, because
they will be assured of receiving some pay-
ment each pay day; whereas, as I have
already pointed out, there have been long
periods when some of them have had no
pay days. That occurred last winter—
not the existing one-—particularly.

1 think all members know that men

‘working on such wages do not accumulate

big bank balances, and they get Into dif-
ficuities when a pay day produces a light
pay envelope or none at all. It is most
desirable, the Government thinks, that
these men should be given the benefit of
attendance money., 1 have covered the
main or basic principle in the Bill, which
is to provide an assured payment and to
ensure that a competent work force will
be available at all times at Fremantle.

For the benefit of members I would
explain that in 1951 this union made an
application to the State Arbifration Court
for attendance money. At that time the
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president of the Court, and his two asso-
ciates, said that the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act provided nothing under which
the court could award attendance money,
and the union was advised to seek legis-
lation to make it compulsory for the ship-
ping industry to pay attendance money.
In 1956--last year—a further application
was made to the court and the three
members again agreed on the prineiple of
attendancé money—

Hon. C. H. Simpson: I think that is
Wrong.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: No, I will read the decislon.

Hon. C. H. Simpsonn: Is this from the
actual judgment?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: I will read the reserved de-
cision between the Coastal Dock, Rivers
and Harbour Works Union of Workers and
MecIlwraith McEachern Ltd., the Adelaide
Steamship Co., the State Shipping Service,
the Minister for Works and others, This
is dated Thursday, the 3rd April, 1951,

lé-lon. Sir Charles Latham: That is very
old.

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Yes. The President ruled,
when he gave that decision, that there
was no provision for him to award at-
tendance money and he advised the union
to_ seek it compulsorily. Mr. McKennha
said, “I agree;” and Mr, Davies said, “I
agree with the decision as announced by
His Honour.”

Hon. C. H. Simpson: His decision was
that he had no jurisdiction and could give
no verdict,

The MINISTER FOE SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: Well, there is the deeision.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: There was not
necessarily agreement with the president’s
comments.

The MINISTER PFOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: I do not know why it is
referred to as such. The most recent de-
cision of the State court is that dated
N_Io_nday, the 29th October, 1956, This de-
cision was given in a case taken by the
Federated Ship Painters & Dockers' Union
of Australia, West Australian Branch,
Union of Workers, against the Minister for
rVorks and others. The President had this
0 5ay—

As originally filed the reference re-
lated to the wages and working condi-
tions of both permanent and ecasual
employees in this industry, but at the
hearing the reference was amended
to delete the claims in relation to the
permanent employees. The Union
claimed that the Award when issued,
should provide for Annual Leave, and
Public Holidays, Sick Leave, and Long
Service Leave for casual employees,
and further claimed that registered

casual workers who attend the re-
cognised pickup centre and thus made
themselves available for employment,
if not engaged for work on the day
of such attendance, should be paid an
amount equal to four hours pay at
ordinary rates for such attendance.

Registered waterside workers en-
joy similar privileges under the provi-
sions of the Stevedoring Industry
Commission Act (Commonwealth) and
the claims in this case were drafted
on the model of similar claims which
the High Court of Australia recently
decided a Concilintion Commissioner
would have jurisdiction to grant under
the Commonwealth Conciliation and
Arbitration Act if he thought it just
and expedient to do.

I have no doubt therefore that this
court would have - jurisdiction to grang
thé claims in one of two forms in one
of which the liability would be thrown
on the employer by whom a worker
was last engaged preceding the holi-
day, sickness or attendance in ques-
tion, and in the other such liability
would be borne by the next succeeding
employer. It is obvious that either
form would have an entirely arbitrary
and often unjust result as between
different employers and as the Court
has no jurisdiction to introduce an
equitable and practical scheme these
claims must in my opinion be refused.
It seetns to me, however, that some
such scheme is eminently desirable.
The decasualisation of. work on the
waterfront has to a large extent been
achieved in recent years both in Great
Britain and, so far as waterside
workers are concerned in Australia;
the same considerations that led the
British Parliament to decasualise
dockers’ employment and also led the
Commonwesalth Parllament to set up
the decasualisation of the labour of
waterside workers, apply to the casual
workers in this industry. The industry
requires a pool of labdur which cannot
be entirely utilised every day and al-
though the roster- system- of engage-
ment instituted by this Court, and
certain allowances made in the pre-
scribed margins to some extent lessen,
the evils of the casual labour insepar-
able from the industry, some of the
evils resulting from Irregularity o
employment inevitably remain. - -

Any practical scheme must, how-
ever, depend on action by Parliament
and it is for this reason that the Court
has taken the sorfewhat unusual
course of issuing this interim decision,
so that Parliament may have the op--
portunity of considering in this pre-
sent session, should it deem it advis-
able to do so, whether legislative action”
should be taken in relation to all or
any of the claims I have mentioned.
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The president was referring to the session
last year.

Consideration might also be given as
to whether certain other matters
which have hitherto béen regulated by
awards of the Court or agreement be-
tween the parties would not be more
appropriately administered by a sta-
tutory authority. I refer to the method
of the engagement and transfer of
labour- and the roster system and pos-
sibly also _the place and time of pay-
ment of wages,

I should, I think, say in conclusion
that if Parliament does take some
action in this matter any privileges
granted- will almost necessarily have
some effect on the margins prescribed
by the Court, and a provision for lib-
erty to apply to these provisions will
therefore be. reserved in any award
which we issue.

The Court has not yet had the op-
port.un.lty fully to consider the other
mntters in dispute between the parties
a,nd we will therefore consider the
mattér further before issuing the
minutes of the award.

Davies, the workers’ representative on
A‘rbitrbf,ion Court, said—

I egree with the decision as an-
nounced by His Honour the President,

Mr. Christian, the employers’ representa-
tive, said—

I also agree.

Following that the President said—

. The matter will therefore be fur-
ther adjourned.

And the case was adjourned sine die.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Was that cir-
cularised by the union or is it an actual
court document?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: 1t is a copy of thé president’s
actual words.

Hon. ¢, H. Simpson: I realise that. But
is it not diﬁerent. from the original?

The MWISI'ER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: This is a copy of the reserved
decision and the heading_ reads “In the
Court of Arbitration of Western Austra-
lia—copy.” It is & copy of the president’s
fina! remarks on the application,

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Would you
have any objection to tabling it? It is
pretty difficult to follow from a reading
of it,

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: I have no objection at all to
tabling it; fact, I will send it around
to the hon. member and he can study it,
although I think all members might have
received similar if not identical docu-
ments.

Mr,
the
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It will be seen, therefore, that on two
occasions—in 1951 and again in 1956—
the court did not express any opposition
to this application for attendance money.
On each cccasion it merely pointed out
that it had neo jurisdiction in such a mat-
ter, and that it was advisable for the
union to seek an Act of Parllament to
cover the situation. That is how the Bill
and the whole question comes to be
brought before Parliament.

I think in my earlier remarks, and in
reply to questions, I covered the main
points in the Bill. After other. speakers
have expressed their opinions, and no
doubt during the debate, many other as-
pects will be brought up and will require
answering. I could stay here for an hour
talking on this Bill, and still not touch
on some aspects that members have in
mind. So I invite those who desire to
speak on .the question to put forward any
queries they may have, so that I will be
able to find the answers to them, or en-
g_eavour to make a satisfactory explana-
ion.

I appeal to members to give the ques-
tion their earnest and serious considera-
tion, and not to let thelr judgment be--I
shall not say warped*blinded to some
extent by criticisms and reports in con-
nection with the industry on the Fre-
mantle waterfront. As I have explained,
it is an essential part of the workings of
the port. These men are absolutely es-
sential to the economic turn-round of
ships, and the request has not met with
any real or serious objection from the
shipowners. I do know that the Cham-
ber of Commerce raised the point that
1t would be a further cost on our exports.
But the cost would be so small that if
it interfered with the sale of our goods
they would need to be increased only very
slightly in the actual wholesale price,

Hon. J. M. A. Cunninigham: Wasn't this
very strongly opposed by the employers
when it was first mooted?

The MINISTER FOR SUPPLY AND
SHIPPING: No; it was not strongly op-
posed. The employers associatlon as an

tion; but I am not aware of its being &
sf.rong one; and noé critlelsth has been
made of the move subsequent to the in-
troduction of this measure. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by Hon. C. H. Simpson, de-
bate adjourned.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
1, University of Western Australia Act
Amendmeént.
2, Factories and Shops Act Amendment.
Received from the Assembly.
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BILL—OPTOMETRISTS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

HON. SIR CHARLES LATHAM (Cen-
tral} [3.12] in moving the second reading
said: The parent Act was passed in 1940,
and since that date it has been amended
on two or three occasions. The first
amendment was in 1944; and there was
also one in 1951, both amendments being
on lines similar to the one incorporated
in this Bill, which provides for the same
conditions as were provided for in the
parent Act. i '

At that time the Act brought under con-
trol all those who had been practising as
opticians—they were mnot called opto-
metrists in those days. They were men who
more or less made spectacles, and I pre-
sume they had some method of testing
eyes. But in those days doctors used to
provide a prescription for these people to
make glasses after they had taken the
necessary measurements and decided upon
the eye adjustments required.

However, since 1940, optometrists have
tested eyes and prescribed the necessary
glasses. In many cases people still go to
qualified eye specialists for prescriptions,
but there is a large number of people who
pstronise optometrists.

The legislation provides that a person
who has been five years in Australia, at
least two of which must have been in
Western Australia; who has at some stage
or other practised for five years; and who
makes an application and appears before
‘the board and satisfies it that he has the
knowledge required, shall be registered. At
present any person who desires to qualify
must have spent two years at the univer-
sity and three years doing practical work
with some optician.

This Bill avoids that. I know of two
persons who are registered under the Act,
and who have been qualified and are now
practising. I am not sure about a third.
Men who are advanced in years find great
difficulty in passing examinations. Younger
persons would not experience that diffi-
culty. This Bill will enable people who
during their business lives have earned a
living in this calling to be registered. The
person to whom I am referring came to
Western Australia five or six years ago.

He is of stateless nationality. He had no .
That often hap- -

homeland or domicile.
pens when a State goes out of existence,
as frequently occurs in Europe.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Has this man come
in since the last Bill was passed?

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: He came
in during the last war.

Hon. J. G. Hislop:

) A Bill has been
‘passed since thai date.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: That
had a limitation of only six months, but
the present Bill will limit the operation of
this provision to the 30th June, 1958.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: This is another one-
man Bill.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: Yes.

Hon. G. Bennetts: Is there any woman
practising in this occupation?

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: I do
not think so. There may be some women
who are doing this work. I know of one
person who desires to become registered.
Three Bills have heen passed in this Par-
liament since the original Act. The per-
son to whom I am referring has now be-
come a naturalised British subject. He is
middle-aged; and that being the case, he
does not have the capacity for retention
of learning. ‘

Hon. J. G. Hislop:
does he hold?

Hon, Sir CHARLES LATHAM: He has
had five years’ experience in this work
abroad and he has the necessary papers.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Where from?

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: From
Europe he went to Cairo and Alexandria
where he practised. The Bill before us
has been drafted almost word for word
with the legislation that was passed in
1940. The Bill provides in respect of an
applicant for registration that if:—

(a) he is over the age of twenfy-
one years and is of good
character; and

(h) being a natura! born, or
a naturalised, British subject,
he has resided continuously
in the Commonwealth of
Australia, for not less than
five years during which
period he has resided in
Western Australia for at least
two years; and

(¢) he had, for not less than five
years immediately prior to
his coming to the Common-
wealth of Australia, been
continuously and bona fide
engaged in the practice of
optometry, either as an
optometrist or optician; and

(@) he has passed a reasonable
test In the work of an
optometrist prescribed by the

. Board,

he shall, if he meets those require-
ments—

be entitled on payment of the
prescribed registration fee and the
prescribed certificate fee to be
registered as an optometrist under
this Act, and shall he so regis-
tered by the Board.

This person has satisfled the residential
gualifications of five years.

What qualifications
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It sometimes occurs that highly quali-
fled and educated persons are found
among the migrants who come io this
country; and if they were able to make
a lHving in the occupation in which they
had been qualified in other countries, it
would be to our advantage. There is also
the danger that if such people are not
allowed to be registered and to practise
legally, then they will practise illegally
unftil they are caught up with.

1 was a member in this House when the
late Mr. Panton first introduced the Bill,
Even at that time the medical fraternity
opposed it; since then the Act has been
found to work very satisfactorily. I sup-
pose that foday some doctors, and the
board itself, will also object to this Bill;
but the board is given the opporiunity to
satisfy itself that{ applicants are qualified
or have the necessary five years’ experi-
ence. ‘This person has had five years’
experience in another couniry, and he is
of good character. It would be unfair to
compel such a man, who is qualified, to
work outside of the Act.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: In what year was the
board appointed:

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: In 1940.
I think amendments to the Act were
passed in 1944, and again in 1951, We
should do all we can to assist a citizen
who has brought his family from another
counfry to settle in Awustralia. No doubt
such people will make good citizens, as has
been the experience in years gone by. This
man should be assisted, because he cannot
now undergo training to become za brick-
layer or a blacksmith.

Hon. F. J, 8§, Wise: Do you support the
principle of one-man Bills as a rule?

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: I do not
as a rule; but there are instances when
that is desirable. I did not oppose the
1940 or e 1551 leglyiativn  vevause 1
believed it was far better fto have these
persons practising under the control of
the board than to practise without con-
tBr(ﬂ I hope the House will agree to this

ill.

Hon. J. G, Hislop: I hope it will not!

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: Doctors
have always objected to this legislation.
They objected in 194¢; and I shall be able
to refer to Hansard to show some of the
objections advanced by the medical pro-
fession when amendments to this legisla-
tion were introduced. Since I have been
a member of Parliament, not only
optometrists but also other professional
men have met serious obstacles in trying
fo obtain registration.

We have tried to improve the status in
all professions by providing that young
men shall gualify by undergeing training
at the university or other institutions to
fit themselves betier to follow their respec-
five cocupations. In this case it is hoped
to give an opportunity to a middle-aged

£70]
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man who is already qualified to become
registered. If he is compelled to undergo

‘further studies for two years at the uni-

versity, he might not be able to support
his family in the meantime, I commend
the measure to the House and move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

©On mation by Hon. J. G, Hislop, debate
adjourned.

BEE INDUSTRY COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Redding.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. C. Strickland—North) [3.26]1 in
moving the second reading said: As mem-
bers may be aware the principal Act was
passed in 1953 with the obhject of creating
a compensation fund to assist beekeepers
compeiled to destroy their equipment be-
cause of disease. The scheme is controlled
by a committee comprising an officer of the
Department of Agriculture, who is chair-
man, ahd two representatives of the bee-
keepers. The scheme is a compulsory one
and is financed by contributions from bee-
keepers based on so much per hive.

In order to obtain the nucleus of a
fund, the frst year’s levy was at the
maximum allowable, viz. 6d. per hive. In
the second year it was found necessary
to levy only 1d. per hive, bhut this year’s
levy had to be increased to 3d. per hive.
The fund is controlled by the beekeepers
and is operating most successfully. The
principal Act provides for the payment
of compensation at the rate of no more
than two-thirds of the value aof the pro-
perty at the time it is destroyed. Pro-
perty includes bees, combs, honey, hives
and all other types of equipment used in

Llun s Avrrd oy
TIC LGugely -

The fund committee has recommended
that the Act be amended to permit re-
fund of a portion of the expenses incur-
red by a beekeeper who chooses to have
his equipment sterilised instead of de-
stroyed. There are now large autoclaves
available in which 20 lbs. of steam pres-
sure is applied for 20 minutes and which
can sterilise large quantities of beekeepers’
equipment in a most efficient manner.

If the Bill is agreed to, beekeepers on
whose property disease is found can he
given the choice of three alternatives.
The first will be complete destruction; the
second, the destruction of combs, lids and
bottom boards and sterilisation by fire of
all hoxes; the third, sterilisation in sealed
autoclaves. Autoclaves are available, I
understand, at Northam and in the metro-
politan area; and, in some cases, bee-
keepers who choose the alternative of
sterilisation may incur considerable ex-
pense in transporting their equipment to
and from the autoclaves.
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The object of the Bill, therefore, is to
enable payment of compensation to hee-
keepers whose equipment has been
sterilised at the rate of either two-thirds
of the expenses incurred or two-thirds of
the value of the property at the time of
sterilisation whichever is the lesser sum.

The object is that two-thirds of the
expense incurred might he more than the
actual value of the property sterilised in a
case where the beekeeper had travelled a
long distance to the autoclave. It is there-
fore considered necessary that some re-
striction of compensation should be im-
posed. ’

For the information of members, I
would advise that in 1955, the first year of
operation, the levy was £620 7s. 1d.; in 1956,
the levy of 1d. resulted in a collection of
£263 9s. 5d.: and up to 20th August last,
the collection this year at the rate of 3d.
was £419 13s. 2d. Compensation payments
have been:—

1955—Nil.

1956—£253 19s. 8d.

1957 to the 20th August—£281 11s. 8d.
—a total of £535 11s, 4d.

The credit balance in the fund as the
30th June, 1957, was £767 18s. 4d. I would
point out that the levy is based on the
year January to December, but compensa-
tion figures are shown as for the financial
yvear. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion hy Hon. Sir Charles Latham,
debate adjourned.

BILL—TRAFFI(C ACT AMENDMENT
No, 2).

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the
tember.

HON. G. BENNETTS (South-East)
[3.33]1: I support the Bill. In my opinion
the previous system of issuing drivers’
licences was 100 per cent, better than the
existing one. A person had to take his
licence to the Police Department and pay
his fee of 10s. While the officer was writ-
ing out the small page to stick to the
person’s licensing hook, he gave him the
once-over. At present licences are sent
to the police station in an envelope.

At Kalgoorlie the situation is causing.a
good deal of dissatisfaction. Formerly one
was able to go to the police court, take
one’s hook along, pay 10s. and receive the
licence. The system now is that one either
sends a postal note to the Perth Traffic
Branch, which involves expense and in-
convenience; or go to the office of the
clerk of courts, which involves climbing
to some height.

Generally there is a good deal of busi-
ness being transacted and a young lady—
quite a teenager—accepts the money for

19th Sep-

. [COUNCIL.]

the licence. No matter what type of per-
son one happened to he, he would be able
to secure a licence—although he might not
be fit to have one—because there is no
authority to refuse it, The office hours
are from 10 a.m. to 3 p.m., which means
that those who work on the mines after
4 or 5 o’clock have to get ancther mem-
ber of the family to go to the office and
obtain the licence.

Before the present system was intro-
duced, I knew a big businessman in Perth
who went to the Police Department to re-
new his licence. But he went a month
too early, and he was told he would have fo
return at a later date. However, he was
informed that in view of the fact that he
was wearing glasses, he would need to have
his eyes examined and produce a certifi-
cate when subsequently applying for a re-
newal of his licence.

He told me that he knew he would not
be able to obtain that licence under those
conditions, and that his only chance was
to go to Kalgoorlie for a trip and eget one
there. Under the present system, all he
would have to do would be to enclose
his licence in an envelope ahd obtaln a
renewal by post. That man would be a
danger on the road. The Bill will greatly
assist to overcome that position because
it will give the police an opporiunity to
view the persons who are to be issued with
licences.

I consider that the police are the proper
ones to issue such licences and that they
should be issued under the old book system
which gave an indication of a driver's
previous convictions. At present, all that
one has is a piece of paper that could
easily be lost or destroyed. The sooner
the old system is reverted to, the better
it will he. I hope that Mr. Diver will see
his way clear to move an amendment to
provide for a restoration of the earlier
practice.

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

BILL—JURIES.
In Commitiee,

Resumed from the previous day. Hon
W. R. Hall in the Chair; Hon. E, M. Heenan
in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Progress was reported
after Clause 5 had been agreed to.

Clause 6—Exemplions:

Hon. A. F¥. GRIFFITH:
amendment—
That after the word “Act” in line
29, page 7, the following words be
inserted:—

and persons to whom the
Sheriff has issued a certificate of
permanent exemption pursuant to
subsection (100 of section four-

teen of this Act,

I move an
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Members will see that that section deals
with permanent exemption from jury
service, and to bring the Eill intec con-
formity I move this amendment.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: It appears to me
that the proposed amendment is redund-
ant; but if the hon. member insists in
pursuing it, I do not think it matters a
great deal.

Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: Clause 6 deals
with exemptions, and I do not think the
amendment is unnecessary. It makes it
perfectly clear that persons who come
under the Second Schedule, and those who
have a permanent certificate of ex-
emption, are exempt from jury service.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment—

That Subeclause (3) in lines 5 and
6, page 8, be struck out.

I would like Mr. Heenan to explain the
meaning of these words—*a proclamation
made under this section has effect accord-
ing to its tenor.”

Hon, E, M. HEENAN: I have a note here
which says “Clause 6 (3)—refer to drafts-
man”! All I can say is that the words
mean what they say. I would interpret
them as meaning that what it says, shall
be carried into effect. Por ‘tenor” one
might substitute “context.” Undoubtedly
the proclamation would relate ta exemp-
tions: and I suppose that various persons
would be mentioned in the proclamation,
and they would be the ones who would
be exempt, wholly or partly as the case
might be.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.3 p.m.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: 1i is surprising
that the only one who can tell me what
this means is the draftsman.

Hon. E. M. Heenan:
to you.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH:
I will sit down.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: 1 would refer
members to Clause 6, particularly to Sub-
clause (3).

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: That is very
unlimited.

I can explain it

In that case

Hon. J. Murray: It is as clear as mud.

Hon. E. M, HEENAN: Certain highly
placed civil servants are not exempted at
present, but the Governor may by pro-
clamation exempt them for the time be-
ing,

" Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: Wouldn't the
same thing apply to the State manager of
a large concern?
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Hon. E, M. HEENAN: I suppose it would.
He would not come under this legislation,
but he could of course apply. It is pos-
sible that the Under Secretary of the Child
Welfare Department is not exempt.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: There is a
terrific list of exemptions at present.

Hon. E. M, HEENAN: If he is not ex-
empt, then the Governor may by proclama-
tion exempt any such person where the
interruption of his duties would result in
serious inconvenience to the public. When
the proclamation is issued, it has the effect
set out in the Bjll. Mr, Griffith should
not proceed with his amendment.

Hon, C. H, SIMPSON: The meaning of
the word “tenor” in the Concise Oxford
Dictionary is as follows:—

Settled or prevailing course or direc-
tion; general purport, drift, (of
speech, writing, ete)); (Law) true in-
tent, (also) exact copy.

I take it, as Mr. Heenan has explained,
the meaning is to confine the nature of
that proclamation within the intent of the
clause.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: AsT said yester-
day, I received some advice from a nuntber
of members of the legal fraternity, cne of
whom is regarded as a good draftsman.
He gave me a note which said, “Mere
words; most unnecessary. It would be an
extremely strange proclamation if it did
not have an effect according to its tenor.”
How could it have any other effect? It
would not be a lawful proelamation if it
said one thing and applied something else.
The proclamation must contain what it
says it contains. For instance, we could
not have a proclamation issued by the
Governor saying that a building lot shall
contain at least 6,000 sq. it. if it were not
intended that it should contain that num-
ber of square feet. I propose to persist
with my amendment.

Hon. E, M. HEENAN: 1 would like to
give the meaning of the word “tenor”
as contained in this Concise Legal Dic-
tionary I have with me. It is as follows;—

The general import of a document
or its exact wording.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham:
words are unnecessary.

Hon, E. M. HEENAN: They appear to be
redundant; but nothing will be achieved
by their removal. The person who has
drafted this Bill has had far more experi-
ence than either Mr. Griffith or I. It
must have been put there for a reason,
and we should allow it to remain. I oppose
the amendment.

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

So those

Ayes .. 12
Noes e 10
Majority for .. 2
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Ayes.
Hon. N. E, Baxter Hon, G. C. MacKinnon
Hon. L. C. Diver Hon, R. C. Mattiske
Hon, A, F. Grifith Hon. J. Murray
Hon. A. R, Jones Hon, J. M. Thomson
Hon. SIr Chas. Latham Hon. H. K. Watson
Hon. L. A, Logan Hon. P. D. Willmott
{Teller.)
Noes.
Hon. E. M. Davies Hon, C. H. Slmpson
Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon. H. €. Strickland
Hon. R. F. Hutchison Hon. J. D. Teahan
Hon. G. E. Jeffery Hon. W. F. Willesee
Hon. F, R. H. Lavery Hon, F, J, 8, Wise
(Teller.}
Palrs.
Ayes, Noes.
Hon. H. L. Roche Hon. G. Fraser
Hon. J. G. Hislop Hon. J. J. Garrlgan

Hon. J. Cunningham Hon, G. Bennetts

Amendment thus passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Clauses 7 to 13—agreed to.

Clause 14—Chief Electoral Officer to
prepare draft jury rolls:

Hon. A, P. GRIFFITH:
amendment—

_That all words after the word
“Juro;s” in line 10, page 11, down to
and including the word “women” in
line 15, be struck out.

We should make up our minds whether
we are quite sincere about amending the
Jury Act or not. If we are to set up an
effective jury system, we are still going to
refer to males and females as persons, and
not as men and women. We must accept

this as some form of lottery in the first
place.

_ If we refer to Clause 23, the same thing
is there in the jury precept: and I cannot
see why it is necessary in this clause, ex-
cept that this clause provides for the
compiling of the jury roll; and we are
trying to get a balance of half women
and half men. We are trying to preserve
the equality of sexes, when it is unneces-

sary to do so. We must think of them
8s DPEersons. -

Hon. E, M. HEENAN: I am not going
to oppese this amendment very strongly,
although I think the clause is all right
as it is. I cannot share Mr., Griffith’s
abhorrence in reeard to reference to
“men” and “women.”

Hon. A. F. Griffith: Not an abhorrence.

Hon., E. M. HEENAN: I presume coun-
sel will address the jury as “ladies and
gentlemen” instead of ‘“gentlemen.”

Hon. Sir Charies Latham: Persons!

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: I do not think
we need be frightened of the mere men-
tion of “women.” 1In a sense of appease-
ment I will not protest any further.

Hon. J. D. TEAHAN: I prefer the use
of the word “persons” because all wit-
nesses before the select committee stressed
the word “persons.”

Hon, E. M. Heenan: Surely they will
be addressed as ‘“ladies and gentlemen.”

I move an

I{COUNCIL.]

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Persons!

Hon. J. D. TEAHAN: I do not think
there is any need for a balance. We are
satisfied that they are equals in intellect.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I want to make
it perfectly clear that there is no abhor-
rence so far as I am concerned to the use
of the expression “men” and “women.”

Hon. E. M. Heenan: I always thought
you were favourable towards women.

Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: You might say
I am favourable towards most of them.
There is a principle behind this, as Mr,
Teahan says, A man on trial has to be
tried by a jury. In the law journal which
Mr. Heenan had yesterday there are refer-
ences to trial by jury, and I read an in-
teresting account written by Dr. Evatt,
While I do not share his political views,
I recognise this as something which he
has done well. It is a most interesting
account of the jury system in Australia,
and it was heralded by a lot of legal men.
Whilst at that stage it was not contem-
plated to have women on juries in Aus-
tralia, Dr. Evatt referred to the jury sys-
temm and told us how far back it went in
the history of the world.

The main principle is that this has to
become a lottery at some stage, There are
a certain number of people put on the
jury rolls; and whether they are men
or women is not of material consequence.
They are persons, because a male and a
female are to have equal gqualification. I
think that we will do better by making
this a lottery in the first instance, If
there is a jury of men and women, it will
he the result of the lottery.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: During this debate
I gave members the number of people
liable for jury service. In the metropoli-
tan area there are something like 1%5,000;
but after the lottery has taken place there
are only 1,000 names, hecause that num-
ber is all that is necessary for 12 months.

The present jury list is different from
the one we will have in the future. The
jury list today is almost a permanent one,
because we only get additions to and sub-
tractions from it; but the Bill proposes
there shall be a new jury list each 12
months, and that the draft jury list shall
be placed in the police stations, the court-
houses and municipal offices.

Of the 175,000 people liable, only 1,000
will be needed for the draft jury list.
As the Bill stands, the 175,000 will
need to trapes through these different of-
fices to find out whether they are on
the draft list. It would be simpler and
better for the 1,000 people whose names
appear on the draft jury list to be noti-
filegd that they were included. This is
particularly so as & new list has to he
made up each year.
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In my opinion it is necessary to notify
these people that they are on the draft
jury list and to let them know of the
procedure hy which an exemption may
be claimed. I move an amendment—

That all words after the word
“notice” in line 1, page 12, down to
and including the word “inspected”
in line 4, be struck out and the fol-
lowing inserted in lieu:—

to be served on the person In-
forming such person that their
name has been recorded on the
draft jury roll.

Hon. A. R. JONES: This is a common-
sense proposal because it would be incon-
venient for a great number of people to
check whether they were on the jury list.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: I agree that there
is some merit in the proposal, and I shall
not oppose it. Mr. Logan says that the
notice is to be “served.” How is it to be
served? Perhaps the amendment could be
amended by inserting after the word
“served” the words *hy posting it as a
letter addressed to him at his place of
abode as appearing on the list.”

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I am quite in ac-
cord with what Mr. Heenan suggests, but
I framed the amendment this way because
I was frightened that if I suggested ser-
vice by registered letter, I would be caus-
ing a charge to be made upon the Crown.
Even an ordinary letter requires a four-
penny stamp. I refer the Committee, in
connection with the word “served”, to Sec-
tion 31 of the Interpretation Act.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I move an amend-
ment—

That all words after the word “cb-
tained” in line 6, page 12, down to
and including the word “secretary” in
line 19, be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: The inconsis-
fency which I referred to earlier occurs
again in Subclause (10) where the words
“his or her” appear in the first line. I
move an amendment—

That the words “his or her” in line
1, page 13, be strueck out and the word
“a"” inserted in lieu.

Amendment put and passed. Cr

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: In lines 3 and
4 of the same subclause the expression “a
physical infirmity or disability” appears.
I contend that the expression “an in-
firmity” has more general application,
whereas the expression in the Bill would
preclude & persont with a mental disability.
Any infirmity ean be mental or physical,
and therefore I move an amendment—

That the words “2 physical” in line

3, page 13, be struck out and the word
“an" inserted in lieu.
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Hon. E. M. HEENAN: I do not think
this amounts to much. I would have
thought that the words that would worry
Mr. Griffith in his present frame of mind
would be the words “he or she’ They
seem to offend him. He objects to the
words “his or her” but apparently the
words “he or she” are all right.

Hon. A. F. Griffith: You frame it gram-
matically.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: Will there be
any difference, if the amendment is passed,
between an infirmity and a disability? An
infirmity is something permanent and
could refer to age or something like that;
but a disability could be something tem-
porary. If the question is qualified, I have
no objection to it.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment—
That the words “or disability” in
line 4, page 13, be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: 1 move an
amendment—
That the word “may” in line 8, page
13, be struck out and the word “shall”
inserted in lieu.

I think it is obvious that the sheriff will
have to issue 4 certificate of pertnanent
exemption in that case, and so the word
“shall” should have been used.

Amendment pui and passed.

Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: I move an
amendment—

That the words “and a certificate so
issued has effect according fto its
tenor” in lines 9 and 10, page 13, he
struck out.

I do not think we need go over this
question again.

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

Clause 15—apreed to.

Clause 16—Sherifl to provide boxes for
jurors' tickets:

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: This clause per-
tains to the question of the use of boxes
for jurors in use and jurors in reserve.
The Bill tries (o maintain ohce again this
distinction between men and women; and
since we have taken out the other parts,
I have become a little confused. I do not
want to do the wrong thing, and I think
perhaps it might be best to leave the
clause as it is in that regard.

I contended that there was a necessity
to create separate jury boxes for men and
womeh 50 that we would not have people
picking out men’s names when they were
trying to get women's names. However,
I do not think there is any necessity for
me to proceed with the amendments I have
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on the notice paper, in reference to boxes
for jurers in use and boxes for jurors in
reserve. Nevertheless, I think that Sub-
clause (5) could be struck out and I move
an amendment—

That Subclause (5} in lines 10 to
15, page 15, be strick out.

This subeclause .will not now apply.

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

Clauses 17 to 22—agreed to.

Clause 23—Number of
summoned:

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I should like
to ask Mr. Griffith, through you, Mr.
Chairman, whether the select committee
gave any consideration to the practice
used in England for the summoning of
jurors—that is, by registered post. Ap-
parently it is quite successful there, and
I would like to know whether the commit-
tee decided against it for some reason.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The select com-
mittee gave consideration fo an abund-
ance of evidence, most of which comprised
claims by women for service on an equal
basis with men, As regards the way
that jurors should he summoned, and the
preparation of the Bill, we left that to the
Government.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Then can I
ask Mr. Heenan whether the Government
gave any consideration to the matter?

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: Whenever it is
important to have a summons served, the
most effective way to do it is by a personal
service. Registered post and ordinary post
are all right; but sometimes a person is
away for a day or two, and difficulties
arise. I think it is important that a juror
should get a summons.

Hon, G. C. MacKinnon:
important in England.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: 1 do nof know
how it works out there; but I should say
that the best way is to have a summons
served personally,

Hon. J. D. Teahan: It has been success-
ful so far and has never been questioned.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: Yes: and if a
man does nof get a summons, he cannot
be blamed for not attending.

Hon, Sir CHARLES LATHAM: On one
oceasion the select committee summoned
a man from Bridgetown or Manjimup to
appear before it. We waited for him to
appear but he did not turn up; and when
we asked the police to make inquiries, we
found that he was away on his honeymoon
and had not received the summons, al-
though it had been issued 10 days before.
It would be very awkward if they had to
depend on someone like that to appear.

jurors to he

It is no less

- [COUNCIL.]

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH:
amendment—
That all words after the word
“jurors” in line 11, page 17, he struck
out.

This is necessary because of the Commit-
tee’s decision in respect of the other
clauses.

Hon. E. M, HEENAN: It is a consequen-
tial amendment and the Committee could
agree to it.

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

Clauses 24 and 25—agreed to.

I move an

Clause 26—Procedure for choosing jurorg
for criminal trials:

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: 1 do not now
need to proceed with the amendments in
my name because of the decisions which
have been reached.

Clause put and passed,

Clause 27—Summoning officer may omit
name from panel and excuse juror fro
attendance: '

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I move an amend-
ment—

That the word “ecriminal” in line
25, page 20, be struck out.

Under this clause a judge may excuse
from attendance as juror at a criminal
trial any person who has been summoned,
I cannot see why the exemption cannot
be applied to other trials, The same cir-
cumstances would apply to women sum-
moned for jury service in a criminal trial
or a civil trial. Women jurors would be
affected to the same extent in both types
of trials.

Hon. R, F. HUTCHISON: I support the
amendment. The word “ecriminal” was
included in the provision because of the
debate that had ensued previously. Much
play was made about the sordid evidence
in criminal trials to which women jurors.
would have to listen. It was on account
of that fact that this word has been in-
cluded in the clause.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: I oppose the
amendment. I am advised that this
amendment should be rejected. Jury pro-
ceedings in civil trials are very different
from those in criminal trials, and a separ-
ate set of provisions governing civil trials
is contained in Part VII of the Bill. There
is a special portion devoted to proceedings
in civil trials.

Clause 27 should be confined to criminal
trials, and the word “criminal”’ should be
retained. ‘The jury for a civil trial
normally consists of six jurors and only
that number is summoned. Clause 47 pro-
vides for the discharge of sufficient cause
of a juror in a civil trial, and Clause 49
provides for the continuance of a trial in
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the event of death, incapacity or absence
of any juror; but in no case can a trial
continue with fewer than four jurors.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I support the
amendment. I disagree with the com-
ments of Mr. Heenan, and would draw at-
tention to Part VII, which deals only with
deposit of expenses of a civil jury., There
are three subclauses in Clause 44 relative
to that matter. Clause 47 similarly is re-
lative to expenses. In neither of those
clauses is there any specific provision deal-
ing with exemption of jurors in civil trials,

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: The difficulty might
be overcome by leaving the word
“criminal” in, and by inserting the words
“in any trial” after the word “or” in line
29. Under the first portion of the clause
a woman. summoned for jury service could
then apply for exemption hecause of the
nature of the evidence, and in the latter
part she could apply to be exempted from
jury service in any type of trial on the
other grounds referred to. In Clause 27
a woman juror could be exempted before
she was sworn-in; but under Part VII she
would have to be sworn-in and then apply
to be exempfed.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: TUnder Part
VII, in a civil trial a woman juror
cannot be released on account of ill-
ness or sufficient cause. I would refer to
the wording of Clause 46 which refers to
discharge of jurors. Clause 48 contains a
provision for challenges. A woman who
is il or has a reasonable excuse for not
wanting to sit on a civil jury should not
be forced to do so. To make it abundantly
glear, Mr. Logan’s proposal is acceptable
0 Ime,

Hon. A, P. GRIFFITH: I hope Mr.
Logan will not do as he suggests but will
adhere to his intention to move for the
deletion of the word “eriminal.” 'This sub-
clause deals with women who want to be
exempt because of the type of evidence
that is likely to be produced at the trial,
and on medical grounds.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: That would rarely,
if ever, happen in a civil action.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Wait a minute!
This deals with a woman before she is
sworn-in,

Hon. E, M. Heenan: That is so.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: But Clause 46 ap-
plies after the jury is sworn-in. When
there is a jury of six sworn-in in connec-
tion with a civil case—say, an assessment
of damages—and one of the jurors is not
required to act and is dismissed by the
judge, it is provided that the assessment of
the damages can continue with only five
jurors. That is an entirely different case.
Under Clause 27 (2) if 3 woman says that
because of the evidence which is likely to
be submitted she requires exemption,
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somebody else will he sworn-in in her
place, and there will still be a jury of 12,
if it is a criminal trial. Bui the other
case is completely different.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. F. GRIPFITH: Because of the
Committee's decision not to accept a pre-
vious amendment which I submitted last
night in conformity with the recommen-
dations of the select committee pertain-
ing to a woman who has a child under
the age of 14 in her care—an action which
I contend destroys the whole purport of
the Bill—it is useless for me to proceed
with the amendment to this clause which
I have on the notice paper.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 28—Summoning officer may omit
name from panel and excuse juror from
attendance:

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: The amend-
ments I have on the notice paper in rela-
tion to this clause are consequential; and,
because of previous decisions of the Com-
mittee, I do not intend to proceed with
them.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 28—Ticket of juror not attend-
ing tc be returned to the box:

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The same
applies in connection with the amend-
ments to this clause which are on the
notice paper, and I do not intend tc move
them.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 30 to 32—agreed to.

Clause 33—Power of court to excuse
jurors:

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Here again, the
amendment on the notice paper in my
name has reference to a8 woman having
the care of & child under the age of 14,
and T do not propose to proceed with it

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 34 to 36—agreed to.

Clause 37—Maode of empanelling jury
for & criminal trial:

Hen, A. F. GRIFFITH: I want to ask
Mr. Heenan for an explanation in regard
to Subclause (2). The marginal note of
this subclause is; “Standing aside of
jurors.” In conversation I have had with
many members of the legal fraternity, the
suggestion has arisen that it is about time
that the Crown’s power to stand aside, as
distinct from the right of counsel for
the defence to challenge should he put on
a more eguitable basis.

When a jury is empanelled, the ac-
cused—either personally, if he is unde-
fended; or through his counsel, if he is
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defended—has the right to six peremptory
challenges without cause. The challenges
must hbe made as the jurors’ names are
called, and before they step into the jury
box. I have been to the criminal court
to watch juries being empanelled, and I
have seen a number of criminals in the
hox during the empanelling process. I
have looked at the type of individuals
charged and at the persons being
challenged. I will] not make ahy com-
ment on my thoughts on the matter, be-
yond saying that it appeared to me that
the accused seemed to try to get into the
hox the sort of people they thought would
be most favourably disposed to them.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Isn't that
natural?

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Very natural.
But I can well imagine that if a man were
charged with a sex offence he might have
mixed feelings about whom he should
challenge in the event of the possibility
of women being on the jury. He might
or might not do his level best to get rid
of women. On the other hand, the Crown
Prosecutor, because he has the power to
stand aside, can virtually empanel a jury
to his liking.

I hasten to say that I am not casting
any reflection on the character of any
Crown Prosecutor. But it could be that,
where 40 people were available for em-
panelling, because of the way the Bill is
written at present eight of those chosen
could be women and 32 could be men; or
the position could be reversed. And
whereas the accused would have the right
to challenge peremptorily and without
cause only six of the 40, the Crown, with
the right to stand aside, could empanel a
jury very much in favour of the Crown,

The point of view of some members of
the legal fraternity is that the scales of
justice should weigh evenly and that the
accused should be on the same level as
the prosecution, and should have the same
oppoertunity to restrict the jury or to stand
aside as is possessed by the Crown. I
know that this practice has probably been
in vogue for quite a long time. I under-
stand the explanation is that somebody
goes to the sheriff and says, “I have a
business and I am the only one in it. I
have to go to the court next week and
would like to be let off.” Out of the kind-
ness of his heart the Crown Prosecutor
stands that man aside without challenging
him. I would like to hear Mr. Heenan’s
viewpoint on the matter.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: I hope the Com-
mittee will not tamper with this provi-
sion, because it has operated for a long
time and very fairly to all concerned. I
do not think that anyone will claim that
under our jury system an accused person
gets anything but a fair frial. The merit
of the jury system might lie in the fact
that the scales are tipped in favour of

(COUNCIL.]

the accused. I have here something that
was written a long time ago by a man
called Forsyth, a jurist, who—

admitted the accusation that juries
sometimes acquit when they should
condemn, owing to feelings of com-
passion for the person or to repug-
nance for the law and so wrongly
usurped the prerogative of mercy.

But he rejected the harsh judgment
"that this must be entirely condemned. -
On the contrary, he thought it was
“an error at which humanity need
not blush; it springs from one of the
purest instinets of our nature.”—

and so on. My note is that the right
of the Crown to stand by is rooted in
antiquity. The Crown has always had
the right to object to jurymen, The
whole ohject of trial by jury is that 12
men may he obtained from those who
have been called together to act as jurors
to decide on questions of fact; 12 indif-
ferent men free from bhias or prejudice.

The trial of an accused person is not
the same as a trial in a eivil action, and
the Crown should be in no better position
in this regard than applies in the case
of a private person being sued by an-
other person, In a Crown case the Crown
must convinee the whole 12—or 10 out of
12, if the proposal in this Bill is agreed
to—of the guilt of the accused; and the
accused has only to find one, or three, as
the case may be, in his favour, for there
to be a disagreement and the jury to be
discharged.

In the selection of a jury the Crown is
not concerned with getting a jury
friendly to the Crown: and it is difficult
to see how a normal juryman could be
predisposed, prior to the trial, to favour
the possibility of a conviction. It is a
matter of importance to the community
and not merely to the Crown that juries
adjudicating on criminal offences should
ke unprejudiced and unbiassed.

It is not a matier of selecting a jury
friendly towards the Crown—if that can
ever be the case—but of excluding from
the jury any juryman who might favour
a particular accused, whether on the
grounds of friendship or the ties of bleod,

~or a juryman who has previcusly com-

mitted a serious offence or who has anti-
law or anti-police leanings.

The stand-by is used by the Crown to
ensure honest administration of the law
and the freedom of juries from the taint
of prejudice or hias, either in favour of a
particular accused or against the adminis-
tration of the criminal law generally. It
would not be well for the community if
accused persons were acguitted not on
the merits of the case buf{ because of per-
sonal bias by a juror in favour of a par-
ticular accused or generally against those
who administer the criminal law.
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The Crown strictly has no right of
stand-by and the application by the
Crown Prosecutor to the judge {o order a
jurvman to stand by is at the diseretion
of the court, and the judege would exercise
that discretion and refuse the application
if he considered it would be unfair or an
abuse of privilege. The Crown's right to
ask for an order of stand-by is retained
in the jury system of all the other States
and judges in this State have recom-
mended the retention of the practice.

Hon. A. P, GRIFFITH. Subclause (2)
of Clause 36 deals with the power of the
Crown to stand by, and I realise that the
order is by the court; but in the cases I
have observed, it seems that the stand-by
application is always accepted. I would
like to know whether that is always so.
I know there are deeper reasons than can
be expressed here for the power of stand-
by: and of course a man does not reach
the Criminal Court until he has been
committed by a lower court in investigat-
ing proceedings.

On a later clause we may have an in-
teresting debate on such proceedings, 1
think it is true that the Crown proceeds
with a case in the criminal court only
where it has a good chance of a convic-
tion; and I believe most Crown prosecu-
tors enfer a nolle prosequi where they do
not think they will succeed. It might be
interesting to examine the records and
see how many cases have been committed
for trial by the lower courts and then
withdrawn from the Criminal Court.

Hon. E, M, HEENAWN: The Crown does
not. set out to obtain a convietion. The
evidence in the lower court must make
out a prima facie case for committal; and
then the aeccused is committed and the
indictment filed. When the accused comes
before the Criminal Court, it is the re-
sponsibility of the Crown only to place the
facts fairly hefore the court and not to
endeavour to convict, as the deecision on
the facts is the duty of the judge and
jury. A nolie prosequi is entered in cases
where it is ohvious to the Minister for
Justice and his officers that the evidence
does not warrant putting the man to trial.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 37—agreed to.

Clause 38—Right of peremptory chal-
lenge:

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Sectlon 629 of
the Criminal Code conflicts with Section
21 of the Act. Subclause (3) of Clause
38 seeks to alter the present procedure.
At present the right to challenge a juror
can be maintained right up to the time
when the whole jury is in the box; ut
under this provision, once the juror
stepped into the jury box he could not be
challenged. Section 21 has operated suc-
cesstully for 60 years, and I am advised
that the legal fraternity want it retained
as it is.
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Hon. E. M. HEENAN: I have always felt
that the amendment contained in this
clause was necessary. In the past jury-
men have sat in the back of the court and
their names have heen called out of the
box by the clerk. The practice has been
for them to walk through the body of the
court and get into the jury stand. Nor-
mally, having had the jury list for some
time and knowing who one wanfed to
challenge, the practice has been to chal-
lenge the juror as he walked to his seat.
That is reasonable.

What happens is that after the jury
have taken their seats and they are ahout
to be sworn, counsel—even at that late
stage—can still challenge; and the un-
fortunate man who may be sitting in the
middle has to get up and shufile out, look-
ing most embarrassed. That is quite un-
necessary. Counsel has had ample time
to challenge bkefore this late stage.

If the provisions in the Bill are accepted
this will no longer happen. I am in favour
of giving counsel for the accused every
opportunity, and he will have it. The jury
list is supplied a few days before the trial
and there is plenty of time to discuss it
with the accused. This does not happen
very often; but when it does, the man
concerned has to walk out of the court
like a criminal.

A note from the Crown Prosecutor in-
dicates that this was suggested by His
Honour, the Chief Justice, and also that
it was the opinion of the previous Chief
Justice that a challenge should be made
before the jurymen took their seats. I
oppose the amendment.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Their Honours
also said that they thought a jury would
be better if it were selected from the age
groups of 30 to 65 years, but we did not.
accept that advice. I am amused to hear
Mr. Heenan talk about the juror being
embarrassed at having to walk out.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: You want to try
it and feel it.

Hon., A. F. GRIFFITH: I am amused
when I think of what happens in the case
of the Crown Prosecutor; when & man
comes up he says, “Stand by.” The rest
of the people listening to the challenge of
‘“Stand by” feel that the Crown must have
something on this fellow; but actually it
is to save the man embarrassment, so that
they will not have to challenge him.

My only sympathy lies in the fact that
the Criminal Code is not so framed as to
avoid the man having to shuffle out; that
is the extent to which It goes. Surely if
it is right for the Crown to stand by, it
should be right for the accused to chal-
lenge at the last minute!

- Hon. E. M. Heenan: They hoth have to
do it before they take their seats.
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Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: But the scales
are not evenly balanced. The accused has
six peremptory challenges, ahd the Crown
ecan go through the whole 40 of them and
stand them by if the Crown Prosecutor
desires. Section 629 of the Criminal Code
says that objection to a juror even by
way of peremptory challenge or by way
of challenge for cause may be made at
the time hefore the officer has begun to
tecite the words of the oath to the juror,
but not afterwards. We now want to write
into the Jury Act something quite the
contrary to that. What would then be the
position?

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: The last one
passed would prevail.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: But there will
be an inconsistency, and we will prohably
have to amend the Criminal Code to bring
it into line with the Jury Act. The accused
should ke given the opportunity to exer-
cise his right of challenge as it has been
operating for 60-odd years.

Clause 30 makes available the names of
the jury panel for inspection by the parties
at least four days clear of the trial. In
a criminal trial I should think the defend-
ing counsel would make it his duty to find
out all he could about the jury; and that
is why the list is made available to him.
He may exercise four or five challenges;
and, not having the same right as the
Crown to stand by, he may want to save
one and he may save it up to the time
the officer begins to recite the oath.
‘When the officer begins to recite the oath
he can no longer challenge. A man's life
is at stake; and he is innocent until he is
proven guilty. This praetice has been
operating satisfactorily for 60 years.

Han. G. €. MacKinnon: In England and
in every other State of Australia—in faect,
wherever the jury system applies.

Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: Let us keep to
that practice. If a change is made I will
recominit the Bill in order to take out the
Crown's right of challenge.

The Minister -for Railways: You must
rot threaten us.

" Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH:
amendment—

That Subclause (3) in lines 11 {o -13.
page 28, be struck out.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: The rights of the
accused and his counsel will not be taken
away by the proposal in the Bill. It is in
rare instances that counsel challenges a
man after he has taken his seat among
the jury. But it is unnecessary, and it
+does cause the man who is challenged

I move an

considerable embarrassment. I oppose the

amendment.

Amendment put and a division called

for.

[COUNCIL.D

The CHAIRMAN: Before the tellers are
appointed, 1 give my vote with the noes.

Plvision taken with the following re-
sulf:—

Ayes ... 11
Noes 12
Majority against 1
Ayes.
Hon. N. E. Baxter Hon. J. Murray
Hon, L. C. Diver Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. A, F. Grifith Heon. H. K. Watson
Hon. L. A. Logan Hon. P, D. Willmott
Hon. Q. C. MacKinnon Hon. C. H. 8impson
Hon. R. C. Mattiske (Telter.y
Noes.
Hon. E. M, Davles Hon. Sir Chas. Latham
Hon. W. R. Hall Hen. H. C. Btrickland
Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon. J. D. Teshan
Hon. BR. F, Hutchison Hon. W. F. Wlillesee
Hon. G. E. Jeflery Hon, F. J. 8. Wliee
Hon, A. R, Jones Hon. F. R. H. Lavery
(Teller.)
Paira.
Ayes. Noes,
Hon, H. L. Roche Hon. ¢. Fraser
Hon. J. G. Hislop Hon. J. J. Garrigan
Hon. J. Cunningham Hon. G. Bennetts

Amendment thus negatived.
Hon. E. M. HEENAN: Mr. Chairman—

Point of Order.

Hon. A. F. Griffith: On a point of order,
Mr. Chairman, you have not concluded
this clause.

The Chairman: I gave Mr. Heenan the
call.

Hon. A, P, Griffith: We are half way
through this elause, and I want to move
another amendment. I presume I shall
he able to do so?

The Chairman: Yes,
Commiltee Resumed.
Progress reported.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.
THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. C. Strickland—North) I move—

. That the House at its rising 'ad-
journ till Tuesday, the 8th October.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 6.3 p.m.



