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The SPEAKER took the Chair at
3.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.
WATER SUPPLIES.

(a) As to Summer Restrictions, Geraldion.
Mr. SEWELL asked the Minister for

Water Supply:
(1) In view of the early deterioration

of supply of water to Geraldton consumers
after the heavy winter rains, will he state
what steps have been taken to relieve
summer restrictions?

(2) Will he give an up-to-date re-
port on the subject, as much concern
is being felt in Geraldton regarding the
apparent lack of Progress?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) The difficulty of an ade-

quate water supply for Geraldton is causednot through any shortage of water but
by the limited capacity of the main andgravity Pipeline between Wicherina and
Geraldton.

Improvements being carried out to thePipeline should have the effect of reducing
Possibility of breakdowns, but full relief
cannot be Provided until new pumps andengines have been installed and enlarge-
ment of the Pipeline Provided.

New Pumps and engines are on orderand gradual replacement of the mains forgeneral Improvement of the scheme will
be carried out as the necessary Pipes be-
come available.

(b) As to State-wide Flat Rate.
Hon. E. NULSEN asked the Minister

for Works:
When will he Put into operation, inaccordance with a unanimous vote of theLegislative Assembly, a flat rate chargePer 1,000 gallons of water under Gov-

ernment control in W.A.?
The MINISTER replied:
The Government is still Pursuing in-vestigations into the question of establish-

ing a fiat water rate charge, but feels
that no final decision in this matter should
be reached until the large programme~ ofcountry water Supplies, including the comn-prehensive scheme now in active course,
has reached completion.

HAREOURS.
As to Safety of Entrance, Geraldton.
Mr. SEWELL asked the Minister for

Works:
(1) Has he received the report in con-

nection with the inspection made of theentrance to the Geraldton harbour?
(2) I so, and the inspection confirms the

earlier belief of danger to shipping, whataction does he Propose to take to make theentrance safe for shipping?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) No report can be made untilafter the hydrographic survey which has

been arranged for early in the New Year.

HOSPITALS.
As to Regional Provision, Geraldton.

Mr. SEWELL asked the Minister for
Health:

In view bf recent press announcements
by her and the State Health Council, on
the building of regional hospitals,' will she
make a definite statement regarding policy
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covering the new regional hospital at
Geraldton-also a definite indication re-
garding commencement of the work under
the proposal?

The MINISTER replied:
The draft plans are approaching corn-

pletion. Date of construction will be af-
fected by the amount of Loan money avail-
able.

MINING.
As to Tindal's old Mi-nes, Ltd.,,

Coolgardie.
Mr. KELLY asked the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Mines:
As it is now six years since Tindal's Gold

Mines Ltd.. Coolgardie, ceased operations
on Tindal's Mine, during which period
exemption has been renewed on numerous
occasions, and current report notifies
failure of the company to raise the neces-
sary finance to re-open and mine some of
the 28 leases held, what action does the
Government contemplate?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING replied:
Following Publication of the reports

mentioned, the company has been re-
Quested to report as to its position in rela-
tion to its West Australian leases.

The matter will be fully considered when
this information is received.

POPULATION OP AUSTRALIA.
As to Age Groups.

H-on. E. NULSEN asked the Chief Secre-
tary:

What is the number of males and females
in Australia-

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

21 years of age;
22 to 30 years of age;
30 to 40 years of age;
40 to 50 years of age:
50 to 60 years of age;
total 21 Years to 60 Years?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
As at 30th June, 1950-

Age last birthday. Males
No.

21 years......64,647
Total 22.30 years .. 615,098
Total 31.40 years .. 621,811
Total 41-50 years .. 531,814
Total 51.60 years .. 400,747

Total 21.60 years i. ,234117

Females.
Mo.

61,502

602, 982494 ,887
418, 043

2Z161,731

Total.
No.

1,224,793
1,026,701

818,790

4395,848

NORTH-WEST.
As to Air Freight Subsidy

on Perishables.
Mr. RODOREDA asked the Premier:
Has the Government now decided to

include fruit and butter as perishables on
which air freight subsidy to the North-
West will be paid?

The PREMIER replied:
Yes, to certain inland towns.

EDUCATION4.

As to School Extensions, Tuart Hill.

Mr. W. HEGNEY asked the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has he been informed that, on ac-
count of the increasing population in the
Tuart Hill district, it Is expected that there
will be a net increase of approximately 90
children at the Thart Hill school when it
re-opens in 1952?

(2) Is he aware that even with the addi-
tion of three classrooms already approved,
the accommodation will be Inadequate to
meet the increased attendances?

(3) Will he give consideration to the re-
quest that a further three classrooms--
making a total of six additional rooms--
be constructed at the school during 1952?

(4) When are building operations in
connection with the extensions to the
school now likely to commence?

(5) Does he still consider that exten-
sions will not be completed till about one
year after same commences?

(6) If not, what is the estimated period
of time for completion?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) While enrollments in July, 1951, were

30 less than in July, 19.50, I have been
informed that the enrolment will be in-
creased by from '70 to 80 pupils in February
next.

(2) As the three classrooms proposed
as additions to the school will not be ready
for occupation during next year, approval
has been given for the erection of two
classrooms (a Bristol building) as early
as possible in 1952.

(3) It is anticipated that by the addi-
tion of five classrooms making 13 rooms
in all, the school accommodation should
be sufficient to meet requirements.

(4) January, 1952.
(5) and (6) See (2).

TIMBER MILL. OSBORNE PARK.
As to Action to Abate Nuisance.

Mr. W. HEONEY asked the Minister for
Health:

(1) Is she aware that a number of resi-
dents in the vicinity of a timber mill at
the corner of Main and Powell Streets,
Osborne Park, are suffering serious dis-
abilities from the saw-dust arising from
the mill and the dumping of logs late at
night and during the early hours of the
morning?

(2) Is it a fact that prosecutions by the
Perth Road Board against the mill pro-
prietors were successful some time ago?

(3) Has either the Perth Road Board
or the Public Health Department the
power to control or remove the nuisance?

(4) If so, which authority Is respon-
sible?
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(5) What action, if any, has been taken
by the Public Health Department to pro-
claim appropriate by-laws which would
'bring relief to the residents concerned?

The MINISTER replied: .

(1) There can be no doubt that con-
siderable inconvenience is caused from
time to time to the local residents by this
timber mill.

(2) Yes. A successful prosecution was
taken under the Road Districts Act.

13) This matter is at present being ex-
amined by the Government's legal officers.

(4) See (3).
(5) See (3).

STOCK IMPORTATIONS.
As to Number and Cost.

Mr. MANN asked the Premier:
(1) What number and class of stock

were purchased by Mr. Qullity when
abroad?

(2) What price was paid, including
freight to Western Australia?

The PREMIER replied:
(1) and (2) One Guernsey bull, £500;

one Jersey bull, £1,000; six Jersey heifers.
£870; total, £2,370. The above figures are
English currency.

Advice has been received that one of
the heifers has not been shipped.

The other charges incurred in trans-
port will not be known until vouchers
come to hand.

EGG MARKETING BOARD.
As to intake and Output.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Lands:

(1) What was the weekly intake of eggs
by the Egg Marketing Board for the past
five weeks?

(2) What quantity of eggs were disposed
of by the board during each of those
'weeks?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Receivals-

Week
ending- Dozen.
10/11/51 .. .. 187,423
17/11/51 .... ... 172,764
24/11/51 .... 168,892
1/12/51 .. 154.190
8/ 12/51 .. .... 132,677

Total .... 815,946

( 2) Disposals--
Week

ending-
10/11/51
17/11/5 1
24/11/51

1/12/51
8/12/51

Total

Dozen.
206,713
165,097
177,130
159,363
145,359

853,662

SWAN RIVER POLLUTION
As to Wastes from Bushmead Abattoirs.

Mr. BRADY (without notice) asked the
Minister for Health:

Has she seen the photograph appearing
in the issue of the "Daily News" dated
the 11th inst. of wastes from the Bush-
mead abattoirs polluting the Swan River
and, is the Health Department doing any-
thing in regard to the matter?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes, and action has been taken to see

what can be done.

HOUSING.
(a) As to Commonwealth- State Contracts,

Midland Junction.
Mr. BRADY (without notice) asked the

Minister for Housing:
Can he state, as the result of his in-

quiries following upon a question I put to
him last Friday, whether the rumour re-
garding contractors in the Midland Junc-
tion district having been denied further
contracts for tenancy homes, is correct?

The MINISTER replied:
There is some truth in the rumour.

There had to be some lessening of building
operations under the Commonwealth-State
rental scheme, due to the smaller amount
Of Money available for the work during
this financial year.

(b) As to State Housing Commission and
-Members' Inquiries.

Mr. GRAHAM (without notice) asked
the Minister for Housing:

(1) In view of the fact that members
of Parliament received a communication
some time ago setting out that in future
inquiries at the State Housing Commis-
sion should be directed to Mr. Irvine, an
officer of that department, is the Minister
aware that during, the last few days it
has been impossible for members to con-
tact that officer?

(2) Although no criticism of Mr. Irvine
is implied, if that officer has too many
jobs to attend to, will the Minister make
arrangements for him to be relieved of
some of his duties so that he will be more
freely available to members, seeing that,
in respect of matters requiring urgent at-
tention, a delay of several days could be
most inconvenient not only to members
but to their constituents?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) I regret to say that what

the hon. member states is entirely correct.
The situation has been brought about by
difficulties that have arisen in connection
with the unloading of Austrian houses
from the "Marie Louise." We have had
considerable trouble during the past few
days with some of the Austrian labour,
and Mr. Irvine, as a most conscientious
and efficient officer, has been handling the
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matter, which required tactful treatment. ASSENT TO BILE.
In order to attend to It, Mr. Irvine had
to be taken off his important parlia-
mentary duties. I have been advised that
some agreement has been arrived at and
the unloading will continue. Mr. Irvine
should be available to carry out his normal
duties tomorrow.

MOTION-STATE FORESTS.

To Revoke Dedication.

THE MINISTER FOR FORESTS (Hon.
G. P. Wild-Dale) [3.44): I move-

That the proposal for the partial
revocation of State Forests Nos. 15,
22. R1 and 52. laid on the Table of
the Legislative Assembly by command
of His Excellency the Governor on
the 11th December, 1951, be carried
out.

These deal with the customary revoca -tions that are presented to Parliament at
the end of a session. The particulars of
the individual areas concerned are-

Area No. 1.-About 1 mile east of
Worsley Siding. Approximately 30
acres of heavily cut over and partly
cleared country applied for by an ad-
joining land holder as an extension
to his present holding.

Area No. 2.-About 2A miles south-east of By! ord. Approximately 11
acres of poor forest country applied
for by an adjoining landholder as an
extension to his present holding.

Area No. 3.-About 11 miles north-
west of .Jarrahdale. Akpproximately
43 acres of poor forest country applied
for the purpose of a poultry-run and
orchard.

Area No. 4.-About 11 miles north-
west of Contine Siding. Approxi-
mately 26 acres to be exchanged for
approximately 23 acres of Williams
Locations 2883 and 10632 for inclu-
sion in State forest.

Area No. 5.-About 1 mile north
of Minniging Siding. Approximately
13 acres to be exchanged for approxi-
mately 13 acres of Williams Location
3019 for inclusion in State forest.

Area No. 6.-About 3j miles north
of Contine Siding. Approximately 9
acres to be exchanged for approxi-
mately 14 acres of Williams Locations
10532 and 12310 for inclusion in State
forest..

Area No. 7.-About 10 miles south-
east of Hightury. Approximately 970
acres which does not carry timber;
and it Is unlikely that timber can
ever be grown on it.

On motion by Mr. Hoar, debate ad-
journed.

Message from the Governor received
and read notifying assent to the Lot-
teries (Control) Act Amendment Bill.

BILLS (2)-THIRD READING.

1, Electoral Act Amendment (No. 2).
2, Town Planning and Development Act

Amendment.
Transmitted to the Council.

BILL-ELECTORAL DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. A.

V. R. Abbott-Mt. Lawley) [3.49] in
moving the second reading said: The Bill
seeks to remedy what I think will be ap-
Parent to every member is a mistake in
the wording of Section 9A of the Electoral
Districts Act, 1947. That section provides
for the redistribution of boundaries of
the Provinces for the Upper House. it
reads as follows--

(1) The Commissioners shall ad-
just the boundaries of the ten Elec-
toral Provinces as existing at the
commencement of this Act, having
regard to their Proposed allotment of
and alterations in boundaries of Elec-
toral Districts. Provided that-

(a) each Province shall con-
sist of a number of com-
plete and contiguous Elec-
toral Districts as nearly as
Possible comprising the
same area as at the date
Of the Passing of this Act
each Province contains;
subject, however, to the
boundaries of the Metro-
politan Province and the
Metropolitan-.Suburban Pro-
vince as existing at the
commencement of this Act
being readjusted so as to
include in each Province
such Electoral Districts as
will cause the number of
electors on the roll of each
Province to be approxi-
mately the same.

It will be seen from the directions given
to the Commissioners that the areas of
the three metropolitan Provinces were tobe kept the same, subject however to theboundaries of the Metropolitan Province
and the Mer~ltnSbra Province
being readjusted to include in each pro-
vince such electoral districts as would
cause the number of electors on the roll
of each Province to be approximately thesame. The commission was carried out
and resulted In three new Provinces from
the metropolitan area known as the Metro-
politan Province, the Suburban Province
and the West Province.
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Under the directions given to the Com-
missioners, it was necessary that the Metro-
politan and Suburban Provinces should
contain approximately the same number
of electors: but, for some reason which
I cannot understand, no such direction
was given concerning the third province.
the West Province, but a direction was
given that the West Province should have
the same area as previously. That has re-
sulted in a6 very curious position. The
Metropolitan Province has 16,149 electors
on the roll: the Suburban Province has
15,211; and the West Province has 9,975.
Let us consider for a moment the number
of electors for each of the electoral dis-
tricts that comprise the three provinces.
These figures show the number of electors
on the roll at the 30th September, 1951,
as follows:-

Metropolitan Province:
Claremont ..
Cottesloe
East Perth ... ..
Leederville .. ..
Nedlands .. ..
North Perth... ..
Subiaco .. .
Wembley Beaches
West Perth

Suburban Province:

Canning ..
Guildford-Midland ..
Middle Swan..
Mt. Hawthorn .... .-

mt. Lawley
South Perth .. ..
Victoria Park ..
Maylands

West Province:
Fremanitle ..
Melville
South Fremantle

9,508
8,354
9,213
8,358
9,652
8,284
8,739
9,839
8,728

80,675

11.489
9,470

11,159
10,28 1

8,244
8,673
8,604
9,06

76,976

8,955
10,279
9,607

28,841

It will be clearly seen how out of balance
is the West Province relative to the other
two provinces comprising the Metropolitan
area. It is out of all proportion. The
electoral districts of the West Province
have only 28,841 electors, compared with
80,675 for the Metropolitan Province and
76,976 for the Suburban Province. As
previously mentioned, the metropolitan
Province has 16,149 electors; the Suburban
Province, 15,211; and the West Province
only 9,975.

The Bill seeks to remedy this state,
of affairs by setting up a similar electoral
commission to that established on the Pre-
vious occasion. it will consist of the

Chief Justice, the Under Secretary for
Lands and the Chief Electoral Officer.
Within 21 daysr of being appointed, the
Commission is to-

Inquire into and without altering the
boundaries of any electoral dis-
trict formulate a proposal for the
readjustment of the internal
boundaries of the Metropolitan.
Suburban and West Provinces, so
that each province shall-

(i) consist of a number of com-
plete and contiguous elec-
toral districts, and

(ii) have an approximately
equal number of electors.

The proposal of the Commissioners is to
be published in a newspaper circulating
in the provinces and in the "Government
Gazette." Any person may object to the
proposal and all objections are to be re-
ferred to the commission, which is to con-
sider them and make a final recommenda-
tion to the Governor, who may adopt the
recommendations, whereupon they will be-
come law.

H-on. A. H. Panton: Have you not
enough members in the Upper House now?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The parent
Act, in Section 12, provides as follows:-

(1) The State may from time to time
be wholly or partially redivided into
Electoral Districts and Electoral Pro-
vinces by Commissioners appointed
under this section in manner herein-
after provided whenever directed by
the Governor by Proclamation.

(2) Such Proclamation shall be
issued-

(a) on a resolution being passed
by the Legislative Assembly in
that behalf; or

(b) if in the report by the Chief
Electoral Officer to the Minis-
ter to whom the administra-
tion of the Electoral Act.
1907-1940, is for the time
being committed, as to the
state of the rolls made up for
any triennial election it ap-
pears that the enrolment in
not less than five Electoral
Districts falls short of or ex-
ceeds by twenty per centumn
the quota as ascertained for
spch districts under this Act.

So it will be seen that there are two con-
ditions under which redistribution is pro-
vided for by the Act. The first is on a
resolution being passed by the- Legislative
Assembly in that behalf and it will be
understood that the redistribution, affect-
ing provinces, therefore affects the Legis-
lative Council. Tt is thought that another
place should be consulted before such a re-
distribution takes Place at the instigation
of one House only. It is felt that instead
of 'the redistribution taking Place on a

1.510
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resolution by one House it should take
place only upon a resolution by the Legis-
lative Assembly and the Legislative Coun-
cil authorising the proclamation to be
carried out. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by Hon. A. R. G. Hawke, de-
bate adjourned.

LOAN ESTIMATES. 1951-52.
1In Committee.

Resumed from the 20th November; Mr.
Yates in the Chair.

Vote-Departmental, £231 ,0OO (partly
considered):

BON. A. R. G. HAWKE (Northam)
[4.5]: The estimated Loan expenditure for
the current financial year reaches the
breathtaking total of £17,348,120. In these
days of more or less easy money a large
sum of that description does not create
the excitement or interest that would have
been created had even half that figure been
estimated to be expended on Loan works
10, 15 or 20 years ago. In these times the
People generally, and a lot of members
of Parliament, are not much concerned
with what the Loan expenditure is in total.
Most people judge the Loan programme
and the Loan Policy of a Government by
the results which the expenditure brings
to their particular district or town, and
the effect it might have upon them if they
are in business or are associated with some
undertaking that benefits from the ex-
penditure of Loan money by the Govern-
ment.

To obtain an idea of how Loan expendi-
ture has increased, I have taken the
trouble of checking up on the total
expenditure in the year 1937-38. In that
year the estimated expenditure from Loan
funds was £2,000,000 and the actual ex-
penditure £1,670,000. The Government
at that time did not deliberately cut its
Loan programme to that extent, but was
restricted to that sum by the amount of
money made available by the Loan Council
to Western Australia in that year. In
1938-39 the estimated total Loan expendi-
ture was £2,210,000 and, there again, the
total amount approved for Loan expendi-
ture was not that which would have been
chosen by the Government of the day. it
was the total amount that the Loan Coun-
cil of Australia made available to Western
Australia, and it was the maximuma amount
available.

In 1938 and 1939 Australia was still
climbing out of the economic and financial
depression that commenced in Australia to-
wards the end of 1929. Ideas about
finance in those days were vastly dif-
ferent from what they are today. At that
time Governments had to battle strongly
to obtain Loan funds of any consequence,
whereas today-specially up until this

Year-the Position has been almost entirely
different. AS I said at the beginning, the
estimated total Loan expenditure for 1951-
52 exceeds £17,000,000 and that is a tre-
mendous amount for a small popu-
lation such as we have in this
State to have expended on Its behalf out
of Loan moneys borrowed by the Govern-
ment. It is, of course, exceedingly doubt-
ful whether the Government will be able
to expend anywhere near the total amount
approved.

The Premier: We have large commit-
ments oversea this year.

Mr. Brady: It would be better if the
commitments were in Western Australia.

The Premnier: You know, of course, that
that is impossible.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I know the Gov-
ernment has some very heavy commit-
ments to meet to cover machinery and
goods of many descriptions that it has
considered necessary to import from other
countries but, even so, it is still problemati-
Cal-in my opinion-whether the Govern-
ment wvill be able to expend the £17,000,000
that has been approved. The Loan pro-
gramme, as explained to the Committee
by the Treasurer, appears to be a well-
balanced programme and takes into con-
sideration. as far as is physically Possible
in these days , the requirements of many
Parts of Western Australia.

The Programme is based, to a consider-
able extent, upon the Postwar public
works Programme as planned by the Gov-
ernments that existed in this State from
1943 to 1947. In a State- such as Western
Australia it is urgently necessary that
money should be expended in large
amounts on the development of our coun-
try and I think it is realised by nearly
everyone in the State that one of our
greatest needs is water. The Government's
Loan. programme, like that of its Predeces-
Sol's in office, places considerable emphasis
on that urgent need.

The Premier: What plan had our pre-
decessors in office with regard to railway
rehabilitation?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I will quote
something from today's issue of "The West
Australian" about railway rehabilitation
which the Premier may not be altogether
pleased to hear. I do not know whether
his officers have brought the article in
question to his notice today but, if they
have, it should cause him furiously to
think and furiously to blush. However, I
will save the Treasurer immediate worry
and concern-and perhaps some anger-
by not referring to it any further at this
stage.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Are not all the
engines that you have received engines
that we ordered?

The Premier: No.
Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Are you sure?
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The Premier: Positive, available frm year to year could be ex-
Hon. J. T. Tonkin: How many have you

received?
The Premier: I cannot tell you, offhand.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: There is one
particular item in the Loan Estimates
which seems to me not to have received
nearly sufficient attention from the Gov-
ernment. I propose to make only passing
reference to it because there are members,
especially on this side of the House, who
are much better informed about this item
and the industry with which it deals.
The item in question is the development
of goldfields and mineral resources. The
actual expenditure last Year from loan
funds, in relation to these industries, was
£460,771 and the estimated expenditure
for this current financial year is only
£500,000. That is an increase of less than
£40,000 compared with last year's figure.
If we take into consideration the value
of money today, compared with what it
was last year, we will find that in reality
the Government's policy in connection
with the development of goldfields and
mineral resources is one which will be less
this year than was even attempted or done
last year.

I should say that if the relative value of
money this year compared with last Year
could be worked out, it would be found
that the Government proposed to do con-
siderably less under this heading in West-
ern Australia this financial year than was
done last year. I do not know whether
this policy on the part of the Government
represents a defeatist attitude in regard to
that item, or whether it represents an at-
titude of not very much interest in the
development of such valuable resources as
we have in Western Australia in connec-
tion with our mineral deposits.

Mr. Marshall: Their greatest interest
has been the pulling up of the railways.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKCE: It seems to me
that the Government has fallen down very
badly on the job in connection with that
matter and it should be called upon, by
members generally and especially by mem-
bers representing Goldfields areas, to alter
its policy very considerably in the direction
of ensuring that much more expenditure
will be available for the purpose of develop-
ing mineral resources in the many parts of
the State in which they occur.

We know that In recent months the
Commonwealth Government has, in effect,
dictated that there shall be reduced
amounts of loan funds made available to
State Governments. Apparently no finan-
cial embarrassment has come to the Gov-
ernment of Western Australia so far under
that policy of the Menzies Government.
However, we are under some necessity to
look ahead more than a few weeks or
months because the cumulative effect
upon our State. as well as upon other
States, of severe cuts in loan moneys

tremely destructive to the employment of
the people and could have very detrimental
effects upon the development of this and.
other States. I want to quote from "The
West Australian" of the 11th December
this year. This is a Press message sent
from Melbourne and dated the previous-
day; it is headed 'Many Lose Jobs in Vic-
toria" and reads as follows:-

Nearly 6.000 Victorian workers have
been dismissed in the textile, clothing
and boot industries within a few weeks.
of Christmas.

Manufacturers said today that the
cause of the sackings was cancella-
tion of orders by big city retail firms.

The cancellations were caused in
turn by buyer-resistance from wage-
earners who were frightened by recent
heavy Government sackings.

Manufacturers and unionists said
that they hoped that the example of
the Federal and State Governments
in dismissing thousands of employees
would not spread to private industry.
The Secretary of the Chamber of
Manufactures (Mr. N. Curphey) said:

Every time an Australian buys
an overseas article when he could
buy an Australian article, he is
helping to sack himself.

Causes of the dismissals, he
said, occurred in this order:

Other Government dismissals
following loan cuts.

Heavy taxation after the Bud-
get.

Fierce credit controls and capi-
tal issues controls.

Heavy importations of over-
seas textiles.

It will be seen from that statement that
the cut in loan funds has already had a
very bad effect in some parts of Australia,
with the result that not only men em-
Ployed by essential works have been dis-
missed, but their dismissal in turn has
also had the effect of causing workers in
Private industry to be dismissed, due to
the fact that there has been a reduced
demand for the products of those parti-
cular industries. Those who went through
the financial and economic depression in
Australia from 1929 onwards will remem-
ber just how fast that kind of situation
snowballed from very small beginnings.

We know that at the beginning of that
depression in Australia a few men were
sacked here, a few retrenched somewhere
else and a few men put off somewhere
else, and in a very short time sacking be-
came the general thing both in private
industry and in relation to Governments
because, under the capitalistic system, those
engaged in industry and producing for
profit have only one answer when the
banks tell them they must economnise: that
answer is to sack fast and furiously the
People employed by them. There is no
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doubt, despite -what the Treasurer said
here the other day-supported as he was
by the member for Nedlands-about the
destructive effect which the Federal Bud-
get of this year has already had upon
industry-

Mr. Marshall: We will know all about
it in another 12 months.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: -and upon
Governments.

Mr. Marshall: I hope that they take
guns and use them in Australia. We have
more enemies in Australia than we have
in Korea.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: There can be
no doubt that these destructive effects
are going to increase every week from
now on.

Mr. Marshall: So will the number of
communists, too-very speedily.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The Treasurer
of this State is going to find that he will
be called upon to pay much more for
the machinery, plant, equipment and
goods which he has to purchase for his
loan works undertakings. He will find
that every one pound of his loan money
will travel a considerably lesser distance
before this year is out than a similar
pound travelled last year. As this situa-
tion develops orthodox economists advis-
ing the Commonwealth Government will
tell Mr. Menzles and Sir Arthur Padden
that there must be greater cuts in the
loan programmes; there must be greater
economy here, there and everywhere and
there must be more increases in taxation.

It seems to me, therefore, that the
loan programme of not only Victoria will
be seriously curtailed within nine or 12
months, but I am afraid we will also find
that the loan programme of Western
Australia will be very drastically curtailed
as well, because those who control the
financial situation will lay it down that
only so much money can be made avail-
able for public works. With that hap-
pening on the one side, and with the re-
sultant dismissals from employment which
will be forced upon all State Governments
and increased taxation hitting industry
hard on the other side, we will find, if
we are not very careful, that unemploy-
ment will develop on a very serious scale
and will quickly grow to dangerous di-
mensions.

I think that production costs in Aus-
tralia are already beyond the dangerous
level; they are already higher than in-
dustry can successfully bear for any length
of time. Yet as I said a moment or two
ago, increased taxation has been loaded
upon industry, prices are still rising in
almost every direction and every quarter
the basic wage is being adjusted upwards.
I should hope that the Treasurer will be
able to hold the position for Western Aus-
tralia reasonably well, but I fear that he
will be up against extremely powerful

opposition from the present Common-
wealth Government which is probably fol-
lowing its own inclinations and follow-
ing willy-nilly, it would appear, the ad-
vice being given to it by orthodox econo-
mists who are completely out of touch, as
far as I am able to judge, with the
realities of the situation.

Mr. Marshall: And completely in touch
with the international Jew-Professor
Copland in particular. He is a scoundrel
of the first water, that bloke!

Hon. A. R. Q. HAWKE: Some moments
ago, by interjection, the Treasurer in-
formed the Committee that the Govern-
ment this financial year has to meet some
very heavy oversea commitments in rela-
tion to the State's loan programme.
Strangely enough it appears that an ex-
tremely serious situation has developed,
and is further developing for Australia
in regard to its oversea financial standing.
In view of the fact that Australia has been
exporting large quantities of primary pro-
ducts oversea, and receiving almost sky-
high prices for them, it is difficult to be-
lieve that Australia's oversea financial
position could have been handled so badly
in recent years as to have developed a
financial crisis for Australia overset. One
would have thought that the opposite
would have been the case; that the huge
oversea credits being established abroad
for Australia in the sale of surplus Primary
products exported from our country would
have created an oversea financial position
for us that would have been safe in every
respect.

The Premier; What about our imports?
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Well, what

about our Imports?
The Premier: We have had to have

them and the cost has been tremendous.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I differ from

the Premier in regard to his sweeping
generalisation about all imports. I would
say that a very large quantity of the things
imported into Australia in recent years
were not essential and were not required
as necessities. As a matter of fact if the
Premier had listened carefully to the ex-
tract from "The West Australian" which
I read a few Moments ago he would know
that old and well established industries-
textile industries in Victoria and presum-
ably in New South Wales-are suffering
because of the competition they are meet-
ing from imported lines of textiles. Would
the Premier suggest for a second that it
was necessary and essential to import
those lines of textiles into Australia when
we had within our nation abundant manu-
facturing capacity to turn out good quality
textile lines at what could be regarded
in these days as reasonable prices?

The Premier: I do suggest that hun-
dreds of millions of pounds worth of goods
have been imported which have kept down
prices in Australia.
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Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I doubt that.
The Premier: There is not a shadow of

doubt about it.
Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I very much

doubt that.
The Premier: What about all the ma-

chinery and equipment?
Han. A. R. G. HAWKE: A great amount

of machinery and equipment had to be
imported because there was a serious
shortage of It in Australia; much of it
was not manufactured in Australia and
so it had to be imported. I have no
quarrel with the Premier in regard to that
angle of the situation, but I want him to
take a complete view of the whole range
(if Imports which have been flooding into
Australia in recent years. If he does that
I am sure he will come to the conclusion
that our imports have been tremendously
in excess of what was actually required
for essential Purposes in Australia. I want
to quote again from "The West Austra-
lian" of the 11th December; the quota-
tion covers a Press message sent from
Canberra on Monday of this week. It is
headed "Major Crisis Forecast In Current
Year" and reads as follows:-

Australia faced a major crisis in
the current financial year, the vice-'
chancellor of the National University
(Sir Douglas Copland) said today.

He forecast a total deficit in the
balance of Payments of not less than
£425,000,000.

In other words for the financial year Aus-
tralia's imports will have exceeded its ex-
ports by £425,000,000. The article con-
tinues-

This could be afforded for the pre-
sent year because Australia has
started with more than £800,000,000
of London balances.

Hut there is little doubt that by the
middle of next Year the situation will
be embarrassing.

The present Commonwealth Government,
in far less than a year. has allowed the
oversea balance in favour of Australia to
deteriorate to the extent-~of £425,000,000.
There are some members in this Commit-
tee who remember what happened under
the policy of the Bruce-Page Government
from 1925 to 1929. We know that one of
the major features of the policy of that
Government was to flood Australia with
Imports from wherever they could be ob-
tained outside Australia. We know, too,
that, as a result of that policy being
practised so vigorously by that Govern-
ment during the Period to which I have
referred, a financial crisis developed for
Australia oversea.

it would appear that the Policy of the
Menzies-Fadden Government today is
exactly the same in respect of imports
from oversea countries as was that of the
Bruce-Page Government from 1925 to 1929.

It could be said that this is an instance
of history repeating itself. Maybe history
is repeating itself in regard to this vitally
important matter for Australia because the
same powerful Interests--

Mr. Marshall: That is the Point.
Ron. A. Rt. 0. HAWE: -which in-

fluenced the Bruce-Page Government from
1925 to 1929 are today influencing the
MenzieS-Fadden Government in the same
direction.

Mr. Marshall: They tried to get hold
of Ben Ohiefley, but he would have no-
thing to do with it.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: So from which-
ever angle we look at Australia's financial
position-whether it be internally or ex-
ternally-we find our nation being forced
into a financial crisis of the first magni-
tude. In my judgment that is criminal in
the extreme, because it is happening now
in a period when the financial situation for
Australia internally and externally should
be stronger than it has ever been in this
nation's history. I am not, this afternoon,
going to take up the time of the Committee
-which it would be necessary to take up-
to argue that the policy, the cautious, safe
policy, of the Chifley Government was cal-
culated to serve the best interests of Aus-
tralia and its people.

I think that most people in Australia
have come to realise in the last two or
three years-and especially in the last year
-just how statesmanlike was the policy
pursued by the Chifles' Government. People
have come to recognise that in greatly
increasing numbers in recent months, al-
most entirely because they have had an
opportunity to make a practical compari-
son between the financial policy pursued
by the Chifley Government and that being
pursued by the present Commonwealth
Government.

The Premier: Yet some of our foremost
financial critics strongly disagree with you,
and strongly favour the Budget which the
Commonwealth Government has just pre-
sented.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: We had a lot
of discussion here the other evening about
these economists. I say without any hesi-
tation that in every financial crisis Aus-
tralia has had the economists have been
proven to have been absolutely wrong.,

The Premier: Then what is the use of
economists?

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: That is my ques-
tion, too. I do not think for one moment
that economists should be allowed to de-
cide policy.

The Premier: Who should we have to
advise Government?

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: They should
not be allowed to decide policy.

The Premier: Who are to advise Gov-
ernments?
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Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKS: I should say
that practically minded men who have had
public experience, who have what I might
describe as a practical knowledge of bread
and butter economics, are the people who
should advise Governments and automatic-
ally decide Government policy. The time
has past when the welfae of the people
and the fate of the nation should be
allowed to remain in the hands of orthodox
economists.

We saw how desperately wrong their ad-
vice and policy were in 1931 and in the
subsequent years; we are now seeing howidesperately wrong and destructive their
advice and policy are at this time. I do
not know what -tbe Premier requires to
destroy his blind and complete faith in
these economists. What does the Premier
require to destroy his innocent belief in
these people? Does he want to see, In full
measure, a financial and economic de-
pression similar to that which Australia
suffered in 1931-

The Premier: I do not think we will,
and I do not agree that we are heading
In that direction.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: -before he will
agree that economists who advise Govern-
ments along the lines which the Common-
wealth Government has been advised in
recent months are a menace to Australia,
as well as to the Government or Govern-
ments they advise?

It Is all very well for the Premier to sit
back and say that he does not think things
are becoming bad; he does not think that
there is trouble ahead: he does not think
that industry is suffering, or that Govern-
ments will be compelled to reduce their
pubiic works undertakings and conse-
quently the number of men for whom they
provide employment. I have had enough
experience of the Premier during the last
three or four years to realise that his re-
f usal to face facts is a very stubborn streak
in his make-up. I need only to refer to his
prophecy of some three years ago to the
effect that the upward spiral of inflation
would cease in nine months' time.

Mr. Marshall: As soon as he got in.
Zion. A. R. 0, HAWKE: When he intro-

duced his Budget this year, he made a
similar prophecy and gave us to under-
stand that, in his opinion and judgment,
the upward spiral of inflation would cease
after the 30th June of next year. The
Premier is burying his head in the sand;
he Just will not face the facts. I am not
asking him to take any advice or inifor-
mation from me. He can wipe me off as
a dead loss-

Mr. Marshall: You are a live asset.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE:-but I do ask

him to be Influenced and impressed and
guided by what is happening and
what has happened in recent years.
It may be easy for him each time
one of his optimistic prophecies is falsified
to come along a few months afterwards

with a similar prophecy, and when that
prophecy is falsified a few months later.
to come along a year subsequently and give
us a similar prophecy. That might satisfy
the Premier and build up the stubborn
pride that Is in his make-up; it might
satisfy the loyalty he considers he owes to
his advisers, economic and otherwise, but
it is a shockingly bad thing for the
people and the State.

Therefore I ask him to think more seri-
ously and deeply about these matters. I1 ask
him to get away from the figures in a book
and away from the advice the economists
offer from time to time, because they adopt
the same trick as he does and, when one of
the prophecies is falsified, they say, "We
need more time. Although we thought this
would be beneficially effective in 12 months,
we find that it will require two years" and
so they go on to say that in order that it
may be beneficially effective after the ex-
piration of a further year, the medicine
being given to the people should be in-
creased-the doses should be more severe.

I quoted here the other night a state-
ment by Professor Mauldon on his return
to Fremantle from oversea recently. He
praised the present Commonwealth Budget
as being a courageous effort on the part of
the Commonwealth Government to face the
situation. He sought to justify increased
taxation, saying that its effect would be
anti- Inflationary.

Mr. Marshall: Would it not make one
laugh?
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: Then he went on

to say that he had some doubt as to
whether the Budget would be beneficially
effective during the current financial Year.
In the same statement, he said that, if at
the end of the current financial year the
present Budget policy did not succeed, the
increase in taxation should be made much
stronger next year. He prophesied that, as
a result of this, Australia would begin to
get away from its problem of inflation. The
whole statement runs counter to common-
sense. The Premier does not need to be
an economist, any more than I do, to read
the signs of the times. All he has to do is
to have a quiet talk with Mrs. McLarty
and study the household bills coming in
from week to week.

Hon. A. H. Panton: He would not be in
the race.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: If that does not
give the Premier a Practical outlook, let
him talk with some of the farmer members
of this Chamber and inspect some of the
bills they are receiving for their farm re-
quirements.

The Premier: And some of their incomes
as well?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKCE: Yes, but surely
the Premier does not suggest that, because
a farmer has a large income, it does not
matter what he pays for his machinery,
spare Parts and so forth.

The Premier: I am not suggesting that.
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*Eon. A. ft. 0. HAWKE: I am suggesting rock phosphate, 42,000 tons of coal.
that everyone in the community has not
an income equal to that of the farmers,
and not every farmer has a high income,
either.

Mr. Marshall: One had to borrow £10,000
to pay his taxation. He is in a happy posi-
tion!

Hon. A. H. Panton: That was not the
member for Moore, either.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: The f act
that Commonwealth policy is putting up
the farmers' production costs is one of the
most serious aspects of the Budget and
one that the Premier, as a man personally
interested in primary production, ought
to recognise without the slightest trouble.
If the farmers' production costs are put
up continually, it will inevitably have the
effect of reducing production on many
farms and even of driving smaller farm-
ers out of business.

In addition, it will lead to an increase
in the prices of commodities produced on
the farms, which in turn will have a
detrimental inflationary effect throughout
the length and breadth of industry and
throughout the Commonwealth. That will
be another dose of inflation; prices will
rise; then there will be a further rise
in the basic wage. That will justify the
manufacturers, distributors and sellers of
goods in getting further increases in their
prices, and this in turn will force retail
prices up again and then there will be
another increase in the basic wage, and
so the cycle will be never-ending. I
suggest that the Premier and his officers
give much deeper consideration to these
problems than appears to have been given
to them so far.

I wish to deal with only one other ques-
tion. At the beginning of my speech
the Premier raised the question of rail-
way rehabilitation. In "The West Aus-
tralian" of today, there is a sub-leader
headed "Transport Policy?" setting out the
views of the management of the newspaper.
I shall read the last two paragraphs be-
cause they are particularly pertinent--

The truth is, of course, that none
of these goals finds a place in West
Australian transport policy, which is
really not a policy at all but a rather
touching faith in the ability of rail-
ways to do everything.

When the Premier interjected earlier, he
was beginning to boast about what his
Government had done in the matter of
railway rehabilitation. To continue the
quotation-

Cost certainly does not enter into
it. Nearly five years after the present
Government took office, the Railway
Department had to tell the Common-
wealth Grants Commission last week
that in 1950-51 it lost 460.000 tons
of wheat, 181,000 tons of fertiliser,
50,000 tons of bricks, 200,000 tons of

20,000 tons of timber and a consider-
able quantity of other goods to road
transport. This enormous, traffic was
hauled over roads which were never
intended to be put to such use. To
make matters worse, the net increase
in locomotives was only 13.

1 emphasise that there has been a net
gain in locomotives of only 13 during the
five years the present Government has
been in office. The article continued-

Perhaps the story will be better
this year. But when the Govern-
ment surveys the loan market, its
insistent public works obligations, the
shortage of equipment and materials,
the recurring railway deficits, the in-
evitable opposition to still higher
freights and the railway system's de-
plorable condition, it must get the
shivers. At the next general election
the cobwebs will still be thick on rail-
ways. Unfortunately for the public,
the Labour Party seems to be equally
incapable of removing them.

"The West Australian" newspaper is the
father of the present Government.

'The Premier: Is that so?
Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: There is not

a shadow of doubt about it.
Mr. Marshall: The Premier does its

bidding exactly.
Hon. A. 1%. G. HAWKE: The Premier

is old enough in the head politically to
realise the absolute truth of my asser-
tion.

Mr. Hutchinson: Then "The West Aus-
tralian" should be a very proud parent.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: So the mem-
ber for Cottesloe suggests that "The West
Australian" should be a'very proud parent.
Evidently the hon. member has not read
the last part of the sub-leader just quoted
by me, and so I shall read it again to
show him how proud "The West Aus-
tralian" is as the father of this Govern-
ment.

Mr. Hutchinson: There is no real neces-
sity to do so, as I heard you read it be-
fore.

Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKE: There might be
no necessity, but it is desirable that I read
it again to kill completely the interjec-
tion so unwisely made by the member for
Cottesloe-

But when the Government surveys
the loan market, its insistent public
works obligations, the shortage of
equipment and materials, the recur-
ring railway deficits, the inevitable
opposition to still higher freights and
the railway system's deplorable con-
dition it must get the shivers. At the
next general election the cobwebs will
still be thick on the railways.
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Are they the outpourings of a proud father
in relation to the activities of one of his
children? It appears to me that the

:father-"The West Australian" in this in-
stance-would cut the Government off at
the pockets at this stage if it could do so.

The Premier:. I think it could justly
have reminded the public of Western Aus-
-tralia that we took over a deplorable rail-
way position-described by a Royal

'Commission as the worst in the world.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: "The West

Australian" told the public that, and much
more, during the general State elections in
1947, and so did the Treasurer and Minis-
ters in the present Government. "The
West Australian," the Treasurer and his
colleagues at that time also told the pub-
lic that what was needed to remedy the

*,situation was a vigorous Government-
The Premier: That is so, and I think

even you will admit that the railway
problem was not tackled, except in the
last four or five years.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: -and one which
would clear away all the cobwebs and,
in a comparatively short time, overcome
all the disabilities which had befallen the
railway system as a result of the war
period and the severely restricted finan-

* cial system which had operated here from
1930 to the commencement of the war.
So I should say the Present Government
has fallen down almost completely in re-
gard to the undertakings it gave to the
public in 1947 to rehabilitate the railways.

The Premier:
agree: and you
that have faced

How thoroughly we di's-
know all the difficulties
this Government!

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Yes. I see most
of them along the front Ministerial bench.
That is where most of the Government's
difficulties are situated, although I would
be kind or generous enough to exclude the
Treasurer from that statement. Evidently
"The West Australian" now sees as clearly
as the noonday sun the incapacity, lack of
drive and utter incompetence of the pre-
sent Government to deal with the prob-
lem.

The Premier: A problem that is on the
Improve, and pretty rapidly.

Mr. Marshall: You did not realise that
fact when we were over there.

The Premier: I know what a mess you
made of it.

Mr. Marshall: We had greater difficul-
ties than you have ever had.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I do not want

to continue to argue this subject with the
'Treasurer to a stage where he will lose his
temper, because I can see that he is be-
coming angry already.

The Minister for Health: He never gets
angry.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am prepared
to leave it there.

The Premier: I think you would be wise.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: I will return
to it if the Premier is suggesting that if
I leave it where it is I am sort of getting
out of a difficult situation. Therefore. I
come back to it, and I do so mainly for
the purpose of saying that the Labour
Party has not been in office In Western
Australia since the 31st March, 1947. We
cannot, therefore, be held responsible In
any shape or form for the policy which
has been operated in connection with the
Railway Department since that time.

The Premier: No, but you can be held
responsible for the time you were there;
and you are responsible, of course.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: If the Treasurer
wants me to discuss the matter, I pro-
pose to do so. Evidently the hon. gentle-
man is not anxious to complete the ses-
Lion of Parliament this week, which was
the belief he gave us earlier, We have to
go back to 1930 to get a clear picture of
the railway system. I propose to trace
the picture very quickly, because, before
I sit down. I want to tackle the member
for Nedlands on a separate matter alto-
gether. In 1930, a Government similar
to the one now occupying the Treasury
bench was returned to office, namely, the
Mitchell-Latham Government.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: The "work for all"
Government. I remember that one.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Even the Treas-
urer would not dispute that statement.

The Premier: No.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: That Govern-

ment allowed the railway system to fall
into a terrible state of disrepair.

The Premier: It found the system in that
condition.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: It did not. I
am not blaming the Mitchell-Latham Gov-
ernment at all for what happened, because
it was in the absolute grip of the financial
dictatorship which was then operating in
Australia. That Government could not
get money to buy sufficient food to keep
the unemployed and their families above
the breadline. Therefore, we can easily
imagine how much It could spend on keep-
ing the railways in any sort of condition.
It had to allow the railway system to go
to pot, as it were, the same as it had to
allow many other undertakings to go to
pot. It also had to allow hundreds of
thousands of men, women and children
in Western Australia to live on the bread-
line-many of them below it.

The Premier: So did the succeeding
Government.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: Naturally, that
Government, like any other, would give
first preference in the spending of the
available money to safeguarding the we]-
fare of the men, women and children of
the State rather than do something about
keeping the railway system in reasonable
order. So the railways had to be sacrificed
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from 1930 to 1933, and were so sacrificed
by a Government of the Treasurer's own
political colour. In 1933, the majority of
the people in Western Australia elected
the Labour Party to office. The same
financial dictatorship was then operating
in Australia, and the same financial diffi-
culties were facing this State. There was
no money available for railway rehabilita-
tion, providing water supplies, building
schools or hospitals, or doing any of the
hundred and one other vital works which
a Government carries out in ordinary
times.

Right up to when the war started, loan
funds available to Governments were
seriously curtailed under the financial
dictatorship or. if the Treasurer prefers
it, under the financial difficulties of the
period. So, no Government in Western
Australia from 1933 to 1939, irrespective
of its political colour, could have done a
great deal In. the direction of modernin-
Ing the railway system. The best the
Governments in those years could do was
to hold the system together to the fullest
possible extent. The Government of this
State, in the early days of the war, on
appeal from the Prime Minister, agreed to
concentrate the resources of Western
Australia for the purpose of developing
the greatest war effort possible so that
Australia, as one of the free nations of
the world, would be able to make a major
contribution, on the basis of her popula-
tion, with the other allied countries.

Consequently, no loan money was avail-
able to the State to any extent during the
war period, because all the loan moneys
which the Commonwealth could raise
were -concentrated upon the war effort.
and rightly so. I never heard the Treas-
urer, during the actual war years, say
anything in criticism or condemnation of
that policy. He did not criticise it or con-
demn it because he believed in that policy,
and so did everyone else in Western Aus-
tralia. It was the only policy which could
be followed in any State of the Common-
wealth or any free nation of the world
to ensure that not only would victory be
achieved against the dictator countries of
the world but, most important of all, that
victory should be obtained as early as pos-
sible. Obviously, it was not possible to
rehabilitate and modernise the railways.
We could only hold them together and
keep them running.

One would think from the criticism
which the Treasurer made against our
Government on the hustings In 1947, and
that expressed against us from many
other directions at the time, that the only
undertaking upon which Governments in
this State have to expend moneys is the
railways. Anyone who gives fair con-
sideration to the position knows there
are many vital avenues of expenditure
from Government loan funds in Western
Australia. They are set out in the printed

Loan Estimates, and I need only mention
those which are summarised on page 2 to
give members some idea of the wide field
in which loan moneys have to be used-
railways and tramways; electricity supply;
harbours and rivers; water supply and
sewerage; development of Goldfields and
mineral resources; development of agri-
culture; public buildings; sundries.

The Premier: Yet this year we have
provided £5,903,629 for our railways.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKLE: Yes, I agree;
but why? Let the Treasurer explain why.

The Premier: To meet our urgent needs.

Hon. A. Rt. G. HAWKE: Why has the
Treasurer been able to provide £5,900,000
for railway and tramway purposes in this
current year? He has been able to do it
because we are still within, even although
barely within it now, a period of easy
and plentiful supplies of loan moneys and
other moneys, too, for that matter. In
his heart of hearts the Treasurer knows
that only too well. How much will the
Treasurer provide for railway rehabilita-
tion next financial year if he has avail-
able to him only £10,000,000 for expendi-
ture from loan money? Next year, the
Treasurer, in regard to this matter, will
be as much the victim of circumstances
as the late Sir James Mitchell was when
he was Premier in this State from 1930
to 1933: he will be as much the victim
of circumstances in the next financial year
as will the Premiers and Treasurers In this
State from 1933 to 1947.

The Premier: I do not think it will be
as bad as that; not by a long way.

Hon. A. ft. G. HAWKE: I am sure in
my own mind that the State Government
of Western Australia in the next financial
year will not have more than E10,000.000
of loan money available to spend on pub-
lie undertakings. In an earlier part of
my speech I was dealing with the infla-
tionary effect of high prices in regard to
machinery, plant, equipment and goods
being sold to farmers and to many other
people in our community. I was point-
ing out that companies, many of them
large, engaged in the manufacture and
distribution of such equipment and goods
had made a welter of a favourable situa-
tion and. in fact, had severely plundered
the primary producers and also many
other people in this State. As a result.
they increased the extent and effect of
the inflation problem. It seems to me
that we have operating in this State
combines and monopolies and semi-com-
bines and semi-monopolies whose main
thought is to extract from their cus-
tomers and the public generally the great-
est amount of profit possible.

The Premier: Combines and monopolies
in this State? Which are they?
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Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: They might not
necessarily have their headquarters in
this State.

The Premier: What would you describe
as combines and monopolies?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I would de-
scribe the Broken Hill Pty. Coy., Ltd., as
a combine..

The Premier: I would describe that
company as a very good monopoly.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKCE: I would not
necessarily argue with the Premier about
that. It is not a matter of whether we
should describe it as good or bad.

The Premier: Except that it would be
unfortunate to single out the Broken Hill
Pty. Coy. Ltd. as a monopoly.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The Treasurer
has not given me a chance to mention
any others.

The Premier: You have not given me
much of a chance to pick and choose.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I do not want
to mention Individual companies or com-
bines for the very reasdn that the Premier
mentioned a moment ago, but if he wishes
I will gladly specify.

The Premier: I was Just Interested as
to how they are detrimental to the State.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: They are manu-
facturers and distributors of farm ma-
chinery, motor vehicles, spare parts for
farm machinery or motor vehicles and
plant and machinery generally.

Mr. Orayden: They are not monopolies.
Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: They are semi-

monopolies and combines. There are big
firms that have honourable understand-
ings between themselves. There were price
arrangements made between them. We
have companies acting in restraint of
trade which Is a Phrase that ought to
ring a bell in the mind of the member
for Nedlands.

Mr. Marshall: They Pulled him in.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKCE: As a matter of

fact, I am sure it rings a very big bell
in the hon. member's mind. The ring-
ing of it must have a most deafening
effect on him. In fact, the member for
Nedlands introduced a Bill into this
House this year to control legally all
these combines and Monopolies, semi-
combines and semi-monopolies and big
firms that were in any way acting in re-
straint of trade, and thereby extracting
from the people more than they were
justly entitled to, and who were,
by their operations, making it more
costly for production to be carried
on in Western Australia, and were
making it harder for the people
generally to balance the budget at the
end of each week. When the hon. member
introduced the Bill it appeared that a
very good contribution was to be made in

*Western Australia to harness these firms.
companies and business undertakings
which act in restraint of trade; which tie
up wholesalers and retailers in order to
obtain greater prices for the goods which
are sold; companies that would keep out
and drive out of business small business-
men, and potential businessmen who would
not bow the knee to their demands and
dictates.

Our first session this year ended suddenly
as the result of the misbehaviour of an-
other place In dealing with the rent Bill.
A new session was started a few days after-
wards but we have seen or heard nothing
since then of the Bill which promised so
much.'

Mr. Orayden: What about the one on
hire purchase?

Hon. A. H. Panton: Cox Bros. upset that
one.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: So it appears.
clear that the combines and monopolies.
semi-combines and semi-monopolies and
other companies and firms are still at.
liberty to act in restraint of trade as it
pleases them. I suggest to the member for
Nedlands that he might be able to do
something about minimising the inflation-
an' problem if, between now and the be-
ginning of the next session, he has con-
sultation with members of this side of
the Chamber to ensure that an effective
Bill is framed and that it will have a good
chance of becoming law. If the member
for Nedlands is prepared to consult with
representatives of the Opposition, and all
of the Opposition members are in favour
of the new Bill when drafted, the hon.
member might be able to prevail on two
or three of his colleagues on the Govern-
ment side and, as a result, we will have
enough numbers to defeat the front mins-
terial bench and the other reactionaries
on the Government side who stick to the
front ministerial bench through thick and
thin.

The Premier: In short, it will have your
whole-hearted support.

Progress reported.

BILL-ROYAL VISIT, 1952, SPECIAL
HOLIDAY.

Council's Amendments.

Amendments made by the Council now
considered.

In Committee.
Mr. Yates in the Chair; the Minister

for Lands in charge of the Bill.
The CHAIRMAN: The first amendment

is as follows:-
No. 1. Clause 8. Delete the word

"where" in line 26.
Hon. A. H. Panton: This is a message

from the Council, is it?
Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: It is not on the

notice paper.
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The Premier: I think we had better have
the schedule of amendments on the notice
piaper.

Hon. A. It. 0. Hawke: Well, what are
we supposed to do about it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The whole
point of the amendment is to clarify the
position regarding the special holiday for
the Royal Visit. There were some workers
not provided for and the Council's amend-
ment is to make full provision for all
workers.

Hon. A. H. Panton: Good on them!
Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: Would the Minister

please read the amendment?
Mr. Marshall: Why is it not on the

notice paper so that we may know some-
thing about it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The mes-
sage has Just been received.

The Premier: Members on the other side
-can have progress reported if they want it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDlS: I move-
That the amendment be agreed to.

Hon. A. Rt. Gi. HAWKE: Is that all the
'explanation we are to receive from the
Minister?

The Minister for Lands:
'member is looking for an
'will report progress.

If the hon.
argument, I

.Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: No one is look-
ing for an argument but for some informa-
tion. Surely it is the duty of the Minis-
ter to give it to us! Here we have a
'message from the Council dealing with
amendments to the Bill, but we have
nothing before us.

The CHAIRMAN: To clarify the posi-
tion I would point out to the hon. mem-
ber that there are further amendments.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: But we know
nothing about them.

The CHAIRMAN: For the information
'of the Committee, I will inform them that
the Council's amendments are as fol-
.lows:-

Clause 8-Delete the word "Where"
in line 26.

Insert before the word "any"
appearing firstly in line 26 the
figure "1," thus "(1)".

Delete all words after the
figures "11912-1950" in line 29
down to the end of the clause
and substitute the following-

whether or not such Act, regu-
lation, award, or industrial
agreement provides for certain
specified days or for a certain
number of days to be observed
or treated as public holidays,
or empowers the Governor by
Proclamation or otherwise to
proclaim, appoint or declare
any day as a public holiday,

shall be deemed to be amended
so as to provide that the special
holiday shall be observed or
treated as a public holiday
without deduction of pay.

(2) Any person required by
his employer to work on the
special holiday shall-

(a) be compensated for
such work in accord-
ance with the pro-
visions of such Act,
regulation, award, or
Industrial agreement
for work on public
holidays: or

(b) in the absence of any
such provision be paid
for such work at the
rate of double time or,
at the option of the
employer, have one day
added to his annual
leave, or if he works
for part only of the
special holiday, shall
h a ve an equivalent
number of hours added
to his annual leave.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: This is not a
fair proposition at all. The Minister gets
up and moves that an amendment be
agreed to and then sits down. We ques-
tion very strongly such a course. You, Mr.
Chairman, were good enough to read the
amendments to the Committee but even
so I have not a full grasp of their mean-
ing. I suggest 'that this procedure is out
of all reason.

The Premier: We are quite prepared to
report progress.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The sooner pro-
gress is reported the better, if the Gov-
ernment wants any co-operation from the
Opposition in this matter.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I may
explain that after discussing the matter
with the member of the Legislative Coun-
cil who moved the amendments and also
with the Secretary for Labour, I ap-
preciated that the proposals were in the
interests of the worker. In the circum-
stances, I endeavoured to' deal with the
matter straight away.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke; That is what the
Attorney General told us the other night
about the arbitration Bill!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I rushed
around looking for my notes, but unfor-
tunately I could not find them at the time.
I have them now. The advice I have re-
ceived from the Department of Labour is
that there is no objection to the amend-
ments to Clause 8, as they set out in
more detail what is proposed in the Bill.
The clause provides for a special holiday
to be added to those mentioned in all
awards, but unfortunately some awards
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and agreements do not include provision
for public holidays but for an extra day
to be added to holidays.

Those applying to nurses, pilots, motor
drivers and taxi drivers, for instance, do
not make any provision for public holi-
days. but an extra day. is added to the
annual leave in lieu. Doubt was raised as
to whether those workers would benefit
from the special holiday. Although the
intention of the Bill is quite clear, I agree
that it would be in the interests of all con-
cerned if the position were clarified. The
amendments by the Council will bring in
all workers and will certainly'improve the
position. I thought I would ask the Com-
mittee to agree to the amendments
straightaway because the workers will
benefit.

Mr. Marshall: I suggest that progress
be reported until a later stage of the sit-
ting and perhaps copies of the amend-
ments could be circulated.

The Premier: That is what we will do.
Progress reported.

BILL-WORKERS' COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 4th December.

MR. MOIR (Boulder) [5.37]: The
amendments to the Workers' Compensa-
tion Act that are embodied in the Bill are
long overdue. In view of the inflationary
period we are passing through, the Act does
not provide adequate compensation for
workers who are injured or suffer ill-
health in consequence of their occupation.
There was a time when the Western
Australian Act was in the forefront of
legislation providing compensation for
workers. For quite a time now, however,
it has lagged far behind similar legisla-
tion enacted in the Eastern States. Al-
though the amendments in the Bill will
represent an, advance on the provisions
of the Act, they still do not compare
favourably with those contained in simi-
lar legislation in other States.~ The near-
est by way of comparsion is the Queens-
land Act which was last amended on the
12th December, 1949.

I should have thought a little more
realistic approach would have been made
to the problem by the Government. If
we consider the amount provided for weekly
payments, it will be noted that under the
Act the limit is £6 per week and com-
pensation is based in 66i per cent. of
a man's average weekly earnings. Ob-
viously a limitation of £6 per week falls
far behind what is requisite. Under the
Act a worker in the mining industry, even
if he is a single worker, does not get what
is adequate. The Bill seeks to amend
the limit to £8, but that still does not
meet requirements in view of the Pro-

vision in the schedule for the payment
of 66hi per cent. of a worker's average
weekly earning. For that reason I thought.
a more realistic approach would have been
made to the problem of fixing the amount
of compensation payable to an injured.
worker.

In the course of time, many defects.
have been. discovered in the legislation
and I propose, first of all, to deal with
the method of computing the weekly pay-
ment for an injured worker. As I pointed
out, the Act purports to give the
worker compensation amounting to 66i
per cent, of his weekly earnings or £6,.
whichever is the lesser. Another short-
coming arises where permanent or partial
disability exists, in which case the dis-
ability has to be measured on a per-
centage basis. No provision, short of total
incapacity, is made regarding workers un-
able to continue their employment. I
shall deal with the case of a worker who.
suffered 80 per cent. incapacity.

The Minister in charge of State in-
surance matters has recommended to the
State Insurance Office as regards workers.
affected by industrial diseases-I do not
know whether it applies to all others-
that a 65 per cent, disablement should
be regarded as sufficient entitlement to
the payment of the total amount of £1,250.
One would naturally conclude that such
a man being entitled to the payment of the
total amount, would also be paid the maxi-
mum amount of the weekly payment.
However, it does not work out that way.

In the instance I mention of a worker'
who was suffering from 80 per cent. in-
capacity, his weekly wage before incapa-
citation was £11 5s. and he naturally con-
cluded he would have been paid com-
pensation at the rate of £6 a week. In
fact, the man, who is single, was paid
only £ 4 16s. a week. I took the matter'
up with the State Insurance Office by
letter in my then capacity as organiser-
of the mining section of the Australian
Workers' Union. On the 5th April, 1951.
I wrote the following letter to the manager'
of the State Insurance Office at Kal-
goorlie:

Dear Sir,
Further to our telephonic conversa-

tion of the 4th inst., I must now re-
quest that your company pay our
member the full weekly payment of
£6, to which he is entitled, as from
30th September, 1949, the date on
which liability was accepted by your'
company.

This man is a notified advanced
silicotic and is therefore totally dis-
abled. His average weekly earnings
prior to ceasing work were £11 5s. The
payments he has received from your,
company are £4 i16s. per week.
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After a further conversation on this matter calculating compensation and has
I received the following letter from the
branch manager of the State Insurance
Office at Kalgoorlie:

Your letter of the 5th inst. in con-
nection with this case has been sub-
mitted to my head office and I have
been instructed to point out that in
view of the fact that this man's in-
capacity is 80 per cent., he Is legally
only entitled to weekly compensation
of 80 per cent, of his ordinary com-
pensation rate until the sum of £1.000
has been exhausted.

I think a mistake was made there, and the
figure should have been £1,250. 'The letter
continues--

He is by virtue of the recommenda-
tion made by this office to the Hon.
Minister to be permitted to continue
on workers' compensation until he re-
ceives in all £1,250. This benefit is
enjoyed by all cases where incapacity
due to industrial diseases is in excess
of 65 per cent, and they are regarded
as totally incapacitated, only by virtue
of the recommendation mentioned
herein, and not by any legal right. The
increase allowed in regard to the maxi-
mum liability has no bearing on the
rate of weekly payments and my head
office is therefore not prepared to
agree to an Increase to £6 per week in
this case.

The method of computing the weekly pay-
ments was disputed. This man's average
weekly earnings were £11 5s. per week and
66 2/3rd of that is £7 10s. Eighty per cent.
of the £7 10s. amounts to £6, so. naturally
we concluded that, even computing it on
that basis, he was entitled to £6 per week.
But we found that under the provisions of
the Act is was not 80 per cent., of two-
thirds of his weekly earnings, but 80 per
cent. of the maximum amount allowed to
be paid under the Act: that is, 80 per
cent, of £6. The union obtained legal ad-
vice on this matter from Dwyer, Durack
*& Dunphy as follows:-

In our opinion, we believe that the
offer to pay your member 80 per cent.
of £6 per week Is correct and that
there is nothing in the Workers' Com-
pensation Act to encourage the belief
that the total weekly payment can be
made.

It is clear that your member suaffers
an 80 per cent, disability but this has
reference only to a third schedule con-
dition and does not affect the worker's
ability to earn in any other capacity
than mining.

There seems no total way of evading
the provisions of Section 8 (13) of the
Workers' Compensation Act which dis-
tinctly and beyond all doubt refers to
this particular type, of case. Section
8 (6) only refers to the method of

nothing to do with percentage dis-
ability.

We regret that we are unable to en-
courage further movement on behalf
of this member.

That Is an extraordinary state of affairs:
but that is what this Act provides and will
continue to provide, because the Bill con-
tains no provision to rectify that serious
anomaly.

I should also like the Attorney General's
opinion on the point as to when a man is
to be regarded as incapable of earning
anything at all. There is a worker who Is
80 per cent: incapacitated. He only needs
to have another 5 per cent. disability of
any type and he will qualify for the in-
valid pension. It Is surely not suggested
that a man who is 80 per cent. incapaci-
tated could do work of any kind. Any-
one who knows anything of the sufferings
of those who have miners' diseases, will
know it is absolutely impossible for a man
suffering that degree of disability to do
any sort of work at all.

The provisions in the Bill for increases
indicate a very parsimonious approach to
the problem, especially when we take into
consideration the fact that the chairman
of the Workers' Compensation Board, in
his annual report to the Minister, has
stated that in the past year the premium
rates committee reduced premiums 25 per
cent., and it was the opinion of the chair-
man of the board and of the Auditor
General and the workers' representative
on the board that they could have been
further reduced. However, the represent-
atives of the tariff companies on the com-
mittee did not agree, so the rates were
reduced only 25 per cent.

The Attorney General: How do you
know?

Mr. MOIR: The report is on the Table.
The Attorney General: Does the report

state their individual opinions?
Mr. MOIR: Yes.
The Attorney General: That Is very

reliable evidence.
Mr. MOTE: I would not like to think the

Minister had not read the report.
The Attorney General: I do not remem-

ber that being In it.
Mr. MOIR: The report states that It

was the opinion of the Auditor General and
the A.L.P. representative that there should
be a more substantial reduction. The
chairman of the board also stated it had
been estimated that a saving to insurers
of £460,000 had been made by virtue of
that reduction. It is quite all right if
somebody can be saved money, but it
should not be saved at the expense of in-
jured workers. That shows, beyond all
doubt that, on the premiums chargeable,
far better benefits could have been paid
under this Act. Instead of saving the in-
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surers money, added benefits should be
given to injured workers because benefits
paid under any compensation Act are little
enough. For injured workers who have
families to keep, they are very meagre. The
loss to a family of a breadwinner cannot
be estimated in terms of money. This Act
should be amended to provide that what-
ever it is financially possible for industry
to pay to such people should be paid.

Where a worker is totally incapacitated
and is entitled to the full amount of £1,250
provided in the Act, and where that worker
is on weekly payments, there should be
some provision to prevent a happening of
the kind I am about to relate. Only a few
months ago the widow of one of these
workers came to me. She was distressed
to discover that, as a result of her husband
having died when he had received weekly
payments to the extent of £980, she had
only £20 more to receive, because-and this
Is rather an anomaly-if an injury results
in death, a worker's dependants are
entitled to £1,000; but if the worker con-
tinues living, the liability Is £1,250. So
the insurer saves £250 by the death of the
worker.

There are compensation Acts in other
States which make provision for that sort
of eventuality by providing for a minimum
sum to be paid, irrespective of what stage
the weekly payments have reached. When
the payments are near exhaustion, some
Acts provide for a minimum payment of
£000, 1 think the New South Wales Act
provides for that amount. I do not know
whether the Act has been amended since
I last had -knowledge of its provisions,
but I believe that recent amendments to
the Act in South Australia provided for a
sum of £500. Our Act should also provide
something of that nature. We should not
allow the circumstance to continue that
when a family suffers a bereavement it
also has the added blow of discovering that
only a few more pounds by way of com-
pensation can be collected before payments
cease. The funeral allowance, in the event
of the death of a worker, should also be
greater, because charges in that connection
have increased.

Another matter which has caused con-
cern to people who have had the handling
of compensation cases is the question of
memorandums of agreement. These oper-
ate in cases where a worker has suffered
a disability and is entitled to schedule
payments. Why a worker should have to
sign a memorandum of agreement giving
his employer release from all future lia-
bility in respect of the accident, I do not
know. The Act sets out what a worker
Is entitled to. He cannot obtain any more
than that, and to obtain it he must have
supporting medical evidence, evidence of
the accident, and other proof of that kind.
It is impossible under the provisions of
the Act for a worker to get more than he
Is entitled to. By signing a memorandum
of agreement, and the acceptance of a
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certain sum of money, he forgoes all
future claims on his employer in respect
of that particular accident.

r have known workers who have suf-
fered fromu silicosis and have ultimately
been disabled by it and I would like mem-
bers to note that it is a progressive
disease. These workers have been asked
to sign memorandums of agreement and
accept lump sums for the percentage of
disability at which they were assessed at
the time, notwithstanding the fact that
with the pass-age of a few years they
might reach a far greater percentage of
disability. That, to my mind, is a most
unethical thing for an insurance comn-
pany official to do. He should not per-
suade a worker to sign a memnorandumn
of agreement in such a case. In opera-
tion it simply releases the employer from
the liability that he is justly entitled to
shoulder.

Despite the fact that the chairman of
the Workers' Compensation Board had
some pertinent things to say on this ques-
tion in the report that I previously men-
tioned, no provision in this regard has
been made in the Bill. The relevant por-
tion of the remarks of the chairman of
the board Is as follows-

The number of agreements filed
showed a slight reduction on the pre-
ceding year and the reason for this
was the growing resistance of workers
to enter into them where they con-
tain what are considered to be in-
equitable waiver provisions.

I feel that it would he unfortunate
if the useful function of agreements
was lost because they effect less than
justice in a few cases, and a possible
remedy would be statutory provision
for the board to review the terms
of an agreement in the case of a re-
currence or deterioration of condition
in the same manner as it can its own
awards.

All or any provisions for the dis-
charge or waiver of future claims
contained, in the agreement notwith-
standing this should satisfy the pre-
sent objections raised by the workers'
organisations.

I think that a report by a responsible
officer on a matter of this nature should
have been given cognisance when the
amending Bill was being drafted. Whether
it had been drafted before the report was
received or whether the report was simply
disregarded I do not know. I desire to
bring to the notice of members the way
in which these memorandums are used. I
have here the case of a worker named King
who was seriously injured in May, 1943,
while employed on the Moonlight Wiluna.
Gold Mines. As the result of that accident
he had his right arm amputated.

Mr. Marshall: Then he was crippled for
lif e.
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Mr. MOIR: A list of his injuries was
given as follows:-

Traumatic amputation of right arm,
abrasions right side and chest, dislo-
cation of right hip joint, minor abra-
sions to face and other parts of the
body, dislocation right knee joint.

That is a considerable and serious list of
injuries. After King had been off work
for approximately four months, during
which time he received weekly payments,
he was paid a lump sum of £615 10s, The
Act at that time provided a statutory pay-
ment of £675 for the loss of that arm, but
I presume King concluded that what he
received was the statutory payment and
signed the memorandum of agreement.

Some years later his condition de-
teriorated and he sought medical advice
with the result that further compensation
was claimed. It was refused by the in-
surance company and then the case was
taken, on King's behalf, before the Work-
ers' Compensation Hoard. There was no
dispute about the injuries and the whole
question dealt with the memorandum of
agreement. The concluding remarks of
the chairman of the Workers' Compensa-
tion Board, when giving judgment against
the applicant were as follows:-

The Attorney General: What is the date
of the judgment?

Mr. MOIR: It was Application No. 20 of
1951. The chairman said-

While it is possible thdt King made
a poor bargain, this does not make an
agreement bad.

Further on he said that the question was
whether the agreement was valid, and he
decided that it was. He added-

I might say, however, that I am very
pleased to know that workers' organi-
sations are now going to considerable
trouble to ensure that workers do not
sign agreements giving complete dis-
charges without a clear knowledge of
what they are doing. I accordingly
find that the agreement pleaded herein
was valid and properly recorded and
is enforceable accordingly. The appli-
cation must therefore fail.

There was no dispute as to where King
received the injuries or as to whether he
suffered disabilities, but because be had
signed the agreement he could not receive
any further compensation. It is high time
that we went into the whole question of
these memorandums of agreement. Very
often, after a worker has been several
months off work on the meagre rate of
weekly payments under the Act, he is
financially embarrassed, and when he has
the opportunity of getting a lump sum he
is probably not very attentive to the word-
ing of something that is placed before him
to sign. It is not every worker that knows,
when signing such an agreement, that he
is signing his rights away, but more of

them are getting to know it now because
the unions are publicising the fact that
workers should not sign such agreements
before consulting somebody who can ad-
vise them on questions of that sort.

I do not exactly blame the insurance
oompanies, but I do think that the provi-
sion for these agreements should be re-
moved from the Act, because the legisla-
tion provides certain things for the worker
and he should be entitled to them. There
is not only the disability that the worker
suffers immediately, but also that which
he is likely to suffer in later years through
the same accident. I have in mind the
case of a man who worked in the mines at
Kalgoorlie and who had a piece of steel
lodged in one of his eyes. He was treated
in the metropolitan area by a specialist
who eventually, as he thought, saved part
of the sight of the injured eye.

This man returned to work and had his
disability assessed, t believe, at 16 per cent.
He was paid 16 per cent. of the amount set
out in the relevant schedule, and worked in
the Industry for a further 12 months before
going to Victoria. He worked in that State
for a few months and then, when his eye
started to give him trouble, consulted a
specialist who found that the piece of steel
that had lodged in his eye was still there.
He knew this because he had been advised
to that eff ect by the specialist who at-
tended him in this State, though that
specialist was of the opinion that the
steel would eventually dissolve under the
action of the fluid of the eye. The Vic-
torian specialist found that the steel had
not dissolved and was endangering the
man's sight. This man accordingly went
into hospital and an operation was per-
formed on his eye. Unfortunately they
could not save the sight of that eye and
he lost it. Not only did he not receive
any further compensation for that eye, but
he had also to pay for his hospitalisation
and the fees of the specialist for the at-
tention that he received in Victoria.

There was no disputing the fact that
this man lost his eye through the original
accident, but he could not claim further
compensation, not because he had signed
the memorandum of agreement but because
he had gone to a court and had an amount
awarded to him there. The reason was
that the State Insurance Office refused to
make a Payment to him unless he signed
a memorandum of agreement. That was
the only way in which he could get the
money. The State Insurance Office adopts
the policy of putting over a memorandum
of agreement and requesting the worker to
sign it. If he does not do so he does not
get the money.

The Attorney General: He does not get
a lump sum, but he still gets the pay-
ments.

Mr. MOIR:. I am talking about lump
sum settlements.
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The Attorney General: Of course you
do not get them.

Mr. Hoar: Do you not think the worker
should get them?
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. MOIR: There should be some pro-
vision in the Act to limit the time that
an injured worker has to wait before his
weekly payments commence or compensa-
tion is made to him. The experience of
the mining division of the Australian
Workers' Union has been that while com-
pensation is paid within a reasonable time
In the majority of cases, there are certain
cases where there has been a completely
unjustified delay in making payments to
injured workers. I could mention the case
of a worker named Cousins. This man met
with a fuming accident while employed
with the Lake View and Star Company at
Kalgoorlie; he was overcome by fumes and
had to be assisted from the working place
by a, fellow miner. Cousins was taken to
the first aid post and attention was given
to him, an ambulance was summoned and
he was taken to a doctor's surgery. After
giving him attention, the doctor sent him
home.

In most cases of fuming the effects do not
last very long; they are either fatal or the
man recovers reasonably quickly, In
Cousin's case he recovered fairly quickly,
but it was about six months before finality
w'as reached in regard to his compensation
payments-namely, two days. In those
cases it has been the practice of the State
Insurance Office to call for reports from
inspectors of the Mines Department as to
the circumstances of the accident. In this
particular case the officer of the Mines
Department did not make an inspection
until 21 days after the accident occurred.
Naturally he found that the ventilation
was quite adequate and said so in his re-
port.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Is the hon.
member suggesting amendments to the
Bill? What is the line of the hon. mem-
ber's debate at the moment?

Mr. MOIR: I am talking about the in-
adequacy of the Bill in amending 'the
parent Act. Circumstances can change if
an inspection is not made until some time
after the accident, and even within a few
hours the same circumstances may not ap-
ply.

The Attorney General: Is not this some-
thing to take up with the Minister? It
has nothing to do with the Act.

Mr. MOIR: The point is that there is
nothing in the Act. This is not an iso-
lated case: there have been a number of
them.

The Attorney General: That is a matter
of administration. If you take it up
with me I will try to do something for
you.

Mr. MOIR: Does it have to be taken
up every time anything like this happens?

The Attorney General: It should be
taken uip with the Minister.

Mr. MOIR: The Minister's time would be
fully occupied if every individual case had
to be referred to him. However, if the
Minister likes it that way, then I will
take up the cases with him. The only
thing I am concerned about is, are we
going to get satisfaction and justice for
these workers if we take it up with the
Minister?

The Attorney General:, I think so. It
has never been taken up yet.

Mr. MOIR: No, because in most of these
cases, after protracted negotiations with
the State Insurance Office, it was found
that the office finally declined to accept
liability, and in many instances the cases
were cited befote 'the Workers' Compen-
sation Board and 'dates set for the hear-
ings. But before the cases could be heard
the State Insurance office decided to pay.
That has happened on more than one
occasion and the worker is deprived of
his payments for periods ranging up to
six months. That is our objection, and
we think some provision should be made
in this measure to deal with those mat-
ters.

Another aspect is the question of reci-
procity. There is nothing in the Bill
which makes provision for altering the
effects of reciprocity, and at present the
Act provides that the Governor may de-
clare reciprocity with some other country
that has legislation of a similar nature.

The Attorney General: That has nothing
to do with the Bill. This should be taken
up with the Minister or discussed on the
Estimates.

Mr. Marshall: He cannot discuss legisla-
tion on the Estimates.

The Attorney General: This has nothing
to do with the Bill.

Mr. MOIR: At present the Act lays down
that reciprocity may be declared but there
is reciprocity with only one other coun-
try, namely New Zealand. Take the case
of a worker who comes to this country
from any part of the British Isles, or the
British Commonwealth of Nations and
who, after working in tis country becomes
injured! His dependants, if they live in
one of those other countries, are not taken
into consideration when payments are
made and, if the worker loses his life, they
receive no compensation at all.

I would also like to discuss the inade-
quacy of the proposed weekly payments.
The existing Act provides for a limit of
£6 per week and this Bill has provision
for a maximum of £8 a week. The effect
will be that whereas a worker now receives
£6 a week if he is totally incapacitated-
and he receives those payments for four
years-under this amendment, although
he will receive a greater weekly rate, he
will be compensated for only three years
and seven months. The weekly amount is
totally inadequate and is not in conformity
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with legislation In other States of the Com-
monwealth. I think the Attorney General
should give more consideration to that
phase of the Bill with a view to increasing
the amounts and making the payments
more adequate.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. A.
V. R, Abbott-Mt. Lawley-in reply) E 7.401:
I thank members for the large volume of
information that has been tendered. Most
of the matters that have been raised will
be replied to during the Committee stage.
Many isolated cases were discussed by the
member for Boulder and, as they are
largely questions of administration. I will
be pleased to discuss the problems with
him if he will see me at any time.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second tinle.

BILLS (4)-RETURNED.
1. War Service Land Settlement Agree-

ment.
With amendments.

2, Hospital Benefits Agreement.
3, FisherIes Act Amendment.
4, State Housing Act Amendment.

Without amendment.

BILL-LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. J. T. TONKIN (Melville) [7.43):
It has been apparent for some years that
the liquor laws of this State, which are
very much out of date, needed some re-
vision. It was foreshadowed here last
session, that the way in which an approach
ought to be made to this question is to
have an inquiry of a fairly comprehensive
nature in order to ascertain at first hand
exactly what is wrong and what is re-
quired to be improved, so that when the
legislation is brought down it will be good
legislation and will remedy a long-felt
want.

There will be few people In the com-
munity, whether they are in favour of
liberalising the law with regard to liquor
consumption or against such liberalisa-
tion, who would not agree that a general
overhaul of the legislation is desirable.
This Bill could not, by any stretch of the
imagination, be called a general overhaul
of the legislation. So to that extent it falls
far short of what ought to have been at-
tempted. I am surprised that the Gov-
ernment at such a late stage in the ses-
sion brought down legislation which was
not complete and which will only half
do the job in any ease. If the Govern-
ment was not ready to tackle the job prop-
erly. it would have been far better for it
to have delayed it for a further 12 months
in order that it might have been done

properly. I do not care who the Minister
is or who the individual is, it is not pos-
sible for him to have the requisite experi-
ence and knowledge to enable him to in-
troduce comprehensive legislation, and in
these matters it is necessary to have an
inquiry so that interested persons can be
invited to submit their views.

If that had been done, we would have
had the views of those who are in favour
of liberalising the laws: we would have
had the views of the temperance people,
the views of those who wish to go half
way and, from a consideration of those
views and from our actual experience here
and the experience of people elsewhere, it
would have been possible, I submit, to have
done a lot better than can be achieved in
this Bili. In a lot of these matters we have
a great deal to learn from Great Britain
where they have had a wealth of experi-
ence. I suppose it is true to say that there
is no country in the world that has had
More experience of trying to frame effec-
tive liquor legislation and of trying to
control the drink traffic than has Great
Britain.

We mlight have done well to have given
consideration to the practice and the laws
existing there to see if such practice and
such laws might not with advantage have
been adapted to meet our requirements in
Western Australia. This Bill will satisfy
few people. It will not go as far as those
who want greater opportunity for drink-
ing desire, and it goes much too far for
the temperance people, and. I feel, for the
people generally It Is not a satisfactory
solution of something which has admit-
tedly been most unsatisfactory over the
years. I remember quite well that shortly
after this Government camne into office
there was a special issue of the "Liberal
News," which referred to the drinking that
had been allowed to continue at 'such
places as Collie and Kalgoorlie. It made
special reference to the fact that educa-
tion had been neglected by the Labour
Government while people were allowed to
drink their fill of beer on the Goldfields
and at Collie without hindrance from the
law.

This article went on to indicate that
now there was a change of government,
the Liberal Government would virtually
put that right. We know, of course, that
it did nothing of the kind; it just let it
go on the same as before. There was no
attempt at all to deal with the situation
and it was allowed to continue in the way
complained about for five years. Now we
get this Bill, which is a sort of half-hearted
gesture to certain people who have been
pressing to indicate that the Government
is prepared to do something. I have been
approached by a group of people who de-
sire their point of view to be expressed.
As their member I wish to give expression
to that point of view on their behalf. I
have before me a petition anent the pro-
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posed Licensing Act Amendment Bill (No.
2), now before Parliament. The petition
is addressed to me and states--

We the undersigned membets and
adherents of the East Fremantle Pres-
byterian Church desire to express our
very strong disapproval of the pro-
posed Licensing Act Amendment Bill
(No. 2) now before Parliament. We
further wish to support the united
protest of authorised representatives
of the Presbyterian and Baptist
Churches, Church of Christ and Sal-
vation Army even now being made
publicly by radio and Press against
further desecration of the Sabbath
through the proposed opening of liquor
bars for fixed periods on Sundays; the
taking away from people of the last
democratic right of voting on liquor
reform every five Years; and the extra
facilities which will be afforded to
motorists for obtaining intoxicating
liquor on Sundays.

We further regret and express our
disapprobation of any implication in
a Parliamentary session that would
cause the Presbyterian Church to ap-
pear to favour the Bill in its present
form.

We are aware that already in a
number of places In Western Australia
the law is not enforced regarding the
conditions governing the sale of liquor
on Sundays and we cannot be certain
that any new law as proposed can be
properly supervised.

Further, sir, we believe that these
proposed reforms are not the reforms
that we were led to believe and under-
stand would be brought about after
the last prohibition poll, but are, espe-
cially in certain prominent proposals.
retrograde steps .acting against the
civil, moral and spiritual growth of
our society, Church and State.

We therefore ask you, sir, in the
interests of respectable members of
society, and for the cause of Sunday
observance, without which no nation
can be great, to use your privilege and
responsibility as a representative of
the people in the district, to stand for
the honouring of God's Holy Day,
namely, for the sanctity of the Sab-
bath and for the strict policing of the
existing laws as far as is practicable
and possible.

Signed in the following pages by
those members and adherents who
were present at the two services of
worship held in the East Fremantle
Presbyterian Church on Deqemnber
2nd, 1951.

Then follow 102 signatures of persons pre-
sent representing the people who attend
that church in my district. They have
expressed themselves in no uncertain terms
as to what they think of this legislation.
In connection with the same matter, I
have here a letter addressed to the Leader

of the Opposition from the Moderator 6f
the Presbyterian Church in this State.
which reads--

* A disclaimer regarding the Licensing
Act Amendment Bill (No. 2). The

*Public Questions Committee of the
Presbyterian Church noted with great
surprise a statement in this morning's
"The West Australian" where the
Attorney General is reported to have
said that the Bill was submitted
with the approval of representatives
of the churches. Such approval
has never been given with the
approval of the Presbyterian Church,
and the Minister Is asked to correct
the statement insofar as we are con-
cerned. The following resolutions
were passed by our committee :-We
regard the proposed Licensing Act
Amendment Bill as not being in the
best interests of reform but rather in
the interests of the liquor trade. It
is contrary to assurances of reform.
made earlier on behalf of the Govern-
ment.

We hold that the bona fie travel-
lers distance should be increased or
that the present law be more strin-
gently enforced. We are opposed to
any further extension of Sunday trad-
ing. and we urge the Preservation of
local option in the new Bill.

Representatives of the Ba p tis5t
Union, the Churches of Christ and the
Salvation Army on behalf of their re-
spective bodies have identified them-
selves with the above statement.

So it is very clear that, far from endors-
ing the Bill, the churches mentioned are
very much opposed to it for the reasons
set out.

Mr. McCulloch: They are ain insignifi-
cant minority.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: No,, they are by
no means insignificant in number.

Mr. Kelly: What percentage of the popu-
lation would they represent?

-Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The hon. member
knows there is no-one here who can answer
that question. We do not know what per-
centage churchgoers represent, but I say
we would be a lot better off if the per-
centage were increased, because we must
have a very sound moral basis for our civi-
lisation or we shall not get very far, how-
ever much People would like to have a
drink of liquor--and I am not opposed
to it Myself. We must still have a moral
basis-'a sheet-anchor-if we have any
belief at all in anything. I would count
as probably the most important part of
the education which my parents enabled
me to get the spiritual education I re-
ceived when I attended Sunday school in
my childhood days. I found it a great
help to me in many of the problems I
have had to face since that teaching
which was made available to me in those
tender years. Without being ultra-re-
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ligious, I think we can get very good
guidance from the Scriptures in most of
the Problems that confront us from time
to time, and we can get it in regard to
this particular problem-make no error
about that.

One does not make a good fellow of
oneself by boasting from the housetop
what a wonderful thing it is to provide
facilities for drinking beer. For the life
of me, I can see no justification for ex-
tending the hours during which people
can obtain liquor in clubs on Sunday. If
a person desires to go to a club on Sun-
day and obtain a drink, I consider that
ample facilities already exist for that, pur-
pose. Surely a man can get enough to
satisfy himself in an hour- at the club
without wanting to take two hours in
the morning and two hours in the after-
noon. There are any amount of other
days in the week. If a person is so
thirsty that he must have a drink on
Sunday, I consider an hour at the club
is sufficient for him to do so.

Mr. Marshall: A few minutes at the
tap would be better.

H-on. J, T. TONKIN: I can see no jus-
tification whatever for extending the pro-
vision to enable people to have a period
of two hours in the morning and two
hours in the afternoon, and I am sur-
prised to know that the Premier fell for
that one.

The Attorney General: There are such
things as sporting clubs--golf clubs. All
golfers do not come in at exactly the
same minute.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Are we to extend
the provisions with regard to all clubs
in order that a few golfers who come in
at different times might be able to go
into the club for a drink?

The Attorney General: They do now,
do they not?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I think it is a
retrograde step and is not justified at all.'As to the bona-*fde traveller provision.
when it was introduced originally, there
was commonsense behind it, namely, that~
a person who was travelling a distance
would naturally require some refreshment
and was entitled to get it. This provision
was inserted in the Act at the time when
the traveller would be using horse and
buggy or riding horse-back and when the
distance Prescribed would represent the
better part of a day's journey.

With the advent of motor transport,
the distance became relatively -short, for
less than an hour's travelling was in-
volved in order to reach some point out-
side the Prescribed radius. Consequently,
the provision became really farcical. I
believe that a person travelling, especially
In this climate, is entitled to get some
refreshment and should be able to do so.

Mr. Marshall: And be within the law.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Yes, I want to
make it within the law. If a person is
travelling a reasonable distance that
could be expected to make him thirsty, by
all means make the law so that he can
get a drink without breaking the law. So
I would extend the distance considerably
to make it comparable with what it was
when travelling was done in the horse-
and-buggy era. Some of the things that
have happened over the past years,
whereby people have obtained drink
under the bona fide travellers provision,
have been terrible and it is high time
that was stopped, but I do not think we
should stop it by providing that, in cer-
tain country districts, there shall be cer-
tain hours during which the people may
get a drink because, if a traveller did
not happen to arrive during those hours,
he would not be able to get one.

Th e Premier: I do not think that a
person can get a drink in England just
when he wants it.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I think a traveller
should be able to get a drink. The'
framers of the legislation thought so,
too, and they had good reason for so
thinking. A person engaged on a jour-
ney that has occupied the better part of
the day is more entitled to get a drink
then are the people who live in the
country and who want drinking facilities
on Sunday just as on other days of the
week. much travelling is done on Sunday;
many people are obliged to travel on Sun-
day because they are working during the
rest of the week and, if they are travelling
during the hot period of the day in
sumnior-time, their only chance of get-
ting a cool drink is in a hotel, especially
if they prefer beer to some of the soft

Tstuff, which is no good for the stomach.
Ifthey prefer beer, they are entitled to

get it cool, and they cannot get it cool
if they take it with them in the motorcar.
In our climate, unless one carries ice in a
car, it is impossible to keep liquor at a
suitable temperature. It soon becomes
lukewarm, and a lukewarm drink is not at
all palatable.

Mr. Mculloch: He could carry a water
bag.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Yes, he Could carry
a water bag, but some people prefer beer,
although I would prefer water. If people
are travelling and prefer beer. I think they
should have facilities for getting it, and
getting it cool, but in order to ensure this
it is not necessary to do what the Bill
proposes, because in most cases this will
deny a traveller the opportunity to get
a drink unless he times his arrival to co-
incide with the period during which the
hotels could serve him.

Mr. Yates: He could wait.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Suppose he wanted
to push on.
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Mr. Yates: It might not be so important
for him to have a drink.

.Hon. J1. T?. TONKIN: I think it is. I
have travelled quite a lot with people who
preferred beer to other beverages, and I
must say that the opportunity to get out
of a car and stretch one's legs and have
a drink relieves the tedium of a long
Journey, and helps one to cover the dis-
tance much more pleasantly than would
otherwise be the case. When one is trav-
elling in a district like Mt. Ida or Edju-
dina-

Mr. Marshall: Meekatharra or Marble
Bar.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: -where there are
long stretches, not of bitumen tracks but
of dusty roads to be traversed on boiling
hot days, one can appreciate the oppor-
tunity to get a cold drink within the law.
I see no reason why that provision should
be taken away, but the distance Provided
ought to be such as to make it reasonable
and not a farce as it is today.

Mr. Kelly: What distance would you
suggest?

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I should suggest
60 miles, anyhow.

Mr. McCulloch: A man would have to
travel from Kalgoorlie to Norseman to get
a drink.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: If he travelled
from Kalgoorlie to Norseman, he should
be entitled to have a drink. That would
involve less than a two-hour. journey, and
a man is not likely to die of thirst in that
space of time.

Hon. A. H. Panton: And no-one is likely
to leave Kalgoorlie for Norseman in order
to get a drink.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Mine would be a
reasonable proposition. I do not agree
that it would be reasonable to cut out
the bona fide traveller provision, and to
insert in its stead regular trading hours
in the country district that would pro-
vide only for local people, and in most
cases deny the bona tide traveller who
would be more in need of a drink than the
people in the town.

If one is staying at home, one can geni-
erally provide a cool drink. One can buy
it the day before, and there would be an
opportunity to keep it cool by storing it in
an ice chest, water bag, special cooler or
refrigerator, according to the means of
the person, but a man who is travelling
cannot make such provision, and so, -in
my view, it is more important that the
genuine traveller should be able to obtain
a drink. The idea behind the bona tide
traveller provision in the first place was
sound, and it is just as sound today.

This is going to prove a very contro-
versial measure because no two people see
the problem in the same light. We shall
have a -wide divergence of opinion result-

Ing from different experiences, and I have
no doubt that the points of view expressed
will be sincerely held and that members
will strongly support those views in the
Committee stage. Hence it is to be ex-
pected that there will be considerable dis-
putation. If, as a result of the discussion,
we can hammer out something that will
be an improvement on existing condi-
tions, to that extent the time devoted to
its consideration will be jusifled but, if
we only succeed in effecting an alteration
without any improvement, it would be a
complete futility, and there is very grave
danger of that being the result in view
of the lateness of' the session and the
haste to finish it. There will be a disposi-
tion to agree to Proposals that would not
be accepted if more time were available
to have a thorough -discussion and form
right conclusions from the varied points
of view submit~ted.

I heard it stated by one member-I have
forgotten by whom-that the Government
had been courageous in tackling this prob-
lem. If anyone can tell me that there is
anything courageous in introducing'a non-
party Bill and saying to members, "You
can do a8 -you like with it", I fail to see it.
Had the Government nailed its prestige to
the Bill and said, "That is the opinion of
the Government and the party supporting
it and we will stand or fall by it", that
would have been courageous,' but to Intro-
duce a Bill and say, "That is what we think
about it, but it is a non-party Bill and you
can please yourselves what you do", is not
at all courageous.

The Chief Secretary: You would net re-
gard it as political, nevertheless.

H-on. J. T. TONKIN: I did not say any-
thing about its being political; I am deal-
ing with the question of courage. Where
Is the courage displayed in adopting that
attitude? I would regard the Chief Sec-
retary as being courageous if he got up and
told us exactly what he believed. There
is nothing courageous in what the Govern-
ment has done. Anyone could bring in a
Bill of this sort and say, "Here you are,
Get your teeth into it. We do not care what
you do with it. Treat it as a non-party
Bill." To do that would not require cour-
age; it would require only time, and that
is what we have not got. We have not
sufficient time to discuss this measure
adequately.

Hon. A. H. Panton: I should say so.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: If members are

perfectly honest, they will agree with that
statement. One has only to look at the
notice paper and recall the intimation
which has been given that we are to finish
the session tomorrow.

Mr. Marshall: That will be the day.
H-on. J. T. TONKIN: Bearing that in

mind, members might then ask themselves
whether we have ample time or not to con-
sider this question. Of course we have not.
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I believe that the Government will get
bogged down on this, and that we shall
spend a lot of time on it and get nowhere.

The Premier: Some very useful views
have been expressed.

Ron. J. T. TONKIN: The views Are all
right provided there is plenty of time. What
we want are decisions, not views.

Mr. Yates: Courage to make decisions.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Decisions:, whether

made with courage or without makes no
difference. It is the decisions that count,
not the courage in making them.

Mr. Yates: Courage is required to make
them.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The law of the land
will not be the views expressed or the
courage displayed; it-will be the result of
the decisions made. Once the law has been
decided upon, the views and the courage
will not matter. That Is the sorry part
of it. When it becomes law, the pro-
visions In the Act will dount. The decision
will be the controlling factor, and nothing
else. A Bill of this nature should have
been here weeks ago so that it could have
been discussed properly and right decisions
made.

Mr. Yates: The Hous? should sit for
nine months of the year instead of six
months. That would allow us to get the
work through.

Hon. J. *T. TONKIN: It could sit for
12 months, and I would still attend. If
there is work to be done, we are here
to do it, whether it takes six, nine or twelve
months. Mr. Speaker, you would not per-
mit me, of course, to make any observa-
tions regarding hours or times of sitting,
but I think it is perfectly obvious that
there is room for considerable Improve-
ment in our method of conducting the
parliamentary business. Instead of waiting
for the end of July or the beginning of
August to make a start, despite the fact
that that has been the practice for many
years, we could perhaps make other ar-
rangements. It is not for us, on this
question, to trample on the views of the
minority.

Borne members interjected a while ago
about the small percentage of church
people in the community. That does not
weigh with me in the slightest because
the views of the minority are entitled to
consideration. Majorities are not always
right. They do not prove anything; they
only decide matters, and it quite often
happens that big majorities decide them
in the wrong way, and the views of the
mninority have prevailed in the long run.
Although only five or ten per cent. of the
people might be registering their protest
against any extension *of trading, their
views must receive proper consideration.
When we legislate I hope we will do so with
the interests at heart of all the people, in-
stead of completely disregarding, those of
minorities and so legislating for majorities.

There are many viewpoints in connec-
tion with the liquor trade, and a number
of them have considerabL2 merit. We must
endeavour, as far as possible,* to reconcile
those views and try to get legislation which
we sincerely believe is the type required
to fit the needs of the times. When people
are anxious to drink beer, it is just too
silly to think it is possible to prevent them
by closing hotels and clubs. Such action
will not stop them, they will get it in all
sorts of ways and drink it in all sorts
of places. What we must do is to try
to regulatb and control the problem in
such a way that we minimise the evils
whilst we allow the maximum of freedom
to the people generally, thus leaving it
open to those who want to go one way
to go that way, provided that in so going
they do not trample upon the rights and
decencies of others.

So it is not easy for the legislature to
determine the correct course to follow on
this question. That is why I say we should
have had the benefit of an adequate en-
quiry so that we could consider the evi-
dence and the findings, and make up our
minds on the evidence instead of being
guided by prejudice and bias. I am afraid
that uinder the existing circumstances.
without the benefit or such, an enquiry and
expert advice, the decisions on the Bill will
be made as a result of personal prejudice
or bias. We do not get good legislation
that way. Some people will be anxious to
pander to the requirements of a large vocal
section who like drinking a lot of beer on
Sunday. There will be others who will
want to take -the step to meet the require-
in, nts of those who do not like drinking
beer on Sunday.

What we have to do is to decide what
is the right thing, having regard to the
experiences in other parts where all man-
ner of means have been tried in dealing
with the consumption of liquor. The ex-
periment in America with prohibition was
a complete failure-thc re is ample evidence
to prove that. instead of bringing about
the things which the advocates of pro-
hibition thought it would, the evils which
followed were far worse than the con-
ditions that obtained beforehand. So it
could be under ill-conceived legislation
he~re. We might believe we were improv-
ing conditions, but If we made an unjust
or unfair law the resultant conditions
would be far worse than the previous ones.
No one desires that.

I sincerely believe that all members in
this House will approach the question from
the point of view they hold, which has
been formed as a result of their experience
and personal desires. But we are all con-
siderably handicapped inasmuch as we
have not available to us the result of an
adequate enquiry which would give us valu-
able information about the extent of
abuses and suggested remedies. It is well,
before reforms are undertaken, to be fully
advised as to the extent of the abuses
sought to be corrected. How can a person
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who does not frequent hotels or clubs know
the conditions in those places, without get-
ting his information sccondhand from
sources which are not authoritative, and
so forming an entirely wrong impression?
A number of members will be In
that position. The Goldfields mem-
bers will be aware of the conditions
existing in the Goldfields hotels, but other
members will not.

Mr. Mculloch: There will be no com-
plaints from the churches in Kalgoorlie,
either.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I am not talking
about complaints, bilt of members having
a knowledge of conditions. This much is
certain, that what has been going on in
Kalgoorlie has been going on against the
law,

The Attorney General: You would know
that as an ex-Minister.

Hon. J. T. TONIN: Yes, I know that,
but the Minister's Government was going
to fix it all up. There was a definite state-
ment ibout it, but the position has con-
tinued. This does not dispose of the point
I have been dealing with. As much as
I might have known about the position
and as much'as the Attorney General
knows about it, I am sure there is a lot
in connection with- the drink trade that
the Attorney General knows nothing about.
If he were better informed as a result of
a proper inquiry, he would be able to sub-
mit a more satisfactory Bill than we can
consider this to be. There might be rea-
sons why no tuch Inquiry -were held. The
Leader of the Opposition suggested last
session that the way to deal with this
question was to have an inquiry so that
we could ascertain the various points of
view of those interested. If that had been
done every member would have been in
a better position to deal with this ques-
tion than he finds himself in this evening.

Mr. Yates: It would take three years
to consider the findings of such an inquiry.

Hon. J. T. TONK.IN: It would take
whom?

Mr. Yates: The Government.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I cannot speak for
the Government, but it would not take the
House three years. It is now expected
to deal with the Bill in about three weeks.
Be that as it may, it does not alter my
view that on a subject like this, where we
are supposed to correct abuses and more
properly' regulate a trade, we would be in
a much better position if we had before
us the result of some comprehensive in-
quiry showing what was wrong, if anything,
and suggesting where reforms ought to
be effected. That is the way such prob-
lems are mostly tackled. Take the coun-
tries where the drug traffic is a. serious
menace! Would anyone introduce legis-
lation to deal with the drug traffic without
having a full inquiry into the extent of

the abuses to be corrected? That seems
to me the commonsense way to go about
these matters.

In my view this is a question on which
an inquiry was not only justified but abso-
lutely necessary, but for some reason the
Government would have none of it. It did
not show any such reluctance in regard to
a, number of 'other matters. When the
change of Government took place there
was very speedily an inquiry into Wun-
dowie. One could, therefore, have -been
held into this question but it was not.
so we have to make the best of the situa-
tion without it. I undertook to those
people who approached me to give ex-
pression to their views, and I have done
that and endeavoured to give an indica-
tion of my views generally. I will be more
specific when we get into Committee. .1
believe that some provisions will effect
considerable improvement on the existing
unsatisfactory conditions. Likewise, I be-
lieve that some other provisions are very
unworthy and should not be included. I
have indicated some of these whilst I have
been speaking. I conclude by saying that
I will be very surprised if the Govern-
ments succeeds in getting the Bill passed.

MR. LAWRENCE (South Fremantle)
[8.30]: I consider it my duty, for the pro-
tection of the people I represent in this
House, to express my surprise at the Gov-
ermnent's action in bringing down such an
important Bill at this stage of the session.

Mr. Griffith: It is on again!

Mr. LAWRENCE: In answer to that in-
terjection I mnight say it should be on
again, unless the member for Canning has
had one over the eight.

Mr. Griffith: Your remarks get better
every day.

Mr. LAWRENCE: May be that is some-
thing to which the member for Canning
cannot lay claim. When I take into con-
sideration that the Government has been
in power for four and a half years, and
has not realised what a serious social evil
has arisen-

The Attorney General: What about the
other 15 years when your party was in
office?

Mr. LAWRENCE: I am castigating the
present Government.

The Attorney General: Why not say
something about the Past Government?

Mr. LAWRENCE: If my side put its head
in the fire would the Attorney General do
the same. I feel sure I must have rubbed
the Attorney General on the raw because
he was asleep a moment ago, but he be-
came wide awake when I made that state-
ment.

The Attorney General: It was your Gov-
erment that instigated all the breaches of
the law.
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Mr. LAWRENCE: When I look at the
the Attorney General, it reminds me of
that property which is situated in the
electorate of the member for East Perth.
I refer to Gloucester Park-

The Minister for Lands: Do not be
flunny!

Mr. LAWRF9NCE: -because I think that
after that interjection-a very unnecessary
and unjust one-once around the Attorney
General's head would be equal to twice
around Gloucester Park.

Mr. Griffith: You would be a good judge
of injustice. I suppose.

Mr. LAWRENCE:, When the Bill was in-
troduced I felt that the Attorney General
had made a genuine effort to right a wrong
*at exists today. However, I will give
reasons why I do not think, at this stage,
that It was a genuine effort, because I
must support the remarks of the member
for Melville when he suggested that a full
Inquiry should have been made by the
Government before a Bill of this nature
was brought down.

The Attorney General: What about an
inquiry into the workers' club at Fre-
mantle?

Mr. LAWRENCE: On that question I will
deal with the Attorney General in a minute.

Hon. A. H. Panton: The Attorney General
might as well include the Weld Club.

The Attorney General: The Weld Club
is the only one that obeys the law.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LAWRENCE: I will deal with all
clubs If the Attorney General desires.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The Attorney General: That would be a
good idea.

Mr. LAWRENCE: And I suppose I would
catch the Attorney General at one of them
on a Sunday morning.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LAWRENCE: I speak through you,
Mfr. Speaker, when I say that I have seen
liquor trading conditions in countries
other than our own, and have felt ashamed
when I have realised that in those coun-
tries they have at least conducted the dis-
pensation of liquor under decent condi-
tions. In a modern city, such as Cairo,
the bars are open all day and night. In
Tel-a-Viv, which is probably the last
modern city in the world to have been
built, the same Practice exists. A man,
with his wife, girl friend, or even his
mother-in-law if he so desires, can enter
a hotel in that city and in the lounge be
supplied with a light meal and have a
drink at the same time.

Mr. Oldfleld: There is an immeasurable
amount of vice there, though.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I would not know, be-
cause I have never frequented those places
in Cairo, if the hon. member did. I be-
lieve that in the years gone by we have not
paid the proper attention to our licensing
legislation that should have been paid to it.
Naturally, I am most interested in the
metropolitan areas. In Perth and E're-
mantle, where the population has increased
to a great degree, hotel premises have not
progressed to a commensurate degree.

The Minister for Lands: What do ~
mean by "progressed?"

Mr. LAWRENCE: In regard to the size
of the bars, the lounges, and probably the
kitchen and the rooms available for accom -
modation.

Mr. Styants: And the size of the pots.
Mr. LAWRENCE: In a serious train of

mind I say that many of the city hotels
and, especially their lounges, leave much
to be desired on the point of propriety and
nobody in the House can deny that. I have
made my own observations. That state
of affairs exists because no attempt has
been made to amend the Licensihg Act
until now.

Mr. Graham: Quite a few things leave
much to be desired around King's Park.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I do not visit King's
Park in the middle of the night. The Attor-
ney General gave his reasons for the intro-
duction of the Bill, and I admired him for
what I thought at that time was an earnest
attempt to tidy up our liquor laws, but now,
after thoroughly considering the Bill. I
believe that Instead of tidying up the posi-
tion it is going to cause a bigger jumble
than ever, especially in years to come. I
will give my reasons for that statement
later. Illegal dealings in liquor on Sun-
days contrary to the law have been let go
and I can now see the position the Attor-
ney General has been forced into.

I want to make myself quite clear on this
point. I am quite partial to a glass of
beer-or two for that matter. In fact, I
would have no objection, if hotels were
under reasonable management and direc-
tion, to them being open all day and all
night. To be crude and quite frank, I can
see now that the reason why the Attorney
General introduced the Bill is because he
Is on the spot. He is forced to do something
about it. Whilst it may clear up some
minor anomalies, it is not going to clear
up the major ones. Therefore, as members
of this Chamber we must leave no stone
unturned to ensure that this major point
is cleared up.

Some provisions of the Bill call f or laud-
atory comment such as those providing
for the drinking of liquor at dance halls
and the sale of bottled beer on a Sunday.
We must give lull consideration to all
classes of the community today when con-
sidering this legislation. There are religious
bodies, the travelling public, trade unions,
hotelkeepers in the country and in the city
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and the dwellers in the metropolitan area
and in the country areas, but in may
opinion, they must be treated separately.
There is no doubt that the people In the
wheat-farming areas are entitled to have a
drink on a Sunday, because that Is the only
day of the week when they congregate at
the main centre of their district in order
to have a game of tennis at the local club.
I have no objection to that, nor have I any
abjection to certain country hotels being
open for allotted periods on a Sunday, be-
cause that is the only day when country
people are able to visit the hotel in order
to enjoy a drink with their friends. I have
no objection to the men on the coalfields
or the goldfields having a drink on a Sun-
day,

Mr. Graham: What about the men at the
East Perth Power house?

Mr. LAWRENCE: I will consider them
shortly. In returning to the metropolitan
dwellers, it is found that in the Bill there
is a provision that allows clubs to be open
for two-hour intervals on Sundays with a
three-hour break between trading hours.
I will n.ow return to the interjection made
by the Attorney General when he referred
to the workers' club at Fremantle. I was
surprised that he knew that it existed. if
the Attorney General belongs to a club I
trust that it is conducted as strictly in
accordance with the rules as is the one
in Fremantle. because 1. happen to bea
member of it.

I am earnest and sincere in my remarks
on clubs, because a few workers are desir-
ous that they should be different from
what I intend them to be. The clubs in
Fremantle are open for liquor trading for
one hour on a Sunday. Golf clubs probably
have their bars open for most of the day on
a Sunday. What the clubs in Perth do
I do not know, but it Is a fair assumption
they are open for more than one hour on
Sunday. To allow these clubs to open for
these periods on a Sunday will mean, when
we consider the trend of things today in
the economic sphere, that when money
becomes tighter and these clubs are trad-
ing for four hours on a Sunday-and they
have a large membersip-they will be
trading in direct competition with licensed
houses.

I am speaking only in regard to the
metropolitan area at the moment. I know
full well that Prior to the war many hotels
did a backdoor trade when things were
not as prosperous as they are today, in
order that they could make a. decent profit
over the week's trading. That is also
known to the Attorney General. If that
state of affairs returns again, do not let
members have any doubt that publichouse
owners will want the privileges that are
proposed to be extended to clubs, extended
to them also.

Mr. Manning: Fair for all!
Mr. LAWRENCE: We will see whether It

is fair for all. It may be fair to those
who over-indulge in liquor. Should that

happen-I have no doubt that it will hap-
Pen-the Government will have to adopt
one of two courses. It will have to tell
the clubs that have enjoyed this privilege
for five or 10 years that it will be taken
away. Members will realise that once
privileges are granted it is hard to take
them away. It may be that at Fremantle,
and elsewhere, we will find people sub-
mitting very strong industrial arguments
in favour of their being allowed to drink
on Sunday. Should that happen and the
Government will not attack the problem
from that angle, it will have to permit the
hotels to open for certain hours on Sun-
day. I honestly disagree with that being
permitted.

I have no objection to clubs being al-
lowed to open their bars on Sundays for
two hours, but certainly do object to hotels
being allowed that privilege. Even if it
were made optional, as the Leader of the
Opposition pointed out, if IL for instance,
owned an hotel at one corner of a block,
and kept my bars closed while another
hotelkeeper down the road opened his,
I would lose my bar trade in no
time. I consider MY reasoning on
that point pretty sane, because It
would happen. if it did, and the Govern-
ment agreed to hotels opening on Sundays,
I am afraid the downward trend of public
morals would be accentuated. We would
have the religious bodies, who have a voice
in the affairs of the community, interfered
with to some degree. It is not fair that
they should be so treated. In these days I
am afraid we have drifted rather too far
from the idealism of religion. In addition
to that, we would find that increased hours
of trading on Sundays would interfere with
the economy of the worker.

Hion. A. H. Panton: Hear. hear!

Mr. LAWRENCE: The Attorney Gen-
eral and members generally know, as I
do, that when a working man goes to an
hotel and has "one over the four," he Is
very Prone to become liberal with his
money. On many occasions I have known
of such instances in working class and
other areas, and the effect has been bad
not only on the individual himself but on
his wife and family. In the better class
areas where those in the so-called higher
social status reside, over-indulgence in
liquor has been known to lead not only
to financial difficulties, hut even to suicide.
If the economy of the individual is in-
terfered with, we must agree that the eco-
nomy of the State is also affected. If a
man drinks for seven days a week, his
health will not he as satisfactory as It
should be, with the result that when he
starts work on Monday morning he can-
not do the fair day's work that his boss
would expect.

Reasonable drinking facilities should be
available to the public. The vice that we
see even in this fair city of ours has arisen
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only because the Licensing Act has not
been amended earlier; and in consequence
the morals of the citizens generally have
been lowered. If the Bill is passed as
draf ted, drinking on Sunday mornings
during the restricted trading hours will
interfere largely with family outings to
the beaches or elsewhere. Knowing clubs
as I do, I agree with the member for
Melville who suggested that the man who
started drinking in the morning would
still be in the club in the afternoon. If
Sunday afternoon drinking were permit-
ted, it would further interfere with family
outings so that there would be none at all,
unless the Sunday fell on Anzac Day or
Christmas Day.

We would also find that Sunday meals
would be seriously interfered with because
a man who goes to a club on Sunday does
not drink as he would during the week
day if he went into an hotel bar for a
few drinks. On a week day he would go
for a walk and have a sandwich. On the
other hand, the man who went to his
club on a Sunday would be there for one
purpose-to drink. Furthermore a man
who went to his club on Sunday would
drink as much in one hour as he would
in 10 or 12 hours on a week day. It is not
uncommon for a man to consume 12
schooners in an hour, and that would not
be the drinking rate of an average person
for the whole of one week day. I can
visualise the position in the metropolitan
area deteriorating appreciably. It has been
most apparent since the termination of
the recent war. Many of the hotels in
Perth cry to high heaven for the applica-
tion of a rigid cleaning up process. That
state of affairs has arisen because neither
the present Government nor previous Gov-
ernments have seen fit to move in the mat-
ter.

Mr. Marshall: The Licensing Court should
have cleaned a lot of them up.

Mr. LAWRENCE: The trade unions will
not be very happy about the situation be-
cause, if the Bill should be passed as
drafted, many of the workers will be called
upon to continue their employment on
Sundays. In my opinion, no one, unless
employed in a vitally. necessary industry,
should be called upon to work on Sun-
days. and I hold that opinion for many
reasons. Every Arbitration Court in Aus-
tralia has stated that men should not work
on Sundays. unless absolutely necessary.
That is borne out by the fact that if em-
ployers require their men to work on Sun-
days they have to pay double-time or
double-time -and-a-half. That penalty is
imposed to discourage Sunday labour. it
would mean in this instance that the bar-
men and barmaids and hotel caterers' em-
ployees would not have one day off in a
week. They have to work broken shifts
in order to get in their 40 hours, and
their hours would have to be spread over
the seven days.

That is a further argument why the
Bill should not be agreed to in its present
form. As regards bona fie travellers, I
feel that not very much thought has been
given by the Minister to that phase. There
could be no reasonable objection to bona
tide travellers, on legitimate business
necessitating their travelling for 300 or
500 miles, being permitted to enter a hotel
to refresh themselves with a glass of lager.
I cannot understand the proposal to pre-
vent bone fide travellers obtaining a drink
on Sundays at any time. The member
for South Perth, during the debate, in-
terjected that they could have a drink at
dinner time. It might not be expedient
for a traveller to halt his journey for two
hours so as to take advantage of dinner
time for the purpose of obtaining a drink.

Mr. Marshall: How would he get on if
he was at Mundiwindi on the road to
Meekatharra?

Mr. LAWRENCE: He would die of thirst.
I sball not delay the House any longer.
but I would impress upon members that
my words on this question are sincere.
If the Bill reaches the Committee stage.
I hope they will realise the position as it
exists in the metropolitan area. We should
not in any way reduce the privileges en-
joyed by those in the country areas. r
am afraid that something very serious will
happen to us in the future if the Bill is
passed as it stands at present. I will
have More to say at the Committee stage.

MR. BUTCHER (Gascoyne) [8.571:
When the vote was taken as to whether
the debate should be adjourned, I voted
in that direction because I thought the
Government might set up a committee to
inquire fully into the liquor question. As
it was decided to carry on with the debate,
I agree with the member for Fremantle
that it is up to all of us, when in Committee,
to do what we can to make the measure
a worth-while one. There are many good
features about it, but I agree with what
the member for MElville said when he re-
ferred to the need for courage. It 'will
take courage not only on the part of the
Government, but on the part of every mem-
ber to speak and vote according to his
conscience, and not according to the dic-
tates of the voting strength of his elec-
torate on this subject. Speaking as a
parent, I am alarmed at the manner in
which drinking is affecting the moral fibre
of our young people.

Members: Hear, hear!
Mr. BUTCHER: I say that with due

regard to the words I use. There again
it. calls for courage on the part of members
to do something about it. My intention
at this stage is not to dissect the Bill, hut
to speak only on the broader principle.
In Committee we will have the privilege
of discussing the Bill in detail. I am
strongly in favour of legalising Sunday
trading rather than continue the position
as it is, passing the buck on to the police.
I support the second reading.
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MR. MANNING (Harvey) [8.59]: T have
a few observations to make on the Hill.
We must look at the matter from the
angle of our particular areas. I notice
that approach has been made to it by
other members and I shall approach it
in that way, too. The idea of 10 o'clock
opening seems to meet with the approval
of both the publicans and the majority of
the general public. The provisions re-
garding drinking around dance halls and
other places of amusement are also to be
commended.

Sunday opening of hotels seems to be
receiving a good deal of consideration, and
so it should. I find no support for it
from publicans. Those in the metro-
politan area are opposed to it and in my
own district there seems to be very little
support for it, but for varied reasons. I
understand that one or two hotel pro-
prietors have no desire to trade on Sun-
days. They also consider that staff diffi-
culties would be a nuisance, and to engage
staff for the whole day for two hours'
work would be in nobody's interest. Un-
less hotels were in such a position that
they could catch the bona fie traveller
they would be catering only for people
who have facilities available to them
throughout the week. That, I think, is
unnecessary.

I have also found opposition to the
clause from publicans who derive quite a
lot of trade from genuine bona fie travel-
lers. I refer to those hotels that are situ-
ated close to the highway and are passed
by the travelling public. Because of the
fact that one hour at lunch time and one
hour in the evening would give them very
few customers they are opposed to this
provision for Sunday trading. While the
member for South Fremantle was speak-
ing in connection with a fair deal as be-
tween clubs and hotels. I interjected. I
think that is one angle we should bear in
mind and, If we are going to extend the
hours of drinking in clubs, we should make
sure that in assisting one section we do not
do considerable harm to another. That
is the point I endeavoured to make by in-
terjection.

Looking at the matter from my own
angle, the principle of Sunday trading does
not appeal to me at all, but I am aware
of the position that exists on the Gold-
fields, the coalfields and the outer wheat-
belt areas. I was interested in a point
which other speakers have made to the
effect that in those areas, and particu-
larly in the wheatbelt, sportsmen come
into town on Sunday, which is probably
the only day they can do so and, if drink-
ing facilities are available to them, that
is an amenity which is very helpful In-
deed.

Another angle of interest Is the possi-
bility of legislating to suit particular areas;
and one suggestion I would make is that
a hotel licensee who desires to trade on

Sunday, or feels that there is a definite
need in his area for such trading-as
might be the case on the Goldfields or the
wheatbelt or at Collie-should be able to
make special application to the Licensing
Board to be allowed to open for set hours
on Sundays.

The suggestion has been made that a
further inquiry into these matters would
be of value, and I support that line of
thought. Though the Attorney General
has given considerable time and attention
to this subject, I think a wider range of
views should be obtained to make sure
that the Act will be amended* in the
best possible manner. One of the reasons
for bringing down the Bill has been the
abuse of the bona fie traveller provision
in the Act. Because the measure seeks
to tidy up that position, I do not think I
should oppose it. Although I do not agree
with the Bill in its entirety. I shall sup-
port the second reading, because it seeks
to make some improvement in the exist-
ing conditions.

MR. NALDER (Icatanning) [9.5]: I con-
sider there are many desirable features
in this Bill which I will be happy to sup-
port. With other members, I regret that
the measure has been introduced at such
a late stage of the session, because I think
that every member of this House should
have had much more time to go Into the
details of the clauses so that we might not
take some step which afterwards we would
regret. I voted against the continuance of
the debate a few nights ago because I felt
a committee could be set up. representing
all sections of the community, to give con-
sideration to all aspects of this subject as
they affect the general public.

There are clauses In the Bill that I can
support whole-heartedly. With other mem-
bers I agree that the general public are
becoming alarmed at the increase in the
consumption of alcoholic liquor. The otr
night one member of the Opposition, when
debating the Traffic Act Amendment Bill.
said that for the 12 months ended the 30th
June, 1951. there were 60 convictions in
the court for drunken driving. In yester-
day's paper there appeared the follow-
ing:

Six drunken drivers were convicted
In the metropolitan poice courts last
week. One conviction was reported
from the country. Metropolitan penal-
ties were generally £30 with three
months' suspension of the driver's
license, but there was one gaol sen-
tence of two months. Since July there
have been 16'? convictions for drunken
driving in this State.

That goes to prove that excessive drinking
must be on the upgrade, since there were
167 convictions in six months as against
60 for the previous 12 months.

Mr. Grayden: Those 60 were the ones
involved in accidents and were not purely
drunken driving cases.
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Mr. NALDER: I am not too certain Mr. Griffith: You should think of it.
whether that is the ease. I do not know
whether they were all involved in accidents.
But if that is not the case, there is still
cause for alarm that drinking is on the
increase, and it should be the action of
this Government and of Parliament to
discourage that in every possible way.

The Premier: I think we do discourage
it.

Mr. NALDER: I hope it is our intention
to do so. No doubt the Attorney General
is trying to do it through this Bill, and he
must be commended for his action. What
alarms me is the increasing number of
young people who are indulging in the con-
sumption of alcoholic liquor.

Mr. J. Hegney: I think some of the
parents are to blame.

Mr. NALDER: I think the hon. member
has a very strong point there. When the
member for Mt. Hawthorn was speaking on
this subject, he said he felt that a crusade
should be launched against Young people
consuming liquor. I was wondering whom
he had in mind for launching the crusade.

Mr. J. Hegney: The Minister for Educa-
tion could do it.

Mr. NALDER: He might be able to help,
but the responsibility should begin in the
home. I feel it is the responsibility of
parents to endeavour to guide their child-
ren and to set an example to them. There
is too much of the attitude. "Do not do
what I do, but do what I say." We must
endeavour to create in the minds of the
parents an idea of the responsibility they
have to their children to set them an
example.

Reference has been made to the clauses
in the Hill relating to Sunday trading.' I
feel that I cannot honestly support those
provisions. I regard them as the thin edge
of the wedge. Surely people can sacrifice
this form of liberty-if we may put it that
way-or this form of entertainment on one
day of the week for the good of the general
public! I feel that If we give way and
increase the hours of Surday trading, or
legalise Sunday trading, we will find it is
just as difficult to police the new provisions
as it has been to police the old.

Mr. Hutchinson: Would You prefer to
have the position remain as it is today?

Mr. NALDER: No. I feel that the Act
should be policed and that there should
be no Sunday trading.

Mr. Hutchinson: Do you think we can
cut it out?

Mr. NALDER: If we make laws, should
we not make every effort to give effect to
them?

Mr. Hutchinson: Do you think that can
be done? If you were in power, do you
think you could do it?

Mr. NALDER: I have not thought of the
matter from that angle; but an effort
should be made.

because you are passing judgment.
Mr. NALDER: This matter should be

Postponed in order that all its aspects can
be given consideration.

Mr. Griffith: So that the law can con-
tinue to be broken!

Mr. NALDER: No. I hope that the law
will be policed. This Parliament will be
open to very much criticism if the laws it
makes are not able to be policed.

Mr. Griffith: That is the idea of the Bill.
Mr. NALDER: I do not believe we should

encourage Sunday trading, and I am not
going to support that clause of the Bill.

Mr. Hutchinson: That means you con-
done the present set-up.

Mr. NALDER: There is much to be said
on the Bill when we reach the Committee
stage. I support the second rcading.

MR. J7. HEGNEY (Middle Swan) (9.15]:
1 commend the member for Kattanning on
having made a very fair contribution to the
debate and having maintained it at a
high standard. It is a pity that many
more speakers to the debate did not keep
their utterances on the same plane. There
is no doubt that this measure deals with
a very Important social question and,
while some members advocate the open-
ing of hotels on all days and at all hours,
the fact is that over the years Parlia-
ment has seen fit to legislate to restrict
the hours of hotel trading and to en-
deavour to regulate and control the drink
traffic. I agree with the last speaker, that
drink should not be made available for
consumption in hotels on Sundays.

It has been said that the people can-
not do without drink on Sundays but, in
fact, they have to do without many other
things on that day of the week if they
have not purchased them during normal
trading hours. The housewife who over-
looks the necessity to buy a pound of
butter or something else needed for the
week-end, must go without on the Sun-
day becauise the shops are closed under
the Factories and Shops Act, and I can-
not see why the same principle should
not apply in respect of the purchase of
drink either on Sundays or after normal
trading hours on the other days of the
week.

Mr. Griffith: Would you close the
hotels on the Goldfields on Sundays?

Mr. J. HEGNEY: Let the hon. member
keep quiet, or else get up and tell us
what he favours! Let me tell the mem-
ber for Canning that even on the Gold-
fields, where it Is alleged that the hotels
must be kept open, the housewife for the
most part has to stay home on Sunday
and cannot consume liquor in a hotel.
She has to stay home, prepare meals and
look after her family and, if she can do
without liquor on that day of the week,
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so can her husband. There is no doubt desire for drink. It is difficult, in this
that excessive drinking and the exten-
sion of the liquor traffic will, if not
checked, eventually strangle this country.
It has been suggested that there should
be a crusade to encourage the virtue of
temperance, and I agree that there is a
great responsibility on our churches in
that. regard, but there is also a duty on
parents to inculcate into the minds of
their children the virtue of temperance.
If parents did follow that course, their
children would be better equipped to go
out into the world.

I see in Perth many young men and
women from the best homes, and whose
parents are people of high standing, who
take more liquor than Is good for them
as a result of the temptation with which
they are confronted. There are in the
Bill many admirable provisions, such as
that which seeks to Prevent liquor being
taken into dance halls and the object of
thich is to prevent young children ob-
takaing drink at vineyards. I know a
place within three or four rAtles of Perth
where young children can get wine osten-
sibly for their parents, but I see no reason
to doubt that they might be tempted to
taste it themselves. The Attorney Gen-
eral, when introducing the measure, said
he had discussed the problem with re-
presentatives of the churches, and others,
and that, following those conferences, he
framed this measure.

The Attorney General: I did not say
that. I said 'a representative".

Mr. 3. HEONEY: The Attorney Gen-
eral gave so many different versions that
It is hard to know what he did say. He
said he called the representatives of the
various interests into conference and that
there were Present a representative of the
Salvation Army, representatives of other
denominations and the Rev. Mr. Jenkins,
and that subsequently, when they could
not all put forward their viewpoints at
such a conference, it was left to the Rev.
Mr. Jenkins to represent them in discus-
sions with the Attorney General to see
whether worthwhile reforms could be
agreed upon. If this question had been
examined by a Select Committee before
which representatives of the churches, the
liquor trade, the unions and the employ-
ers, as well as the general public, bad
been allowed to state their views, we
might have had before us a Bill that
would meet the needs of our community
for many years to come.

We have been told of the customs in
other parts of the world where liquor bars
remain open for long periods, and we
have heard that there is no drunkenness
in those places; but I do not think that
is in accordance with history, because it
Is well known that drunkenness used to
be prevalent in some European countries
and that many temperance organisatlons
have urged those Peoples to curb their

country, owing to the climate and the
liking of our people for liquor, to deny
them what they want, and we must cater
for their tastes. I am not a prohibi-
tionist but I do believe that, unless drink
is to be allowed to become the curse of
our country, there is need for propaganda
through the Education Department in
order that the children may be taught the
virtues of temperance so that they may
becomte, if not total abstainers. at least
only moderate drinkers.

I remember that when this questiofl
was raised many years ago in New South
Wales, a celebrated editor, writing for a
Labour journal, used a phrase that I have
never forgotten. He said, "As far as the
workers -are concerned, less drinking
means more thinking." He went on to
say that when the workers start to think,
they do a great deal more to improve
their standard of living and that then
more money can be spent on education
than on beer, with the result, eventually,
that they can look on their country with
greater pride. It would have been much
better had the Bill been brought down
two or three months earlier so that mem-
bers would have had a chance to discuss
it fully and, had it been referred to a
Select Committee for investigation and
report, that would have been all to the
good. I reserve to myself the right to
vote as I see fit later on.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. A.
V. R. Abbott-Mt. Lawley-in reply)
[9.25]: A great deal of research and atten-
tion were given to this question, and I had
the advantage of all the information avail-
able to me as Minister for Police, as well
as the advice of senior police officers and
of the Licensing Court, together with that
of the Rev. 0. Jenkins and a representa-
tive of the Licensed Victuallers Associa-
tion. A great deal of careful thought was
given to the question, and information
over a very wide field was available to me.
a letter which appeared in "The West
Australian," and which was written by a
man who represented the Baptist Church
at the deputation, reads as follows:-

Liquor Reform.
Slr,-As a Baptist I was one of the

representative deputation to wait on
the Attorney-General last August with
regard to reform of the liquor trade.
It was recognised by the deputation
that Mr. Abbott had to give considera-
tion to every section of the community,
and reach decisions consistent with
good government.

Some of us hold, and expressed then.
strong views concerning the damaging
nature of the liquor trade, and would
welcome reasonable steps to curtail
it. But we also hold even stronger
views on the subject of real freedom.
MY own contribution to the discus-
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sion on that occasion was to point out
that real freedom on the roads, for
instance, was dependent on good traf-
fic regulations, but, that as soon as
regulations become restrictive rather
than regulative, they are bad as they
cease to be in the Interests of real
freedom.

I could make out a good case why
I think the use of alcohol endangers
freedom to users of the roads. The
point, however, I would like to make
clear is that the deputation recognised
that further discussions with the At-
torney-General would have to be with

* one of our number rather than with
the whole deputation, and the Rev.
G. Jenkins was appointed for this pur-
pose.

If the decisions now reached are not
* all that we could desire-and they

most certainly are not--we must re-
cognise that Mr. Jenkins did every-
thing possible to represent a specific
Christian Point of view in his con-
ferring with Mr. Abbott. The results
are not all that could be desired, but
this leaves us with the responsibility
of making known to a wider public
just what the Christian position
is, in the hope that an informed
public opinion will encourage legisla-
tors to make decisions founded on
Christian principles-Yours etc.,

SIDNEY H. PRICE.
That sets out the position of the Rev.
Mr. Jenkins and the Christian attitude
he took on every occasion on which he
was in conference with me.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Mr. Perkins in the Chair; the Attorney

General in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 to 9-agreed to.
Clause 10-ection 121 amended:
I-on. E. NIILSEN: I intend to vote

against this clause and in doing so I am
speaking more particularly for the People
in the country districts. If the hotels are
to open at 10 o'clock in the morning it
will prevent many men coming off shift
from getting a drink. With the present
hours a man can have a drink when he
comes off shift, go home for breakfast
and then take his rest and be ready to go
back on shift again at 12 o'clock. Both
the people who wish to have drinks, and
those employed in the hotels, want the
present hours retained.

The clause also deals with bona fide
travellers and surely they are deserving of
consideration, especially those operating in
the country districts. If this provision is
agreed to they will not be able to get a
drink if they arrive in a town when the
hotel is not open. They may have travel-
led some hundreds of miles and it would
be most unfair to Prevent them from hay-

ing a drink. There is no need to break
away from the present Provisions and there
is not any harm in a person having a
drink at nine O'clock in the morning, if
we are going to permit him to have one
at 10 o'clock. This Provision will not
prevent any more liquor from being con-
sumed, so I appeal to members to vote
against the clause. The member for Mel-
ville suggested that 20 miles was not far
enough and I would have no objections
to agreeing to an amendment to Increase
the distance. However far a bona fide
traveller goes he should be still entitled
to a drink.
IMr. ORAYDEN: I move an amend-

ment-

That Paragraph (a) be struck out
with a view to inserting a new para-
graph as follows:-

(a) Substituting the words "10.30
O'clock in the morning or after

- 6 O'clock in the evening, ex-
cept between the hours of
'7.30 o'clock in the evening
and 10" for the word from
"nine" in line eight of sub-
section (1) to "nine" in line
nine of subsection (1).

If my amendment is agreed to the hotel
hours will be from 10.30 am. until 6.30 at
night and from '7.30 p.m. till 10 P.M. This
will allow a one hour break so that both
the People drinking and the People em-
ployed in the bar may be able to have a
meal. It would also permit a person
knocking off at 5.30 an hour in which to
have a few beers before he goes home.

Mr. Lawrence: What about the man who
works at Midland Junction Workshops and
lives at Fremantle?

Mr. GRAYDEN: We cannot legislate for
each individual ease, and there will be some
hardships created for certain individuals.
I suppose it could be said that opening at
10 o'clock in the morning would create a
hardship for the milkman who probably
knocks off at 8 o'clock. But that is no
reason why we should not do it; we must
legislate for the majority of the people and
not specific individuals.

Mr. Lawrence: Do you think the majority
of people do not go home to tea at the right
hour?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I think the problem of
drunkenness is largely caused by people
knocking off at 5.30 and staying at the
hotel drinking until it closes.

Mr. Lawrence: But this will be every
night.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This will ensure that
a person can go into a hotel after work,
have a reasonable chance of drinking as
much liquor as he desires and ensuring that
he does the Proper thing and goes home to
his wife for dinner. Can any member take
any objection to that?
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Mr. Cornell: Do you have to legislate to
give a man will power?

The Minister for Lands: I think the hon.
member is legislating for himself.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This is the practice that
has been adopted in other countries. It was
adopted in South Australia during the war
-although I do not know whether the
practice is still continued-and the hotels
closed for one and a half or two hours
during the day. The people were able to
go away and have a meal, which helps to
overcome the liquor problem to a large ex-
tent. This will allow people to have a
reasonable amount of liqiior at'reasonable
hours arV will have the effect of shorten-
ing the tradidg hours of the hotels.
Wheiever this practice has been adopted
it has proved successful and has ensured
mnore moderate& drinking habits.
' The member for South Fremantle sug-
gested that somebody might be working at
Midland Junction Workshops and living at
Fremantle. In that ease, if he knocks off
at 5.30. he would be unable to get a drink
at Fremantle because it would take him
a hour to travel home from work and, if
my amendment were adopted, the hotels
would be closed until 7.30. Surely he could
have a drink, or a couple of drinks, before
he caught the train at Midland.

Mr. Lawrence: He might miss the train.

Mr. GRAYDEN: But he would get home
at the same time if he stayed in the hotel
at Midland instead of staying in the hotel
at Fremantle. Personal adjustments can
overcame such problems. This will incon-
venience nobody and it will enable hotel
proprietors to give meals to their staff at a
reasonable hour. I hope the amendment
is agreed to.

Mr. KELLY: I do not think any useful
purpose would be served in the Corn-
miittee's adopting this amendment as sug-
gested by the member for Nedlands. It
would only worsen the position so far as
those areas that are far removed from
the city are concerned. It would have no
merit at all for the people on the Goldfields
and on the coalfields.

Mr. Grayden: It would not touch the
Goldfields at all because the section it Is
amending excludes the Goldfields from
its operations.

Mr. KELLY: If this Bill is passed it will
embrace not only the city areas but also
the Goldfields areas. If the position is
as I think it is I have every objection to
the amendment.

Mr. SEWELL:
I do not think
and I think we
It Is at present.

I oppose the amendment.'
it has any merit at all.
should leave the Act as

Mr. MARSHALL: Exactly at what point
in paragraph (a) does the proposed
amendment cease?

The CHAIRMAN: It is to strike out the
whole of paragraph (a).

Mr. MARSHALL: Then the hon. mem-
ber evidently does not know what he is
doing, because this paragraph is so worded
that if his amendment is carried it will
also apply to the Goldfields. Paragraph
(a) makes mention of Subsection (2) of
the Act and that subsection deals with
that particular portion of the original Act
that affects the Goldfields.

Mr. Grayden: My amendment leaves
Subsection (2) exactly as it is.

.Mr. MARSHALL: The paragraph with
which we are dealing says "substituting."r
So we take out the figure nine and sub-
stitute the figure ten, both in Subsection
(1) and Subsection (2) of the parent Act
which concerns the metropolitan area and
the Goldfields area.

Mr. Grayden: I propose deleting the
Government's Proposition and putting in
one that deals only with Subsection (1) of
Section 121 of the parent Act.

Mr. MARSHALL: I still do not follow
the hon. member.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I oppose the
amendment on two principal grounds. The
first is that there appears to me to be no
justification in extending the closing hour
of hotels outside Of the Goldfields from
9 to 10.30 p.m. I would like to know how
this amendment affects any assurances
given by the Attorney General to the
churches' delegation and to its represen-
tative, the Rev. Mr. Jenkins. It seems
to me to cut completely across the under-
standing which the Rev. Mr. Jenkins had
with the Government, and which the At-
torney General, on behalf of the Gov-
ernment, had with him. The second
ground, which is Possibly the stronger of
the two, is based upon the industrial areas
wrapped up in the amendments of the
member for Nedlands.

The Premier: It would make those really
difficult.

Hon. A. R.. 0. HAWKE: Extremely dUD-
cult! I am sure most members have a
good deal of sympathy with any man or
woman who has to work at night; we
should have a great deal of practical sym-
pathy out of our Own painful experience.
But we are going to impose upon the
barmaids and barmen at least one hour's
additional work on six days in every week,
which means that most of them will finish
work at about 10.20 P.m. each day of the
week.

The Minister for Lands: He is giving
them a break.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The break be-
tween 6.30 and 7.30 would be their meal
hour, so in effect it would be no break
at all. Therefore the second proposition
of the member for Nedlands would re-
quire very serious consideration with refer-
ence to industrial areas. It Is not fair
to ask these workers to work six nights
a week until 10.20 P.M. As it Is they
have their nights wrecked to a large ex-
tent by having to work until 9.15 or there-
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abouts, but at least that gives them a
chance of some home and social life. I
doubt very much whether the majority of
hotelkeepers would accept a proposition
of this kind. It might appeal to them
in the hotter weather but I should not
think it would appeal to them in the
winter time. On those two grounds I
strongly oppose the amendment and trust
that the majority of the members of this
Committee will vote against it.

Mr. READ: I cannot support the amend-
ment. I would rather support the progosed
amendment of the member for Eyre, which
Is to substituite the figure ten for the
figure nine. I am thinking or-some of
the hardest workers possibly in Western.
Australia such as the brick carters. #he
firewood getters and the people who cut
timber-those men have put in a day's
work by 9 o'clock in the morning. It is
a great concession for these people to be
able to get refreshment at 9 o'clock as
they pass through the city. For that
reason I think we should leave the hours
as they are at present.

Mr. GRAHAM: I think we are in danger
of confusing the issue because there are
two separate principles in the clause we
are discussing-one deals with the time
licensed hotels should open and the other
with bona fide travellers. As members
may have conflicting views on these two
issues I think we should take separate
votes on them. The member for Ned-
lands has moved to strike out paragraph
(a) with a view to inserting other words.
I cannot support the amendment he pro-
poses to move but I am in favour of his
present amendment to strike out para-
graph (a). Paragraph (a) seeks to alter
the commencement of trading hours from
the present hour of 9 am. to 10 am. I
have not heard one argument or reason
advanced why there should be a change
in the starting time from 9 am. to 10
am. I propose to support one portion
of the amendment of the member for
Nedlands for the purpose of retaining the
9 o'clock opening. We could then deal
with paragraph (b). I support the amend-
ment to strike out paragraph (a).

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I hope the
amendment will not be carried. Most
members have suggested there should be
a more orderly form of drinking and that
is the whole object of this Bill. If we can
gradually reduce the hours of drinking it
will be a good thing and this is an attempt
to do so. Not many People will want to
drink before 10 o'clock in the morning.

Hon. E. Nulsen: You have not been on
the Goldfields.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Oh yes, I
have. I support the hour of 10 o'clock as
at present set out. It does not prevent
the people on the Goldfields from apply-
ing to the court for an extension of hours.
and I want to make that quite clear to
Goldfields members. If tbose people can

Sow that it is legitimate, fair, reasonable
and suitable for their hours to be extend-
ed they can put their case to the Licensing
Court. The Goldfields area has far
greater privileges under the Act than any
other area. Anyone may apply to the
court for an extension of how's. I con-
sgider that the hour mentioned is suitable
for the Goldfields but, if a departure from
the general principles of the Act is de-
sired, application should be made to the
Licensing Court. I do not think there can
be any objection to making the opening
hour 10 am.

Mr. McCULLOCH: I support the amend-
ment. This measure will apply, not only
to the Goldfields. but also' to the whcbe
of the State. Many mez) are engaged i
driving trucks long distances, end- it
would not be to their advantage if the
opening hour were fixed at 10 o'clock.
Men coming off shift' from the miines
generally look for a drink, and 9 o'clock
is a reasonable hour for opening.

Hon. E. NtJLSEN: I have no objection
to the deletion of paragraph (a) because
I consider that the people in the country
should be able to get a drink at the cus-
tomary hour of 9 o'clock. I disagree with
the Attorney General that 10 o'clock open-
ing would lead to. more orderly drinking.

The Attorney General: I say that that
is the general desire.

I-on. E. NtTLSEN: But that will not be
the effect. With longer hours drinking
would be more orderly. In other parts of
the world, people are permitted to drink
at almost any hour. so why become dic-
tators in the matter here? A man would
not be any more disorderly by having a
drink at 9 o'clock than at 10 o'clock.
Though agreeing with the amendment, I
shall oppose the substitution that has been
indicated by the member for Nedlands.

Mr. STYANTS: If the Attorney General
could say that licensees or members of the
Barmaids and Barmen's Union have asked
that the starting time be 10 am. instead
of 9 a.m., I might be influenced, but this
seems to be rather the Personal opinion
of the Minister. I have not heard any
argument in favour of 10 o'clock opening
as against 9 O'clock, even for the metro-
politan area, and on the Goldfields it
would be a retrograde step to alter the
hour to 10 o'clock. The Goldfields are
subject to very high temperatures in
summer. In Perth it would be exceptional
to have a temperature of over 80 degrees
at 9 am., but on the Goldfields 100 de-
grees is often registered then. I would
not favour an alteration for the agri-
cultural and Goldfields areas in any cir-
cumstances.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I hold
definite opinions on this measure. I hope
that this Provision will be voted out. Why
alter present conditions?
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Mr. Ilearman: Because we are trying
to improve them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It will
be no improvement to permit people to
enter hotels at 10 am. instead of 9 am.
on Sunday. They have become accustomed
to the earlier hour. and Goldfields members
have put up a good case for retaining the
present hour of opening. I hope that the
rest of the clause will be defeated and that
the present trading hours will be retained.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr. GRAYDEN: It is apparent that

members do not desire to include the words
I indicated and so I shall not move for
their insertion.

Hon. E. NTSEN: I desire to move an
amendment that paragraph (b) be struck
out.

The CHAIRMAN: I cannot accept the
amendment because, if that paragraph is
struck out, nothing will be left in the clause.
The hon. member may vote against the
clause.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I hope
that the proposal dealing with bona fide
travellers will be defeated. How can we
expect orderly drinking if we restrict trad-
ing to one hour before lunch and one hour
before dinner on Sunday? If the distance
is increased, the same conditions will Pre-
vail. ,If anyone coUld indicate how the
conditions attending the consumption of
liquor on the Sabbath could be improved,
I would be prepared to support him. The
travelling public should have the right to
get refreshment on the Sabbath. Under
the Bill, if a traveller were lucky enough
to reach a town at the right time, he could
get a drink, but failing that, he could
not.

Mr. Marshall: What about the trans-
port workers between Meekatharra and the
North-West?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, those
men might not hit a, town during the
trading hours. If we extended the dis-
tance to 30 miles, the position would not
be improved.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!I The Minister
is getting away from the clause.

The MINISTER FOR. LANDS: When we
seek to amend this Act, we should do
something that will definitely improve con-
ditions. I was in London on three oc-
casions on the Sabbath when hotel trad-
ing was carried on for three hours before
and three hours after dinner.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Minister
is not in order in discussing that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Anyhow,
the drinking I saw there was most orderly.

Mr. KELLY: I congratulate the Minister
for Lands on his able speech. We should
be doing a disservice to the people through-
out the State if the clause is not negatived.

Mr. YATES:, I favour the deletion of
the clause. When the bona fide traveller
provision was introduced many years ago,
we did not have the means of fast trans-
port that we have today, and travellers
were given the right to obtain liquor on
Sunday because it took so long to travel
from one district to another. Today, a
fast motorcar can travel from Perth to
Rockingham in a little over half-an-hour,
whereas Years ago a horse and buggy would
probably have taken the whole day to do
the journey. Travellers in those days
journeyed from place to place without any
idea of returning to their starting point
on the same day.

At Rockingham and Sawyer's Valley are
hotels that arc just outside the prescribed
distance, and they cater for many people
from the metropolitan area who are not
bona fide travellers. If the law were en-
forced, probably 99 out of 100 of them
would be prosecuted for being unlawfully
on licensed premises. This provision nowa-
days merely extends privileges to people
who are not entitled to them, because they
are able to travel long distances in a
short space of time. The average motorist
can go from Kalgoorlie to Perth in nine
hours by car. That gives protection to
thousands of people who are not entitled
to it. I support the deletion of the words.

Mr. HEARMAN: The Act would be im-
proved if we did away with the bona fide
traveller section. A bona fide traveller is
difficult to define, particularly from the
police point of view, and for that reason
there is often a reluctance on the part of
the police to challenge a person. A man
msgnu not be a traveller, but a stranger
in the town. A publican might turn down
the wrong man, or serve a man not entitled
to be served. It would be better if this
were cut out.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: If we strike out the
bona fide traveller provision we will have
the position that a lodger can get a drink,
but not a bona fide traveller. If a person
goes to Pinjarra and books in at a hotel
for the night he can start drinking straight
away, but if he wants to continue his jour-
ney he cannot get a drink. Where is the
sense in that? The person who needs the
drink most is not the one who will re-
main, but the one who has to continue. I
have no objection to a lodger having a
drink, but I do not think we ought to de-
prive the bona fide traveller of the right
to have a drink.

The Minister for Lands: After you have
booked in, you need not stay the night, but
can flit off at about 10 o'clock.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: We should not delete
this provision, but should insert something
that will ensure that a person is a bona
fide traveller in the real sense of the term;,
that is that he has travelled a reasonable
distance and not merely 20 miles.

The ATTORNEY GE NERAL:. We should
stick to the Bill as drawn.
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Mr. Graham: You are fighting a losing
battle.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The mem-
ber for Melville wil! have an opportunity
to move an amendment on the lines he
mentioned when we are considering Clause
13.

H-on. J. T. Tonkin: Not if you delete the
words "bona fide traveller".

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That is so,
but on Clause 13 the hon. member will have
an opportunity to extend the distance, if
he so desires. The clause should not be
struck out.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I intend to support the
clause as it is. This is a difficult section
to police and grave abuses exist at the
present time.

Mr. Graham: There will be grave hard-
ships if you delete the words "bona fide
traveller".

Mr. GRAYDEN: There will be no hard-
ship. Has the member for East Perth
travelled on a Sunday and felt the need
for a drink? He could carry a bottle of
beer in his car.

Mr. Kelly: It gets red hot.

Mr. GRAYDEN: If anyone has been to
Rockingham on a Sunday and seen the
method of drinking there he will know of
the grave abuses under this section.

The Minister for Lands: Why pick
Rockinghamn.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Because the people
there are herded into a sort of a bar,
which is called a lounge, and are charged
2d. extra per drink and the service Is less
than they receive in a public bar.

Mr. Kelly: Only those who want to go
would be there.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I suppose so, but is
not that a grave abuse of the bona fide
traveller section? It applies not only to
Rockingham, but to Sawyer's Valley and
other places. I have seen 150 people drink-
ing at the bar at Rockingham on a Sunday.

Mr. Hoar: Are there not abuses on Sat-
urday nights, too?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, but we should re-
move whatever abuses we possibly can.
This provision should be deleted from the
parent Act.

Mr. BUTCHER: I do not agree that these
words should be struck out. I thought it
was said that we would take a realistic
view of the question. I am not much con-
cerned about the gatherings at Rocking-
ham because people in a climate like this
do not need a drink. People travelling
from Carnarvon to Northampton, a dis-
tance of about 260 miles and no hotel
between the two towns, need a drink when
they arrive at their destination. They are
bona fide travellers and are entitled to a
drink.

Mr. GRAHAM: One or two aspects have
not been touched on. The necessity for the
provision relating to bona fide travellers
should not be determined merely because
there happen to be some abuses in four
or five hotels. The bona fide traveller
provision applies not only on Sundays but
every day of the week. Timrber carters,
wheat carters and so on may pass through
certain towns at any hour of the night.
When passing through, say, Cunderdin,
they might be able to get some liquid
refreshment. Surely these men are en-
titled to some consideration. What takes
place at the Rockingham hotel is no rea-
son why people in the outback should be
denied something to which they are en-
titled. I hope the Committee will agree
to the deletion of the remainder of the
clause.

Mr. MARSHALL: Those who go to the
Rockingham hotel are not qualified to
have a drink because they are not 20 miles
from the Town Hall.

The Attorney General:, Yes, they are.

Mr. MARSHALL: They are not. The
previous licensee, Reg Harrison, went broke
because he fell foul of the police who
strictly enforced the law against him.
Rockingham is not 20 miles from the Town
Hall in a direct line.

Mr. Graham: The Act does not say, "in
a direct line."

Mr. MARSHALL:, Yes, it does, and the
court will interpret it that way. It says.
"A radius of 20 miles from the Perth
Town Hall." I was here when the proposi-
tion was first discussed in 1922, and the
provision then was a five-mile radius from
the point where the person slept the night
previously. So we had queues of people
at the hotels around the suburbs--Ned-
lands, Ocean Beach and so on. All the
police were doing was saying, "Where did
you sleep last night? Where is your
railway ticket?" When it was shown the
person concerned could have a drink.

This disgraceful state of affairs in-
fluenced the Government to bring down
an amendment to delete the bona tide
traveller provision, and It was only when
the Country Party and the Goldfields
members realised what was happening
that the present provision was inserted.
There were plenty of motorcars then.
People cannot carry beer for eight months
of the year in the North-West. With the
opening up of the Pilbara mineral fields
there is a terrific amount of transport
going north from meekatbarra, and the
men driving the vehicles work day and
night. No accommodation is provided for
them; they sleep for a few minutes on the
roadside and then start off again. Yet if
they pass through Nullagine. Marble Bar
or even Meekatharra on a Sunday they
are not entitled to a drink.
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That is persecution to those people in
those areas. The city folk have plenty
of other amusements available to them.
and to prohibit these men in the out-
back from carrying beer is stupid in the
extreme. There is nothing in the law
stating that if a man books in at a hotel
he has to stop there. We are going to
persecute people in the outback who are
producing the real wealth of the country,
simply because of a few gluttons in the
city.

Hon. E. NULSEN: I hope the clause will
be struck out. The people in the outback
are entitled to a drink on a Sunday, but
around the city it would not matter. As
for carrying drink in order to consume it
on the following day, it would be impos-
sible for the men in the outback to do that
because it would become too hot.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The Attorney
General should be in possession of a better
case in justification for the part of the
clause which is still left than he has yet
presented. As far as I can understand,
this provision in the clause is part of an
arrangement arrived at between the At-
torney General, on behalf of the Govern-
ment. and the Rev. Mr. Jenkins, acting
on behalf of the churches and temperance
organisations. Evidently Mr. Jenkins
agreed to a later proposal in the Hill
which is aimed at legalising two periods
of trading in hotels on Sunday; one be-
fore lunch and the other before dinner in
the evening. The Attorney General must
have put forward very strong arguments
to convince the- representative of the
ehurches and temperance organisations
that trading In hotels on Sunday should
be legalised.

One of the arguments he must have put
forward is the one that, if trading is legal-
ised in hotels on Sunday, an attempt would
be made by the Attorney General to delete
from the Act the provision covering bona
fide travellers. Doubtless the Attorney
General went on to claim that, with the
deletion of that provision and the inser-
tion of the one providing for legal Sun-
day trading in hotels, a situation would
be created in which it would be possible,
and probably easy, for the police to en-
force the law to the fullest extent and en-
force it completely in respect to the sale
of liquor on Sunday. It is easy to under-
stand the difficulty of the police in trying
to enforce on Sunday the bona fide pro-
vision In the legislation. A policeman, in
those circumstances, would not be able to
check with any accuracy, except in a few
instances.

Doubtless the police have given up al-
most completely any attempt they might
have made previously to prove whether a
person was in fact a bona fide traveller
in the legal sense. Obviously, if the bona
fide provision is deleted firm the Act, the
provision in the Bill for legal sessions of
Sunday trading in hotels, if it becomes law,

would be comparatively easy to police and
enforce because, once the trading hour is
finished, the police wvould be able to visit
the hotel and check up immediately as to
whether liquor was being provided to any-
body during prohibited hours.

Mr. Manning: If the bona fide provision
stays in, a person will be able to drink out-
side that prohibited hour.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Yes, of course,
but the provision in the clause aims at
deleting from the Act the bona fide section.
If the remaining part of the clause is
passed by the Committee there will be no
bona fide provision in the Act at all. The
Attorney General should try to justify more
fully the reason that prompted him to put
this provision in the clause, and also the
reason why he is anxious to delete from the
Act all reference to bona fide travellers.
Unless he can do that, I would be inclined
to vote the clause out. At the same time.
I am as keen as the Attorney General is to
try to control, within reasonable limits,
whatever Sunday trading might be per-
mitted.

I am totally opposed to what happens
at Rockingham and other hotels just out-
side the limit on a Sunday in regard to
bona fide travellers. I would be prepared
to assist the Attorney General to a great
degree if some practical suggestion can
be made to cover that situation. If the
Attorney General can justify-and he has
failed to do so to date-the provision deal-
ing with bona fide travellers, I will be pre-
pared to support him. If the remaining
part of the clause is struck out, I would
most certainly support the suggested
amendment put forward by the member
for Melville. by which he would increase
considerably the distance that a person
must travel, under the Present Act, before
he can obtain liquor legally as a bonla fide
traveller.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: As with many other
members, this clause holds quite a degree
of interest for me. Some members have
agreed that the traveller who has covered
long distances is in genuine need of re-
freshment wherever it may be found. It
has also been agreed by members that
whilst bona fide travellers need a drink,
the privileges that. are extended to them
have been abused in hotels situated out-
side a radius of 20 miles of the G.P.O.,
Perth, and I align myself with them. How-
ever, I consider that to deny a bona fide
traveller his right of refreshment is en-
tirely wrong. One of the important func-
tions of a hotel or inn Is that it should
supply refreshment to the weary traveller.

Clause, as amended, put and negatived.
Clause 11-Section 122 amended:
Hon. E. NXILSEN: I move an amend-

ment-
That paragraph (a) be struck out.

The effect of the paragraph is to increase
the penalty from £50 to £150. That is
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going altogether too far, and the penalty
proposed is ridiculously harsh. I think a
fine of £50 is ample.

The Attorney General: What, for Sun-
day trading!

Mr. Graham: Yes, for a first offence.
Hon. E. NULSEN: The Minister's ad-

visers must be very severe disciplinarians
if they could propose such an increased
penalty, making the fine three times the
amount that formerly applied. In a later
paragraph, the penalty is to be increased
to £300.

The Attorney General: But they apply
to the maximum penalties.

Hon. E. NULSEN: Harsh penalties such
as I refer to encourage communism and
discontent. We are asked to become dic-
tators, like Stalin and Hitler. Generally
speaking, hotelkeepers are not anxious to
serve people with liquor on Sundays. If
they comply with requests to do so, it is
only out of sympathy and not for profit.
There may be a few licensed premises not
far from the metropolitan area where pro-
fits are made out of Sunday trading, but
there is not much in it for country hotels.
When I was a hotelkeeper, I had no desire
to open the premises on Sunday if it could
be avoided. If a man were to make one
slip, he could be fined £150 for his first
offence.

The Attorney General: But that is the
maximum.

H-on. E. NULSEN: One might strike a
magistrate with a bad liver who might im-
pose the full penalty.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Breaches
of the law involving Sunday trading should
be treated more seriously, especially when
we propose to grant privileges that pre-
viously have not been within the law. The
increased penalties represent an intima-
tion to magistrates that Parliament re-
gards such offences in a serious light . The
magistrate will not impose the maximum
penalty for a first offence. The minimum
penalty for it would be £15. Should there
be a very serious breach of the law, surely
a magistrate should be able to impose an
adequate penalty.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: Make it £100.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will agree

to that.
Hon. E. NULSEN: I suppose one should

compromise, but I feel that the Attorney
General has an idea that hotelkeepers,
generally speaking, are bad men and crimi-
nals.

The Attorney General: No, but they
break the law.

Hron. E. NULSEN: A hotelkeeper is
highly respected in his district.

The Attorney General: Of course he is.
The Premier: No one denies that.

Hon. E. NULSEN: Then why provide a.
penalty such as this?

The Minister for Works: The hotelkeeper-
is no more highly respected than is the
grocer or the butcher.

I-on. E. NULSEN: The law should be en-
forced, but everyone is liable to make a slip.

The Attorney General: In this instance,
it is an important matter.

Hon. E. NtILSEN: Even if a man should
make the slip reluctantly, he is liable to a
maximum penalty of £150. and for a second
offence £300. Those penalties are really
harsh and I cannot understand why the
Attorney General should have included
them.

The Attorney General: You have sup-
Ported a lot of heavy penalties lately, for
instance in relation to drunken driving
and building materials.

Hon. E. NULSEN: I do not favour heavy
Penalties. I do not think they prove a
deterrent and often they are inflicted upon
innocent persons who have unwittingly
erred.

The CHAIRMAN: I point out that, if
the amendment is lost, it will be impos-
sible to do anything further with the para-
graph.

Mr. GRAHAM: There seems to be a
desire to compromise and to make the
maximum Penalty for a first offence £100
instead of £,150. The only way to accom-
plish this would be for the member for
Eyre to withdraw his amendment and then
move to delete the words "and fifty."

Hon. E. NULSEN: I db not favour severe
Punishments. However. I shall reluctantly
ask leave to withdraw my amendment, not
because I consider £100 represents a rea-
sonable compromise, but because I fear
that my amendment might be lost and
then a severe maximum of £150 would re-
main.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I move an

amendment-
That in line 3 of paragraph (a) the

words "and fifty" be struck out.
This would mean that instead of the new
maximum being raised from £50 to £160,
it would be £100.

Amendment put and passed.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I move an

amendment-
That in line 2 of paragraph (b)

the word "three" be struck out and
the word "two" inserted in lieu.

Under the amendment, the new maximum,
instead of being £300 would be £200.

Amendment put and Passed.

Mr. GRAHAM: I move an amendment-
That in Paragraph (a) of Subelause

(2) the words "ijf the liquor is not
sold by the bottle or in a bottle and
is neither sold nor drunk" be struck
out.
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Hon. E. NUISEN: I have an amendment
to strike out the words "if the liquor is
not sold by the bottle or in a bottle, and
is neither sold nor drunk at the Public
bar of the premises."

Mr. GRAHAM: The only difference be-
tween the two amendments is that the
hon. member wishes to have additional
words struck out.
.Hon. E. NULSEN: I should like to have

the Chairman's assurance that I shall not
be debarred from moving my amendment.
I have no objection to that of the member
for East Perth.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will
be quite safe.

Mr. GRAHAM: The Bill Provides that
the sale of liquor to or consumption by the
licensee, a member of his family, an em-
ployee of the licensee living on the premises
or a lodger may be permitted outside the
normal trading hours, if the liquor is not
sold by the bottle and is neither sold nor
drunk at a public bar. Why the Minister is
seeking to prevent the sale of liquor by
bottle to any of those persons, I do not know.
He certainly gave no reasons why he
sought to do so and all I desire is to
retain the present concessions in the Act.
if a lodger desires to take a bottle into
his room, what harm is done? The same
applies to the licensee himself. That is
the law at present and it has been in
existence for almost 30 Years. The differ-
ence between what the member for Eyre
proposes and my proposition is that I de-
sire to retain the exclusion of the public
bar.

Hon. E. NULSEN: I support the amend-
ment because I see no reason why a
person should not get a bottle of beer.
whether it be out of a barrel or a bottle
that has been sealed. I feel that we are
taking away something from people that
they have always had and a privilege that
has not been abused. I do consider that
a person who may have a drink on Sun-
day morning should not be allowed to
take a bottle home for lunch.

Mr. Graham: This applies only to the
licensee and his staff and lodgers.

Hon. E. NULSEN: The amendment does
not go as far as I desire, but I am in
accord with it.

Mr. GRIFFITH: I want some clarifica-
tion on this amendment. It is proposed
to delete all the words after "lodger" in
line three of paragraph (a). The para-
graph will then contain three lines.

The CHAIRMAN: It is Only proposed
to delete the words down to "drunk".

Mr. GRIFFITH: If the Committee does
not decide to delete those words I want
to know whether I can make any further
alteration.

The CHAIRMAN: If the Committee de-
cides that the words are to remain in the
Bill they must remain, and the hon. mem-

ber will have no opportunity to alter
them. He can speak on the provision but
cannot alter it.

Mr. GRIFFITH: I do not think it would
be a good thing to delete these words, be-
cause it would provide too great an
opportunity for liquor to be taken away
from the premises.

Mr.
away
years

Graham: Has liquor been taken
from the Premises in the last 30
on Sundays?

Mr. GRIFFITH: I should say yes.
Mr. Graham: I do not know of a single

instance.
Mr. GRIFFITH: I should say-
Mr. Graham: You would say, but you

do not know.
The Minister for Education: He knows

as much as you do, anyway.
Mr. GRIFFITH: I should say that there

have been occasions when liquor has been
taken away. I am as convinced of that
as the hon. member is to the coiftftry.

Mr. Graham: They must have been ex-
tremely rare if you cannot quote an
Instance.

Mr. GRIFFITH: I do not think we
should provide an oportunity for the Act
to be left open to abuse. Under the word-
ing of the provision, if the liquor is not
sold by the bottle, or in a bottle it may be
a highly technical point as to whether a
publican could sell a man a jug or a barrel
of beer on a Sunday and he could take it
away in that. If this provision is going to
remain, that point should be cleared up.

Mr. Hutchinson: If those words are
deleted, would not that clear up your
point?

Mr. GRIFFITH: No. because if the
words are deleted there will be no limit.
Beer can be taken away in anything and
as much as one likes. I want to make
sure that, if the words remain in the pro-
vision, the Committee will remove the
possibility of a publican's committing a
technical breach of this Act or getting
away on a technical point with providing
beer in something other than a bottle. I
would ask Your direction, Mr. Chairman,
as to whether other words can be in-
serted here to provide that there will not
be obvious technical faults in this provi-
sion.

The CHAIRMAN: There is no reason
why other words should not be inserted
if these words are struck out.

Mr. BUTCHER: We must not lose sight
of the fact that this Bill is aimed at
trying to improve the position, Privi-
leges have been granted from which we
think some good will come, such as mak-
ing it legal to have a drink on Sunday.
When the Police have allowed a conces-
sion in the outback they have always
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stipulated that no bottles are to be served. Mr. Graham: It must be Consumed on
Therefore I am strongly of opinion that
this provision should remain as printed.

Mr. Graham: This has nothing to do
with the sale of liquor to the public.

Mr. BUTCHER: This will give .an
opportunity for bottles to be taken away.

Mr. Graham: Why?
Mr. BUTCHER: Why not? The liquor

could be taken by a lodger up to his room
and subsequently taken away. I am
opposed to that, and ask members to see
that the clause is left as printed.

Mr. CORNELL: The amendment as pro-
posed in the Bill will alter the position
that has obtained for many years. I was
a lodger at a hotel for extended periods,
and in my opinion the present provision
has not been abused to any material extent.
I can see no reason for the alteration. An
Act of Parliament should be capable of
being reasonably policed. This provision
is quite incapable of being policed.

Mr. GRAHAM: My amendment will
allow the existing provisions to remain as
they are. Why should not a boarder, if he
so wishes, take a bottle of beer to his room?
No one has been able to suggest that there
has been any abuse of the provision. Why
impose restrictions unless there is necessity
for them? I appeal to the Committee to
allow what is a harmless position to re-
main, and that can only be done by agree-
ing to my amendment. The question of
the sale of bottles to the general public
will not apply. The only people affected
are the licensee, a member of his family,
an employee of the licensee living on the
premises or a lodger.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The object
of the provision in the Bill is to clear up
a difficulty that has been experienced by
the police. There is nothing to prevent a
lodger or a servant from buying any quan-
tity of bottled beer on a Sunday and re-
moving it from the premises.

Mr. Hutchinson: Could it not be done
on the Saturday?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It could.
A licensee might take a case of beer -away,
and it might be a gift, or it might not.
The alteration is suggested to assist the
police in seeing that the Act is strictly
observed.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I support the
member for East Perth, and will support
the member for Eyre if he proceeds with
the balance of his amendment to delete the
remaining words in the paragraph.

Hon. E. Nulsen: I shall.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKCE: I do this with
the object of adding a proviso to the
amendments, if they are carried, along the
lines that not any of such liquor shall
be taken away from the premises on which
it Is served.

the premises.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Yes. I think

that is the goal the Attorney General is
seeking to achieve.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. E. NULSEN: I wish now to move
for the deletion of the remaining words.

Mr. GRAHAM: Before the member for
Eyre moves his amendment, if the para-
graph is to stand as it is, it will be neces-
sary to insert the word "except" before the
word "at" in line 6 of paragraph (a). I
am wondering what the position will be
if the Committee rejects the amendment
of the member for Eyre: whether I will be
able to move to insert the word "except."

The CHAIRMAN: I am afraid the mem-
ber' for East Perth cannot do anything
about it.

Hqn. E. NULSBN: I move an amend-
ment--

That in lines 6 and 7 of paragraph
(a) of proposed new Subsection (2)
the words "at a public bar of the
premises" be struck out.

There is no reason why these people should
not have a drink in a bar. I feel the privi-
lege will not be abused in any way.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: I move an
amendment-

That after the word "lodger" in line
3 of paragraph (a) of proposed new
Subsection (2), the words "Provided
no such liquor is taken away from
the premises" be inserted.

This amendment will ensure that liquor
sold is not to be taken away from the
licensed premises from which it is ob-
tained.

Mr. GRAHAM: The amendment would
be unfair to the licensee, a member of
his family, his employee or a lodger, whose
home the hotel is, because they would not
be able, as could the ordinary citizen, to
take on a picnic on a Sunday a few
bottles of cold liquor. I hope the Com-
mittee will vote against the amendment.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: A short while
ago the member for East Perth challenged
any member on the Government side of
the Chamber to indicate an instance of
bottled beer being taken away from a hotel
in these circumstances under the existing
section of the Act. If that has not oc-
curred in the past to any degree, there is
no harm In making sure It does not occur
in the future.

Mr. GRAHAM: All we need do is to
ensure there is no trafficking in liquor
under this provision, and we have had
no evidence that there has been any abuse
in that direction,

Mr. Hutchinson: If the amendment is
agreed to, we might add the words, "for
trafficking purposes."
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Mr. GRAHAM: It would be difficult to
prove. X want those whose home the
hotel is to have the same privilege and
comfort as has any citizen living in his
own residence.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr. GRAHAM: I move an amendment-

That in sub-paragraph (1) of para-
graph (c) of proposed new Subsection
(2) the words "and are outside an
area bounded by a circle having a
radius of twenty miles from the Town
Hall in Perth" be struck out.

Unless this amendment is agreed to, a
person within the radius mentioned will
not be able to obtain liquor while one out-
side that radius will be granted that privi-
lege. I see no reason for such discrimina-
tion. I suggest that there should be equal
treatment for all sections of the com-
munity. I am not denying that people
in country districts should have a drink
on Sunday; I agree with that wholeheart-
edly, but at the same time similar facili-
ties should be available to people in the
metropolitan area, which also embraces
the outer metropolitan area.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: I move-
That progress be reported.

Motion put and negatived.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: This clause is one of
the most vital in the Bill, and I hope the
Committee will reject it altogether. The
member for East Perth has struck a vital
note in regard to the measure, and the
Attorney General did not indicate any
strong reason why the area within a radius
of 20 miles of the Perth Town Hall should
be excluded from the provisions of the
measure. I would like to hear the Attorney
General's reasons, if he has any, but if it
is all right for the Bill to proyide that a
hotel just outside the 20-mile radius shall
be entitled to trade on Sunday, it is equally
logical to assume that every hotel within
the 20-mile radius should have the same
privilege. We are not in the horse-and-
buggy days but in the atomic days, and
a distance of 20 miles is a mere bagatelle
now with our modern means of transport.
Is there something diabolic, unwise or not
in the public interest to have hotels open
on Sundays in the metropolitan area?

The Attorney General: You think so.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: I am asking the At-
torney General, who is in charge of the
Bill, if there is anything wrong with open-
ing hotels within the 20-mile radius on
Su~ndays.

The Minister for Health: Because there
is a much greater population.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: That Is one reason,
but why should the greater population be
penalised?

The Minister for Health: They are not
penalised; they are saved.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: But why close hotels
within the 20-mile radius and open those
outside it? We should try to do the great-
est good for the greatest number. At
present 54 per cent. of the population of
Western Australia are situated within a
25-mile radius of the Perth Town Hall.
The Attorney General implied that he
wanted to deal out even-handed justice to
all sections of the community, but this is
not the way to do It.

Mr. Manning: I thought you were trying
to improve the Act.

Mr. W. 1HEGNEY: I am, but I am trying
to show how inconsistent the Attorney
General and his Bill are. Why should the
hotel at Mundaring be kept closed and the
one at Sawyer's Valley allowed to open?

Mr. Manning: Close the one at Sawyer's
Valley then.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: The Committee would
be well advised to vote against the clause
altogether. 'In my opinion, this is the thin
edge of the wedge to throw all hotels
throughout the State open on Sundays.
That is not good for the people or the
State. It is wrong to bring down a Hill of
this character so late in the session. We
should have been able to give It full con-
sideration and the Government should
have had an Inquiry made by some tri-
bunal. I repeat, this will be the thin edge
of the wedge.

The Attorney General: It has not been
on the Goldfields or at Collie.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: I am not dealing with
the Goldfields.

The Attorney General: Yes, you are: You
cannot shut your eyes to that.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: I challenge the At-
torney General to explain satisfactorily to
the Committee why the provisions of this
Bill exclude hotels within a radius of 20
miles from the Perth Town Hall. If this
clause is carried, it will be the forerunner
of further similar amendments. There will
be an agitation for the extension of the
hours of Sunday trading and eventually
they will become the same as every other
day of the week.

Mr. Brady: That is what the breweries
want.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: Yes, and the men who
are tied to the breweries will have to please
them and open when the breweries tell
them to.

Mr. Griffith: It would be for Parliament
to decide as to a further extension of the
hours.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: Yes, but I am putting
the position as I see it. The Bill should
have received the attention of a Royal
Commission in order that the whole of the
ramifications of the brewing industry and
the distribution of liquor could have been
inquired into.
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The CHAIRMAN: I am afraid the hon.
member is getting away from the amend-
ment.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: I do not want to dif -
fer from your ruling Sir, but as I view
the clause-

The Attorney General: The hon. mem-
ber is speaking on the amendment.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: I know, but it has
direct relationship to what will obtain in
other parts of the State. If it is carried
it will be the forerunner for further ex-
tended hours on a Sunday for liquor trad-
ing. I hope the Committee will vote the
clause out, and that the Attorney General
will withdrawv the Bill in order that between
now and the next session a full and com-
prehensive inquiry may be carried out.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am opposed
to the whole of the clause and therefore
oppose the amendment moved by the mem-
ber for East Perth. If that amendment
were carried it would Increase considerably
legalised Sunday trading in liquor within
an area of a 20-mile radius from the Town
Hall. as well as in those areas outside that
radius.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I agree
that this is one of the most important
clauses in the Bill, the object of which is
to try to bring within the law the practices
in existence now that have been permitted
by Parliament and Ministers in past years.
Ministers in previous Governments took
no action to stop these practices but lamely
permitted them to continue, well knowing
that they were conniving in the breaches
of the law. I do not refer to anybody in
the Chamber.

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: Who bought the
Attorney General that red tie? It is doing
things to him.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Everyone
knows that these Sunday sessions have
been going on outside the 20-mile limit.
There have been no Sunday sessions for
the metropolitan area. The licensed victu-
allers' representative did not express any
wish for Sunday trading and, in fact, he
expressed strong objection to it. There
has been no demand by members of the
public in the metropolitan area for Sun-
day trading.

Mr. Graham: I do not think the At-
torney General knows his public.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
are all sorts, of course. The people in
the country are entitled to a little extra
liberty that the man in the metropolitan
area has not demanded and does not seek.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the Committee does
not agree to my amendment I intend to
vote against the whole clause. If the
law Is to provide for premises to be open
for the conduct of business on Sundays it
should have uniform application with the
proviso, which is in the Act and has not
been interfered with, that application can

be made for extended hours. Members
have spoken this evening on what has oc-
curred in the Rockingham and Sawyer's
Valley hotels. Under this clause exactly
the same conditions will continue at the
Rockingham Hotel.

The Attorney General: Only for one
hour.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: What an hour!
Mr. GRAHAM: A s the member for Mel-

ville has said-what an hour! There will
be no pretence then. All and sundry will
be able to go to the Rockingham Hotel
in their thousands to drink beer, and the
law will protect them.

The Attorney General: For one hour
before lunch.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: One crowded hour
of hectic swilling!

The Attorney General:
now.

They do it

Mr. GRAHAM: -It is too ridiculous for
words! This provision will aggravate an
evil that. exists in hotels outside a 20-
mile limit, because our licensing laws are
so unreal and in no sense conform to
the demand and reasonable requirements
of the public.

Mr. W. Hegney: And the member for
West Perth knows it!

Mr. GRAHAM: That is a terrible thing
to do to a man who is getting some rest
that he missed yesterday evening. The
whole of the clause deals with trading out-
side the hours that are generally recog-
nised now. Anybody who lives only a mile
on this side of the Rockingham Hotel is
now able to qualify as a bona fide traveller,
but if the Bill is passed a person has only
to go a mile over the border and he can
drink with the full sanction of the law.

I do not know whether the Attorney
General consulted members of the Victu-
allers' Association at Northam and Bun-
bury.'

The Attorney General: They are all
represented.

Mr. GRAHAM: I understand that neither
in Northam nor in Bunbury is there Sun-
day trading at present. I wonder whether
the licensed victuallers in those town-
ships are in agreement with this proposi-
tion? I think it has been argued before
that it only requires one hotel to open
and the others will follow; if they did not,
they would lose a considerable volume of
their business.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: They would lose a
lot of their week-day customers.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the majority decide
that there shall be drinking on Sunday, a
position with which I agree contingent
upon some other considerations, no artifi-
cial line should be drawn. It shall be law-
ful to sell intoxicating liquor on Sunday
or it shall not. I want the workers of East
Perth to enjoy their Sunday beverage in
the same way as the workers at Albany.
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Bunbury and Northam will be entitled to
do under the provisions of this Bill. If
members agree with my amendment themi
it will place all hotels in the State on an
equal footing, and we will have progressed
that far. When we come to the question of
agreeing to the clause as amended we can
decide on the principle as to whether there
shall be any Sunday trading legalised in
the State or whether there shall not. I
hope the Committee will agree to my
amendment.

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

Noes .... ... .... --- 1 32

Majority against .... 22

Mr. Grahamn
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Lawrence
Mr. Marshall
Mr. McCulloch

Ayes.
Mr. Moir
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Rodoreda
Mr. Sleenian
Mr, Oidfleld

Noes.
Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr. Brady
Mr. Brand
Mr. Butcher
Damne F. Cardell-Otlver
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Doney
Mr. Grayden
Mr. Griffith
Mr. Guthrie
Mr. Hawkce
Mr. Hearmar
Mr. J. Hegne:
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Hill

Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Kelly
Mr. Man
Mr. Manning
Mr, May
Mr. McLarty
Mr, Nalder
Mr. Nimmo
Mr. Read
Mr. Eewel!
Mr. Styants
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Totterdell
Mr. Wl d
Mr. Yate
Mr. Baoel

Amendment thus negatived.
Hon. E. NULSEN: I move an amend-

ment-
That in line 3 of sub-paragraph (ii)

of paragraph (c) of proposed new
subsection (2) the words "twelve
noon," be struck out with a view to
inserting the words "ten a.m."

The reason for that is that one hour Is not
nearly sufficient to serve the people of the
Goldfields.

The Attorney General: Why do not they
apply to the court?

Hon. E. NTJLSEN: We are now seeking
three hours. The Attorney General knows
the people on the Goldfields hold all their
sporting events on Sundays. and for that
reason somne consideration should be given
to them.

The Attorney General: I know you can
get it if you apply to the court.

Hon. E. NULSEN:. We would then have
to depend on the Licensing Court.

Mr. Graham: That is only for the Gold-
fields, not for the Great Southern or the
Northern wheatbelt.

The Attorney General: That is so.

I-on. E. NULSEN: I have no objection
to the other areas having the same privi-
lege. I voted with the member for East
Perth a few minutes ago and I do not think
he should be spiteful in this direction: he
should be fair. I feel that the people on
the Goldfields should have some of the
privileges which we in the city enjoy. I
know the Attorney General wants *to keep
people in the country but if he takes away
these privileges he will drive them to the
city. The people in the city have ref rig-
erators and ice-chests and can buy their
beer on Saturdays.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: They have ref rig-
crators all round the State now.

Hon. E. NULSEN: . They have not. The
Goldfields people have not the same facil-
ities as the people in the metropolitan
area have for keeping their beer cool. If
the Attorney General is fair he will give
consideration to extending the time to three
hours. Perhaps he would compromise,
though I do not want the compromise he
has indicated, to have one hour and
to approach the Licensing Court if the
Goldficlds people want it extended. If the
Minister is fair, he will grant us this con-
sideration. Would he be prepared to com-
promise? I do not wish to be told that
application may be made to the Licensing
Court for an extension.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Once
again I point out that what is customary
throughout the State. with the exception
of the Goldfields, is that the morning
session is confined to one hour. There Is
a provision that application may be made
to the Licensing Court and extensions
under the Act should be left to that body.

Hon. E. Nulsen: Is the Licensing Court
restricted?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It could
extend or decrease the hours.

Mr. Graham: It could not do anything
for the public at Newdegate.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The public
there is allowed one hour. That applies
to the country. The only exception other
than the Goldfields is Collie.

Mr. Graham: What is allowed at Bun-
bury?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It does not
apply at Bunbury.

Mr. Graham: What about Northam?
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I believe

that the hotels there do not open at all.
Hon.. A. R. G. Hawke: The people there

obey the law.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: One hour

is reasonable. We axe not here to en-
courage drinking.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I support the dele-
tion of the words "twelve noon." if we
permitted only one hour's drinking; it
would not be a realistic approach to the
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-problem and would lead to conditions that
'would be deplored. To allow three hours
of trading would be going to the other
,extreme and would be more than is neces-
;sary. I suggest that the hours of 11 am.
to I P.m. would represent a happy corn-
promnise.

Mr. MAY: It has been said that this
'Provision would apply only to the Gold-
'flelds, but I take It that the application
would be State-wide.

The Attorney General: That is so, with
the exception of the metropolitan area.

Mr, MAY: That is how I wish it to
apply.

Mr. SEWELL: I support the suggestion
of the member for Cottesloe. One hour
would be too little, especially in the coun-
try areas, and three hours would be too
long.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
may not debate the time to be inserted.

Mr. McCEJLLOCH: I support the amend-
ment to strike out the words. To restrict
the trading to one hour would lead to
some people getting all the drink they
wanted to the exclusion of others. The
hotelkeeper will have a queue. He will
let a certain number of men in for a
drink. They will have as many drinks
as they can and go out the back door,
and another crowd will come in. What
sort of decency is there in that? I have
found that if men are given plenty of
time to talk with their cobbers they will
not drink half as much as when they
have to push it down in quick time.
Three hours, not only on the Ooldfields,
but in other places in the State, is not
too much; in fact, it is too little. The
amendment is reasonable.

Hon, J, B. SLEEMAN: I consider that
two hours is a reasonable period. One
hour is not sufficient and three hours
would be too much.

Mr. GRIFFITH: The member for Cot-
tesloA has contributed a solid idea to the
debate. it is completely unrealistic to
think that the needs of people, if we are
going to legalise drinking on Sundays,
can be attended to in an hour. it would
unquestionably lead to quick drinking or
swilling. I would point out, Mr. Chair-
man, that the member for Eyre has the
floor in connection with this amendment.
He having moved for a longer time, if
you have to put his amendment first-

.The CHAIRMAN: Order! The only
amendment before me is to strike out the
wvords "twelve noon".

Mr. GRIFFITH: With a view tgo insert-
ing- other words.

The CHAIRMAN:. I am not concerned
with what is inserted after that.

Mr. GRIFFITH: For the time being I
support the amendment with a view to
other words being inserted, though not
necessarily those suggested by the mem-
her for Eyre.

Mr. ROflOREDA: I am inclined to sup-
Port the deletion of the words "twelve
noon", firstly, because one hour is insuf-
ficient; and, secondly, because 1 o'clock
as a closing time is too late for the
reason that most country hotels, and
practically all North-West hotels, begin
lunch at 12.30 and most families in those
towns conform to those hours,

The Premier: The trouble is that 11
O'clock conflicts with the church hour in
many country centres.

Mr. RODOREDA: I doubt whether very
many country towns have church at 11
o'clock.

The Premier: Plenty!
Mr. RODOREDA: Anyway, the church-

goers are not likely to frequent hotels on
Sunday morning or go into them after-
wards for a few schooners. I do not think
that opening hotels an hour earlier would
keep people from going to church. I do
not think even the Premier himself would
believe that.

Mr. Styants: It has not had that effect
on the Goldfields.

Mr. RODOREDA: If we are to accept the
principle of Sunday trading, we must have
more than one hour. Surely our experience
has shown us that there would be a rush
and guzzle if only one hour were permitted.
The practice has obtained for years past
for two Sunday sessions to be held, and
they have generally been of one hour, with
the morning session from 11 a.m. to 12
noon and the af ternoon session from 5 p.m.
to 6 p.m. I want to see Sunday trading
legalised, because the present set-up gives
too much power to the policeman in charge
Of a country town, and in several instances
that power has been abused.

Mr. GRAHAM: I intend to vote against
the clause when we reach that stage. I1
agree with previous speakers that sessions
of one hour are absolutely ridiculous and
we would find people drinking against the
clock and getting possession of as many
containers as possible, realising that they
would be able to get no more after the hour.
If there were a longer period, there would
be leisurely drinking. But to my mind, the
most important aspect, particularly to
members of the Opposition, has not been
mentioned, and that is the position of bar-
maids and barmen, waiters and waitresses,
and stewards and stewardesses.

We are. by the Bill, asking these people
to work between 12 p.m. and 1 p.m., and
5 p.m. and 6 p.m., which means that their
entire Sunday will be sacrificed. The rate
of pay for a barmaid or barman in the
metropolitan area is 5s. lid, per hour, and
they receive for this work double time, so
that they will receive lie. 10d. an hour for
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two hours. It is unfair to ask workers to
sacrifice their Sundays for a paltry return
of £1 3s. 8d.

The Attorney General: They could have
the award amended.

.Mr. GRAHAM: If the proposition of the
member for Eyre were agreed to, these
people would receive in the vicinity of £,3
10s., which is something like reasonable re-
compense. In the interests of the workers
in the industry, every member of the Op-
position should support the amendment.

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

Ayes ... ... .... 18

Noes . ... ... . . .... 26

Majority against

Mr. Cornell
Mr. Graham
Mr. Griffith
Mr. Guthrie
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Lawrence
Mr. Marshall
Mr. May

Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr, Brady
Mr. Brand
Mr. Butcher
Dame F. Cardell-Olhi
Mr. Doney
Mr. Orayden
Mr. Hawke
Mr. Hearman
Mr. J. Hegney
Mr. W. Hegny
Mr. Hill

8

Ayes.
Mr. McCulloch
Mr. Moir
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Rocloredsa
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Slecman
Mr. Styanti
Mr. Thorn
Mr. Kelly

Noes.
Mr. Mann
Mr. Manning
Mr. MeLarty
Mr. Nalaer
Mr. Nimmo

rer Mr. Oldfleld
Mr. Read
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Totterdell
Mr. WattR
Mr. Wild
Mr. Yates
Mr. Bovell

Amendment thus negatived.
Hon- E. NEJLSEN: I move an amend-

ment-
That in line 4 of subparagraph (ii)

of paragraph (c) of proposed new
Subsection (2) the word "five " be
struck out with a view to inserting
other words.

The Attorney General: What is the good
of doing this now?

Hon. E. NULSEN: I was disappointed at
the last vote because we will be making a
swill on the Goldfields. We might be able
to provide a little more time for people to
have a drink in the afternoon after finish-
ing their sport. The position will be bad
enough in the morning, but worse in the
afternoon unless the amendment is carried
because people will be coming in for a drink
after playing sport of one sort or another.

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

Noes ... .. .. ,. 25

Majority against .. 8

Mr. Cornell
Mr' Graham
Mr. Griffith
Mr. Guthrie
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr.' Lawrence
Mr. Marshall
Mr. May

Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr. Brady
Mr. Brand
Mr. Butcher
Dame F. Cardell-Oliv
Mr. Dney
Mr. Grayden
Mr. Hawke
Mr. Hearman
Mr. J. Hegney
Mr. W, Hegatey
Mr. Hilt

Ayes.
Mr., McCulloch
MrL Moir
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Sewall
Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Styants
Mr. ThOrn
Mr. Kelly

Noes.
Mr. Manning
Mr. MeLarty
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Nlmmno
Mr. Olafleid

'er Mr. Rodoreda
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Totterdoll
Mr. Watts
Mr. Wid
MAr. Yates

Mr. Bovell

'Teller.)

Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Hon. E. NtUhSEN: I move an amend-

ment-
That in lines 5, 6 and 7 of sub-

paragraph (ii) of paragraph (c) of
proposed new Subsection (2) the words
"but neither sold nor drunk at a public
bar of the premises" be struck out.

The amendment would help those who
really appreciate a drink during the very
hot weather on the Goldfields. I have
seen 400 people in the bar of a hotel In
Norseman and very few of them could get
a drink. Such a crowd could not possibly
be served in a lounge.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I support
the amendment. We should be sensible
and allow patrons to drink in comfort. It
would obviously be impossible for the aver-
age hotel to serve all the clients in lounge
accommodation. I think we should agree
to the use of the bars.

Mr. SEWELL: 1, like the Minister for
Lands, support the amendment as I do not
think five per cent. of the hotels outside
the metropolitan area would have the
facilities to deal with the traffic they would
have on Sundays.

Mr. BOVELL: The amendment Is one
that I think would be in the interests of
the public, and I support it.

Mr. GRIFFITH: I support the amend-
ment because the public at seaside resorts
would otherwise crowd the hotels to the
exclusion of the guests, as the staffs of
the hotels would be unable to deal with
the numbers.

Amendment put and passed.
Hon. E. NULSEN: I move an amend-

ment-
That subparagraph (iii) of para-

graph (c) be struck out.
The people on the Goldfields should be
entitled to take home a bottle of beer at
lunchtime as they have been able to do
in the past. If we do not agree to this
the women will go down in the morning
and have their glasses of beer, because they
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will be denied the right to have a cold
drink at lunchtime. The Attorney General
should accept the amendment even if he
limits the number of bottles to be taken.
So long as the people get a bottle or two
to take home to have with their Sunday
dinners it will be quite satisfactory.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
think we should accept this amendment.
It is all very well to say "one bottle," but
I believe that bottled beer should not be
taken away on Sundays. It is impossible
to legislate for individuals to take one
bottle away each; it either has to -be un-
limited or none at all. It is not sold in
the country on Sundays or on the Gold-
fields after one o'clock.

Hon. E. NULSEN: For the last 30 or 40
Years People on the Goldfields have been
taking home their bottles of beer and
now we are saying that they cannot con-
tinue to do so. There have not been any
.complaints about it.

The Attorney General: Yes, there have.
Hon. E. NULSEN: I defy the Attorney

General to say that there have been any
complaints about the conditions that have
existed at Norseman. I give credit to the
police because they have always carried
out their duty in th* re gard. This will
prevent people from having a drink with
their dinners on Sundays. The principle
'has been agreed to. What is the difference
between a person having a drop of beer
out of a bottle at the dinner table or
having a glass or two at the hotel? Women
are entitled to a drink as well as men.

Amendment put and negatived.
Division called for.

The CHAIRMAN: I did not hear more
than one voice in favour of the amend-
ment; therefore I cannot agree to a divi-
sion being taken.

Mr. GRIFFITH: As the Committee has
accepted the principle of not allowing the
sale of liquor by the bottle on Sundays,
I think we should clear up the position
and I wish to move an amendment to add,
at the end of sub-paragraph (fii), the words
"o in any greater quantity at any one
time."

The CHAIRMAN: I do not think I could
accept that amendment: it does not read.

Hon. A. Rt. G. Hawke: Why not insert
"and shall be consumed on the premises"?

The CHAIRMAN: I do not think the
amendment makes sense.

Mr. GRIFFITH: I would be prepared
to use the words suggested by the Leader
of the Opposition.

The CHAIRMAN: It does not read cor-
rectly, and I think there must be some
reference to the words preceding the
amendment.

,Hon. E. NULSEN: I move an amend-
met-

That paragraph td) be struck out.
If this paragraph is agreed to we will
be increasing the fine by 2.500 per cent.

The Attorney General: No!

Hon. E. NULSEN: Yes, it, will be 25
times the original fine.

The Attorney General: What do you
think the fine should be?

Hon. E. NULSEN: I think it should be
about £2 although I would not mind a
reasonable increase. To provide for a fine
25 times greater than that which already
exists is ridiculous. This has been in the
Act for many years.

The Attorney General: That is not the
point.

Hon. E. NULSEN: Yes, it is. It is a
ridiculous figure.

Mr. GRAHAM: I hope the Attorney
General will not stand fast on the terms
of the Bill in respect to this matter. It
will be noticed that I have on the notice
paper an amendment to reduce the maxi-
mum from £50 to £20, which may be a
fair compromise.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will
not be able to proceed unless the member
for Eyre is prepared to withdraw his
amendment.

Mr. GRAHAM: I was going to ask the
member for Eyre if he would be prepared
to do that.

Hon. E. NULSEN: I ask leave to with-
draw the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Mr. GRAHAM: I move an amendment-

That in line 3 of paragraph (d) of
Subclause (2) the word "Fifty" be
struck out and the word "Twenty"
inserted in lieu.

Whilst it may be considered that £20 may
be a severe penalty, it has to be remem-
bered that it will be the maximum and
will be imposed at the discretion of the
magistrate. Obviously a servant could not
commit a breach without the knowledge
of his master.

Amendment put and passed.
Hon. A. Rt. 0. HAWKCE: As I said in my

second reading speech, I am not a bit
in favour of legalising Sunday trading in
Western Australia. At that time I said
I could not see any necessity for it and
I am sure it is not desirable. Therefore
I hope that the whole clause, as amended,
will be defeated. Strangely enough, we
have not had the woman's point of view
expressed in this Committee on this im-
portant proposed new law. We have heard
and read a great deal lately about the
advisability of having the woman's point
of view expressed on everyday problems,
and some worthwhile progress has been
made along those lines. In all the dis-
cussions we have had on the Bill, both
in the second reading stage and on the
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amendments on the various clauses, it
might have been some help if the woman's
point of view had been expressed.

The Minister for Health: I will express
it now. I am against it.

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: The Minister is
against what?

The Minister for Health: Against all
Sunday trading.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: That Is satis-
factory, Mr. Chairman.

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

Ayes .... ..... 27

Majority for

Abbott
Brand
Butcher
Cornell
Griffith
Gut hrlo
Hearman
Hoar
Hut chinson
Kelly
Lawrence
Marshall
May
McCulloch

Mr. Ackland
Mr. Brady
Dame F. Cardell-Oli,
Mr. DoneY
Mr. Grayden
Air. Hawke
Mr. W. Hegne3

13

Ayes.
Mr. Metanrty
Mr. Moir
Mr. Nimmo
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Roioreda
Air. Sew ell
Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Styants
Air. Totterdell
Mr. Watts
Mr. Wild
Mr. YaaRe
Mr. Bovell

Noes.
Mr. Hl
Mr. Manning

CrMr. NW10,p
Mr. Oldficld
Mr. Thorn
Mr. Tonkln
Mr, Graham

Clause thus passed.
Clause 12-agreed to.
Clause 13-Section 125 repealed:
Hion. E. NtTLSEN:

with a section in the
fide travellers I hope

As this claus
Act relating
It will be strv

Mr. STYANTS: This clause prop
repeal Section 125 of the Act dealx
bona. fide travellers. As the Con
agreed earlier to delete a provisi
lating to them. I move an amend

.That in line 2 the word "re
be struck out with a view to in
other words.

One must have travelled at least te
from the place where one has sli
previous night. In this age of tn
10 miles is ridiculous. I propose t(
out the word "10" and insert the
"50". One may have travelled 15(
but on arriving within a radius
miles of Perth one is not entitle
drink. A 50 mile limit will bc
appropriate.

Mr. GRAHAM: If accepted this
suit in a ridiculous state of affairs.
mean that somebody residing in Pe:
only to travel 20 miles before he bn
a bona fide traveller.

The Attorney General: Fifty miles under
this proposed amendment.

Mr. GRAHAM: The member for Kal-
goorlie seeks to make the position more
difficult. I would like to move an amend-
ment that where a 20 mile radius of the
Town Hall of Perth, Is referred to, we
should also include a 20 mile radius from
the Town Hall of Kalgoorlie.

The CHAIRMAN: I do not think the
member for East Perth can raise that on
this clause.

Amendment (to strike out ward) put
and passed.

Mr. RODOREDA: Can the Attorney
General tell me whether, as far as we
have gone with this amending Bill, a bona
fide traveller can get a drink at any hotel
on Sunday?

The Attorney General: He can still get
a drink if he Is a bona tide traveller at
any hotel outside the 20 mile limit.

Mr. RODOREDA: I want to move an
amendment Prior to the amendment moved
by the member for Kalgoorlie.

The CHAIRMAN: That will be difficult.
Mr. RODOREDA: It should not be be-

cause the member for Kalgoorlie's amend-
(Teller.) ment refers to paragraph (b) of Section

125 and mine would refer to paragraph
(a). If Section 125 Is left as it Is. it will
mean that aL person can go from here
to Rockcingharn and get a drink at any
hour.

The Attorney General: Not if the
(Teller.) amendment of the member for Kalgoorlie

goes through.
Mr. RODOREDA: What about mine?
The Attorney General: We are not deal-

e deals ing with the Bill now.
to bona The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member
ick Out. for Pilbara is in order.
05C5 to Hion. J. T. Tonkin: flow is he in order,
ig with Mr. Chairman?
nmittee
ion re- The CHAIRMAN: At the moment the
ment- principal Act goes as far as "Section 125

pealed" of the principal Act is", and it is for the
stig Committee to decide what further amend-
isrig ments should be made.

n miles
ept the
ansport
ostrike
figure

0 miles,
of 20

d to a
emore

will re-
It will

rth has
ecomes

Mr. RODOREDA: I want to add
words "amended bys and then delete
figure "20"1 in Sub-paragraph (a) of
Act.

the
the
the

The Minister for Education: What do
you want to insert?

Mr. RODOREDA: Something like "50".
I want to make certain that people travel
50 miles before they can get a drink as
bona fide travellers. There was a time
when five miles was the limit and people
used to go to the hotel at Cottesloe, and
get all the drink they wanted. That was
foolish and Parliament amended it. The
20 mile limit has been left in for a long

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
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time, and I do not see why the people who receive any special consideration. If he
own motorcars should be able to rush out
and get a drink while those who do not
own them are not able to do so. I would
also agree to the alteration proposed by
the member for Kalgoorlie.

The CHAIRMAN: I cannot accept an
amendment along those lines because I
cannot permit two bites to be made at
this question. An amendment must be
comprehensive, setting out the full altera-
tion desired to be made.

Mr. RODOREDA: Very well; let it slide.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the amend-
ment indicated by the member for Kal-
goorlie covers what the member for Pit-
bara. desires.

Mr. STYANTS: I move-
That the following words be in-

serted in lieu of the word struck out:
"amended by deleting the word 'ten'
in line 6 of paragraph (b) and in-
serting in lieu thereof the word
'fifty' 1

Mr. GRAHAM: These people from the
country like to put in the boots. It is
going to be quite simple for them to get a
drink on Sunday while the people of the
metropolitan area will be denied the right
and, If they have occasion to travel some
distance from town, they will not be able
to obtain liquor for refreshment. A worker
may be driving a slow-moving haulage
truck or tractor, and arrive at an hotel
outside the hours provided for, and he
would not be qualified to get a drink.

The whole position is ridiculous because
there will still be the pig-swilling at
Sawyer's Valley and Rockingham on Sun-
days. both morning and afternoon, by
metropolitan people who can travel there.
whereas, If a man travels twice that dis-
tance and happens to be one minute late.
he is to be denied a drink. The object of
those who previously advocated an exten-
sion of the 20 miles has now been defeated,
because people of the metropolitan area
may go in their thousands on Sunday to
the half-dozen or so favoured hotels and
get drink. That has been done by a
deliberate vote of this Committee.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: The only claim for
making provision here is that we desire
to provide for a bona fide traveller. This
is an opportunity, not to extend- the pro-
visions for Sunday drinking to other
people, but to provide facilities for bona
fide travellers. Because of the changed
conditions brought about by motor trans-
port, a bona Oide traveller is not one who
travels a mere 20 miles. He is one who
goes a considerable distance, and we con-
sider that 50 miles is a reasonable require-
ment.

No matter how far a man may have
travelled, it is considered that if he is
within 20 miles of Perth he should not

has travelled from some distance outside
of Perth, he will have to get a drink be-
fore he reaches the 20-mile limit. After
that, it would be no great hardship for
him to run for a further 20 minutes into
town, and go home. If he is travelling
from Perth to the country, the 20-mile
provision will not affect him, because he
will be entitled to get a drink after travel-
ling 50 miles and then at further places
along the road.

I do not see much force in the argument
of the member for East Perth about allow-
ing people to engage in a swill when only
20 miles out of the metropolitan area, and
not allowing travellers of 40 miles to get
a drink unless they arrive at the time
hotels are permitted to open. Any person
who is. travelling to the country will need
to go 20 miles from his home and he may
then obtain a drink when the hotel is
open. That does not exclude bona fide
travellers.

Mr. Graham: He could not get a drink
at 3 o'clock in the morning.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: That is not within
the hours agreed upon. If he is a bona fide
traveller, our requiring him to travel 50
miles to qualify will not impose any great
hardship upon him, because this is a
special privilege for bona fide travellers.
It is inserted with the idea of giving to
travellers that privilege, which is not given
to other people, and it is given to them be-
cause they are travellers. We should re-
quire that they travel a reasonable dis-
tance. In the old days a reasonable dis-
tance was considered to be five miles.
Then It was extended to 10 miles. As the
Act stands at present, a man must have
travelled 10 miles from the place where he
lodged the preceding evening.

The amendment foreshadowed by the
member for Kalgoorlie is that the bona
fide traveller shall have travelled a dis-
tance of 50 miles from where he previously
lodged. That seems to me to be a reason-
able proposition if we are genuine in our
desire to provide for travellers. If we are
only going to use this provision as a sub-
terfuge to give drinks to additional People.
we want to alter it. I do not think that
is our intention at all; it is certainly not
mine. My intention is that where persons
are genuinely travelling and could not
otherwise obtain a drink because of the
liquor laws, we shall extend to them the
opportunity to get that drink under cer-
tain conditinons. The condition that the
member for Kalgoorlie desires to impose is
that the traveller shall have travelled at
least 50 miles.

Mr. McCULLOCH: I am surprised at the
member for Melville. It is not so long
ago that we heard about drunken driving.
Now he is advocating that a driver of a car
shall be supplied with liquor at every hotel
he comes to. The worker has not a car
in which he can go and get drinks at 50
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miles from any particular place. I do not
know who will be a bona fide traveller
under this Act, and there will be many
more serious accidents through drunken
driving. That is what we have tried to
stop in this Chamber on several occasions,
and the member for Melville has advocated
penalties in that connection.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: You are quite wrong
there. I never spoke in connection with it.

Mr. McCULLOCH: 1 hope the Minister
will stick to the Bill as printed.

Mr. KELLY: I oppose the amendment, I
do not think the argument that we have
advanced from the horse-and-buggy days
and that what was a long journey 30 or
40 years ago has become one of minutes
now, has much bearing on the case. That
particular angle has been over-stressed in
order to have the amendment put through.
I have in mind a hotel owned by the Gov-
ernment that is purely a tourist hotel, and
depends wholly and solely on Sunday trad-
Ing for its livelihood. The Government
let a contract to the people in that place
on the assumption that Sunday trading
has been a big part of its business.

The Attorney General: I do not think
people should go 20 miles and booze up on
Sundays.

Mr. KELLY: It is not necessary to regard
the matter from that angle. many people
take an ordinary Sunday jaunt and have
one or two schooners. Are we going to
deprive them of the right to do that?

The Attorney General: Yes. They can
have it at lunch-time and dinner.

Mr. KELLY: I am beginning to think
the Minister is more of a tyrant every
time he makes an appearance in this
Chamber. We have people arriving In this
State from oversea and from the other
States the first thing on Sunday mornings.
They want to know what tourist resorts
they can visit for the day, and they are
given pamphlets which describe where
those places are and what can be seen. The
hotel I have mentioned is situated in one
of those areas and bus-loads of people go
out there. Its business has been built up
wholly and solely on bona Oide Sunday
trading. The Government will be letting
itself down if it agrees to the amendment
moved by the member for Kalgoorlie.

Mr. RODOREDA: If we accept the
amendment we will be creating an anoma-
lous position. The member for Melville
seemed to think that everybody would be
coming into the metropolitan area. A per-
son at Merredin would have to travel 50
miles in any direction before he could get
a drink, yet a person could leave the Perth
Town Hall and travel 21 miles and get a
drink.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: No, he still has to
travel 50 miles.
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Mr. RODOREDA: I refer members to
the provisions in the Act itself, to provide
for two separate types of bona fide travel-
lers.

The Attorney General: They are two
conditions, not separate types.

Mr. RODOREDA: I do not subscribe to
the suggestion of having to travel 50 miles,
because it is too f ar. A man in the
country might travel 40 or 50 miles on
a Sunday to do some business, but when
he returned home he would not be able
to get a drink.

The Attorney General: Yes he could.
Mr. RODOREDA: The Attorney General

is splitting straws. We are not talking
of the people who can get a drink. Such
a man would have to arrange his trip
so that he would arrive at a certain time.
Whilst I will not support the suggestion
of 50 miles I would support something
greater than 10 miles.

Hon. E. NIILSEN: I am not going to
support the amendment, because I think
it is not fair. A person travelling from
Coolgardle to Widgiemooltha, a distance
of 47 miles. might have two or three
punctures and arrive in a distressed con-
dition.

H-on. J. T. Tonkin: Are you going to
support the Bill1?

Hon. E. NUtSEN: Yes.
Hon. J. T. Tonkin: You will have

nothing.
Hon. E. NULSEN: If we support the

Bill we will have what we always had.
Hon. J. T. Tonkcin: No.
H-on, E. NULSEN:, If we vote against

Clauses 14. 15 and 16 the bona Oide
travellers will be provided for In the Act.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I point out
to the Committee that the question be-
fore the Chair is an amendment to in-
sert certain words mnoved by the member
for Kalgoorlie. The word "repealed"~ has
already been struck out of Clause 13 and
the question before the Chair is to in-
sert other words in lieu.

Mr. STYANrS: I am not particularly
concerned whether the Committee agrees
to the amendment or not. It is an honest
attempt to bring a horse-and-buggy pro-
vision up to the motor age in which we
are now living.

Mr. Graham: It was a motor age in
1922.

Mr. STYANTS: I do not know that the
provision was inserted in 1922. All the
objections raised to the amendment are
specious, because those who have put therih
forward realise that the amendment will
prevent people in the metropolitan area
from going a short dlstance-20 miles
from the Town Hall-and indulging in
what has been frequently described here
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as swilling. People who are not bona fide
travellers go to Rockingham, which is
just a comfortable 20-mile run, and get
as much drink as they like. My amend-
ment will overcome that position. I have
sought to extend the distance from 10 to
50 miles and by so doing provide for the
genuine bona fide traveller. If members
who oppose the amendment wish to retain
the Provision which allows people in the
metropolitan area to go outside the 20-
mile radius of the Perth Town Hall and
consume as much liquor as they like, I
am not particularly concerned. It has been
said that the amendment, if agreed to,
would mean that drunken drivers would
have to cover 50 miles instead of only 10
miles, but I think it would in fact minimise
drunken driving because so few would
drive 50 miles in order to get liquor.

Hon. J. T. TONXIN: It is wrong to view
this provision as one to enable persons
who desire extra liquor to qualify for ob-
taining it, as the intention is to extend
to the genuine traveller a privilege not
extended to others. What the member for
Kalgoorlie proposes is that the person
who has travelled 50 miles should be al-
lowed to obtain liquor on a Sunday other
than in the hours provided by the Bill,
if he is not within 20 miles of the Perth
Town Hall.

Mr. Graham: 'That, in itself, is stupid.

Eon. 3. T. TONKIN: There Is a reason
for that provision, which has remained for
a long time.

Mr. Graham: The 10 mile provision has
also remained for a long time.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: So has the Act,
and it is overdue for reform. Conditions
of travelling now are vastly different from
what they were when that 10 miles pro-
vision was placed in the Act. Roads are
far better now and a 50 mile journey to-
day involves little more than an hour's
travel. The Committee has already de-
clared itself in favour of the bona fide
traveller by not agreeing to the clause
which sought to take away his privileges.
I think very few people would drive 50
miles to get a drink and, if the amend-
ment is not agreed to, certain travellers
will be deprived of the privilege that they
now have. If we are to provide special
drinking hours on Sundays for residents
in country districts I believe we should
permit the genuine traveller also to have
a drink outside those hours.

.Hon. E. NULSEN: If this amendment is
agreed to it will mean closing up a number
of small places In the country, and a num-
ber of genuine bona fide travellers will
be prevented from getting a drink. These
small places have been most helpful to
travellers in the Past.

The Attorney General: They will be able
to apply for increased hours.

Hon. E. NULSEN: But will they get
them?

The Attorney General: I think so. It
depends on the Licensing Court.

Hon. E. NULSEN: But in many instances
that is governed by the police. I oppose
the amendment.

Mr. GRAHAM: I would have thought
that the Attorney General would have in-
dicated his attitude towards the amend-
ment.

The Attorney General: I agree with it.
Mr. GRAHAM: The Attorney General

surprises me. To some extent I am rather
amused that, when discussing a proposition
such as this, some members think it is
a wonderful opportunity to impose more
restrictions and in so doing they achieve
something. This will be a measure of
class distinction and a person who has
plenty of money in his pocket, and a high-
powered vehicle, will be able to go to a
place like Northam and be classed as a
bona fide traveler.

The Minister for Works; To get a drink!
Mr. GRAHAM: That is what would

happen.
Mr. Styants: Because you can get it

closer now, and you can swill beer outside
20 miles of Perth, you are not concerned
about the bona fide traveller at all.

Mr. GRAHAM: That gives emphasis to
my point. There are certain people, who,
if they can become narks, feel that they
have achieved something. The whole set-
up in regard to bona tide travellers is
ridiculous. If a person travels from here
to Collie he is able to get a drink at the
end of his journey, but if he travels from
Collie to Perth he is not regarded as a
bona fide traveller.

Mr. Marshall: Yes, he is. He can get
a, drink at the Narrogin Inne before he
arrives in Perth.

Mr. GRAHAM: But he cannot get a
drink at the end of his journcy.

The Attorney General: Yes, he can as
soon as he books in.

Mr. GRAHAM: At a hotel: but if he
is returning home, or staying with friends
or relatives, it does not apply.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the member
for East Perth is getting away from the
amendment.

Mr. Marshall: This has been the law
since 1922.

Mr. GRAHAM: Exactly! One member
suggests that because there has been a pro-
vision existing for 30 years, there can be
nothing wrong with it and it should be re-
tained, while another member, speaking on
exactly the same provision, says because
it has been there for 30 years, it is time
it was altered. I hope the Committee will
reject the amendment.
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Amendment (to insert words) put and
a division taken with the following
result:-

Ayes .... .. .... .. 23
Noes ..... . ~ 1

Majority for .... .... 5

Mr. Abbott
Mr. Ackland
Mr. Brand
Mr. Butcher
Dame F. Cardell-lii
Mr. Doney
Mr. Onayden
Mr. Hawke
Mr. Hearman
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Hill
Mr. Manning

Mr. Brady
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Graham
Mr. Griffith
Mr. Guthrie
Mr. Hoar

Mr. Hutchineon
Mr. Lawrence
Mr. Marshall

Ayes-
Mr. MeLarty
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Nimnmo
Mr. Qidneld

er Mr. Styanta
Mr. Tonkin
Mr 'Totterdell
Mr. Watts
Mr. Wild
Mr. Yates
Mr. Boveli

Noes.
Mr. May
Mar. Mculloch
'Mr. Moir
Mr. Nulsen
bUv. itodoreda.
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Thorn

R. Kelly

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

Clause 14 to 16-put and negatived.
Clauses 17 to 19-agreed to.
Clause 20--Section 102 amended:
Mr. W, HEGNEY: The Act does not

cover the employment of females in hotels
on Sunday, but the clause will permit
females to work on that day. We ought
to draw the line there. The Committee
has gone far enough in providing for
Sunday trading. I hope the clause as it
stands will be defeated.

Clause put and negatived.
,Clauses 21 to 23-agreed to.
Clause 24--Sectlon 186 amended:
Mr. BRADY:- I propose to move an

amendment deleting all the words after
"magistrate" In line 6. it is putting
too much responsibility on a clerk of
courts in a country town to refuse or
grant a license. A magistrate should be
the only person called upon to make the
decision.

The Attorney General: That is the
clerk of the Licensing Court.

Mr. BRADY: If it is, I will not per-
sist with the amendment.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 25-Sectton 187 amended:
Mr. GRAHAM: I move an amend-

ment-
That in line 14 of the proviso all

the words after the word "meal" be
struck out.

Whilst I belong to sundry clubs I do not
know of any that serve meals, with the
exception of one, and I have no idea
what its meal arrangements are. The

words I propose to strike out are going
too far. if a member of a club is per-
mitted to invite some friends, not ex-
ceeding three, surely it is agreed that the
customary practice is that each takes his
turn in buying. A personal arrangement
such as that should be left to the indi-
viduals themselves.

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

Clauses 26 to 29-agreed to.
Clause 30-Section 205 repealed:

Mr. GRAHAM: The clause refers to
registered clubs which are licensed to.
sell liquor. At present, the only day on
which they cannot trade is Anzac Day.
but the clause proposes to add Good Fri-
day and Christmas Day. In deference
to those who have strong religious be-
liefs, I will strike out the words "Good
Friday" appearing In my amendment on
the notice paper, but the position is totally
different on Christmas Day. As long as
the Act has been in force, it has been
possible for clubs to serve drinks on that
day. A club differs from a hotel in
that it provides recreational as well as
drinking facilities. I move an amend-
ment:-

That in line 3 of Subsection (1) of
proposed new Section 205 after the
word "April" the ward "or" be in-
serted.

Amendment put and passed.

On motion by Mr. Graham Subsection
(1) further amended by striking out in
line 3 the words "or Christmas Day."

On motions by Hon. E. Nulsen, clause
further amended by striking out in line 6
of Subsection (1) of proposed new Section
205 the words "and fifty," and by striking
out in line 7 of the subsection the word
"three" and inserting the word "two" in
lieu.

Mr. GRAHAM: I want to deal with
Christmas Day, and I am concerned also
about the words "Good Friday." I can
understand Anzae Day and Christmas Day
falling on a Sunday, but I cannot see how
Good Friday can fall on a Sunday.

The Attorney General: You could ex-
clude Good Friday.

Mr. GRAHAM: I move an amendment-
That In line 2 of paragraph (c) of

Subsection (21 of proposed new Sec-
tion 205 the words "Good Friday or
Christmas Day" be struck out.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Does that mean
liquor can be sold in bottles on Good
Friday?

The Attorney General: No.
Hon. J. T. TONKCIN: It seems like that

to me.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If Sunday
is Anzae Day then, in spite of its being
a Sunday, liquor cannot be sold. If Christ-
mas Day were a Sunday-

Hon. A. R. 0. Hawke: That was not the
question of the member for Melville.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Following on the
point taken by the member for East Perth
this clause really meant what he thought
it did. I think if we delete "Qood Friday"
it would permit the sale of liquor on that
day.

The Minister for Education: It will, too.
Hon. J. T. TONKIN: I do not think

that is intended. We decided that it is
not desirable to sell liquor at a club on
Good Friday and it is far less desirable,
I think, to sell it by the bottle on Good
Friday.

Mr. GRAHAM: I ask leave to withdraw
the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Mr. GRAHAM: I move an amendment-

That in line I of paragraph (c) of
Subsection (2) of proposed new Sec-
tion 205 after the word "Day" the
word "or" be inserted.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr. GRAHAM: I move an amendment-

That In line 2 of proposed new
Subsection (2) (c) the words "or
Christmas Day" be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr. MAY:- What would happen outside

the metropolitan radius if Christmas Day
and Anzae Day fell on a Sunday? Would
the same hours apply?

The Attorney Genera!: Sale would be
prohibited on Anzac Day.

Mr. MAY: That is quite definite?
The Attorney General: Yes.
Mr. LAWRENCE: The Minister has not

differentiated between types of clubs. He
seems to have bad in mind golf clubs and
not considered workers' clubs, such as
exist in the metropolitan area. Under the
clause, clubs would be allowed four hours
trading on Sunday and the people of the
Goldfields, whether members of a club or
not, would be entitled to obtain liquor
during two hours on Sunday morning and
two hours on Sunday afternoon. A mem-
ber of a golf club goes out to play 18 holes
and may return in a couple of hours and
may then get a drink. In the case of a6
workers' club, men go there on Sunday
for a few beers and a chat, which is quite
a different proposition.

I fear that a two hours' session for a
club would be too much, especially as two
hours would be granted in the afternoon.
That would have a serious effect on the
family life and the financial aspect would
be bad because, in four hours, a man
could spend a f air amount of money and

strong Protest would probably be made by
religious bodies. However, what particu-
larly concerns me is that, if the clubs are
permitted to supply liquor for four hours,
they will become a menace to the hotel-
keepers.

The Minister believes in free enterprise
and these legitimate traders have to be
protected. If we have a recurrence of less
prosperous conditions, the hotel-keepers
would have to ask the Government for
privileges in relation to Sunday trading
similar to those enjoyed by clubs. I know
that It is intended to apply for more clubs
in my district and, in the next five or six
years, there will probably be many appli-
cations for club licenses. This will greatly
aggravate the position of the hotel-
keepers, and I consider It would not be
good for the community if they sought
extended trading hours. I move an amend-
ment-

That in line 6 of proposed new
Subsection (2) (c) the word "one-
thirty' be struck out.

Hon. E. NULSEN: I agree with the
member for South Fremantle. It is not
reasonable to discriminate between clubs
and hotels. Much more money has been
spent on hotels, which offer greater com-
fort and convenience to the public. In the
circumstances we would be quite justified
In reducing the time for clubs by one
hour. It is wrong to give clubs longer
hours than hotels. I support the amend-
ment.

Mr. CORNELL: For the member for
Eyre to say that clubs provide no facil-
ities for a town is sheer nonsense.

Hon. E. Nulsen: They are only for mem-
bers.

Mr. CORNELL: I have an intimate ex-
perience of two clubs in the north-eastern
district-one in mny home town and one in
Metredin. The Eastern Districts Club at
Kellerberrin provides a bowling- green and
six grass tennis-courts.

Hon. E. Nulsen: Not for the public.
Mr. CORNELL: They are available to

the 500 members, and to the women-folk.
provided some of their men-folk are mem-
bers of the club, once a week and, in addi-
tion, one Sunday a month. Those clubs
cater for sporting activities on Sundays,
and to limit drinking to one hour while
bowling competitions were in progress.
would achieve no purpose. I agree that
good hotels In country towns are essential.
I am a member of a club and have re-
sisted clubs under-cutting hotels, but I
believe that clubs provide amenities which
hotels, with the exception of community
hotels-of which we have very few-are
unable to Provide. A hotel is conducted
for profit by the proprietor, and a club is
not. Any attempt to curtail the hours for
clubs is unwarranted and unjustified, par-
ticularly in the warmer districts.
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Hon' E. NULSEN: I did not say that
clubs did not do anything, but I do say that
they service only a section of the com-
munity, and a select section, because the
members must be approved. It is wrong to
give a club two hours and a hotel only one.
I have nothing against clubs, whose hos-
pitality I have enjoyed, but they do not
render the same service to the general pub-
lic as do hotels.

Mr. KELLY: I feel that the member for
South Fremantle must have in mind clubs
totally different from those we have in the
country, which provide almost every facility
for people. It is quite a common practice
for men of the district, and very frequently
the ladies, to congregate there early after
lunch and spend the whole of Sunday
afternoon together. It is practically their
only social amenity In many places. I
agree with the member for Mt. Marshall's
contention. The Merredin Club has sup-
plied a much-needed requirement in that
area. I feel flattered by the member for
Eyre. who has placed that club on a very
select basis. I would point out that four-
fifths of the members are railway-men.
The hon. member's inference was that only
the "high-ups" were members of the club.'There are 500 who are able to enjoy its
amenities. The Committee would be wrong
in attempting to alter the Bill in this re-
spect.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause, as previously amended, agreed to.
Clause 31, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments and the

report adopted.

BILLS (2) -RETURNED.

1, Rents and Tenancies Emergency
Provisions.

With amendments.
2, Iron and Steel Industry Act Amend-

ment.
Without amendment,

ADJOURNMENT-SPECIAL.

The PREMIER (Hon. D. Rt. McLarty-
Murray): I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
till 2.30 p.m. today.

Question put and passed.
Rouse adjourned at 2.41 n~m. (Thursday).
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the PRESIDENT took the Chair at
3.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION ACT.
As to in vestigations and Action, by Board,

Hon. J. G. 1115W? asked the Minister
for Transport:

(1) What inquiries or investigations has
the Workers' Compensation Board made
as permitted in Section 29, paragraph 13,
subparagraph (a) of the Act?

(23 if any such investigations were
made where were the results or findings
published?

(3) If any investigations were carried
out, who were the medical practitioners
co-opted?

(4) What measures has the board
taken as permitted in Section 29, para-
graph 13 (g), subparagraphs (i), 0li),
(lii)?

(5) What steps has the board taken
to carry out the provisions of Section 14,
paragraph (a) of the Act?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Inquiries of a general and pre-

liminary nature have'been made pursu-
ant to Section 29 (13) (a).- They largely
centred on silicosis but this was discon-
tinued wit h the introduction of the Pneu-
moconiosis Benefits Bill.
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