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- The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I know he is jealously regarded by officers
and departments in all the other States. In
the Press I have dealt with such matters
as produetion goals and what we hope to
achieve, and I do not wish to reiterate
those statements. I do, however, wish to
touch on some items of research. The out-
break of possible swine fever to which I
have referred shows that we should not at
any stage relax our work in veterinary re-
search, soils research and other activities
of that kind. However, we have of neces-
sity had to ewrteil much of our research
programme, though fortunately not all.
Otherwise in this State this year we would
have had serious outhreaks of such diseases
as red water and pleuro, hoth of which have
oceurred but have heen rigidly controlled
and are not werrving uvs at the moment.
Researeh in connection with mineral de-
ficiencies is continuing, and excellent work
is heing earried ont both in regard to stock
and erops.

As T have alveady menfioned in fhis
Chamber and through the Press, the curs
tailment of superphosphate supplies can-
riot he avoided. I do not wish to repeat the
fighres I have already given except to point
out that from the 1939-40 figures of 264,690
tons, whieh is taken as a base for rationing,
we will this year be down to 120,000 tons.
The prospect for next year is for a quan-
tity not approaching that. One of our
worries 18 {o keep the fertiliser factories
moving to ensure deliveries to the country
in time. It is a very serious problem and,
unless farmers and institutions eo-operate
with the railways, the position will be very
acute before Jannary. We are going to be
extremely short of the commodity, speak-
ing in a general sense. I do not wish to
prolong the introduction of these Estimates,
realising that I have spoken at considerable
length.

The Premier: A lot of us would like to
hear you prolong it.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
There are probably many subjects upon
which members would like information. Tn
reply to questions or to the general debate
I will not be just willing, but anxious to
supply information to any member requiring
it.

Progress reported,

House adjourned._at 6.26 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.15
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (3).
POST-WAR RECONSTRUCTION.
As to Bunbury Harbour Improvements.

Mr. WITHERS asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Owing to the need for important
works for post-war reconstruetion, has he
given consideration to the request for plans
for an improved Bunbury harbour scheme?
2, If so, are any such plans now in exis-
tenee; if not, will they be available in the
near future? 3, Will the Government give

consideration to this work being put in
hand when hostilities cease?
The MINISTER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Pre.

liminary outline plans only. Further action
is held up owing to there being no staff
available. 3, Yes,

CIVIL DEFENCE.
Local Authorilies and A.R.P. Expenditure.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, On what basis or understanding is
it determined that certain areas are not con-
sidered to be vuloerable to eremy intrn-
sion? 2, Is there any precedent or reason
to support determination that, while some
local auothorities receive a refund of half
pavments made in conneetion with Civil De-
fence eoxpenses, in other ‘esses refund is
quite unjustified? 3, Will he take steps te
ensure that further consideration is given
to repayment of 50 per eent. to all loeal
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aulhorities that have done what was con-
sidercd desirable and necessary?®

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST (for the Minister for Mines) re
plied: 1, Vulnerable areas are fixed by the
military =zothorities. 2, Refurds of half-
payments to local authorities are only
granted on works first approved by the Civil
Defence Couneil. 3, An:wered by 2.

FIREBRICKS.
As to Cost, etc.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Is he aware that firebricks
previously transported by road to Perth
and metropolitan distriets from Glen For-
rest, were charged at the rate of 10s. per
ton, including all handling expenses? 2, As
there is now no local earvier available to
transport firebricks, and the aggregate
charge by the railways and otherwise, in
handling and rehandling, amounts to nearly
20s. per ton, will he give consideration to a
revision of the rate charged? 3, Is he aware
that numbers of users, including muni-
tion workers, have already suffered incon-
venience hecanse of delay? 4, Will he look
into the matter of the transport of firebricks
and instruet that action be not delayed until
a truck load is ordered and available, thus
making it possible for those who are await-
ing fircbricks to secure supplies?

The MINISTER replied: 1, No. 2,
Railway freights are based on mileage and
the taviff is uniform throughout the State.
Rail freight from Glen Forrest to Perth on
truck lots is 8s, 10d. per ton with a four
ton minimum. Smaller quantities are car-
vied at slightly higher rates. 3, No. 4,
Small qguantities are accepted as tendered
and despatched on the same day.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT.

Gas-Producers.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: At
this stage 1 desire permission to make
a statement in respect of the question raised
vesterday concerning the approval given for
the fitting of gas-producers on certain
vehieles. I regret that I was unable to be
present, but the House should know the
faets. Early in September of this year, the
Ford Motor Company received four Davey
gas-producers for fitment to eight or ten
horse-power vehicles. These units had been
forwarded by the ecompany’s head office at
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Geelong. One was fitted on the front of a
ten horse-power van, owned and used by
the company, and submitted to the police
traffic authorities for appreval. The police
traffic inspector was not prepared to pass
the front fitting on the light vebicle, and
the company was advised that it was neces-
sary to get the approval of the Minister
for Works. The Traffic Branch of the
Public Works Department pointed out that
under Ministerial ruling the front fitting
could be approved provided the Police
Traffic Branch was satisfied regarding visi-
bility, safe steering and appropriate distri-
bution of the weight of the unit.

There is nothing specific in the traffic
regulation prohibiting the front fitting of
units, but the traffie licensing authority
must, of course, be satisfied as to safety.
Some time ago the Minister for Works
authorised front fitting on vehicles other
than ears, subject to the police being satis-
fied regarding visibility, steering and dis-
tribution of the weight of the unit—thus
following the praetice in all the other
States. The Police Trafic Branch also
raised the question of the thickness of the
metal in the generator. The company was
then referred by the Public Works Depart-
ment to the testing authority and a report—
a copy of which I have here—was submitted
by Professor Blakey, Dean, Faculty of
Engineering, This report was forwarded to
the Director of Industrial Development,
whose advice is sought by the department
in regard to genera! matters relating to gas-
producers. A copy of the director’s report
is also here.

Special attention is directed to the state-
ment in the report that this particular unit
is authorised in all States of the Common-
wealth by reason of its having been granted
a certificate by the Sounth Australian ap-
proving authority. This is in pursuance
of the provisions of National Seeurity Rule
No. 115, issued in May, 1941. It was stated
by Mr. Seward—

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!
Pingelly.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
member for Pingelly: it is the same person.
Tt was stated by him that up-draft gene-
rators ¢n gas-producers had to be made of
one-eighth inch steel for a height of 12
inches. Tt shounld be pointed out that under
a regulation made under the Traffic Act and
gazetted on the 10th July, 1941, provisions
were prescribed dealing with this matter.

The member for
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This tends to indicate how their actions
come home {0 members. The regulation was
st one time enforced, and it read as fol-
lows:—

No producer gas equipment shall be fitted to

or used on any vehicle unless the materials and
workmanship comply with the Standards Asso-
ciation Code for gas-producers for motor
vehicles,
That particular provision was disallowed by
this Housge in the following September as a
result of a motion moved by the present
Leader of the Opposition. The require-
ments of the Anstralian standard speeifica-
tion, in¢luding that referred to by the mem-
ber for Pingelly, were therefore deleted
from the regulations in force in this State,
and no other regulation has been approved
in lien thereof. The National Security Rule
does not provide for the adoption of the
standard or any other particular code.

In spreial cases, thevefore, the testing
authority—the University—is referred to
and the advice of the Director of Indus-
trial Development obtained. Ministerial
decision is then given. It should be made
clear that in the case of the Davey units
which were under discussion, only five are
in the Stale and they are being used by the
two firms concerned. They have been fitted
to their own vehicles and were not imported
for sale in this State. They were not put
on the market at all. In view of the dis-
cussion that took place in the House yes-
terday, it would seem that I am snpposed
to have over-ruled the law and the regula.
tions; but, as I have pointed out, the par-
ticular regulation that required the use of
plates one-eighth of an inch in thickness
was disallowed by this House. I remember
at the time it was wurged fhat the en-
forcement of the regulation would impose
a hardship on manufacturers in outback
centres, and the member for Murchison
pointed out that the nececssary material was
not available.

Mr. Marshall:
material.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
so. However, the regnlation providing for
the use of that thickness of steel plates was
disallowed. I find now that although I re-
ferred this matter to Professor Blakey, who
is the authority respecting standards in_this
State, the regulations did not require me
to do s0. I have ascertained that a certi-
ficate having heen issued in South Australia,
that certificate holds good throughout the

Neither tradesmen nor
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Commonwealth. The professor referred the
matter back to me with suggestions regard-
ing c¢ertain improvements, in which respect
Mr. Temby, of the Industrial Development
Department, concurred. The officials of the
Police Department were =atisfied as to the
visibility aspect rvelating to the gas-pro-
ducers that were fitted to the motor vehicles
coneerned. In ‘the circumstanees, I ap-
proved of the fittings. I did not grant that
approval willy-nilly, nor did I go outside
the regunlations. In fact, T insisted on more
thun was provided for, and the firms could
have defied me and fitted the units to their
vehicles without effecting any improvements
at all.

It is just as well that the facts should be
known. I was really over-cautions. I en-
deavoured to protect the manufacturers of
Western Australia against unfaiv competi-
tion. I endeavoured to maintain the stan-
dards oviginally contemplated and, as the
gas-producers were not put on the market,
there could be no question of unfair com-
petition. I have outlined the position. The
papers relating to the matter are here, in-
eluding reports from Professor Blakey and
Mr. Temby, the departmental anthority. In
each instanee I gave my approval only after
those reports had been presented. As I
have already mentioned, the producers could
have been fitted to the firms’ motor vehicles
without my approval as they complied with
the standard preseribed in South Australia,
and there is nothing embodied in any of
the regulations to indieate that there is any
particular standard which is enforced in
Australia. Standards have been set up, but
there is no law requiring them to be en-
forced. The truth is that I did something
outside the law, but to say that T broke
the law is quite wrong. 1 was eauntious in
insisting on more than the law preseribed
hefore I granted my approval. I am glad
of this epportunmty to state the facts to
the Honse.

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING,

1, State (Western Australian) Alunite In-
dustry Partnership.
Introduced by the Minister for Indus-
trial Development.
2, Congregational Church
Amendment.
Introdueed by the Minister for Lands,
3, Business Names.
Introduced by the Minister for Justiee,

{Lands)
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BILL—BUSH FIRES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

MOTION—TRATFTIC.
St. George’s-terrace Bus Stands.—Lapsed.
MR. J. HEGNEY {}iddle Swan) [2.32]:

I move—

That, in the opinion of this HHouse, the re-
establishment of hus stands on the north side
of St. George’s-terrace is inimical fo the safe
working of traffic at the intersection of Bar-
rack-strect and St.  George’s-terrace, and
should be immediately discontinued.

On yesterday's notice paper some of the rea-
sons in support of the motion were set out.
They do not appear on today’s notiee paper:
in the interests of ceonomv. I agreed to their
deletion, I raised this question at the com-
mencement of the present year when the new
buves obtained by the Government to pro-
vide a transport serviee between the eity and
Como were in sight, and the matter of fix-
ing a stand for them had to be arranged.
In Decemher, 1941, the Traffic Branch
wrote to the Transport Board as follows:—

The Tramway Department is desirous of add
g five buses to the trangport serviee to and
from Como aud Canning Bridge, which will
necessitate allocating cextra stands in 8t
George's-terraec, cast of Barrack-street.

As the present position of the stands will
not permit of sueh additions without eneroach-
ing on the frontage of Government House, I
recommend that all bus stands at present on
the south side he moved to the north side,
allowing for a space for entrance to the Trens-
ury Buildings.

The additional stands (two) for tramway
buses would not cauce additionnl space he-
yond Pier-street.

The route to and from the Cauzeway would
be reversed; starting from the Treasury Build-
ings, proceed along St. George’s-terrace east-
erly to the Causeway; and returning to destina-
tion route from the Causeway via Riverside-
drive, thence to 8t. George's-terrace, turning
cast to the destination, whiech is the correct
traffic movement,

{8gd.) 8, Campbell. Inspector.

The Transport Board, under date the 2nd
January, 1942, wrote to the Perth City
Council in the following termns:—

I am attaching hereto copy of a Jeiter which
has been received frem the Police Traffie
Department in conrection with the nroposed
transference of the ommibus stand from the
south side to the north side of St. George’s-
terrare, east of Barrack-streef. The Transport
Board wonld be pleased to know whether your
couneil is in agreement with the alteration.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Perth Cily Council, under date the 27th
January, 1942, veplied to the Transport
Board as follows:—

With reference te your letter of the 2nil inat,
in respect to proposal of Tramway Departmeat
te add five buses 1o the tramsport serviee to
and from Como and Canning Bridge, and sug-
gesting that all omnibus stands at present on
the south side of St. Gearge's-terrace, cast of
Barrack-street be moved to the north side,
allowing for a space for entrance to the Treas-
ury Buildings, T beg to adrise that this matter
has been submitted to the council, but after
full consideration the council considers that
the existing stands are the most suitable and
is unable to agree to their transfer to the
northern side of St. George’s-terrace for the
reasons set out hereunder:—

1. Omnibuses entering the city via River-
side Drive would have to cross the tramiine
adjacent to the foot of Barrack-street, there.
by creating a danger point at this intercee-
tion.

2. There would be considerable traffic
congestion in Barrack-street hetween the
Esplanade and St. George’s-terrace, which
would result in the wastage of fuel eaused
by the stopping and starting of the buses
and, in addition, the buses would have to
contend with vehicular and pedestrian traffie
cutting across Barrack-street at its junctions
with Rivergide Drive and the Esplanade.

3. The tramline on the western side of
Barrack-street between 8t. George’s-terrace
and the Esplanade is so close to the kerb
that i will not permit with safety the
passage of buses bhetween the trams and the
kerb in this section.

4, It would be necessary for the buses
te make a right-hand turn at the corner of
Barrack-street and St.  George’s-terrace,
which is considered highly undesirable frnm
a traffic peint of view.

5. 1t is understood that onc of the rea-
sons for desiring the change is that the ap-
proach on to the Causeway and Riverside
Drive ts contrary to all traffic laws, From
information supplied it appears that during
the past four vears there lins been only one
bus collision at this point, in spite of the
fact that during that period approximately
150 bunses ner dav procced eaxtwards along
Riverside Drive to the (‘nuscway.

6. In the opinion of the committee the
existing stand on the southern wside of St,
George’a-terrace could be extended eastwards
to accommodate the new service proposed to
he provided by the Government.

There are two points in the traffie chief’s
recommendations that I wish to stress. He
gives as one reason for the change from the
southern to the northern side of St. George’s-
terrace that he did not want to eneroach on
the frontage of Government Touse. A
eecond reason is that the traffic today does
not flow in the right direction—that is the
privately-owned huses entering St. George’s-
texrace from the east and then turning to
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the left and going out that way create a
flow of traffic in the wrong direction. They
should enter the city by the other route and
make a right-hand turn in order to leave
the eity. Two reasons for the change were
submitted. The matter has heen discussed
by the fraffic authorities over a period of
years. You, Mr. Speaker, will recolleet that
you and the members for Canning and
Swan, together with myself, waited by way
of deputation on the then Chairman of the
Transport Board, Mr. Munt, on the 28th
October, 1935, We were supported by Mr.
Orr of the Gosnells Road Board, Mr. Rowe
of the Belmont Park Road Board, Mr. Ed-
wards of the Melville Road Board, and re-
presentatives of other local aunthorities snch
as those of Guildford, Midland Junction,
Belmont, Avmadale, Kelmseott, Serpentine-
Jarrahdale and Canning.

In 1935 the bus stands were on the north-
ern side of St. George's-terrace. The depu-
tation put up a case why the stands should
not be transferred from that position to the
sonth side. Some of the arguments used
were that the proposed site would be danger-
ous, having regard to the right turn into
Victoria-avenue, for women and children
crossing the interseetion twice instead of
only once as hitherto. To women with chil-
dren and pareels especially there would be
danger. As that stand had existed on the
north side for a number of years, people
were accustomed to it and regarded it as
the most snitable. I may say that a very
strong ease indeed was put up hy the depu-
tation. FEaeh member stated his point of
view, and mentioned that the public were
opposed to the change. However, we had
no suecess. L[ urged that the matter should
be reconsidered. I said that whilst T did
not wish to oppose the authorities at that
stage, possibly the question eould be post-
pencd for some time, pending reconsidera-
fion.

Mr. Muut, replying to the deputation, was
at some pains to explain that & survey of
traffic into Perth had bern made, with the
result that it was considered that the time
had wrrived when attention should be given
to regulating that trafiic, especially at
intersections. He stated that the wmatter
had had the board’s atiention for some
time, and that it had got in touch with
other anthorities interested, such as the
Transport Board, the Perth City Council,
and the traffic anthorities, and that a com-
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mittee eomptising members of each section
had been appuinted to go into the guestion
of altering the traffic flow as suggested.
This committee, he went on to say, had re-
commended transference from the north
side to the south. Mr, Munt also informed
the deputation that there was then on the
Minister’s table a by-law passed by the
Perth City Council which would receive the
Minister’s assent and finally that of the
Executive Counecil in the ordinary course,
but that the Minister was prepared to with-
hold that regulation untili the matter had
been further eonsidered.

The regulation did receive further con-
sideration at the hands of the same aunthori-
ties, and as a result it was urged that a
deputation should be appointed by the dele-
gation to go into the question with repre-
sentatives of the Perth City Council, the
Pransport Board, and the traffic authorities.
After giving further full eonsideration to
the subject, they decided to adhere to the
rezulation they had made. The final regu-
lation was— .

Buses operating to and from the cast of the
city: Considerable thought has heen given to
the starting and terminal points of those omni-
buses operating hetween the city and district
east thereof. TUnder present conditions it is
obvious that many disabilities and much c¢on-
fusion exist, and it is agreed that a much
better arrangement would be to abolish the
existing stand for thesec buses on the north side
of St. George’s-terraee, between the old P.O.
buildings and Pier-street, and provide a stand
in lieu thereof on the opposite side of the
roadway.

This scheme, it was pointed out, would
ehiminate the right-hand turn which was
dangerons to traflie at that point. As the
buses came up, considerable inconvenience
was eaused by their having to labour behind
trams. The making of the right-hand turn
was definitely against the flow of traffie in
1935, Mr. Munt staied that a census of
motorears and other motor vehicles oper-
ating in the ecity showed that a consider-
able increase had occurred. After piving
weighly eonsideration to all the points sub-
witted, he said, it was decided to transfer
the bus stands {o the south side. Mr. Munt
informed the deputation that he proposed
to send a copy of the notes of proceedings
to the Perth City Council and the Com-
missioner of Police, with a view to their
considering the position in the light of
criticisms nassed on the proposed change.
The eommittee was set up, and finally the
Transport Poard was unable to agree with
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the deputation’s recommendations. Mr.
Hawkins, representing the Transport Board
on the committee, was asked to reply. T
quote the report—

Mr. Hawkins said the points raised by the
deputation had beem the subject of much
serious consideration by the committee. The
opinion of the Traffic Department was quite
contrary to that expressed by the deputation.
I have already stated that some very able
men put up the case in opposition; but Mr,
Hawkins, in replying, said—

After long discussion the committee was of

the considered opinion that for the sake of the
travelling public, and for their convenience, it
would be much better for the buses to depart
from the south side.
Jrurther, Mr. Hawkins stated that the Traffic
Department had had the deputation’s idea
in mind long before the Transport Board
came into the piecture. He said that the
Traffic Department had given due considera-
tion to this problem, and that it had done
so long hetore the Transport Board came
into the picture. He also said—

The proposals were made in the best interest
of the publie, and that what was in the best
interest of the public the bus proprietors must
carry out,

I agree, having in mind the organisation
of traffic in the metropolitan area.  Mr.
Hawkins also said—

If T thought there was any more danger to

the publiec in proposing this scheme, T rer-
tainly would net have voted for it.
Then the final recommendation was made
which T have already quoted and which ap-
pears on the notice paper of yesterday’s
date. This is not a question between Gov-
ernment-owned services and privately-owned
serviees,

Mr, Cross: Do you think the private bus
owners have heen lobbyving members to
take the matter up?

Mr. J. HEGNEY : I tell the member for
Canning that no private bus proprietor has
seen me. [ only know one, Mr. Nankivell,
whom I saw once a year aga. I give the
lie direet to what the member for Canning
is inferring. I say quite frankly that no
bus proprietor has seen me, although some
may have seen the member for Canning.
The question is not one of the Government-
owned hus as against the privately-owned
bus. 1t is purely a question of the bus
stand.

T was associated with the deputsation and,
when the committee made its decision, I
bowed to its decision, hecause the members
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of the committee were experts on traffie
questions and were paid to Jdo that job. I
am a layman. The weight of evidence was
against the proposal and I accordingly with-
drew my opposition. For seven years the
buses have stopped on the south side. Now
we have the new bus service. I come into
the matter becanse I am representing
workers residing at Belmont, Rivervale and
Redcliffe.  The member for Guildford-Mid-
land represents workers residing at Guild-
ford and dJistricts adjacent thereto. Under
the present arrangement these workers must
eross the intersections. They must pro-
ceed to Government ¥ouse and walk across
the road in order to cateh the bus; but the
elect of South Perth and Como can get the
bus at the corner of Barrack-street and the
Terrace.

Mr. Cross: What is wrong with that?

Mr. J. HEGNEY: Nothing, as far as the
electors of BSouth Perth are econeerned.
There is, however, a great deal wrong with
it so far as coneerns the workers whom I
represent. That is why I eome into the
picture, having regard to the development
of traffic in the eity area. What eoncerns
me is that we have a department which, on
the weight of evidenee and the information
available, decided seven years ago upon a
certain course of action, and now it has
arrived at a different decision.

Mr. Cross: The department has had a lot
of experience since then.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: I will answer that
statement in a moment or two. The opinion
now is that the traffic should be transferred
from the south to the north side. I am not
parochial or hidebound and I say that if
there is need for a change, then the change
ought to be made. I am not opposing a
change if sufficient evidence and proper
reasons are advaneced to show that the de-
eision arrived at in 1935 was wrong, and
that the experience gained since then is also
wrong. But we have not had that evidence
nor have we been supplied with those rea-
sons, Mr. Munt, a member of the Trans-
port Board at that time, was a capable ad-
ministrator, and the Traffic Department at
the time also strongly condemned the right-
hand turn and urged a change. But a
change has heen made to suit the eonveni-
ence of one seetion of the community; the
people whom I represent, however, are
surely entitled to the same consideration as
i« shown to people residing in other suburhs.
Under the Municipal Corporations Act the
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Tramway Department has authority to fix
a bus stand.

Mr. Cross: The department should not
have that authority.

Mr. J. HEGNEY : The procedure in 1935
was for by-laws to be passed dealing with
these matters. The by-laws required the
approval of the Executive Council. That
procedure has, however, been altered, be-
caunse I understand the Minister has told
the Perth City Council to make its own de-
eisions and to publish them in the *‘Govern-
ment Gazette,”’ after whieh they would have
the force of a by-law. There are too many
authorities altogether coming into the pie-
ture. It is time we had some authority
set up to make proper recommendations in
this c¢onneetion. At present, we have the
Traffic Branch making decisions, the City
Council making decisions under the Muni-
cipal Corporations Aet, and the Transport
Board also making decisions in regard to
routes over which private huses are to
travel. We find, too, that the chief of the
Tramway Department, Mr. Taylor, also has
anthority to fix bus stands. That is very
bad from the point of view of administra-
tion and the effect is to nullify the traffic
laws. It is wrong and should he altered.
One competent authority should be charged
with the duty of deciding what is to be done
by bhoth Government-owned and privately-
buses.

My object is to secure a change so that
patrons of privately-owned buses should re-
ceive equal consideration with patrons of
Government-owned buses. For that reason
I strongly oppose the proposition put for.
ward by the Traffic Department. It is
wrong for the Traffic Department to take
such action nunless it has sound, solid rea-
sons for doing so, and [ have not heard of
any. The people have got used to the
change. Now they have to make two eross-
ings at the intersection of Bt. George's-ter-
race and Barrack-sireet where formerly they
made only one. From the commonsense
point of view the left-hand turn is the cor-
rect one, the right-hand turn being detri-
““mental to the flow of traffic at the inter-
section. There may be a lessening of traffic
in the city at the moment, but in view of
the considerable amount of traffic at the
outbreak of the war there is no doubt that
the propossl embarked upon in 1935 was a
sound and reasonable one. Because of that,
it was wrong of the administration to dis-
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tarh the position, which should be sltered
at the earliest possible moment.

I have already pointed out how this
change is diseriminatory, inasmuch as people
living in Como can catch the Gov-
ernment-owned hus without making any
change at the intersection at all, whereas
those travelling to other parts have
to go aecross the road. That position
cannot be altered unless the City Couneil
makes a reecommendation, but in the light
of its recommendation to the Transport
Board in reply to the traffic chief’s advice
on this matter earlier in the year there is
not much hope of its doing that. Some
years ago a Traffic Advisory Board was
established to advise on these matters. It
consisted of representatives of the Traffic
Branch, the Transport Board, the Tramway
Department, the R.A.C. and the City Coun-
cil. I think that Mr. Ratlray of the Public
Works Department is the chairman or see-
retary. The committee’s job was to deal with
these questions and to make recommenda-
tions with respeet to the development of
traffic in the city area, but it got no chance
to express an opinion on this proposition,
It was not eonsulted, but was ignored. It
is unwise to ignore a hody set up by the
Government—1I believe it was established by
the late Mr. MeCallum—to consider these
problems. It is wrong to disregard such a
body which is competent to give expert ad-
vice to the Government or the Minister. In
this instance it =appears that while the
Traffic Branch made some recommendation
the final say was with Mr. Taylor, the Man-
ager of the Tramway Department. Mr.
Taylor is a eapable engineer, but his opinion
about the development of transport in the
eity area might not be the correet one. No
onc man should be permitted to make de-
cisions of this -kind.

I received this information as a result of
a deputation that waited on the Minister for
Railways. The deputation was from the
City Council, which desired to diseuss the
matter and urge that a change be not made.
The Minister informed the deputation that
Mr. Taylor had made up his mind on the
matfter and that was the end of it. In my
opinion it was wrong to leave the decision to
Mr. Taylor. The deputation went to the
Minister to try to arrange for the question
to be further considered, and the information
supplied by the Press was that the only as-
surance the Minister gave the deputation was
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that he would ask the Tramway Department
to collaborate with the council in future
projects. Why ask the Tramway Depart-
ment to collahorate with the City Couneil in
future projeets if there is no need to do
it now? The decision having heen made, the
Tramway Department is not bound to do
that. Why ask it to do so in future? If
the Tramway Department is the authority
to make such decisions, why should it eni-
laborate with the City Council? I urge that
tho mnatter be decided by a propes anthority.
At present it appears that there are too
many aunthorities endeavouring to deal with
the question, which has an important bhear-
ing on the flow of traffic.

Although only a layman, I elaim to have
o deal of commonsense, like most members.
This proposal inaugurates the right-hand
turn, which tends to create eongestion at the
intersection. The traffic chief recommends
the introduction of the richt-hand turn and
says it is in conformity with the proper flow
of traffic, but what strikes me is that dur-
ing peak periods of traffic nobody is allowed
to make a right-hand turn out of
a two-way Lraftic street. Why? Evidently
the department vealises that between the
peak peried from 4.30 p.n, to 6.30 p.m. it
Is necessary to prevent the right-hand turn
in order to minimise eongestion. If it is
proposed to transfer this bns stand from
the south side to the north side I want to
know from a respensible authority whether
it is proposed to transfer the trolley buses
and omnibuses hack to the north side, near
Foy and Gibson’s, from which they were
previously moved to the south side of St.
CGeorge 's-terrace.

Mr. SPEAKER: We are only diseuss-
ing the other bus stand at present.

Mr. J. HEGNEY: This is very relevant
to the point. T do not propose to deviate
from the question of bus stands. T am
drawing an analogy. It is said that the
right-hand turn is the proper one. If that
is so the logieal eonelusion is that the traffic
stands in other parts of the city should be
altered accordingly. Some years ago the
omnibuses ‘weré on the north side but were
transferred to the south side opposite Foy
and CGibson’s, The left-hand turn was in-
augurated and adhered to, and I do not
doubt it will be retained hecause it is the
vommonsense one. Having regard to the
development of traffie in this eity it would
Fe.unwise ond wrong to permit the re-estab-
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lishment of bus stands on the north side of
St. George’s-terrace. Should it he neeces-
sary for Government buses to operate be-
tween the city and Como, they can take up
their stand on the south side without losing
any of the patronage that is aceorded to
them. If there is any need for the estab-
lishmment of that fleet of buses, there should
be suflicient patronage to warrant their con-
tinuange on the south side. If those buses
were given a stand alongside where the Bel-
mont serviee operates, they would get ample
patronage, just as is the case with the other
luses.

Tn a matter of this sort it is not a ques-
tion of who owns the bus servieces. All are
entitled té fair treatment. When it is
nceessary for a service to he established
because of the demand, the buses will be
patronised no matter where they stand.
T do not think that ordinary traffie con-
veniences should have heen violated in
order to provide an easy stand for persons
who live in one part of the metropolitan
area to the disadvantage of those living in
another part. That is why I oppose the
change that has been made. The Minister
for Railways was wrong in allowing Mr.
Taylor to make this c¢hange and establish
bus stands where he now has. Having once
heen established where they were, those
stands should have been retained. Prae-
tical experience hias shown that the people
who use those buses have got used to the
south side. There is no doubt that a great
deal of congestion has heen brought ahout
by the aetion which has heen taken.

1 put it to the Minister that an excellent
stand eould be found near the Bank of New
South Wales, where the left-hand turn
could be made. That would solve the diffi-
culty if there really is no room for buses
near (Government House. Possibly there
conld he a re-ballot of stands. T am
credibly informed that owners of private
buses were summoned Dbefore the Traffic
Tlepartment with a view to balloting for
stands, and that they were informed a
change was to take place. I also understand
that the first six places were to be allowed
fe the Como buses, and that patrons of
other private buses had to walk further
along the street. TIf the Government has
to provide buses, it ean compete satisfac-
torily with private serviees. No discrimina-
tion should be made so far as the people
are concerned. ‘Let the whole thing he done
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in the Australian way; let those concerned
draw for the stands.

Mr. Marshall: Let them toss up a penny.

My. J. HEGNEY : If they drew for posi-
tions, evervone would be satisfied. That
would he a fair way to do it. Lets should
be drawn for the stands. If the Govern-
ment huses lost on the draw and had to go
tehind the line, and if there was any war-
rant for the establishment of that service,
T am sure it would still be well patrenised.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: That would not be
drawing for places; thul would be a matter
of priovity, of getting there first.

Mr. J. HEGNEY ; People in other parts
of the meiropolitan area are dissatisfied be-
enuse of the discrimination, and feel that
they are not heing treated fairly. Whilst
I vepresent the workers of Belmont who use
the present inadequate serviee, one that is
heavily overtaxed, I am going to raise my
voice to sce that they got a fair deal. Apart
from the diserimination that has been
shown, T think it unwise that a change
should he made. It is had adminis{ration.
I hope the {iovernment will revert to the
stands that nsed to be the starting points.
1 have probably placed sufficient facts be-
fore the House to warrant members in
agreeing that a wrong has heen done, and
that the whonle question should be recon-
sideroed.

AMr. SPEAKER: Is there a seconder to
the motion? As there is na sceonder, the
maotion lapses.

Motion lapsed.

MOTION—LICENSING ACT,
Liguor Trading Hours.

Debate resnumed from the 16th September,
on the following motion by Mrs. Cardell-
Oliver:—

That in the opinion of this House the Gor-
crnment should take immediate action to pro-
hibit the sale of alcoholie drinks—spirits, beer
and wine—on licensed premises between the
hours of 10 am. and 11 am, and 2 p.m. and
4.30 p.m,

to which the following amendment had
been moved hy Mr. Thorn:—

That al) the words after ‘‘aleoholie’’ be
struck out and the words ‘‘{a) liquor on
licensed premises within 25 miles of the General
Post Office except during the hours between 11
a.m, and 7 p.m.; (b) aleoholic liquors in hottles
ot other containers being sold on or taken away
from any licensed premises after 6 p.m., and
further, that the penalty for sly-grog selling
shall be imprisonment without the option of a
fine?? inserted in lieu.
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Mr., SPEAKER: The amendment moved
by the member for Toedyay is before the
Chair.

THE MINISTER TFTOR LANDS (on
amendment) [3.17]): Am I permitted to
speak on the question of hours on this
motion? An amendment has been moved
to delete all the words after *‘aleoholie,?’
and that amendment would remove from the
gsubstance of the motion the point I wish
tu diseuss.

Alr. SPEAKER: The words proposed to
be struek out ave ‘‘ drinks—spivits, beer and
wine—on licensed premises between the
hours of 10 am. and 11 am. and 2 p.m. and
430 p.m.”” The Minister will be entitled
to discuss any of the words proposed to he
struck out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I had
the privilege of representing the Premier
at the Premiers’ Conference at whieh one
of the matiers considered was in relation to
linuor trading. During the conference, the
Western Australian point of view was ex-
pressed, as was also the point of view of
the Premiers of the other States, on liquor
reform, and suggestions were advanced re-
earding liquor reform as affecting the vari-
ous States. The Prime Minister made
very clear the mmatters over whieh he
wished the State to have jurisdietion, and
he also made clear the point npon which the
Commonwealth would be insistent if the
mpniters were not decided by the States and
the Commonwealth had to deeide them. For
instapee, the Prime Minister stated that he
considered there were some things which
might he better left to the Commonwealth,
and others which probably should be left to
the discretion of the States. He said—

I suggest that the general restrictions should
apply to such matters as mixed drinking in
lounges; the serving of liquor to women in
public bars and to girls under 21 years of
age; the sale of bottled liquor te troops; the
drinking of liquor in parks and public places
other than hotels; liquor in railway carriages;
the provision of more military police and their
greater co-operation with the eivil police;
penalties for the breach of regulations, inelud-
ing the suspension of licenses to apply te both
pariies; the penalties for having intoxicated
persons on licensed premises.

The Prime Minister mentioned also other
points as appropriate matters for Common-
wealth and general decision and appliea-
tion. The Prime Minister went on to say he
considered, in regard to the restriefion of
houts and the preseribing of hours,’ that
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that should be a matter for the deecision of
the States, subject to the condition that
there should be no extension past the exist-
ing hours. He made it perfectly clear that
while he was prepared to leave to the dis-
cretion of the States the fixing of hours to
suit their circumstances, it was to be a con-
dition of that agreement that the States
would abide in general eonference by the
deeision that there should be no extension
of existing hours.

My. Thorn: The hours were already re-
duced.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That was
pointed ont to the Prime Minister, who was
in the Chair, as also were other factors ob-
taining in Western Australia prior to any
restrictions. That is to say, Victoria, for
example, made much of the poin{ of how
difficult it would be if there were varying
hours in different parts of the State. Tt
was shown by the Western Australian
representative that according to circom-
stances the goldfields and the North-West
differed from the country hours, and the
country from the metropolitan or goldfields
honrs. But in spite of that it was the ex-
pressed desire of the Prime Minister that
there should be ne extension beyond the
existing amended hours, and that was an
undertaking given. So that in respect of
this motion, and to which there are two
suggested amendments. we must recognise
what this State has agreed to with the other
Premiers in rcgard to the Commonwealth’s
wishes. In short, on this particular point
it has heen agreed that there shall be no
alteration made to the existing hours by the
States, unless by agreement at some future
Premiers’ Conference. The Prime Minister
pointed out that if the States were not pre-
pared to agree to the propeosal the Com-
monwealth would consider not allowing
them to exercise their jurisdietion in regard
to liquor control.

Hon. N. Keeuan: Why not?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The rep-
resentatives of all States made it clear that
varying cirenmstances and eonditions ob-
tained in each State. For example, I
pointed out that Albany might be considered
to have a climale somewhat similar to
Geelong or Launceston, but that the North-
West and metropolitan area had entirely
different climates from that of Albany, and
that therefore, it might at the discretion of
the States be necessary to alter the exist-
ing hours. The position is that even if an
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extension beyond the hour of six o'clock is
agreed to by this motion, the existing hours
will not be altered at the present time.

ME. NEEDHAM (Perth—on amend-
ment) : I intend to oppose the motion.

Mr, SPEAKER : Order! The amendment
is before the Chair at the moment.

Mr. NEEDHAM: If the opportunity
arises I intend to move an amendment should
the one moved by the member for Toodyay
be defeated. The original motion goes from
one extreme to the other, and for that reason
I think it should be amended. The Minister
for Lands has intimated that a certain agree-
ment was entered into hetween the Premiers
of the States in connection with the trading
hours for the sale of liquor. That being so,
that agreement——

The Premier: It was a compromise arrived
at after an exhaustive survey of the position.

Mr. NEEDHAM: The Premier can ecall
it what he likes, but the existing trading
hours in other States are at different times
from those in Western Australia, In the
first place the trading hours in this State
were from 9 am, to 9 pm. As a result of
war hysteria and being stampeded by ex-
pressions of opinion from certein guarters,
the authorities decided to close at 6 o’clock.
That took three hours off the usnal trading
hours. Another hour was later deducted so
that now the trading hours amount to eight.
If the mation of the member for Subiaco is
agreed to the hours wilt be reduced to 415,
which is preposterous! It is my intention
to move the amendment standing in my
name on the Notice Paper, the result of
whieh would be that the {rading hours in
this State would be from 11 a.m. until 7 p.m.
They are reasonable hours. If the House
agrees to that amendment it would not mean
an inercase in the trading hours,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order in diseussing his amend-
ment until we get to it.

Mr. NEEDHAM: I will discuss the
amendment moved by the member for Tood-
yay. His amendment is o delete certain
words and insert others for the purpose of
prohibiting the sale of alcoholie liguors in
hottles or other containers, ete. I do net
think that the sale of bottled liquor should
he stopped!

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Why not?

Mr. NEEDHAM : It denies te people, who
are working very hard and doing everything
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possible for the prosecution of the war, the
opportanity to get a bottle of heer or to
have a drink at all. If the sale of hottled
beer is to be stopped everyone should be in
the same boat. Men of certain nations, who
are in uniform, ean get bottled beer at any
time during the trading hours whereas Aus-
tralian soldiers are not permitted to do so.
That, to my mind, is a reflection on the Aus-
tralian soldier. I do not know whether it is
the Government or the military authorities
who are responsible for the natter, but the
Australian soldier is placed in an invidious
position. Ng citizen who works from 7 a.m.
until 5 p.m. should be deprived of the oppor-
tunity to get a hottle of beer or a drink.
Tt is for that reason T am advoecating
that beer or alcobolic liguor, either in con-
tainers or not in containers, should be ob-
tainable between the hours of 11 a.m. and
7 p.m.

I have already pointed out that four hours
have bheen taken off the sale of alcoholic
liguor in the metropolitan areas. That is
as & result of war hysteria. One would think
that this eommunity is anything but a sober
one. Such is not the case. We are a fairly
sober community. The average citizen in
this State is a moderate drinker. 1 admit
that in the early stages of the struggle in
which we are at present engaged a few re-
grettable instances oceorred. Had proper
eontrol been exercised those instances would
probably not have ocemrred. We must re-
member that at that time there was a big
movement of troops in this State and eon-
voys were passing through with troops going
1o different theatres of war. That state of
affairs has all changed. Today there is not
that movement of troops, and therefore not
the same need for the restriction of trading
hours, Had the precautions, taken later on,
been taken in the earlier stages of the war
those regrettable instances would not have
ocearred.

The whole responsibility of preserving
order at that time was left to the eivil poliee,
who had to deal with a diffieult position.
Later on we found, when the hours of trad-
ing were reduced, that the assistance of the
military police was ohtained to cope with
the situation. I do not consider that the
advent of the military police had the effect
of preserving the better order that has
latterly been apparent. I think the explana-
tion lies more in the fact that not so many
troops have been passing to and fro, in con-
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sequence of which there has not been the
same opportunity for disorder. The exten-
sion of the hours of trading rather than their
restriction would not in any way impair
the war effort.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: It would mean that
more money would be spent.

Mr. NEEDHAM: That is a very moot
point. The member for Subiaco desires to
eut down the trading hours by practically
one half, whereas I am desirons of con-
tinuing the trading hours exeept that I
would like onc hour taken off the morning
period and added to the time for trading in
the afternoon. People of leisure have the
opporiunity to get the refreshments to which
they bave been acecustomed at any time be-
tween 10 am. and 6 p.m.

Mrs. Cardeil-Oliver: But if they do that,
they are traitors to the country.

Mr. NEEDHAM: The hon. member can
have her own opinion on that point.

Murs. Cardell-Oliver: At this time, they are
traitors.

Mr, NEEDHAM: The hon. member will
not deny my statement. I will leave to her
the choice of designation as to what those
people may or may not he. I repeat that
people of leisure can obtain whatever re-
freshments they desire at any time between
10 a.m. and 6 p.m., whereas the men who
are really the backbone of industries engaged
in the sapplying of equipment to the Fight-
ing Forees have not the oppoviunity to
secure the liquor they have been accustomed
to. The workers of this State are temperate,
but they have been accustomed to a glass of
beer or of some other aleoholic refreshment
at the end of their day’s work. For some
time past that epportunity has been denied
them, and if the member for Bubiaco’s
motion is agreed to the position will be made
worse. It will not help the war effort one
iota but will bring about a state of affairs
worse than the first.

I can visnalise men who are engaged in
munition shops, faectories and elsewhere,
working all sorts of hours and often over-
time, being denied the opportunity to secure
a drink, whereas those not engaged in es-
sential operations and those who are not
doing any war work at all will be able to
secure refreshments at any time they may
desire, I know the contention will be raised
that the Prime Minister has said there can
be no alteration in the existing closing hours,
When the matter was last reviewed he stipu-
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lated that the then eclosing hour in all the
States would have to continne. In Tas-
mania hotels close at 10 p.n. and therefore
enjoy longer trading hours than do hotels
elsewhere. That position is unfair to all the
other States, and particularly to Western
Australia. I do not desire to press the mat-
ter further at this stage except to say that
I oppose the motion, and when the amend-
ment moved by the member for Toodyay
is disposed of I shall move a further amend-
ment,

HON. N. EEENAN (Nedlands—on
amendment) : I regretted very much to hear
the statement made by the Minister for
Lands in his eontribution to the debate, be-
causo he is 2 man I look upon as being es-
sentially not only capable but on all oc-
casions willing to take vp an independent
attitude when such an attitude is ealled for.
Certainly the time is coming when an in-
dependent attitude will be ealled for in
respect of many matters that today are
allowed Lo pass a3 being sufliciently dealt
with by the mere nod of the Commonwealth
Government, a mere expression of its wishes,
i hope I am just as loyal a supporter of
the war as is any other member of the House,
and when I say that T find myself some-
times eonsiderably irvitated by actions by
the Commonwealth Government, it is not to
be supposed that I am disloyal te onr war
effort.

My. SPEAKER: T hope the hon. member
will conneet his remarks with the motion.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I shall, beeause I as-
same that what the Minister for Lands said
was relevant or vou, Mr. Speaker, wonld
not have allowed him to make them respect-
ing the matter eonveyed to Ministers from
the Eastern States. I propose to connect my
remarks intimately with the motion. T was
observing that T do not want for one mo-
ment to be supposed to be slack or lax in
my desire o help the war effort but, un-
fortunately, I see steps being allowed be-
cause they are said to he steps necessary for
the war effort, yet in my opinion they have
nothing whatever to do with it. Unfor-
tunately that practice is being tolerated.
Here we have one instance. It is undoubtedly
the right, and the sole right, of the State
to fix the hours of linuor trading so far
as eivilians are concerned, and only te the
cxtent that the defence powers given to the
Commonwealth Parliament permit, ean that
pewer be in any way restricted.
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For instance, hotels within a cerlain mile-
age of military camps could be effectively
closed by the Federal authorities; and so
civiliaus would be deprived of their right to
a drink, notwithstanding that the State Gov-
ernment and the State Parliament were pre-
paved to give them that right. Unless it
can he brought in under the heading of *‘de-
fener,” there is no ground for interfercnee
on the part of the Commonwealth with the
aunthority of the State Government and tha
Ntate to lix the hours during which civilians
can be served with intoxieating liquor. It is
ohvious that that is so. If it were not so,
the Commonwealth Government by merely
expressing its wishes, as it did in this in-
ctance, could impose total prohibition upon
the people znd eould say that it did not
want people to have liguor at any hour from
mianight to midnight. It is obvious that
that must he logically correct if the Com-
monwealth Government can say that the
trading bhours must be curtailed by one, two
oy three hours, Of course the mere fact of
putting it that way shows how absurd is
this elaim.

Not merely 13 it a matter of cxercising
that right but we yield to the Commonwealth,
without question, the governing of the sale
of liquor so far as the Defenee Torces are
voncerned. 1t applies not merely to the per-
son or the soldier but it extends at the same
time beyond that, and the loeality may be
in question. It extends to that degree to
an interferenee with the rights of ecivilians.
Otherwise we remain the only autherity, and
I for one would not for a moment consent
to this abandonment of our powers, which
has brought ahout such a position that the
public vegard vs with a certain measure and
perhaps a deserved measure of coniempt.
I am not permitted to refer to other mat-
ters on the nolice paper, but hearing on the
question we are discussing, I may indicate
that in my opinion a proper amendment to
the existing law would be fo empower thn
State Government to fix the hours of trad-
ing in each loenlity and provide different
hours to suit the requirements of eivilians
in different localities.

The Premicr: That is the position in the
State at the moment.

Hon. X. KEEXAXN : That is not the posi-
tion. The position is that we have an Aect
of Parliament on the statute-book and it
must bhe altered. TUnder the Aet it is an
offence for a licensee not to supply liquor
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at the behest of any customer within cerain
hours, and those hours are entirely different
from the hours that have been proclaimed
and are now in force by reason of Common-
wealth dietation. That is the point I wish
to deal with. I would give the State Gov-
ernment the nhsolute power so far as eivi-
lians are coneerned and would regulate the
hours in such a manger as would snit the
requirements, and the just requivements, of
diffevent localities.

It is abasurd, as I heclieve the Minister
for Lands remarked, that we should have
the same hours for all hotel trading at Al-
bany as we have at Onslow, Marble Bar or
Kalgnorlie, or indeed at any place where
work is earrted on under conditions that
naturally produee a greater degree of thirst
and certainly refuire a move generous al-
lowanee of liyuor to assuage it. If it were
rossible I should like to see the further dis-
cussion of this motion adjourned until the
Bill which appears in m¥ name on the notice
paper is before wus. The provisions of that
measure might possibly meet the views of
members and I think would satisfy the mem.-
ber for Subiaco. 1 rose at this stage only
to protest against the view stated by the
Minister, which I thought so astonishing, that
because the Commonwealth has butted in, ne
matter what its right, its direetion has to
be accepted as the law without question of
interference and regardless of the duty, not
the right, of this Parliament and of this
Government to rale the people of Western
Australia.

MER. CROSS (Canning—on amendment):
I wish to speak briefly and moderately, too.
I think that the greater propertion of our
people believe in temperance. It is entire’y
wrong for &8 man to be intemperate in any-
thing,

Mr, Sampson: The light breaks through.

Mr. CROSS; It is intemperate to try to
close hotels in a State like Western Australia
daring the major portion of the day. This
sort of thing merely leads to sly-grogging
and to people obtaining liguor under the
lap. Under National Security Regulations
and on the pretext of doing something to
win the war, the Commonwealth authorities
have restricted the hours of hotel trading.
This has imposed a hardship upor some sec-
tions of the community. Under the present
restricted hours, there are hotels in my area
whose business has been practically ruined
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without any eonsideration for the heavy tax-
ation they have to bear. They have been
compelled to close at 6 p.m. whereas the
closing hour was 9 p.m. Those were the
three hours in which they did nearly all
their trade, Notwithstanding this restriction,
they still have to pay the same overhead
charges; there has been no reduoctior in their
rents or license fees, and some are running
at a heavy loss,

Mr. J, Hegney: Are you speaking for
the publicans or for the breweries?

Mr. CROSS: Never mind! Speak for
yourself!

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
ber must address the Chair.

Mr, CROSS: I believe in fair play for
all. Some of the workers residing in my
electorate have to work long hours; some
of them work seven days a weck, and when
they return from their work, they ecannot
get a drink. The lounge lizard can get a
drink at any time whereas the worker can-
not. Let us congider what is happening in
the Eastern States. In Sydney the hotels
are said to ciose at 6 p.m. To all appear-
ances they do, but people may be seen leav-
ing the hotels at 6.30 p.m.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that has
much to do with this motion.

Mr. CROSS: This reduction of hotel
trading hours has been brought about osten-

The hon. mem-

- gibly to further the war effort, but there is

no uniformity amongst the several States.
In Queensland hotels are open till 9 pm,,
and the member for Perth told us that in
Tasmania they are cpen till 10 pm. If
uniform hours had been prescribed for all
the States, there might have been some force
in the argument "that has been employed.
I will not support the motion, but will sup-
port the amendment to sirike out certain
words with a view to giving a fair erack of
the whip to workers so that, afier they have
toiled for long hours, they may be abhle to
get a drink before they go home.

I am surprised at the action of the mem-
her for Subiaeo in moving her motion. She
wants to deprive the people of all their
rights under the guise of doing something
to further the war effort, I am afraid that
if she and others who think with her go too
far, we shall have happening here what
occurred in the United States of America
under prohibition, whereas the real aim of
Parliament should he to prescribe trading
bhours that will lead to greater temperance
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amongst the people, and so enable them to
exert their full efforts to win the war.
Mr. Thorn: I agree with that.

As to Adjournment of Debate.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford-Mid-
land) : T move—

That further consideration of Order of the
Day No. 2 be postponed until Order of the
Day No. 6 has been dealt with,

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: On a point of order!
I would like to know, Mr. Speaker, whether
those members of the Honse who have shares
in breweries or in any other liquor
interest——

My, SPEAKER: Order! That is not a
point of order. It is not for me to decide
whether any member has shares in a brewery.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I wish to know
whether such members can vote on this ques-
tion.

Mr. Cross: The member for Subiaco need
not worry about me. I have no such shares.

Mrs. Cardell-Qliver: On a point of proce-
dure, Mr. Speaker! I wish to know whether
members of this House who have shares in
hreweries or any other alcobolic liquor in-
terest of any kind ean vote on or discuss
this question,

Mr. SPEAKER: In answer to the mem-
ber for Subiaco, if a member has shares in
& brewery, that is not sufficient. He must
be pecuniarily interested. If the member
for Subiaco will look up the definition of
“pecuniarily interested” she will see that a
member holding shares in a brewery is not
debarred.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Then God help this
Houge!

Motion (adjournment) put and passed;
debate adjourned.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMEND-
MENT (No, 2).

Second Reading.

HON. N. EEENAN (Nedlands) [3.56] in
moving the second reading said: I have sent
for the prineipal Act, to which T shall re-
fer. 1 did not anticipate that this Order
of the Day would be reached so soon. The
Bill I am introducing is a short one, and ic
a moment I shall vefer to the particular see-
tions of the principal Aet with which it
deals. It is only a war-time measure, and
intended only to apply to war-time condi-
tions. Very shortly put, its purpose is to
give power to the Governor, which means

[ASSEMBLY.]

the Governor-in-Couneil, to prescribe the
hours during which drink may be supplied
on licensed premises, and to preseribe hours
for each loeality whieh in his opinion are
suitable for that locality.

The Bill first proposes to amend Section
118 of the principal Aet. That is really a
consequential amendment, but has to appear
first in the Bill because the section eomes
first in the statute. Section 118 is a section
which imposes a penalty for refusing re-
freshment and, as it stands today and as the
law is today, a publican is liable to a pen-
alty of £30—by the term “publican” 1 mean
any licensee holding either a general publi-
can’s license or a hotel license or a wayside
license or an Anstralian wine and beer
license—if such publican or holder of any
such lieense refuses to supply liquor, mean-
ing intoxicating liquor, to any customer who
tenders him the proper price within definite
hours preseribed by the Act. In other
words, again as the law stands, this means
between the hours of 9 am. and 9 p.m.
in the metropolitan area and the hours of
9 a.m. and 11 p.m. in the goldfields area. I
propose—of course as a natural corvollary
to the principal amendment which I an: pro-
posing—to make the publican liable for
such refusal only during the hours whieh
under this amending Bill may be preseribed
by the Governor-in-Couneil.

As I have said, that is a consequential
amendment of the principal Act, and is
relevant o the prineipal amendment, which
appears in Clause 4 of the Bill. I may state
shortly that the amendment in question
will provide for the term of the war, and
for six months after the war, the right to
the Gavernor-in-Couneil to determine from
time to time, and to reconsider and re-deter-
mine as eircumstances arise, the hours dur-
ing which intoxieating liquor may he sold
or offered for sale, and also what part of
the licensed premises may he used and af
what hours. For there is, of conrse, a eon-
siderable difference between allowing the
supply of liquor in ecertain parts of the
hotel or licensed premises and allowing it
generally., There are strong objections to
what is known as lounge-lizarding, and of
course I desire Parliament to deal with that
feature,

The third amendment I propose is to
Section 112 of the principal Act, which at
the present moment provides that no liquor
is to be sold on Sundays and certain other
days, and by Subsection (2} prohibits the
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sale of any liquor to any boma fide traveller
except if the liquor is not drunk in the
public bar of the licensed premises. All
that goes by the board when we preseribe
in which particular part of the hotel only,
liquor is to be served amd at what hours.
Consequently I propose in this Bill, as re-
eards Seetion 122, that the provisos fo para-
graphs (1), (2), and (4) of Subsection (2)
are to be repealed, for the purposes only of
the war, and that a proviso to that effeet shall
be inserted as Snobsection (5). It is a shoxt
measure, but will give the Government of
the State the right which I think it neces-
sary to give it at the particular time
through which we are passing. The Govern-
ment should have power, if necessary, from
month to month to fix the hours during
which liquor may be sold and to preseribe
the conditions under which it may be sold.

It should not be necessary for the Gov-
ernment to seek from time to time an
amendment of the prineipal Aet which, as
the Premier rightly observes, is the law of
the land today, but cannot possibly be, for
the time being, a law that is enforceable or
a law that ean be tolerated, because in
some plaees it certainly would be not only
improper but highly undesirable to allow
the sale of liguor during the hours the Act
now prescribes. This Bill will enable the
State Government to meet the Common-
wealth Government in every way in which it
ts proper to meet it. Tt will enable the
State Government to say to the Common-
wealth Government, ‘*If you wish the hotels
at Northam to he closed, hecause of the
proximity of military camps to the hotels,
or if you wish the hotels at Geraldton, for
instance, where there are military camps—"

The Minister for Works: Be careful!

Hon. N. KEENAN: I am certain that the
Krst consideration of the Premier is to keep
the Military Forces from temptation or un-
necessary temptation.

The Premier: It is not right, for censor-
ship reasons, to refer to military eamps as
being near certain towns.

Hon. N. EEENAN: Is that what I have
to be careful abont?

The Minister for Works: Yes.

Hon. N. KEENAN: We are coming to the
stage when it will be exceedingly difficult to
speak nt all without first having interviewed
the censor. It may be that we are coming
to the time when we will appreciate what
an absolute, unqualified, unmitigated ass
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the eensor is. If it were relevant matter, I
eonld quote an incident which appeared in
the Press the other day. A lady who wrote
to her son was haled before the Police
Court over a matter that no one of eommon-
sense could say would be of use to the
enemy.

Mr, SPEAKER: Is this in the Bill?

Hon, N. KEENAN: No, Mr. Speaker, un-
fortunately it is not but it might prevent
a repetition of sueh a disgraceful ineident,
I shall not detain the Honse, The purpoese
of the Bill is to give the Government of the
day—whatever Government it may be—dur-
ing this war and only for war purposes,
power to do what I think is absolutely neees-
sary for the Government to do, and then
to take the responsibility for it as a State
Government, and not pass it on as having
been ordered by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, I move—

That the Bill be now read a sccond time,

On motion by the Minister for Lands, de-
hate adjourned.

MOTION—LICENSING ACT.
Liquor Trading Hours.

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of
the siiting on the following motion by Mrs,
Cardell-Olivey :-—

That in the opinicn of this House the Gov-
ernment should take immediate aetion to pro-
hibit the sale of alcoholic drinks—spirits, beer
and wines—on licensed premises between the
hours of 10 am. and 11 gm. and 2 p.m, and
4,30 p.m,

to which the following amendment bad been
moved by Mr. Thorn:—

That all the words after ‘‘alcoholie’’ be
struck out and the words f¢{a) liquor on
Jicensed premises within 25 miles of the General
Post Office except during the hours between
11 am. and 7 pam.; (b) nlcoholic liquors in
bottles or other containers being sold on or
taken away from any licensed premises after
5 p.m., and further, that the penalty for sly-
grog selling shall be imprisonment without the
option of a fine’’ inserted in lieu.

Amendment (to strike out words} put and
passed.

MR. THORN (Toodyay) [4.5]: T move—

That the words propesed to be inserted be
inserted.

Am I in order in referring to the remarks
of the Minister with respeet to trading hours?

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member is in
order in disenssing anything eonfained im
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the amendment. I notice the hours of trad-
ing are mentioned.

Mr. THORN: My remarks will be brief,
but 1 wish to refer to the Minister’s state-
ment with respect to trading hours and the
request made by the Prime Minister at the
conference. If the Prime Minister desires
that trading hours should he restricted, why
does he not put forward a proposal that
would apply to all the States? Already we
have lost three hours of trading, from 6 p.m.
to % p.m. Not long ago the trading hours in
Brisbane were extended to 9 p.n., whilst
in Tasmonia the closing hour was 10 p.n.
Why does not the Prime Minister fix uni-
formn trading hours throughout Australiaf
The matter is one for the State Government
to deal with, and I hope it will take unto
itself power to deal with the trading hours
of liquor in this State. I am entirely in
aceord with the remarks of the member for
Nedlands, who snggested it would he wise
for the Government to have power to fix
trading hours for various parts of the State.
What will be the position in this eapital city
in  midsummer, with daylight saving?
Actually, hotels will close at 5 p.m. in the
heat of the day, when the workers are ceas-
ing their labours.

Mrs, Cardeli-Oliver: That is only in the
metropolitan area.

AMr. THORN: The Government should
have power to say that for a fixed period,
say for two months, the trading hours shall
he so-and-so i the city or in any other
area affected by the heat. In my opinion
that is a reasonable way to deal with the
trade. What is the liquor trade for?

Mrs, Cardell-Oliver: To make
drunk,

Mr. THORN: The member for Subiaco is
getting worked up again, I am afraid.

Mr. SPEAKER: Address the Chair!
Never mind the member for Subiaco.

Mv. THORN: We are not here to cafer
for the hoozer. We are here to eater for
the moderate, rcasenable and sensible per-
son. That is the way in which we should
view this matter. We shonld use eommon-
sense. 1 am not concerned with the man
who is always banging round a hotel and
has nothing better to do; but I am con-
cerned about the moderafe drinker requir-
ing refreshments after the labours of the
day.

Mr. North: The average person.

Mr. THORN: Yes.

people

[ASSEMBLY.]

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (on
amendment) : This is a very unusual sub-
Ject for me to express an opinion about. I
am in accord with many of the sentiments
expressed by the member for Toodyay. I
am also in agreement with some of the senti-
ments expressed by the member for Ned-
lands, But I wish to disabuse his mind from
his seriously impressed line of thought that
any member of this Government would agree
willingly without argument to the unreason-
able nod or beck and call of the Common-
wealth Government. I want to get that
very clearly into his mind.

In support of his argument, the member
for Nedlands made use of a very peculiar
line of reasoning. I endorse entively his
comment in regard to there being no doubt
whatever that his loyalty, his ultra loyalty,
could in no way be impugned. At the same
time, though he stated his case well as to
the attitude we should adopt in this Cham-
her, I think his expression on that point
was certainly not in aecord with the reqguis-
ite spirit and the necessary attitude that the
present eircumstances demand from all eiti-
zens of the States and the Commonwealth.
It was quite unnecessary for the member
for Nedlands to sngrest that there should be
such a hreach between the citizens of the
State and the Commonwealth if we differ
from the Commonwealth’s point of view on
a matter that the Commonwealth considers
of paramount importance to the war effort.

I remind the hon. member that it was not
merely hecause of abuses alleged against the
Army that the Commonwealth found it
necessary to take action, but because of the
wave in civil life generally. The very essen-
tial action taken in all States on this matter
was prompted by the existence of difficult
eircumstances for whieh hoth the eivil and
the military populations were responsible. Il
is quite idle for the member for Nedlands to
try to dissociate eivilians from responsi-
bility in failing to assist in maintaining
morale. The worale of the civilian popu-
lation is a very important factor. Tis he-
haviour is very important in regard to the
war sitnation and the conduct of hostilities.
If the Commonwealth found it necessary to
argue with the States on the point of hours
or any other aspect of the liguor trade, it
was within the prerogative of the Common-
wealth at that time. Although many things
may be and are done today under the guise
of war necessity, Jet us he fair in our analy-
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sis of this subject in this Parliament. Is
there one person present who would say that
there were not abuses at the time of the
serious discussion of this matter?

The Premier: At the time the order was
made, too!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
were serious happenings in every city of
the Commonwealth, Let us view the matter
from that standpoint. I repeat that so far
as any member of this Government is con-
cerned, if the Commonwealth nods unreason-
ably there will he no agreeable answer to its
nod. But if the Commonwealth considers
it neeessary to take extraordinary powers
in respeet to a ecertain matter is it not in an
attitude of eonciliation and eompromise that
we shonld approach the subject? The Com-
monweaith conference concerned lasted for
six or seven hours, during which the States
expressed their partieular viewpoint. The
elimatic eireumstances of Marhle Bar, the
North-West, the Goldliclds and clsewhere
were explained. It was also poinfed out
what effect daylight saving, with its long
hours of sunlight would have. It was ex-
plained that six o’clock would not be an
appropriate hour for the closing of hotels
in the summer-time,

In spite of everything, all the Stafes were
prepared to enter into this argument in a
spirit of eonciliation. Queensland imme-
diately promised to change from nine o'clock
to six o'elock closing, with the opportunity
of review later. 1 understand that it is
probable this matter will he discussed during
the course of a few weeks, again to meet
the existing circumstances in all the States.
I think the point of view of Western Aus-
tralia will again stand good, that six o'clock
is not an appropriate hour in summer-time,
under all our cireumstances, to close hotels.
But again, Western Australin, although
strongly presenting that point of view will,
I think, be ready to agree to a reasonable
demand by the Commonwealth, if that de-
mand involves the retention for the State of
the authority the hon. member suggests we
would allow to be frittered away. Let us dis-
abuse our minds of the point he endeavoured
to make. 1 would suppori the amendment
if it were at this time within the provinee
of the Government to conform to the words
that are in the preamble to the motion. The
motion makes it ineamhent on the Govern-
ment to consider giving effect to the proposal
immediately.
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Mr. J. H. Smith: Do you not think that
is right?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I regret
that the hon. member was not in his seat
when the matter was discussed earlier. If he
had been, he would have had a elear under-
standing of the point I am making. By an
understanding between the Premiers of the
States, until the matter is again reviewed
it is not within the provinee of the Govern-
ment—if it keeps its promise—to alter the
hours. So I intend to oppose the amendment,
not beeause I am in entire disagreement with
the sentiments of the mover, but because of
the position in which we are situnated.

HON. N. EKEENAN (Nedlands—on
amendment) : 1 have risen to add only a
few words te the debate. Those few words
will deal with the comment made by the
Minister for Lands on what was said by me
on the principal motion. I do not for one
moment wish it to be mistakenly understood
that I would like any attitude of antagonisn
to be taken up by the State Government to-
wards any wish expressed by the Common-
wealth Government. I would like every wish
expressed by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to be given the fullest and, if possible,
the most faveurable consideration,

The Premier: I have found myself in (is-
agreement with the Commonwealth lots of
times.

Hon. N. KEENAN: T know. Buf one
moment! If the Premier had not heen so
hasty, T would have added that when a sug-
gestion by the Commonwealth Government
does not deserve agrecirent a firm and polite
refusal should be made; bnt a firm refusal
ahove everything eclse. What T strongly
object to, and what I think was conveved to
the House by the Minister was, that in the
matter of the fixing of hours the Comman-
wealth Government said, “These are ta he
the hours.” The States were allowed to make
a protest but that ended the matter. My
point of view is that the Commonwealth
should make a proposal in a matter which
the State is entitled to determine, and al-
though every consideration should be given
to the proposal, and although, if it is at all
reasonable, it should be conceded and given
effeet to, it must remain with the State to
determine the point. That is all I wished to
convey and in saying that I am eonveying,
I believe, the sentiments of the great
majority of members in the Chamber, in-



1154

¢luding the Premier, who, I know, is also
entirely averse to the Commonwealth dealing
with State matters.

The Minister for Works: So is the Min-
ister for Lands.

MR. NEEDHAM (Perth): 1 move—

That the amendment be amended by strik-

ing out the words, ‘‘alcoholic liquors in
bottles or other containers being sold on or
taken away from any licensed premises after
5 pm.”!
That would make the hours of trading from
11 a.m. to 7 p.m. and necessitate the im-
prisonment of a person who sold liguor in
an illicit manner. I do not want to repeat
what I said previously, but I iake this op-
portunity to move the amendment and if,
as the Minister for Lands has said, the mat-
ter of trading hours is essentially one for
the Commonwealth Government under our
present war eonditions, surely the question
of when a person should have a bottle of
ale or other alcoholic liguor is one for this
Parliament and this Siate to decide. I re-
peat that the opportunity should be given
to those men who are maintaining our troops
at the fizhting front to have a glass of ale
or whisky in moderation, aceording to their
tastes.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: The men cannot get
food at the front, let alone drink!

Mr. NEEDHAM: The hon. member, like
many other people whe lack an even fem-
perament, goes from one extreme to the
other. I know quite as well as the hen.
member can tell me from what the troops
at the front suffer.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: They suffer
want of food!

Mr. NEEDHAM: The very fact that she
would deny these things to the men sup-
porting the troops at the fighting front by
making the necessary equipment for them,
does not make her case any betfer.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: That is a lie!

Mr. NEEDHAM: If the hon. member
were a lady I would not bother to ask for
a withdrawal.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I ask for a with-
drawal of that statement. The member for
Perth does not know the meaning of the
word “lady.”

Mr. SPEAKER: What words does the
member for Subiaco want withdrawn?

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: The words “if she
were a lady.”

from
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Mr. SPEAKER: I think the member for
Perth might withdraw that remark.

Mr. NEEDHAM: I understand that ae-
cording to previous Speakers there are no
ladies in Parliament, but only members.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the member for
Perth should withdraw the statement.

Mr. NEEDHAM : T withdraw the remark.
I ask the member for Subiaco to withdraw
her statement that I was a liar.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
withdraw.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I did not say the
member for Perth was a liar. T said that
it was a lie.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
withdraw,

Mrs. Cardeli-Oliver: I will withdraw the
statement, but not the fact that he said it.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
withdraw unconditionally.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: What must I with-
draw?

Mr. SPEAKER: The statement that it is
a lie.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: What must I with-
draw? I am blowed if I know! I will get
out and you can have the place to yourself.

Mr. NEEDHAM: If this amendment is
carried it will be of henefit to those men
who are doing their best for the war effort.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan—on further
amendment) : The words proposed to be
struck ont should be deleted. I fail to see
that any offence is committed when a hottle
of beer is purchased after 5 o'clock. To
restriet the sale of bottled liquor to 5 p.m.
would make for great inconvenience. We
are going to extremes in regard to the sell-
ing hours of drink. The amendment of the
member for Toodyay is a reasonable one,
but it will be improved by that of the mem-
ber for Perth. It is diffieult to understand
this frantic desire to make drinking illegal
after certain hours—for instance, after
G o'clock at night, That is wrong.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! We are not dis-
cussing drinking hours at the present time.

Mr. SAMPSON: If it is wrong to buy a
bottle of beer after 5 o’clock is there any
justifieation for buying it at all? I think
there is. I propose to support the amend-
ment moved by the member for Perth be-
canse it is a useful one and the sale of
bottled liquor within reasonable hours, as
proposed by the amendment, is justified,
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MR, MARSHALL (Murchison—on fur-
ther amendment) : 1 oppose the amendment.
T have on previous occasions adopied a
similar attitude. Nothing lends itself more
to a form of mass econsumption of aleoholie
liguor than the system or policy of the bottle
or jug trade. My opinion is that guite a
lot of concessions are secured on the plea
that it is wrong that members of the com-
munity shonld not have a drink when they
feel thirsty, or that workers after a hard
day’s toil should not be permitied to have
alcoholie refreshments if they so desire.

Mr. SPEAKER: Ordert We are dis-
cussing the amendment to strike out the
words from “7 pm.” and onwards dealing
with aleoholic liquors in bottles or other con-
tainers.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is the point with
which T am dealing. We get these conces-
sions by virtue of that plea. If there is
anything in that argnment, then the con-
samption of such liquors should take place
on the licensed premises and no liguor should
be carried away in containers, The prin-
ciple of carrying liquor away from licensed
premises is one that has lent itself more
to innocent people becoming vietims of
aleoholic liquor than anything else of which
[ kuow. Some members will argue that the
lounges in hotels assist to a large extent in
the downfall of young people. But the tak-
ing of aleoholic liquor in containers from
licensed premises is, in my judgment, the
principal ground on which many innocent
young persons, and women in particnlar,
have ultimately become vietims of strong
drink.

Liquor is taken away in containers, fre-
quently in fairly large quantities. In all
probability if we could preveni the con-
tinuance of that practice we wonld materi-
ally reduce the econsumption of sleohol. If
a man or woman is thirsty and requires re-
freshment, there are licensed premises and
lounges available for their patronage. That
should be quite sufficient. Unfortunately,
once liquor is taken awsdy in containers, mass
drinking often results. By that means in-
“nocent ones are confronted with temptation,
and all too often such people are intimi-
dated. A botile may be handed to an in-
dividual and, if he refuses to drink, he is
intimidated. He is jeered at if he should
refuse the invitation. That is a step in the
wrong direction. As this is merely an ex-
pression of the opinion of the House, I
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hope the amendment moved by the member
for Perth to the amendment submitted by
the member for Toodyay will not he agreed
to. I do not wish to deny to any individual
reasonable opportunities for drinking. If
he is thirsty, let him have a drink by all
means, but when it comes to taking liguor
away from hotels in containers for consump-
tion in the home or in public parks, the
trouble commences.

I have previously mentioned to members
one of the most disgraceful secenes I ever
saw in the ¢ily, and it was due to the prae-
tice of taking liguor away from hotels in
coniainers. Innoeent young women and
young men gre endangered, I have seen
people standing in the highways and drink-
ing ont of bottles, thereby setting a bad ex-
ample to innocent little kiddies of sehool
age. Such children become accustomed to
it, and tend to accept the practice as quite
ordinary. Let people who want to drink
have as much as they like, but the liquor
should be eonsumed on licensed premises,
In the interests of the young and innocent,
we should restrict the sale of liguor in con-
tainers. If people want liquor they will go
after it. I suggest that altogether too many
voung people visit licensed premises as it
is. While the motion will not have any
effect on that phase apart from the bours
of trading, we should, as much as possible,
confine drinking to hotel premises and pro-
hibit liguor being taken away in containers.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly—on further
amendment): I sopport the amendment
moved by the member for Toodyay and op-
pose the further amendment of the mem-
ber for Perth.

Mr. SPEAKER: We are discussing only
an amendment on the amendment moved by
the member for Perth.

Mr. SEWARD: That is so, and I am op-
posing it. Members will readily admit that
the member for Toodyay has given eareful
consideration to this matter, and I strongly
support his attitude. Dealing with this
problem during an earlier session, I drew
the attention of the Minister for Railways
to the unfortunate incidents we saw all too
frequently when traveiling by train, which
incidents were solely attributable to the sale
of hottled liquor. So unsatisfactory was the
position at that time that it was almost im-
possible for women to travel by train, I
do not blame the soldiers generally, The
trouble was probably caused by one or two
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young fellows. Several times 1 saw them
entering the ecarriage with twelve or more
hottles of heer. They would get supplies at
Chidlows, a further supply at Spencer’s
Brook, and again at a station 30 miles fur-
ther along the track. That was quite un-
necessary, The bars were open at the various
refreshment rooms, and the men eould have
obtained all the drink they required and
were enfitled to procure, Nevertheless, it
is not desirable to allow the eonsumption
of alcohol in almost unlimited nuantities.

I related on a previous occasion the in-
cident of a soldier necarly breaking his arm
through trying to climb in through a win-
dow after he had proeured his liquor. We
shonld stand by the soldiers and not deprive
them of the opporlunity to buy liquor in
moderation, but we must conserve their in-
terests. The point has been raised that if
we prevent the sale of liquor in containers,
civilians will not have the right to take
liquor home. I agree with that. If we pre-
vent soklicrs from obtaining liquor, we
should be sufficiently courageous to set an
example to the men and refrain from taking
liguor from hotels after 5 p.m. The great
point there is that if we allow the sale of
liquor to continue till 6 p.m., then as that
hour approaches there will be a rush to get
as many bottles as possible, and an orgy
of drinking will follow. For these reasons
I hope the Houmse will reject the amendment
proposed hy the member for Perth, and
aceept that submitted by the member for
Toodyay.

Amendment, on amendment, put and
negatived.
ME. McDONALD (West Perth—on

amendment) : 1 support the amendment. I
#m not entirely wedded to the hours of
11 am. to 7 p.m., but I am attracted by
what appears to me the obvious justice in
this country of increasing the hours of trad-
ing from 6 p.m. to 7 p.m. I regard the
liquor laws in Perth as move stringent than
those applying in the other capital cities
of the Commonwealth. As we are a semi-
tropical eity in a latitude ahout similar to
that of Cairns—

Mr. Hughes: Of Sydney.

Mr, McDONALD: We are level with
Neweastle, and well north of Sydrey. It is
a consideration that under the regulation
as it now stands we close hotels in Perth
at 3 p.m. on a summer afternoon. That is
getting nearly as ridiculous as the brown-
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out regulation which compelled motorears
to have hooded lights when travelling
through Kalgoorlie where no street lighting
restrietions prevailed. The Minister for
Lands aeled properly in informing the
House of the provisional agreement arrived
at by the State Premiers with the Prime
Minister at a recent eonference, but I feel
that a principde is involved in what he said,
which is of no small importance. I hope the
House will regard the amendment to the
motion not merely as something within its
province but something that is its absolute
duty, if it is to retain any semblance at all
of the remnant of sovereign powers that
still remain vested in the State.

The motion says that in the opinion of the
House trading hours should be so-and-so.
It is highly proper that we, the Parliament
of this State, in a matter that is within our
ordinary jurisdiction—and I think this still
is regarding civilian consumers—shounld ex-
press our definite opinion to the Prime Min-
ister at any conference as to what trading
hours should obtain in this State. I am
sme that the Minister for Lands will con-
sider that peint of view and that the Gov-
ornment, if it considers these hours to be
right, will support the motion. The passing
of the motion will not in any way embarrass
the Gavernment; in faet, it will support the
(iovernment representative when he goes to
Canherra if he can say thal Parliament has
given these hours consideration.

I agree that this State should give the
most serious consideration to any expressed
wish or suggestion by the Cemmonwealth
Clovernment, regardless of whether it lies
within or without the defence powers it has
exercised, but I feel at the same time that
we have to draw a definite line. If the con-
sumption of aleoholic liquor by civilians
comes within the defence jurisdiction of the
Commonwenlth Government, I can r=ee no
limit whatever to Federal jurisdiction. If
the consumption of nlecholic liquor by Tomn
Jones, living in Hay-street, BEast Perth, is a
matter affecting the defence powers of the
Commonwealth Parliament, then foad, eloth-
ing, and everything else 1 could mention
and everything over which this State Par-
liament still has jurisdiciion, would equally
come within the defence powers of the Com-
monwealth. Tf we concede one of those
things, logieally we coneede the lot, and
there will be nothing at all left to us. If
we are to preserve the Federal nature of
the Constitution, we must ¢laim the right to
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exercise our legitimate powers side by side
with the Commonwealth Government, and
this is one power we should most certainly
retain and exercise. :

When the Commonwealth Government,
from want of knowledge of Western Aus-
L1alian eonditions, suggests or threatens the
imposition of regulations which are wholly
inapplicable, it is time for this Parhament
on hehalf of the people of the State, to take
a strong stand. 1 regret to observe from
time to time a dictatorial note in the state-
ments of Commonwealth Ministers. This is
not consistent either with the remaining
sovereignty of this State or even with the
freedom of the people of this State. The
other day Dr. Evatt, speaking in relation to
the referendum proposals, said that all op-
position would be swept away. I do not like
that term. Nor do I like any indication by
the Commonwealth (iovernment that in
maiters that lie within the province of this
ftate, an abrupt indieation of its will or
wish is to be aceepted withont question by
our people and by the Parlinment that rep-
resents the people of this State. I hope,
therefore, that this discussion will prove
to have been of some value. The Premier
Las told us that he has had oceasion to stand
up to the Commonwealth Government in
matters where it has not been reasonable
or has not considered the conditions in this
Siate. I hope the State Government will
have further encouragement to stand up to
the Commonwealth from the fact of know-
ing that it has behind it the opinion of this
House, and will insist upon the Common-
wealth's leaving the legitimate exercise of
our own powers to the Parliament that knows
best how to exercise them.

Amendment  {to Insert words) put and
passed.

MRB. MARSHALL (Murchison): I sup-
port the motion as amended, but I should
like the Minister for Lands to inform the
House whether it is going to get us any-
where if we pass it. Tf there has heen an
understanding amongst the Premiers that
trading hours for hotels shall not extend
- beyond ¢ pm., it will be a waste of effort
to discuss the pros and eons of extending the
hour to 7 p.m.

Mr. Thorn: Let our Premier get a new
understanding,

Mr. MARSHALL: But if there is a pro-
visional arrangement that the 6 o’clock clos-
ing hour will remain in force only for a
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given period or until the maiter is further
considered, we might get somewhere.

My, MeDonald: That is so.

Mr. MARSHALL: Bearing in mind the
introduction of daylight saving, we should
have made the hour even later than 7 p.m,,
because that is actually eguivalent to 6 p.m.
standard time. We have to consider the
climatic conditions of this State. I believe
they are comparable with those in Queens-
land, and there the hotels are open until
10 p.m,

Mr. Thorn: I think they were open till
9 p.m., but the Minister said they are not
open till that howr now,

Mr. MARSHALL: These arc matters on
which we should be informed. It is hard to
get particulars of the closing hours else-
where. The climatie conditions in ‘Western
Australia warrant greater consideration he-
ing given to our people. From what I said
on the previous amendment, it might be
thought that I am inclined to be a prohibi-
tionist. That is not so. If I had my way
hotels woutld be permitted to trade during
a much longer period than the law of the
State provides. I do not believe we can
make people good by passing laws or by
imposing prohibition.

Mr. Thorn: Quite right!

Mr. MARSHALL: The limitation of trad-
ing hours under the existing law has in the
main been responsible for what I may
deseribe as the mass consumption of ligquor.
On scores of oceasions I have seen men rush
from theatres to n hotel, swallow three or
four pots of beer and earry away in bottles
all they could manage, whereas, if the hotels
had been open till after the pieture shows
were over, they would probably have had
one or two drinks and then gone home.

Mr. Berry: America learnt that lesson
after 16 years.

Mr. MARSHALL: Onec prohibition is
imposed, many people begin to think they
have heen missing something and indulge
more freely than hefore. If liguor were to
be had at anyv time, people would be more
moderate in their drinking. Under existing
conditions people do themselves great harm,
beeause the quantity of liguor they consume
in a given time is much greater than they
wounld otherwise drink. If we are assured
that the passing of the motion will be re-
garded as an intimation to the State’s dele-
gate to the next conference, that this House
desires the closing hour to be extended till
7 p.m.
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The Minister for Works: If you read
the motion, you will find that it is intended
to express the opinion of the House.

Mr. MARSHALL: But it would be of
little use expressing that opinion if the Com-
monwealth Government adopted the attitude,
“You can express what opinion you like and
your delegate can come here and express
what opinion he likes, but we will not budge
beyond 6 p.m.”

The Minister for Works: We got some-
where by eonferring on the matter of black-
out eonditions.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, and it might be
possible to achieve something in this instance.
In my opinion, anyone who wants aleohol
should be able to have it. I would not try
to make people good by law. That only
makes them worse, It forees them into the
position of buying liquor in quantities and
thus bringing about mass consumption.

Question put and passed; the motion, as
amended, agreed to.

BILL—JUSTICES ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading.

MR. McDONALD (West Perth) [4.52] in
moving the second reading said: This is a
Bill to amend Section 30 of the Justices Act,
1902-1936, which is to be found in the
sessional volume of statutes printed in the
year 1936, The Bill has a certain indireet
association, if I may be allowed to mention
the fact, with the measnre which is the sub-
jeet of the next following Order of the Day.
Section 30 of the Justices Aet provides that
when two or more justices are present at the
hearing of a matter and do not agree, the
decision of the majority shall be the decision
of the justices or of the court, and that if
they are equally divided in opinion the case
shall be re-heard. There is a proviso that
when two justices only are present and aect-
ing in company with one another and do not
agree, and if one of such justiees is a police
magistrate or resident magistrate, the de-
cision of the police or resident magistrate
shall prevail.

As the position stands now, if there are
three or more justices none of whom is a
police or stipendiary magistrate, the major-
ity decision prevails. Tf, however, ome
justice on the bench is a police or stipendiary
magistrate, then if there is only one other
justice present, he heing an honorary justice,
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in the event of difference of opinion between
them the deeision of the police or stipendiary
magistrate -prevails over the opinion of the
other, the honorary, justice. But if there are
present on the bench three justices of whom
one is a police or stipendiary magistrate and
the other two are honorary magistrates, then
the ordinary provision of the Act applies and
the two honorary justices can over-rule the
police or stipendiary magistrate and the
decision of the two honorary justices will
prevail over the opinion of the stipendiary
magistrate.

The Bill seeks te provide that when a
police or stipendiary magistrate is present
on the bench, then whatever may he the
number of honorary justices who are also
sitting, the opinion of the police or stipen-
diary magistrate shall prevail and bhe the
decision of the ecourt. So that if there are
sitting on the hench a stipendiary magistrate
and two or three honorary justices, and the
stipendiary magistrate comes to one decision
and the two or three honorary justices come
to an opposite deciston, then the decision of
the stipendiary magistrate will prevail.

Mr. Hughes: If the stipendiary magis-
trate is there, justices cannot sit.

My, McDONALD: They can sif, but only
in an advisory capacily. They will be in
a consultative capacity, and the decision of
the court will be the decision of the stipen-
diary magistrate.

The Premier: The honorary justices assist
to decide whether the defendant is guilty or
not.

Mr. MeDONALD: The honorary justices
will assist the stipendiary magistrate by their
opinion, and no doubt in many instances thak
will fortify the stipendiary magistrate. The
honorary justices will be able to consult with
the stipendiary magistrate and point out to
him any considerations which may affect the
gutlt or innocence of the accused; and no
doubt the representations and advice of the
honorary justices will carry weight with the
stipendiary magistrate.

The proposition of the Bill is not a very
alarming one when one comes to consider
that in actual practice, when a stipendiary
magistrate sits in the court, it is seldom that
one finds more than one or fwe ordinary
Justices also present. As it is now, under the
existing law, if there is only one honorary
Justice present, the opinion of the stipen-
diary magistrate prevails, but if there are
two honorary justices present the idea is to
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extend that provision and provide that the
opinion or defermination of the stipendiary
magistrate shall prevail even though there
may he two or more honorary justices who
have arrived at a different opinion. But
actnally in practice, I think I am right in
saying, it is seldom that more than one or
two honorary justices sit with the stipendiary
magistrate. Very often only one honorary
Justice sits with him; and perhaps I may
sav—the member for East Perth will correct
me if I am wrong—that on the great
majorily of occasions no honorary justices
at all sit. So that in the vast majority of
cases the decision rests entirely with the
stipendiary magistrate, there being no hon-
orary justices present at all, But this Bill
seeks to say that even if one or more hon-
orary justices may be sitting upon the beneh,
the decision will still resi with the stipendiary
magistrate in the same way as is the usunal
-practice when he is sitting in judgment alone.

The intention of this measure is to ensure
that decisions in the courts where stipendiary
magistrates sit shall if possihle he more con-
sistent in their quality, particularly in re-
lation to penalties. It has to he remembered
that although these courts deal with minor
offences, at the same time they deal with
human lives and characters and liberties; and
the decision of a conrt of minor jurisdiction
may be most important to a man or woman
or voung person, because it is the first oe-
casion on which he or she appears before
a court. The decision will be far more im.
portant to such persons than the decision
of a superior court in the case of a man
who may have fallen foul of the criminal
law before and may be a hardened offender.
We appoint stipendiary magistrates under a
special Aet of Parliament passed in 1930,
They are men who must have a certain legal
qualification; they must he barristers . or
solicifors, or must have passed a certain ex-
amination. They are men seleeted for their
character and their ahility, and are heyond
any question. They are given security of
tenure. They cannot he removed exeept on
an. address from both Houses of Parliament,
based on mishehaviour or incapaeity; and
they are entitled, if they remain of good
behaviour and good ability, to retain their
office until they are 70 years of age. So
we have set up a body of men of integrity
and of qualifications and ability to perform
this responsible duty in our inferior courts.
‘We have given them independence of judg-
ment,
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The idea is that we shounld not allow it
to be possible for the decision of those men
to be over-ruled by any two honorary jus-
tices who may happen to step on the beneh,
either usually or for a particular occasion.
The honorary justice may he a most deserv-
ing citizen, hut he may have heen appointed
only a month ov two hefore and may know
little about law and little about human
nature. He may know little or nothing
ahout the difficult question of weighing evi-
dence which affects the liberty and character
of peuple brought before the eourts. The
idea is that it will be safer, since we have
appointed and set up this body of indepen-
dent qualified stipendiary magistrates, to
prevent any possibility of a miscarriage of
justice, simply because two honorary jus-
tices may arrive on the bench and over-rule
the considered and informed opinion of the
professional and regulav stipendiary magis-
trate.

There is nothing partienlarly novel about
such a proposal as this. It is only doing
generailly what has been done for a long
time in eertain specific pieces of legislation.
Under the Illicit Sale of Liquor Aect, 1913,
any charge tor the illicit sale of liquor must
be beard before a stipendiary magistrate. A
similar provision is contained in the Police
Act Amendment Aet, 1902, dealing with the
illicit possession of gold. If my recollection
is right—I have not looked at those Acts
since last year—it is the magistrate alone who
deals with offences of that kind. When those
Acts were put on the Statute-Book, there was
no such Act as the Stipendiary Magistrates
Act, 1930; there was no hody of regular
magistrates guaranteed security of tenure
and not removable from office except at the
request of hoth Houses of Parliament.

Now we have huilt up that hody of sti-
pendiary magistrates as the responsible, al-
though junior, hranch of our judieiary, this
Bill seeks to ensure that they will be able
to deliver their findings in the courts over
which they preside without heing over-rnled
by two or more justices who, possibly with
the best motives, may sit on- the bench and
take a different but not so informed or
responsible a view as that of the regular
stipendiary magistrate. Of course, should
the stipendiary magistrate be unable to sit,
or if in country places & stipendiary magis-
trate is not available, then the honorary jus-
tices would sit as his deputies and discharge
their important functions and the ordinary
rule as to majority decisions wounld apply;
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but this Bill provides that where the ser-
vices of a slipendiary magistrate can be ob-
tained, his decision is to be the determining
factor, and the justices who are present will
sit in an advisory or consultative capacity.

Mr. Fox: The magistrate need take no
notice of them,

Mr, MeDDONALD: The magistrate, I think,
will give—and does give—every considera-
tion to the views expressed by any honorary
justiee sitting with him; but the magistrate
is nearly always a man of many years’ ex-
perience in weighing evidenee, and when he
makes up bis mind, according to his ability
and his conscience, then, of course, he must
stick to it. He would not allow himself to
be diverted or weakened by snggestions made
by someone else with whom he did not agree.
This Bill, it is submitted, will place the
administration of our lower courts—as they
are ealled—upon perhaps a more regular and
consistent basis. The Bill contains nothing
more than that principle. I move—

That the Bill he now read a second time,

Question put and passed.

Bill rcad a second fime.

In Commities.

Bill passed throngh Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL—CRIMINAL CODE AMEND-
MENT (No. 1).

Second Reading.

MR. McDONALD (West Perth) [5.8] in
moving the second reading said: This Bill
is precisely similar to a Bill brought down
fost year after having been passed in an-
other place. It seeks to amend Section 211
of the Criminal Code Act, 1913. The short
effect of that seetion is that any person
who, heing the owner or oeccupier of any
house, room, or place, knowingly and wil-
fully permits it to he open, kept, or used
as a common hetting house by another per-
son, or who has the use or management, or
assists in conducting the business of a com-
mon hetting-house, is guilty of an offence,
and is liable on sumniary conviction to
imprisonment with hard labour for six
menths, or to a fine of £100. Shortly, the
vart T have just read—-Subsection (2) of
Section 211-—aims at making responsible the
owner or occupter of premises wpon which
betting is condueted.
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It will be noticed that Subsecetion (2) of
Section 211, which I have just read, makes
it an offence if an owner or oceupier know-
ingly and wilfully permits premises to be
used as a eommon betting-honse. The Bill
proposes in the first place to delete the words
“knowingly and wilfully” in line 2 of Sub-
section (2) of Section 211, In the second
plage it is proposed to add in Subsection (2)
two definitions, firstty of “oeceupier” and
secondly of “owner.” These definitions will
he seen in the Bill. They arc rather long
but the objeet is to make responsible, apart
from the oecupier and owner, people who
are agents and trustees or who are otherwise
responsible for the premises, or who receive
rents from the premises, or can be said to
he people who have the supervision and con-
trol of or are actively concerned with the
premises.

The object of the Bill is to strike out the
words “knowingly and wilfully” in relation
to the use of premises as a betting-shop, and
also to make it eleay what people can be
brought in as offenders under this section,
by extending the definition of owner and
ocenpier to include people who control the
premises. This seetion is the one mainly
used in proseentions for starting-price bet-
ting, and the aim of the Bill is to assist the
police authorities to administer the law in a
more effective way. There is nothing in the
measure that affects the principle of the
present law. It does not seek in any way
to amend the law of starting-price beiting
in regard to its basic prineiples. All it
seeks to do is to facilitate the proof of
cffences by owners and oceupiers of starting-
price premises. It is more a procedural Aect,
in the sense that it removes from the prose-
entor-—namely the Commissioner of Police
or his subordinates—the obligation to prove
that the owner or occupier knowingly and
wilfully permitted the premises to be used
as & betting-shop. It has been suggested
that to prove that an owner or oceupier
knowingly and wilfullv permitted the pre-
mises to he so used places upon the prose-
eution n very diffienlt hurden of proef, and
if these words are removed the proof will be
made very much easier, and owners and
oceupiers of betting shops, who now eseape
through difficulty of proof, will be ahle to
be brought fo hook and made to incur pro-
per responsibility,

Although the words “knowingly and wil-
fully” are by this Bill removed, it is still
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necessary, in order to succeed with a prose-
cution under this section, that it should be
proved that the owner or occupier of the
premises permitted them to he used as a
betting shop. To my mind that would in-
volve the prosecution in proving that the
owner or occupier had knowledge ihat the
premises were so used bhecause, unless he
had that knowledge, he could hardly he said
to have permitted the premiszes to be used as
a betting shop. T make that reference in
ease it might be thought that by taking out
these words we may be exposing owners and
oecupiers to an unfair risk of heing prose-
cuted and perhaps convieted under cirewn-
stances under which they should not have
been so proseeuted and convicted,

I do not think there is any reason to ap-
prehend any real danger to innocent people.
In faet, a5 a matter of practice, what wonld
happen under this section as amended by
the Bill is that when a kecper was con-
victed of starting-price betting, the owner
or occupier—assuming that he was naot the
keeper—would be immediately nofified by
the police. They would point out to him
—informing him by letter or in some other
way—that the premises of which he was
owner or occupier had been mentioned in
the Police Court, and so-and-sc had heen
convicted of keeping a siarting-price shop
in those premises. If the owner or occupier
allowed the premises to continue in the oc-
cupation of a man who had been convieted
a= 0 keeper, or allowed them to continue
to be s0 used, then of course he would make
himself liable to prosecution under this sec-
tion as amended.

There are three ways in which starting-
prive betting shops ean be dealt with under
the existing law and, as I =aid, this Bill does
not seek to alter the prineiple of the exist-
ing law. The owner may be prosecuted, the
keeper may be prosecuted, and the punter
may be prosecuted, In aetunal practice, the
owner is never prosccated. I think there was
a prosecution some years ago on the gzold-
fields. Apart from that, I have never heard
of any prosecution. We all know that
owners Iin some, Or many, cases are reople
who know perfectly well the use to which
the premises are being put and, by virtoe
of that use, they are able to draw much
higher rents because the betting business
carried on in their premises is so much more
profitable than ordinary trading business.
They have the knowledze, and in some cases
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they participate, perhaps in many eases, in
the profits made from the conduet of a busi-
ness which is prohibited by law.

This Bill has been made of some import-
ance because for a numher of vears the
Commissioner of Police, in his annual re-
ports tabled in this House, and under the
beading of gambling, has complained that
his legislative powers have heen insatficient
to enable him properly to deal with this evil.
Last year in his annual report the Commis-
sioner said—

I eannot too stremgly draw attention not

only to my remarks but also to those of my
predecessors extending over a number of years
regarding the 8.P. betting evil, which is in-
ereasing, despite the attention of the depart-
ment and the fines inflieted. Yf Parliament is
unable to see its way to legislate, then no more
can be done than is being donc now to keep
this rampant evil in check,
Whatever our views may be as to starting-
price betfing, it iz called by the Commis-
sioner of Police in his report of last year
“a rampant evil” Again in his veport of
this wvear, tabled only two or ihree weeks
ago, the Commissioner says—

Onece again I draw ctieniion to the evil of

starting-price betting shops which is eertainly
not deercasing. TUntil legislation is passed to
enable more stringent mearsures to he taken
against 8.P. shops, very little if anxthing can
be done to cope with this evil.
By this Bill an attempt is made to
sirengthen the hands of the Commissioner
of Police against owners and oceupiers, and
as far as my own view goes I would like
to see him deal promptly with the owners,
who have had exemption so far. I will not
say they have heen intentionnlly exempted.
I do not know ahont that; but, in fact, they
have had exemption, and they are appar-
ently people who are participating in the
profits, snd deing se with the knowledge of
the kind of business that is conducted in
Lheir premises. So this Bill enables us to
meet, as best we can, the demand by the
(‘ommissioner of Police, that his hand he
strengthened by the Legislature to enable
him to deal with this 3.P. betting evil,

Mr. Marshall: What will happen if the
owner is also the ocenpier?

Mr. MeDONALD: It will be 50 much the
hetter; we will get him with both barrels!
There is another reasen why this Bill comes
at what I might eall an opportune time. I
do not intend to delay this House long on
a matter whieh has so often been debated
here, but T think it was in 1937 that a Royal
Commission in Sonth Australia presented a
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report on starting-price betting. That was
scme two or three years after a measure
had been passed in that State to legalise
certain premises for the use of S.P. bet-
ting. In 1937 the Bookmakers’ Association,
through its witnesses, admitted to the Com-
mission that in the preceding year the gross
profit of all the S.P, hookmakers from 8.P.
betting had been £540,000. That was the
gross profit out of which they had to pay
rent, salaries and fines—no, they do not pay
fines in that State.

Mr. Marshall: They are heavily taxed.

Mr. MeDONALD: They did not, out of
that sum, have to pay their losses. It repre-
sented their gross profit subject only to rent,
salaries and other incidental expenses. The
Commission, in its report, stated that it re-
garded the £540,000, which was admitted by
the 5.P. bookmakers to be the gross profit
in one year, to be too little; it ednsidered
that amount to be a eonsiderable understate-
ment of the total profit for that year. Even
if we assume that the figure supplied by the
5.P. bookmakers in South Anstralia was
correct for the year 1936 and work on a
comparative population bhasis, it would
mean that something between £300,000 and
£400,000 a year is lost or paid in this State
bv punters to maintain the S.P. bookmakers,

Mr, Marshall: You have to remember that
in Adelaide the S.P. bettor is hetting on the
course as well, and on dog-racing, too!

Mr. McDONALD: Some difference may
arise there, but if we are to arrive at any
fizure from the cvidence given before the
Royal Commission in South Australia, we
are compelled to realise that S.P. betting
must cost the punters in Western Aus-
tralia a sum which would be anything be-
tween £200,000 and £400,000. If the money
ts not punted on the dogs it will be on the
horses. At this time when money is so much
demanded it is not consistent with our
national obligations, nor is it consistent with
the views of a great scetion of our people—

Mr., Watts: Especiatly of the Prime Min-
ister.

My, MeDONALD: Yes. His words yester-
day were of the strongest and most vigorous
quality. It is not consistent with all these
considerations that we should fail to listen to
the appeal of the Commiseioner of Police for
added powers to deal’ with what he calls,
“this rampant evil,” which is so costly to our
country at a time when we need all the
money we ean get. I wish to add just a few
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more words to this effect : This small Bill will
not cure starting-price betting any more than
the Criminal Code will cure murder or
thieving. All we can do by law is to mini-
mise offences against the law to the fullest
possible extent.

We will never, in a human socicty, entirely
stamp out crime, but by proper laws and the
enforecement of them, we will keep erime and
offences down to a minimum, and that is
what we feel we should do at the present
time and what I hope will be achieved, to
gome extent, by this Bill. As I said before,
it does not alter the law regarding S.P. bet-
ting. It is, therefore, not a eontroversial
matter. It simply aceepts the law as it
has stood, unaltered by Parliament, for
many years. All it does is to make easier
the means of proof when a prosecution is
launched against the owner or oecupier. It
is a Bill which is worthy of the serious con-
sideration of the House. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Bill passed throngh Committee without
debate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

MOTION—STATE CIVIL REQUIRE-
MENTS.
To Inquire by Seleet Committee.
TDebate resumed from the 14th October
on the following motion by Mr. McTlon-
ald :—

That a Seleect Committee he appointed to
inquire into any existing or threatened short-
ages in the supply of essential requirements for
¢ivil consumption in this State, and as to the
alloeation to this State of a fair quota of the
Australian production of such requirements,
and as to the shipping and other transport ser-
vices for the carriage of such supplies to this
State, and to report thercon to this House.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS [5.28]: 1
ean quite understand the motive that
prompted the member for West Perth to
move in this dircetion, but I intend to speak
against the motion as it is at present con-
stituted, and later to move an amendment
which will, I think, have the desired effect
and reach the objective sought hy the hon.
member. In the main it is most essential
that this House, and all the citizens of this
State, should have the fullest information as
to the availability of commodities required



[4 Novemser, 1942.}

for the civil population, and to have the
satisfaction of knowing that these commodi-
ties will be here as and when necessary.
I submit, however, that it is quite unneces-
sary for the attainment of the objective to
move for the appointment of a Seleet Com-
mittee. The individuals in this State who
have the information the hon. member seeks,
who have access to records and documents
and have themselves the information, would
be disrupted in their normal avoeations and
services if a Seleet Committee were ap-
pointed to obtain that information.

In addition, let us consider for a moment
just the effect of the appointment of a Sel-
ect Committee and the unnecessary disloca-
tion that that would invelve. When one is
appointed, it is necessary for the Clerk of
the Legislative Assembly or the Clerk-
Assistant to act as secretary of the commit-
tec. It is necessary for “Hansard” to take
a record of the proceedings and for the typ-
ists to be employed in typing that record.
The printing of the evidence and the com-
mittee’s report follows, and if witnesses are
called certain fees can be claimed together
with fares, should the witnesses have to
travel from distant parts. I think that in
all the cireumstances, while it is appropriate
for the House to know all that is desired by
the member for West Perth, the appoint-
ment of a Select Committee to obfain that
information is guite unoecessary. It is im-
portant, for example, that with regard to
the supply of essential veguirements for
civil econsumption in this State and for the
alloeation to this State of a fair quota of
Australian production of sueh requirements,
the members of this House, and through
them the general community, should be as-
sured on the position.

It is also necessary that members should
be kepi quite up-to-date regarding what is
done with reference lo shipping and other
transport services for the carriage of such
supplies as are necessary for State require-
ments, and to shipping priorities and trans-
port services generally for the conveyance
of necessary commodities. That applies not
only to foodstuffs but to all requirements
of civilians, which are also important to
those in military life as well. T suggest that
the best way of overcoming the difficulty—I
realise that the member for West Perth
maved the motion at a time when the posi-
tion was much more serious from his point
of view than it is today—would be to adopt
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another course. Iknow that after moving his
motion he mentioned to me that he had had
no opportunity of informing the Government
of hig intention to do so, as it were, on the
spur of the moment. I suggest to him that
he aceept the amendment I move as fol-
lows—

That the words ‘‘a Select Committee be ap-
pointed to inguire jnto any’’ be struek out and
the words ‘‘the appropriate Ministers have
prepared immediately and as thoroughly as
possible a review of the’’ ingerted in lieu.
There are many officers associated with the
departments dealing with this subject who
eould, without dislocation fo their normal
and econtinuous circumstances, prepare very
full and complete reports that could be made
available to this House. At that stage it
would be a proper time—if it were shown
from the reports that there was not suffi-
cient recognition of the needs of the State
in various directions, that there was any
laxity or anything had been overlooked or
it could be shown that the State’s require-
ments were likely inadequately to be met—
to take definite action in respeet of any
direction in which the arrangements ap-
peared to be weak.

Mr. Me¢Donald: When does the Minister
think such reports would be available?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I should
say within a fortnight, which would he much
more prompt than would be possible if the
Select Committee were appointed, the in-
vestigation carried out and the report sub-
mitted to Parliament. In many instanees, it
is in the ordinary proeess of the officers’
work that the information sought is avail-
able and which wounld have to be furnished
to the Select Committee in the eourse of its
investigation. I snggest that the most ap-
propriate action to take at this stage is not
to appoint a Select Committee, but to secure
the information desired by way of a report
or reports from the appropriate Ministers.

MR. WATTS (Katanning—on amend-
ment): T oppose the amendment. 1 cannot
understand why the Minister objeets to
members of this House concerning them-
selves in matters that ave the subject of the
motion submitted by the member for West
Perth. What is the reason why the Minister
contends it would be more advantageouns to
this House and the people of the State if
reports were presented by departmental offi-
cers per medium of the Ministers concerned,
instead of the information being procured
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as a result of inquiries by members of this
House, appointed by the House itself, acting
cn behalf of the people. I have always con-
tended in matters of this kind, and parti-
cularly thronghout the war period, that mem-
bers of Parliament should be taken more
into the confidenee of the Ministers of the
Crown and Government officials than they
are. I know that if T weve to go to the
department presided over by, say, the Min-
ister for Lands or that controlled hy any
other Minister and I asked speeifie ques-
tionys or sought definite information, I would
receive courteous and sufficient replies. But
the cireumstanees are that there are many
matters that do not come under one’s notice
until brought to one's notice from outside.
They are matters that require investigation;
they are matters on which we should be
informed.

Members of Parliament should make their
own inquiries and, as far as possible, fol-
low their own line of investigation. 1
frankly admit that T do not like the proposal
to delete the provision for the appointment
of a Select Committee, and I think members
would he hetter advised if they adhered to
the motion as moved by the member for
West Perth. Let us, as members of Par-
liament, satisfy ourselves as to the cirenm-
stances existing here by comparison with
those operating in other States. When that
is done let us come hefore the members of
the House as a Select Committee and report
cxactly what we have found. We might
find that there was some cause for ecomplaint
or criticism—possibly our inquiries might
lead ns to a reverse decision—concerning the
actions of the departmental officers who,
the Minister suggests, should make the ve.
port to Parliament, That is the last and
possibly the most important reason why
members of this House should make the
inquiry so that eivil servants, faithfully
though they may have been, who have been
responsible for the work done and conse-
quently are responsible to this House, should
submit the requived information to members
of this Chamber who may be appointed for
the speeific purpose. I oppose the amend-
ment.

ME. BAMPSON (Swan—on amendment) :
Il am very disappointed at the Minister’s
attempt to amend & useful motion in the
manner suggested. If snecessful, the resnlt
would he the hreaking down of an old ecus-
tom whereby members representative of all
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parties could give consideration to a sub-
Jeet submitted to it by motion of the House.
There would appear to be a deeply-rooted
disinclination on the part of the Government
to allow any person other than a member
of the Cabinet to engage in any effort that
is being made, Unfortunately, one cannot
escape the implication, because if a Select
Committze weve appointed, each Party would
be represented on it, and surely the Minister
is not in¢lined to doubt the eapaeity of mem-
bers who would be elected to such a ecom-
mittee.

Time after time we have been told that
the ofticers of the departments are over-
worked. Yet, almost without hesitation, the
Minister recommends that this work also be
done by senior officers of the departments.
That is what it amounts to. I cannot imagine
that Ministers themselves would undertake
this work and so it would be shifted on to
the shoulders of senior officers, But would
that he effective? Could senior officers
expect people in a position to give advice
to come along and give it to the same un-
limited extent as they would to a Select
Committee? The motion would be produc-
tive of useful results. It envisages the
future and puts up a helpful proposition,
and those who have spoken so often ahout
the new order should welcome it and not
he sidetvacked hy the subtlety of the Min-
ister who, while being guite sineere, mmst
realise that the amendment would have the
effoct of hringing about the utter annihilation
of a most nseful motion.

HON. N. EKEENAN (Nedtands—on
amendment) : If I understood the Minister
aright, his objection to an inquiry by a
Seleet Committee is based on the ground
of expense.

The Minister for Lands: Not so!

Hon, N. KEENAN': I understoad the Min-
ister to say that in the first place he objected
on the score of expense. Some civil servant
would have to be in attendance as secretary,
and “Hansard” would have to he present to
take shorthand notes of the evidence. The
Minister is wrong in his statement regarding
the necessity for printing the report of a
Seleet Committee. That is always the sub-
jeet of a separate motion when the report
in presented to the House. Tf the whole
of the subject matter can be made clear to
membets without the nced for printing the
report, T take it that the Tlonse would not
order the printing.
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The Premier: It would be very derogatory
to defeat such a motion. It would amount
to saying that it was not worth printing.

Hon, N. KEENAN: There have been in-
stanees where the report has not been printed.
How often has the Premier had expericnee
of a report oot being printed?

The Premier: Very seldom. .

Hon. N, KEENAX: I can recall a couple
of instances. One invelved matter of such
volume that the printing of it might not have
been justified, but here is an inguiry the re-
port on which I cannot imagine would be
of any great volume. Here is an advantage
that cannot be attained by other means—
anyvone with relevant evidence mav appear
hefora a Seleet Committee. No doubt the
Minister would make all proper inquiries he-
forc making ‘or tabling a statement dealing
with the matter, but his sources of infor-
mation would be official sources. He would
not invite any person who had knowledge
of these matters to come along to his office
and tell him of them. He would get his
officers to make official mquiries. Yet the
very burden of the motion is to get infor-
mation from th» pgeneral public dealing,
amongst other things, with the allocation to
this State of a fair quota of Australian pro-
duction, and cnsure that it is fairly and
evenly distributed between the civilian popu-
Iation and the Military Forces and between
one State and another,

The Minister for Lands: You could get
very little information on those points out-
side of official sourees.

Hon. N. KEEXAN: One can get infor-
mation on the point of the alloeation of pro-
duetion for civilian and military use from
one’s own household. -Perhaps the Minister
is not aware that two days ago there was in
the metropolitan markets a very large quan-
tity of potatoes which had gone rotien be-
cause, on the day they were hrought in and
piled up, they weve earmarked for military
nse and not one of them was taken away.
The Minister will not get such mformation
as that from official sources.

The Minister for Lands: Yes, we will.

Hon, N. KEENAXN: Such information is
obtainable from one's housekecper.

The Minister for Lands: But I counld get
more reliable evidence.

Hon. N. KEENAN: It might he more re-
liable or it might be equally veliable. That
ts only an illustraiion. There sre many mat-
ters hearing on these delicafe 1uestions that
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public information alone can solve. Dealing
with the question of the allocation of pro-
duction between the various States, I read
in the newspaper that the Minister had in-
formed the Flouse—I was not in my seat
when the statement was made—of the ex-
pected crop from the potato digging now in
progress in this State and of the alloeation
cf the crop. Unless what appeared in the
Press is incorrect, the greater portion of them
was going east.

The Minister for Lands: Fifty per cent.

The Premier: About 3,000 tons.

Hon. N. KEENAN: The difference is
slight. I was under the impression, only
from past experience, that in Australia this
is the time when potatoes come in from dig-
ging all over the countinent. TFor instance,
digging, at Ballarat, at Warrnambool—is not
Warrnambool the great potato-growing
centre of New South Wales?

Members: Of Vietorial

The Minister for Lands: There is a very
important L:oint, that we can use only 4,000
tons until our next crop is harvested.

Hon, N. KEENAN: Will the public re-
quirements he completely supplied by 1,000
tons?

The Minister for Lands: Practically so.

Mon. N. KEENAXN: Civilian and Avmy?

The Ministey for Lands: Yes.

Hon, X. REENAN: These are all ques-
tions with which a Select Committee would
deal. T am entively opposed to the striking-
ont of the words. Their exeision would take
the whole virtue out of the motion. It weuld
deprive the Select Commitiee of the oppor-
tunity for evidence to eome forward from
the publie, the members of which would state
their ease: nnd that is the essential end of
the motion.

ME. BOYLE (Avon—on amendment): I
desire to compliment the Minister for Lands
on his proposed contribution to the austerity
campaign by moving an amendment in op-
position to the granting of a Seleet Com-
mittee. An interjection by the Premier I
wis indeed pleased to hear, for it cleared up
a dark suspicion which has existed in my
mind for a period of about four years. The
hon. gentleman said that the refusal to print
the evidence taken by a Select Committee
was derogatory to that committee. I know
that is true, hecause there was a Select Com-
mittee known as the Seleet Committee on
Edueation, whose report of evidence was
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not printed. That evidence was given by
responsible people.

Mr. SPEAKER: I point out to the hon.
member that that has nothing to do with
this motion.

Mr. BOYLE: ¥ merely seek, Sir, to rebut
the Minister’s statement as to the expense
of a Seleet Committee. The Select Com-
mittee on Education sat for seven weeks, at
a cost to the State of £17 10s.; and the Gov-
ernment refused to allow the evidence pre-
sented to the Select Committee fo be
printed, and rejected its recommendations
in addition. Therefore I am glad that the
Premier has, after a lapse of four years,
straightforwardly intimated to the House
that his Government’s action was deroga-
tory to that Seleet Committee’s investiga-
tions. The amendment moved by the Min-
ister for Lands, if we carry it, will throw us
back on to statements prepared by officers
of the various departments. I have nothing
to say against those officers; they are good
men, and do their work; but why should
they be called upon to do work of this sort?

The Premier: They would be called on.

Myr. BOYLE: I do not agree with that
view, The Select Committee wounld have fhe
right of a Partiamentary Seleet Committee
to summon witnesses. That right weuld not
be given to departmental officers. It has
heen said that these witnesses eould not give
cvidence with regard to water supplies; but
they might be able to give a lot of informa-
tion. I hear of many anomalies whose re-
moval wounld do good te the eivil and mili-
tary population. Therefore it would be well
if we exereised our powers as a Parliament
and authorised the appointment of a Select
Committee. T oppose the amendment, be-
cause it represents a mere effort to turn
the well-meant and well-phrased proposal of
the member for West Perth into nothing
more or less than a departmental inquiry,
which would prohably go the way of all such
inquiries.

The Minister for Tands: That is spoken
with your usual generosity!

Mr. BOYLE: The Minister for Lands ae-
cuses me of lack of generosity, but the re-
sponsibility is a big one to throw on to
eivil servants. The Minister would accept
no responsibility.

The Minister for Lands: T accept re-
sponsibility for evervthing I bring to this
House.

Mr. BOYLE: Yes, the Minister does; but
at the same time he proposes to delegate
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this inquiry to public servants. I do not
like to see the Minigter become heated over
the matter.

The Minister
heated.

Mr. BOYLE: The faet of my not happen-
ing to agree with the Minister is no offence
io him. I have had one experience with the
lion. gentleman in regard to a Select Com-
mittee when he was Minister for Education.

Mr. SPEARKER: Now let us get hack to
the motion,

Myr. BOYLE: I support the motion, but am
opposed to the amendment, and hope that
the House will agree witk me in that oppo-
sition.

MR. McDONALD (West Perth-—on
amendment) : I know the Minister desires to
ease the situation, but he does not quite
conceive what I have in my mind. For that
reason 1 oppose his amendment. We have
had no Select Committee this year, if my
recollection is right; therefore we have not
overdone that. As regards expense, we have
no neced for “Hansard.” The jndges of the
Supreme Court, even with a man’s life at
stake on a capital charge, take down the
evidence in longhand. The chairman of this
Seleet Committee will he quite able to take
the evidence given before him in longhand.
The question of a secretary need not worry
anyone. I will supply a seeretary who is a
qualified shorthandwriter and typist. The
question of printing can be decided later.
Printing may not be needed, I hope the re-
port of the Seleet Committee will be one
which will say in a few words, “After hear-
ing the business community and the consum-
ing eommunity and those responsible for
supplies, we are pleased to say that every-
thing has been done which ean be done;
and we have no recommendstions.”” Such
a report need not he printed at all.

However, I desire to put this other view
to members. The supply of food and essen-
tial requivements to farmers, workers, and
men, women and children in hospitals at a
time when those supplies may he cnt off,
is & matter of the first consequence to this
State. If there are shortages, the blame will
probably fall on Parliament—not merely on
the Ministry, but en all members who will
have to face their constituents in their dis-
tricts and be asked, “What is the good of
you people in Parlinment if vou cannot
make inquiries and foresee shortages which
could he guarded against?’ T am not say-

for Lands: T am not



|4 Novemper, 1942.]

ing that the Minister for Lands and his
colleagues are not doing all they ean, but
this is a matter of the first importance, pos-
sibly a matter of life and death. At all
events, it represents the difference hetween
equilibriem and chaotic conditions. I regard
this as something of a test.

I do not know what members feel, but if
we are never to have a Select Committee,
-never to make an inquiry of our own, but
must always take what the Ministry—how-
ever capable its members may he—tell us,
however justly and honestly, if we must
always take what civil servants put up, then
I think we are stullifying ourselves. We
‘have respensibilities as members of Parlia-
ment, and if we are to do nothing, make no
inquiries ourselves, but merely take, like
schoolboys, what is told us, then I think we
are not of very much use. That may be a
personal view; other members may have dif-
ferent views. But we have bad no Select
Committee this year. Here one could he
appointed that would cost practically no-
thing. It affects a watter vital to the people
of the State, a matter that has caused much
anxiety to ecommercial interests and peo-
ple responsible for supplies, I think—I may
be eompletely wrong—that the matter is es-
sentially one on which members are justly
entitled to inform themselves by their
own inquiry. If members take that view,
then the amendment will be defeated. If
not, I will be saved quite a lot of work and
.will find consolation even in defeat.

Amendment {to strike out words) put
and a division taken with the following re-
snlt:—

~ Ayes . . . 17

+  Noes .. 13
Majority for .. .. 4
AYES.

Mr, Coverley Mr. Needham

Mr. Orosa Mr. Nulsea

Mr. Fox Mr. Tonkic

Mr. Howhe Mr. Triat

Mr. W, Hegney Mr. Willcoch

Mr. Johnson Mr. Wise

Mr. Leahy Mr. Withers

Mr, Marshall Mr. Wilson

Mr. Millington (Tellar.)

NoEgs.

Mr. Berry Mr. North

Mr. Boyle Mr. Sampson

Mr. Hughe? Mr. Seward
. Mr. Heenan Mr. Walta

Mr. Mann Mr. Willmott

Mr. MeDonald Mr. Doney

Mr. McLarty fTeller.)
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Mr. Holman Mr. Abbott

Mr, Panton Mr. Hill

Mr. Rodoreda Mr. J. H. Smith

Mr. Raphaetl Mr, Stub

Mr. Styants Mr. Thorn

Mr. F. C. L. Smith Mr, Warner
Amendment thus passed.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS8: I move—

That the words proposed te be inserted be
ingerted.

HON. W. D, JOHNSON (Guildford-Mid-
land—on amendment): I support the
amendment and desire to take this oppor-
funity te bring under the notice of Minis-
ters the special feature of Western Austra-
lia's isolation. The Minister for Works
today, when dealing with the importation
of gas-producers, pointed ount the special
advantage that one firm would enjoy by
having an agency in the Eastern States and
then sending over to its branch here special
equipment for ears to be used in the bhusi-
ness. That is our difficulty today in West-
ern Australia. The Minister, by his illus-
tration, helps me in regard to the point I
desire to make., Purely Western Austra-
lian coneerns have no resident representa-
tives in the Eastern States, and therefore
have nobodv on the spot to purchase and
acquire essentizl goods for distribution in
Western Australis. A eoncern in Western
Aupstralia that has a branch in eastern Aus-
tralia and ean buy its own requirements,
plus quantities for sale here, is in a good
position. Itz representatives enn purchasc
goods immediately they are available in the
factory and can attend to their speedy
transport to this State,

Members may say that that expedites de-
livery, but it penalises Western Australian
activities, because the big concerns in this
State that are purely Western Australian
are handieapped to that extent. Within the
last fortnight certain interests in Western
Australia have had their representatives
touring eastern Australia in order to ascer-
tain what can be done to better the or-
ganisation for the purchase of essentials
required by this State. These men have
gone as far afield as Newcastle to make
investigntions. As far as I know, they eon-
tacted Canberra. They certainly contacted
all the big manufacturers who supply com-
modities that at present are not being made
in Western Australia. There is no ques-
tion about the advantage of acquiring goods
on the spot at the factory, and this is facili-
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tated if one is armed with a bank draft.
The member for West Perth raised this
very point in a letter which he read and
whieb appcared in “Hansard.” It set out
that a special manufacfuring concern had
excused the non-delivery of goods on the
ground that it could nof obtain permits to
despateh them to Western Australia; ship-
ping was not available. The Western Aus-
tralian firm immediately got busy and ar-
ranged for the shipment. On the manu-
facturer being notified, he had to admit that
he had sold the goods elsewhere and so
they were not available.

When we investigated we found ont
where the trouble was, and I suppose we
can put ourselves in the other fellow’s place.
There is a manufacturer with a produect
ready and a bayer comes in. He is right on
the spot and takes delivery immediately.
There is no responsibility on the part of the
manufacturer to attend to delivery, or to
have all the trouble of doing the shipping
and attending to those details that the
manufacturer is called upon fo attend to
for Western Australia, as distinet from
what he has to do for Sydney or Melbourne
where the sales are effected. It would be
all right if we could get somebody resident
in the various States to buy but that would
he penalising the local consumers, because
these costs have to be added. I think the
whole matter requires just a little bit of
close investigation on the part of the re-
sponsible Ministers.

Mr. Seward: That is sound reasoning for
the appointment of a Select Committee.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: No. I think the
Ministers counld do it if they went into the
matier, and T am raising my voiee in this
particnlar case because I know what I am
speaking about. I received a report only
within the last 48 hours with regard to one
particular officer who went East, and got
what he was told when he left here there
was no chance of his getting. That shows
the advantage of heing on the spot. We
have to try to overcome the difficulty and to
make people in the Eastern States realise
our isolation and our disability, and appre-
ciate the faet that there are Western Aus-
tralian concerns which are purely Western
Australian, that they do not maintain an
organisation in the Eastern States and that
if they did so it would impose & special
penalty on the consumers in this State.
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If the matter i5 approached in that spirit,
I believe the Commonwealth Ministers will
realise the special cireumstances and will
certainly do better than is being dome at
the present time. I am prepared to admit
the statement of the Minister for Industrial
Development, which was again emphasised
this afternoon by the Minister for Lands,
that the position is better foday than when
the member for West Perth moved his
motion. At the same time, a good deal more
requires to he done before we ean say that
we are on anything like a comparable buy-
ing basis with concerns in the Eastern
States that are right on the doorstep of the
factories. The letters the member for West
Perth read were a striking illustration of
the disability we suffer because of our isola-
tion, and I trust that as a result of this
motion there will be a bigger improvement
evenrr than has taken plaee during the last
few weeks. -

Amendmen (to insert words) put and
passed.

Question put and passed; the motion, as
amended, agreed to.

House adjourned at 6.14 p.m.

Tegislative Agsembly.
Thursday, 5th November, 1942,
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BETTING, CLOSING OF S.P.
PREMISES.
Point of Order.

Mr. Needhom: On a point of order!

If a member, after making unse of an of-



