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do not see why he should not be granted the
same jecessibility to amenities as the white
man, provided that he observes our laws.
Cosmo Newbery is controlled by the depart-
ment, and I understand that it is deing first
¢lass work. Although the superintendent is

very striet he appears to bhe doing an excel-,

lent job. Natives must be disciplined to
some extent, just as we discipline ourselves
or those working for us.

I am glad that the Government appointed
My. Bateman, who is both just and impartial,
and his report will be of value to the Govern-
ment and the people of this State. Some of
our policemen are sympathetic towards the
natives, but, on the other hand, a few are
too severe. 1 do not think sueh officers
should be placed in positions of eontrol over
our natives. I eould quote an instance from
the early days where, because of his own do-
ing, a policeman was speared. After that he
shot every native that he saw.

Hon. A. A. M. Coverley: That was 50
years ago. They do not do that today.

Hon. E. NULSEN: No, but there are still
some very hard-hearted persons in positions
of control. I am sure that if the Minister
were to hear of instances of harshness they
would be properly dealt with. In & number
of small towns it is difficult to deal with the
natives, though that is not always their fault.
In many instanees I am inelined to blame
the white man for the wrongdoing of the
natives. I commmend the Minister for being
inelined to give the natives more liberty, to
which they are justly entitled. I commend
him for the good work he has been doing, in
emulation of his predecessor, and I belieyve
that at last our natives are to be given a fair
go and put on a basis as near as possible to
that of the white man.

Progress reported.

House adjourned até 11.55 p.m.
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ASSENT TO BILLS.
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lowing Bills:—

1. Optometrists Act Amendment.

2, Town Planning and Development Act

Amendment.

3, Commonweaith Powers Aet, 1943,
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ment.
Passed,
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RESOLUTION—BANKING,
NATIONALISATION.

As to Commonwealth’s Refusal of
Referendum.

Message from the Assembly requesting
coneurrence in the following resolution now
considered :—

That in the opinion of this House the action
of the Commonwealth Government in proceed-
ing with its proposails for nationalisation of
banking without first conducting a referendum
ealls for the strongeat protest from this Parlia-
ment on behalf of the people of fhis State.
The Commonwealth Government can claim no
mandate from the people for such proposals
which, in view of the controls over banking
exercised under the Banking Act of 1945, are
in ne sense neceseary or desirable and should
not be imposed on the people without their
assent. Therefore, this House calla upon the
Commonwealth Government not to proceed
with the Bill unless and until such a referen-
dum of the Australian People has been held
and decided in the affirmative.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. H.
S. W. Parker—Metropolitan-Suburban)
[4.39]): I move—

That the resclution be agreed to.

This resolution has been transmitted to this
Chamber to enable members to express their
opinions on the econflscation of bank pro-
perty, the confiscation of shares held in
banks, and the confiscation of the asseis of
hanks,

Hon. E. M. Davies: I thought they were
being purchased.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I repeat
the word “eonfiscation.” I use it deliberately,
heeause there is only a purchase when there
is a ready sale. Here there is not a ready
sale but & eonfiseation called a purchase.

Hon. A. Thomson: Yeu bave to take what
ix given you,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
Commonwealth Government is forcing
pulitical control on the banks, and on the
people’s everyday needs. It will be purely
party politieal control, The party rvepre-
sented by whatever Government happens {o
be in power will control even the pocket-
money of the individual.

Hon. E. M. Davies: Bunkum!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T will
deal with that interjection directly. I do
not think Mr. Davies believes it himself. He
is one of those unfortunate individuals whe
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have followed the party which has put him
in the present position, In June, 1021,
the all-Australia Trade Union Conference in
Melbourne decided that the first plank of
Labour’s platform would be the socialisa-
tion of industry, production, distribution
and exchange. But at all eleetions, that
has been kept in the background. I for
oneg have told the people from the hustings
that that was the first plank of Labour's
platform, and I was told that I was draw-
ing the long how. It was denied by the
Labour candidates; it has been denied by
nearly every Labour candidate. It was kept
in the background at the last Federal elee-
tions because the candidates knew very well
they would not be supported if the people
knew truly what they stood for.

When I first songht a seat in Parliament,
in 1927, I said that we were rapidly pro-
ceeding to socialism, I was laughed at, and
perhaps rightly so, because it has taken
nearly 20 years to come about. But it is
here now. Capitalism—if our present
system of demoeracy is capitalism, and I
think it is—gives every citizen the same
rights and privileges. He is allowed free-
dom of thcught, freedom of speech and free-
dom of action, and the right to earn a just
reward for the work he does, He has the
right to work where be likes and at what-
ever occupation he wishes, with certain re-
strictions, which are being rapidly in-
oreased. But what does socialisation dof
It is a doetrine of restriction and contral
of all the things which capitalisin grants
freely lo every individual.

" Socialism takes away all freedom of
action, We know the country most pre-
nounced in this matter is Russia, where there
is slave labour and the people are told what
to do. Although they receive wages, there
is nothing they can purchase, and there is
no incentive to produce. Capitalism or
demoeracy gives every opportunily te the
individual to produce to his utmost, and in
these days that is what we want. The
nationalisation of banking means that the
individual will have fo go to the Common-
wealth Treasurer who will have absolute
control. We will be able to bank only
where he permits, and he will decide what
finanecial assistance we are to get.

Hon. E. M. Davies: That is what the
Commonwealth Bank Board decided during
the depression.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am’

afraid the hon. member has not read the
bank Bill, and obviously he does not agree
with its contents, and for that I am
pleased, At al] times, socialisation has been
detrimental to the standard of living and
the advancement of the people. True soeial-
isation brings everyone to the same level,
which means that no-one works more than
he wishes to, and so leads as idle a life as
possible because there is no encouragement
to do otherwise. This is exemplified in our
midst—we have only to see the aborigines
in their natural state to see complete social-
ism. Again, socialism breeds tyrants, It is
clear that the present- Commonwealth
Government has no intention of hearing the
views of the people or of taking the slight-
st notice of them. Not only that, but the
Speaker appointed by the Government re-
fused to allow members to address- the
House. The gag has been applied frequently
by the Government’s preponderance of
members.

Hon. E. M. Davies: How many times was
it applied by the previous Government?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not
know, but if it applied the gag often, it
was quite rightly put out, and I trust this
Government will be put out if it does not
allow members o air their views.

Hon, E. M. Heenan: I think every mem-
ber in the House voted on the Bill

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
s0, but not every member was allowed to
speak. The time was limited.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: Every member
voted on it

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I say
without fear of contradiction that a time
limit was fized, and members were allowed
only a certain time in which to speak. There
was no freedom, as we know it. Not only
were members of the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment not allowed to speak, but the people
are not allowed to give their views, For-
tunately the Legislative Council of Vietoria
took the bit between its teeth and said, “We
will let the people speak.”” The Govern-
ment said, “This is a shocking thing for
the Legislative Courneil to do—to put the
Government out of power” But the
freedom of the people of Viectoria was
emphasised when they said, “Is it? We will
show you.” They put the Government out
by the neek. They said, “It is only proper
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that we should have a say.” Although
it was not a State matter, the people
desired to show; that they had no
time for a Government connected politieally
with the one endeavouring to put through
the Bill to bring about the nationalisation
of banking. Even now the Prime Minister
entirely ignores the wishes of the people
expressed in Victoria, the only State where
there has been the opportunity to do se.

It might be said that we should hold a
referendum here, Well, to ¢conduect a referen-
dum "in Western Australin would oceupy
many months because it would have to be
taken over the whole of this sparsely settled
State. But we are doing the next best
thing, We are giving an opportunity to
the representatives of the people to express
their views on behalf of their constituents.
I am pleased, as I represent one-third of
the people on the Legislative Couneil roll,
to be able to express my views on their
behalf. I am perfectly sure that there are
very few people who desire the nationalisa-
tion of banking, apart from those whe do
not think and the Communists. With the
Communists, I include the Socialists be-

cause they are virtually one and the same
thing.

Hon, E. M. Davies: The same old story!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Well, we
shall see, In order to bring about in one
fell swoop their ohjective of bringing abont
complete and absolute socialisation of in-
dustry, the Government has followed the
immediate and direct tacties of the (Com-
munists, and I shall quote the remarks of
Lenin, made in 1917, to show how appro-
priate they are today., In addressing the
1917 Bolshevik Conference on how the
iransition from eapitalism to complete
socialism should be hrought abount, Lenin
said—

We are all agreed that the fundamentsal
first step in this direction must be such
measures as the nationalisation of the banks
and the trusts. Lel us put into practice these
and aimilar measures and we shall see. It is
possible and even indubitable that the tran-
sition will not he made without combined
types, i.e., we cannot either nationalise the
small consumers’ concerns, ie,, one or two
wage workers, or place them under a real
workers? control. Their role may be small to
the vanishing point; through the nationzlisa-
tion of the banks they may be tied hand and
footy all that ia true, butt why throw over the
minimal programme so long as vestiges, how-
ever slight, of bourgeois relations remain,
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That was what Lenin said in 1917. He took
over the banks. There is now not one private
bank in Russia. That is what is happening
here now. If the Commeonwealth Government
has this power there will not be a private
bapk in Australia. It is also very significant
that the “Party Training Manual” of the
Angtralian Communist Party makes refer-
ence to it.

Hon. G. Bennetts: You will be on the
black list of the Communist Party.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I sin-
cerely hope and pray that I will be. Next
there is the following extract regarding the
Communist Party—

The Australian Communist Party in its
Party Training Manuval (pp. 38 and 39) piet
tures the mensures which must be taken to
bring about Communist rule over Australia,
through ‘‘ parliamentary action.””

It is parliamentary action of which we now
complain.

Hon. E. M. Davies: There is not one
Communist in Parliameat.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I venture
to assert that there are many, and that there
wHl probably be more.

Hon. G. Bennetts: Can you name one?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes. I
cannot say if the name by which he will
deseribe himself is “Prime Minister” or
“Treagurer.”

Hon. E. M. Davies: You would not say
that outside!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I have
said it. The manual eontains the following—

These (i.e, communist sponsored) members
enter Parliament, not that they may take the
maehine into their hands, but that they may
destroy it.. . . . The Communist Party makes
use of bourgeois Parliaments and enters them
for the furtherance of the revolutionary class
struggle.

That is what is happening now. Who gets
the snpport of the Communists at the elec-

tions 1

Hon. E. H, Gray: The Liberal Party!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
quite wrong.

Hon. E. M. Davies: At any rate, it gets
the second preferences.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am per-
feetly sure that many supporters of the
Commonwealth Government do not realise
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what the socialisation of banking means.
Only the other day Mr. Kenneally—I think
it was in Canada—stated that the next step
would be the -socialisation of the steel in-
dustry. He need not worry about that,
because the socialisation of banking
socialises everything. The steel indusiry
canpot carry on without finance and iff
the Commonwealth Treasurer has control
of the finances, everything else 1is
socialised. Does any hon, member believe
that the people of Russia are happy and
freet If any member thinks so, he is
quite justified in voting against the resolu-
tion., One object of the banking Bill is to
eontrol credit. Very frequently the state-
ment has been made that the Commonwealth
must have power to control eredit. That
has been stated by supporters of the legis-
lation.

When the supporters of the Common-
wenlth Government’s legislation contend
that it is neeessary for it to eontrol credit,
I would point out to the House that Russia
is the only country where the Government
actually does control credit. Have membhers
given thought to what it means to control
eredit? It means the control of all over-
drafts, of all trading accounts, of all shop-
keepers who give any credit, of hotel
keepers, warehousemen, merchants, manu-
facturers, mining people, squatters and
farmers—all are absolutely and directly
controlled.

Hon. G. W. Miles: And the unions?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Possibly
unions will have special privileges—if they
vote in a certain way. Take the position
of a small shopkeeper who gives credit
every week. He cannot give that ecredit
unless he himself obfains credit, and so it
goes up the scale. The small shopkeeper
obtains credit from the warehouseman, and
the warehouseman in turn must get eredit.
Where does he get it from? Obviously from
the bank.

Hon. (. Bennetts: He would get ii from
the Commonwealth.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: From the

Commonwealth Treasurer—if he likes to
make it available.

Hon. G. Benneits: The same applies to
the ordinary banks,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If the
Treasurer says he will nat give credit to
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a person beeause he is a Communist whom
he does not like but will provide it to a
Liberal whom he does like, the latter will
receive the necessary eredit. That is the
way in which the socialisation of banking
will operate. Most decidedly if the small
shopkeeper gives ecredit to a person of the
wrong political eolour, the transaction will
be traced right up, and eredit will be with-
held from him.

Hon. G. Benrnetts: Does the Bill say there
is no right of appeal if an individual is
turned down?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Obvi-
ously the hon, member has no idea of what
this means, and thai is what the Common-
wealth is preying on. How will it be pos-
sible for-the small man to carry on? An
aggrieved person will not be able to go to
courf and lodge an appeal becaunse he has
not beén able to get an overdraft. #Vhat
will bo the position at election time? Do
members think that a bank manager will
have authority to grant an overdraft or ex-
tend eredit to a candidate who is standing
in opposition to the Government in
power? Do they think for one moment that
a non-Labour Government if in power would
allow the AL.P. eredit in order to enable
it to fight an election?

Ilon. E. M. Heenan: You are spoiling it
now.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Do mem-
bers think that when they get some ex-
treme and unreasonable man as Treasurer
in control of the banks, he will allow any
extension of e¢redit to those that desire to
oppose him? It is not reasonable to think
that he would.

Hon. G. Bennetts: At election time you
would get the decisions through the ballot
box.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Mr. Ben-
nefts has struck the point exactly. He says
it will be all right if a man gets through
the ballot box. I am one of those who ob-
jeet to going through the ballot box in
order to secure pre-selection.  Everyone
should have the right to stand and not be
required to gain that right through the pre-
selection ballot box in order to be able to
secure the neecessary finanee. Bat thal is
exaetly what will happen, The present
(Government is determined fo bring about
abgolute and complete socialism. As T

“ing legislation controversy.
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.havu already pointed out, the Federal Bill

will give the Commonweslth Government
control of all eredit and the Treasurer, who
is nsunally, and in fature will be, the Prime
Minister—LUlry what pame he will call him-
self when the Bili is passed, I do not know
—will take the zction that has been indi-
cated, We know what such people were
called in other ecountries. Hitler was ealled
the Chancellor, which, I understand, is the
equivalent of Treasurer.

It is significant that the present Com-
monwealth (Government has aiready shown
its tyranny by refusing to allow the people
to express their opinion. - Furthermore
it is in great fear that it has over-
stepped the bounds of the Constitution. It
is significant that the principal adviser on
constitutiona] questions to the Common-
wealth Government, a man holding an
extremely high office in the Administration,
has been out of Australia during the bank-
I refer to the
Federal Attorney General, the man on’
whom the Government has a right to lean
and from whom it has a right to expeci ad-
vice. He is out of the country and has
taken no part at all in the discussion.

There is a great dispute as to the consti-
tutionality of the proposal. We know that
there are many manoeuvres already on foot
to avoid the possibility of this project going
before the Migh Court. The Commonwealth
Government hopes to induce the Governor
General to give his assent quickly se that it
may then appoint new direciors of its own
choosing and also in order that those direc-
tors may prevent the banks from taking
aclion {o apply for an injunction. Why
should a member of the Commonwealth
Parliament go out of his way in a most
dastardly .manner under the privileges of
Parliament to abuse people whom every
honest British persen is proud of, namely,
the personnel of our High Court, the
judges. Ome thing the Britisher is proud
of is that his judges are ineorruptible and
horest. No-one suggests that judges do not
malte mistakes, but they are honest; and
that is the one solid foundation ©f the
British Constitution.

The Prime Minister himself does not say
anything, but one of his underlings abuses
them in a most diabolical manner. (ne of
the Prime Minister’s colleagues got up and
supported him but the Prime Minister did
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not say a word. I was asked just now whb
were the Communists. I leave it to mem-
bers to judge. A Communist is one who
keeps quiet and allows others to do the talk-
ing while he stands back. Why is it that
there is this attack on the High Court, and
why is thig effort made to prevent the matter
going before the High Court? Why is the
Federal Attorney General kept out of Aus-
tralia. I sincerely hope it is because those
coneerned know well that they are on
dangerous ground from the eonstitutional
point of view,

Hon. G. Bennetts: He is trying to keep
peace in the world.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No
doubt the hon. member saw the eriticism in
the paper the other day as to Dr, Evatt
trying to keep peace in the world. We all
agree that in normal times what we require
is to kecep our people employed and ocen-
pied, and to endeavour in every way to
support new industries, We want people
to come here and we want to keep them
moving. Mr. Dedman said that by wiping
out the banks and having only one bhank we
wonld put 7,000 people out of work. He con-
tradicted that statement afterwards, for he
knew he had put his toot in it. The Posi-
master General said “Ne, we will not pnt
people cut of work; we will have them all
dipaing tronehes for the deparfment.” By
introducing the banking Bill the Common-
wealth Government is not increasing the
number of our ecitizens who can gain an
honest and useful employment.

Hon. G. Bennetts: The private banks put
50,000 people in this State out of work
during the depression.

Hon. J. A, Dimmitt: Nonsense!
were not 50,000 people out of work.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
the Communists' ery. The hon. member is
not a Communist. I do not suggest that,
because if he were he would keep quiet.

Hon. G. Bennetts: The money was not in
the hands of the workers, so it must have
heen in the possession of the banks.

The MINISTER FOR MINES:
Scullin was Prime Minister when the
miers’ lan was formulated.

Hon, E. M. Davies: He did not have the
Senate with kim.

The MINISTER FQOR MINES: He did
not have the other Labour Premiers with him.

There

M.
Pre-
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It was stated that the Socialists' objective
was drafied by a committee headed by a
man who became Labour's first post-war

Prime Minister, Mr. Seollin. It was
forced througk the 1029 Conference,
where it was explained in detail by
Mr. Scullin bhimself. That deals with
Mr. Scullin and the depression. The Prem-
iers, including the Labour Premiers,
forced the plan throagh.  Socialism
decreases the opportunities for people
to engage in useful oeccupations but

eapitalism encourages it in every way and
promotes production and employment. I
recall that in Western Australia in the
early days how pleased everyone was when
the banks began to open up. There were
only one or two thea but gradumally others
came in. Then the country began to
flourish, and now they are going to be
wiped out. We have not been allowed to
express our opinions and therefore we ean
only present them here, as the representa-
tives of the people.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: That statement is
hurdly justified, hecanse there has heen g
grent deal of publicity.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
people themselves have not been heard. The
Senate is suppozed to be a House represent-
ing the Sfates, but it is purely a party ma-
chine. In ihe House of Representatives,
Opposition members are not allowed to
speak. Parliament in its true sense has
ceased to exist in the Commonwealth.

Hon, E. M. Davies: 1 heard a lot of
Opposition members speak over the air, and
so did other people.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Were
they put out during the course of their
speeches?

Hon. E. M. Daviea: There was not so
much row as when the other side was speak-
ing.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T submit
that in the present Commonweslth Parlia-
ment members are not given freedom or
sufficient time in whieh to express the views
of their constituents, as they are justly and
rightly entitled to as members of that Par-
liament. I suggest thaf in fufure all candi-
dates for parliamentary honours be asked
whether they are socialists.  Communists
candidly admit what they stand for. T re-
gret that there are many other people who
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will not admit that they are socialists but
vote for all legislation dealing with sociali-
sation. The people of Victoria iy an over-
whelming vote have shown that a large see-
tion of Australia is opposed to the na-
tionalisation of banking and socialism.
I ask those members in this Chamber who
are in favonr of the resolution not to hesi-
tate to declare themselves. It is only
right that the people who have put us here
shouid know definitely -and distinetly
whether we are for or against the resolu-
tion.

Hon. W, J. Mann: Do you fhink you
will get a division?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If those
who are in favour of socialisation of indus-
try will come out with their views and can
indieate that therce is anything good in their
ideology, then we will have their views be-
fore us, and we will be able to adopt them
it we like. Let us hear what is good in
socialism so that we may adopt it if we feel
like doing so.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: Are we not here to
deal with State matters?

The MINISTEX FOR MINES: Yes.
But as soon as the banking Bill goaes
through' the State will cease to exist be-
cause all the finances of all its people will
have gone. . The State Parliament itgelf
will cease to exist. If the Bill becomes law,
State Parliaments will cease to exist in
six years. I felt I had to express my views
but alse the views of the Government of
which I happen to be a member. I there-
fore ask the House to support the resolu-
tion. '

HON. J. A, DIMMITT (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [5.13]: I congratulate the Gov-
ernment on having brought forward this
motion. There is no need for me to speak
as to the demerits of the proposed legisla-
tion. T propose to take up the same attitude
as that adopted by the Premier in another
place. As our Leader in this Chamber dealt
foily with the demerits, I shall confine my-
self to certain other aspects. Many volumes
have been written in regard to banking in
Australia, so that there are many oppor-
tunities for students to get n good and elear
insight intg the banking system which has
operated here for a great number of years.

Members shonld keep in mind the point
that in 1936 a Royal Commission was
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brovght into being at the request of the
Commonwealth Parliament to investigate
the banking system of Australia. In 1937,
that report was presented to the Common-
wealth Parliament. It is not a popular publi-
cation with members of the Labour Party for
the simple and obvious reason that the find-
ings of the Royal Commission did -not sap-
port the contentions which are now ad-
vaneed in favour of the banking Bill, On
the contrary, it praised the banking system
of Australia for playing an important part
in getting Australia out of the impasse
which occurred from 1930 to 1933. Mr.
Chifley was a member of that Royal Com-
mission. Reference was made by the Min-
ister to the absence of the Federal Attorney
General, and he rather suggested there were
obvious reasons for that absence,

I would like to refer to an advertisement
which appeard in the “Sydney Morning
Herald” on the Sth August, 1943. I quote
this in support of the inference I read into
the Minister’s remarks. This was a half-
page advertisement and featured a picture
of Herbert Vere Evatt. To the left of the
picture, in big headlines appeared this cap-
tion —

‘“Evatt Ends an Argument.”’

Below that it stated that—

‘‘Labour is opposed to National Seecurity
Regulations except where they are essential
for the prosecution of the war and is pledged
to revert to legislation in the normal manner
ag soon as war exigeneies permit.’’

-Below that, in eapitals, and underlined,

appeared this eaption—

The Commonwealth Constitution gives no
general power to nationalise industries.

1 think that the Minister had that in mind

when he referred fo the absence of Dr.
Evatt. Below that was a further eaption
in equally large letters, anud also under-
lined—

Under a Labour Government there will he
more room for private centerprise and busingas
initiative after the war than ever before.

Hon, K. 1I. Gray: There will be, too!

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT:
peaved a facsimile of the signature of
Ilerbert Vere Evatt.  There hag been no
mandate given by the peorle of Australin
to the Commonwealth Government to
nationalise banking. Here we have a cleac-
ent, concise statement made by the Federal
Attorney General in 1943. In 1046, Mr

Then there ap-
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Chifley told the public of Australia that he
wonld follow the precedents and prineiples
laid down by his predecessor, the late Mr.
Curtin, He did not anticipate or indicate
to the people any intention to introduce
nationalisation of banks or of any industry.
For those reasons I intend io support the
resolution and eongratulate the Govern-
ment on bringing it before the House.
Hon, E, M. Heenan: You have not dealt
with the demerits of the Bill, as promised.

Hon. J. A, DIMMITT: 1 said I would
not deal with them.

Hon. E. M. Ileenan: I am sorry,

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT: 1 said that I
would deal with two other aspects. Now
that the hon. member has raised this point,
it has been suggested that this is a futile
effort. Even if it is a fulile effort; even
if it is troe that the Prime Minister closes
his mind to any objeetion that may be
raised against his policy, I hope the Gov-
ernment will proceed with this reselution
and that it will be sent to the Prime
Minister in spite of its possible ineffective-
ness.

HON. G. W. MILES (North} [5.20]: 1
congratulate the (overnmenf on bringing
this matter forward. T was anxious to sec
some of the supporters of the Labhour Gov-
ernment get up and give us some of their
views.

The Honorary Minister: You are an opti-
mist.

Hon. G. Fraser: We do not want to waste
the time of the House.

Hon. G. W. MILES: As Mr. Dimmitt
mentioned, the Commonwealth Government
has no mandate ftom the people to intro-
duce this socialistic legislation, On the
contrary, when Mr, Curtin was Prime Min-
ister in 1943 he pave an assuranee that no
soeialistic legislation would be introduced
during the war.

{{on. E. H. Gray: And he carried it out.

Hon. G. W. MILES: Yes; yet Labour
supporters say that the Commenwealth
(GGovernment has a mandate from the people.
I want to quote this statement—

The Government’s ease is inherently and
thoroughly bad, and the Government knows it.
It has not a shred of warrant for this legis-
lation and, on the statement of Mr. Chidey
himself, up to two months ago, it requires no
powers for the control of the credit strueture—

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. W, R, Hall: What are youn reading
from?

Hon. G."W. MILES: This is in a publica-
tion entitled ‘‘Hard Comment.’’ :
Hon. W. R. Hall: Who writes that?

Hon. G. W. MILES: It does not matter.
These are faets, and I want Labour mem-
bers to understand that these are Mr.
Chifley’s words I am quoting.  The ex-
tract continnese—

—it requires no powers for control of the eredit

structure other than those already expressly
taken and appoved by the country,

Mr. Chifley’s excuse to Parliament is that
he has o mandate for his proposals because—

(1) the Federal Constitution gives to the
central Government power (in Chifleys words)
““to control banking,’’ and—

Hon, E. M. Heenan: “What edition is
that?

Hon. G. W. MILES: —

{2) the AL.P. platform has always—or at
least ‘for the puast 25 years—cited as the
Patty’s objective *‘socialisation of the means
of production, distribution and exchange’’ and
specifically the nationalisation of banking
(neaning u Government menopely) as a pro-
vess towards that end.

Hon. G. Fraser: The public put them in.

Ilon. G. W, MILES: I will deal with put-
ting them in and with what your leader
said.

Hon. G. Bennetis: What is the name of
the paper?

Hon, G, W. MILES: It is ealled ‘‘Hard
Comment,”’ and is published in Sydney.
I will lay it on the Table,

Hon. G. Fraser: Never heard of it!

Hon. 3. W, MILES: You are hearing of
it now. The extract continues—

The first of these claims ia false. What the
Conatitution deea iz to give to the Federal
Parliament power to make laws for ‘‘peace,
order, and good government’’ with respect
(inter alin) to “‘banking, other than State
banking, also State banking extending bé
yond the limits of the State concerned.’’ To
interpret this power as conveying that the pre-
Federal convention which drafted the final
compromise Constitution, expected and ap-
proved in advance the creation of a Federal
monopoly in banking, is so palpably absurd
that no person, even a socialist, can possihly
believe it.

I think that members in this House who are
supporting the Chifley Government cannot
believe that was the intention of the framers
of the Constitution. The paper continues—
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Mr. Chifley knows that such a proposal was
not even, in the minds of the convention. He
ig therefore twisting the intention as well as
the words of that foundation Act, and on that
count he will have to answer in the courts.
Democracy in peril.

The sceond claim betrays the chicanery of
the socialists’ procedure. Mr. Chifley and his
followers are utterly contemptnous of the elect-
orate, or of any verdict by the electorate which
runs counter to their designs.

Hon, E. M., Heenan:. Who wrote this?

Hon. G. W, MILES: I will tell the hon.
member, and I will lay the paper on the
Table for him to read. If he reads it, he
will probably have more sense than he has
today. Why does the hon. member not get
up in the House and.say what he believes?

The PRESIDENT : Order! Will the hon.
member please address the ‘Chair?

Hon. G. W. MILES; I am- sorry.

Hon. G. Fraser: You are telling the Honse
what we belipve.

Hon. G. W. MILES: The hon, member
needs telling, too, ’

Hon. E. M. Heenan: All T want {o know

is who wrote it.

Hon. G. W, MILES: Why not get up
and make a speech instead of interjecting?
I have said T will table the paper. I have
said that i is called “Hard Comment,” and
it is issued by Citizenship Pty. Ltd,
Third Floor, 28 (’Connell-street, Sydney.

Hon, G. Fraser: Who is the contributor?

Hon. G. W. MILES: The Editor.
“‘Hon. G. Fraser: Who is the editor?

The PRESIDENT : Order! Will the hon.
member please proceed{ .

Hon. G. W. MILES: The paper states—

Mr. Chiflcy and Lis followers are utterly
contemptucus of the electorate—

So are his snpporters. That is my inter-

Jection.

-—or of any verdict by the electorate which
runs counter to their designs. Heneeforth, no
Labour leader’s policy specch is to be accepted
as sincerc mnless he confesses frankly that he
intends to socialise everything at the first op-
pertunity and to substitute a regimented State
for the existing demoeratic Commonwealth,
That is what he will be committed to—by Mr,
Chifley’s own admission—and if he does not
confess it on the election platform ke will be
practising deeeit on the electors, Mr. Chifiey
has said that the socialisation objective is there,
and that a vote for Labour, even when soeial-
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ism i not mentioned im ite leader’s policy
iz a vote to go ahead with Labour's most
extreme and hitherto theoretical aims.

Hon. G. Fraser: It has been a plank ever
since I was a boy.

Hoa. G. W, MILES: That is what the
articla says.

Hon. E. M, Heenan: How many more
pages of that are there?

Hon. G. W, MILES: The paper con-
tinnes—

So far was the majority vote for Labour
in 1943 and 1946 from being a vote for soecial-
isation of means of production and exchange
{beginning with the trading banks),—

I want Fremantle members particularly to
remember this—

—that Mr. Curtin wen in 1943 only because,
when expressly questioned, he unequivocally
pledgad his Party not to introduce any social-
isation measures during the war, the end of
which has not yet officially arrived as the Gov-
ernment’s own use of the Nationa) Secnrity Act
testifies. Nor lhas Liberal been rcleased from
that pledge of Mr. Curtin. Mr, Chifley won in
1946 on a stand pat policy speech. Hae declared
he would make no promises whatever in depar-
ture “rom the previous regime, He had mada
it plain that the banking Aects passed in 1845
afforded his Government sufficient power to con-
trol the mational ecredit and to.‘‘gear the
country for any recession.’’

That is & ¢omplete reply to the people who
say they have a mandate for this Bill. They
have no mandate and this resolution, earried
by Puarliament will show that we in West-
ern Australia are opposed to the nationalisa-
tion of banking which will mean, as the
Leader of the House has said, the nationali-
sation of all the industries of this country.

Hon. G. Praser: You have not told us
the name of the writer.

Hon, G, W, MILES: I have said it was
the editor and have given the name of the
paper and the place from whigh it is issued.

Hon, G. Fraser: Give ns the name; we do
not know it,

Hon, G. W. MILES: T have quoted what
Mr. Curtin said, and the hon. member re-
memaers he gaid it. Mr. Curtin said there
would be ne socialisation during the war,
and Mr. Chifley also said it. I endorse those
remarks. The war was over when Mr.
Chifley was elected in 1946, and he said he
wounld nof introduce any fresh mecasures.
Now he has the impudence to come nlong
and say he has a mandate from the people.
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There is no mandate whatever, I
hoping—

MHom, W. R, ‘Hall: You will be hoping!

Hon. G. W, MILES: I will be hoping,
-and the hon, member will be, too, before it
is all over, that our present Governor-
General, who was appointed by the Labour
\Government, pushed on to the King—

Hon, E. H. Gray: The King appointed
him,

llon. G. W. MILES: He had no option,
Y hope that be will exercise his authority
and perhaps save the face of the Labour
Party by refusing assent {o the nationalisa-
tion Bill unti} a referendum has been taken.

am

HON. L. A. LOGAN (Central) [5.30]: I
do not think this opportunity should be
passed over without members expressing
their opinions as to what is right, The
Governmenf musi be given credit for
being honest enough in its convictions
to present the resolution, It has been
said, in favour of the Commonwealth
banking Bill, that it has been brought
down to save the country from an-
other depression., No argument more
puerile than that has ever been heard, to my
knowledge. If we cast our minds back to
the Jast depression we will recall the position
that cxisted. Those who are trying to foree
the Bill through the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment say that the Associated Banks drove
men off the land and cansed the depression.
If those same gentlemen were to go round
the couniry today they would find that 95
per cent. of the primary producers are op-
posed to the Bill. Had men been driven
off the land by the banks, and had the banks
caused the depression of 1930-33, the pri-
mary produecers would foday have been in
fovour of the Bill. Tt is =aid {hat the Com-
monwealth Government has a mandate,
There has never been a mandaie given for
soch a purpose and there never will be, if
the matter is put to the people for their
decision. The result of the recent election
in Victoria and the enormous number of
sipnatures attached to petitions sent to
¥edera] members—

Hon. G. Bennetts: Half of them were
forced.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: —and to the Gov-
ernor-General, in protest against the Bill,

[COUNCIL.]

indicate the feelings of the people. We now
hear that the Commonwealth Government
wants a referendum on price control, which
iz something that the States ean manage
without any trouble, at a time when everyone
is clamouring for a referendum on the bank-
ing Bill, Mr. Chifley, with his dictatorial
attitude—we have recently got rid of an-
other dictator, Adolf Hitler—refuses to
grant it. .

Hon. G, Fraser: He has taken a leaf out
of the book of this House, which last year
refused to grant & referendum.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I was not then a
member of this House and know nothing
about that referendum. I therefore cannot
reply o the inferjection,

Hon. G. Fraser: This House last year
refysed a request for a referendum.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Perhaps it had good
cause for doing so. If those who are in
favour of the banking Bili ecould come for-
ward and give one honest reason why it is
necessary, we might listen to them, but not
one walertight reason has been given to
convinee us that it is necessary in the in-
terests of the country. We ean get down
to socialism in theory, and it sounds
quite good, but in practice it never has
worked, and never will. There is no need
to labour the point. In their own hearts
I believe the majority of members are in
favour of this resolution being agreed fto,
and are opposed to the nationalisation of
banking.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [5.33]:
Earlier this afternoon, Mr. President, I
suggested that the debate be adjourned, as
the Leader of the Honse had made a re-
markable speech and I considered it my
duty to sindy it ecarefully so that I eould
reply to his statements. Ibave never before
heard such an address delivered in this
House. It gave an exposition of capital-
ism and demoeracy such as I have never
heard before at any time in my life.

The Minister for Mines: You are learn-
ing!

Hon. E. H. GRAY: I oppose the resolu-
tion as I think it is a grave mistake for the
State Parliament to interfere with the Com-

monwealth Parliament. I have been 8 mem-
ber of this House for 24 years, and can
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agssure members that never before has the
Legislative Council carried a resolution of
this nature, It is a bad move and one that
will rightly be resented, not only by the
Commonwealth anthorities but by thousands
of people throughout Western Australia.
The banking Bill now before the Common-
wealth Parliament has been part of the
platform of the Labour Party for over 40
years, to my knowledge.

The Minister for Mines: Since 1921.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: The Minister ean
go further back than that. It was adopted
by the trade union conference at that time,
but was part of the Labour Party’s plat-
form 40 years ago. I have been a member
of the Labour Party for 47 years, and can
vouch for that.  Resentment has been
aroused among the peaple by the vicious
propaganda tactics adopted by the Press,
and by the Liberal and Country Parties
behind the Press, as well as by other
vested interests. Who would have believed
that the day would come when the vice-
president of the National Bank in Vietoria
could move successfully in the Legislative
Council of that State a resolution holding
up Supply, and eausing many thousands of
Government employees to wait for a fort-
night for their wages, without protest from
any party except the Labour Party?

The Minister for Mines: The people pro-
tested.

Hon, E. H. GRAY: If this House at-
tempted to do sueh a thing, there would be
a tremendous outburst of indignation from
the people of Western Australia. That
resolution was sucecessfully moved in Vie-
torin and the president of the National
Bank dictated to the Government and stop-
ped Supply.

Hon. L. Craig: His action was endorsed
by the people.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: That was because of
the huge sum of money spent on false and
virious propaganda. We know that hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds have been
spent on sueh propaganda. Where does
that money come from? Tt comes from
those people—the select few—who are
anxious to retain their hold on the bank-
ing institutions.  The suceessful operation
of the Commonwealth Bank in every State
of the Commonwesalth is a direct denial of
much that has been said in this House today.

* all bunkum.
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Ion. W. J. Mann: Then why are the
other banks still in existence?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: At Forrest-place, at
Fremantle. or wherever there is a branch of
the Commanwealth Bank in Western Aus-
tralia, one can see well satisfied people of
all classes doing successful husiness with the
Commonwealth Bank. Tloes anyone drop
dead or go in fear and trembling beeanse
the Commonwealth Bank is holding the
savings of the people to the tune of many
millions? '

The Honorary Minister: It might be dif-
ferent with a monopoly.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: There is a monopoly
of savings bank business in Western Aus.
tralia.

The, Honorary Minister: This would be
a monopoly of all kinds of banking.

Hon. E. H, GRAY: The Commonwealth
Government has carried but its poliey and
its pledges. The late John Curtin honoured
his promises, but the war is now over and
we must get ready for the future. I have
no hesitation in supporting the Chifley
Government and its legislation, as I helieve
that course is in the best interests not only
of the working people of the Commonwealth
but of business people also. This talk about
stopping eredit to small business people is
There is no sense at all in
that argument. The Commonwealth Gov-
ernment is wisely looking to the fuiure.
Neither in this country ner in any other
part of the world can people anticipate
a continuation of the present high mar-
ket vwrices, and unless Darty leaders in all
countries use their brains and get down to
hard work in planning wisely for the
future, there will he tremendous problems
to be faced.

The Honorary Minister: Do you not think
the people should have heen eonsulted by
means of a referendum?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: The nationalisation
of banking is not a new provision in the
Labour Party's platform.

The Honorary Minister: We have not
heard mueh of it in the Labour platform
of the past.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: It has been part of
thal, platform for as long as I can remem-
ber.

The Honorary Minister: It must have
been well hidden away.
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Hon. G. W, Miles: You want to go to
Russia.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: 1 do not, and I do
not think it ix fair for Mr. Miles to men-
tion Russia, or for the Leader of the House
to try to mix up Labour Party principles
with Communism. No member of the Lahour
Party hesitates to condemn Cemmunism, as
he knows what it is.  None of us knows
exactly what is happening in Russia but,
bad ag it may be, it is befter than what
existed in the old days. The Ruossians have
the right to govern their country as they
think fit, and we alse have that right, This
is the first time I have heard any Leader
of this House claim that capitalism is de-
moeraey, and 1 say he will bave a job, to
prove it.  If capitalism is democracy, or
vive versa, we are in for a bad time, as the
history of capitalism from its ineeption is
a story of cruelty and starvation inflicted
on all those who have come under it. Tt
has only been by the organisation of the
working people, their trade unions and their
political party, that they have been able
suceessfully to resist capitalistic exploita-
tion. It can mnever truthfully he claimed
that demoeracy is capitalism, or viee versa.

Hon. . W. Miles: You would have all
bureancrats and no prodncers.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: 1 say the Govern-
ment js badly advised in presenting a resolu-
tion of this nature and I hope members of
this Chamber will exhibit their usnal caution
amd prudence in deciding that it should not
he agreed to. We should look after our
own affairs and allow the Commonwealth
Government to conduet its own business.
There is no donbt that the projected bank-
ing legislation is supported by many thous-
andg of unionists throughout the Common-
wenlth of Australia.

Hon. G, W, Miles: They are not a major-
ity of the people of the Commonweslth.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: The hon. member
will live to see the day when the people of
Australia will reverse the decision given in
the last week or two, and say that the Labour
Party was right all along. There is still
time for this legislation to he put into opera-
tion, and before the next Commonwealth
election people will realise its hlessing. The
Commonwealth Government will again be
returned with a tremendous majority. I
alaim the Commonwenlth Government has

[COUNCIL.]

a mandate from the people of Australia
for the intraduction of the banking legisla-
tion. We have our ambit of authority over
the people and should not voneur in a resolu-
tion of this sort, which is an interference
in the Federal sphere of activities. T still
hope that members of this Chamber will
again exkibit their prudence and wisdom
and, with their characteristic slowness in
passing legislation, will defeat the motion
for the ndoption of the resolufion whieh I
have no hesitation in opposing.

HON. SIR HAL COLEBATCH {Metro-
politan)[546): T should like to reply to
two of the arguments used by Mr. Gray.
First of all he attacked the right of the
Government and Parliament to endorse a
resolution of this kind. I think the power
to do so0 is beyond question, so we have to
congider two points: Is it wise? Is it ap-
propriate? 1 should say without hesitation
that it is both, and particularly in the case
of Western Ausiralin.

I do not think the hon. member would
guestion the right of this Parliament to do
anything it thinks necessary in the interests
of the people. What is the Federal Parlia-
ment so far as Western Australia is con.
cerned? We have in all 11 representatives
in the Commonwealth Parliament, Six of
them in the Senate and four in the House
of Representatives are bound to two things
—they are pledged to unification, which
means the destruction of State Parliaments,
and they are also pledged to give thein supy
port to the majority wvote in Cancus,
whether they believe in it or not.

This means that approximately half of
the people of Western Australia have no
representation whatever in the Federal Par.
liament. That fact alone makes it wise and
appropriate that we should take any step
we think necessary to protect the interests
of our own people, and I bope that al-
though this is about the first time action of
this sort has been taken, it will not be the
last, and that this Parliament will be ready,
whenever the Federal Parliament is taking
action contrary to the best inferests of the
people of Western Australia, to enter its
protest,

We are a State in the Federal union
 working under a Constitution, and that
Contitution is being constantly violated by
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the Federal Parliament and the Federal
Government. We are entitled to enter our
protest. The other point raised by Mr.

Gray, to which I should like {o refer, was
the action of the Legislative Couneil of Vie-
toriz. 1 think one might say that that
action was justified by the result, but I
maintain that it would be quite impossible
for this Legislative Couneil to take similar
action. Section 46 (4) of the Constitution
states:—

The Legislative Council may at any stags
return to the Legislative Assembly any Bill
which the Legislative Council may not amend,
requesting by message the omission or amend-
ment of any item or provision thercin; pro-
vided that any such request does not increase
any proposed eharge or burden on the people.
And this js the important point—

The Legislative Assembly may, if it thinks
fit, make such omlssions or amendments, with
or without modifications.

Subsection (5) states—

Except as provided in this seetion, the Legis-
lative Counecil shall have equal power with the
Legislative Assembly in respect of all Bills.

“Except ag provided in this section.” If
we had the power to reject a Supply Bill,
then we should have, in regard to money
Bills, the same power as the Legislative
Awsemmbly and this subsection wounld be
entively meaningless. T think the general
concensus of opinion, particularly of legal
opinion, is that this House could not reject
a Supply Bill as was done by the Legisla-
tive Counecil of Vicboria. If members wish
to confirm that opinion, all they have to de
is compare the Constitntion of Victoria with
the Constitution of Western Australie or
the Constitution of the Commonweslith,
The Constitutions of the Commonwenlth
and of Western Australia are identical in
that respeect, and it is agreed that the Sen-
ate eannot reject a Supply Bill sent to it by
the House of Representatives.

I regard the bhanking Bill, if it be passed,
as the third step towards the complete aboli-
tion of State rights, and feel at liberty to
say this because I have strongly opposed
both the first and second steps. The first
step was the Financial Agreement, which
was put forward by the party to which 1
belone. I was a candidate for the Senate
at the time and devoted the whole of my
campaign to fighting against the Finaneial
Agreement—although it was put up by .my
party—and my action was endorsed by the
‘electors,
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The second step was what is called the
unifdrm taxation. I opposed that. Not-
withstanding that there was a solemn prom-
ise by the then ‘Prime Minister and the
present Prime Minister that the power to
tax the people would be returned to the
States as soon as the war was over, that
promise has been flagrantly broken. If the
banking legislation hecomes law it will be
the third step, which I believe will entirely
destroy the State’s powers as they were
intended to be preserved to it by the Con-
stitution,

I am not going to enter into the question
of whether the Bill is in accordance with the
Constitution. That is a matter for the High
Court to decide. But I am quitc sure that
it is entirely contrary to the intention of
the framers of the Constitution, entirely
contrary to the spirit of the Constitution,
and would be destructive of State rights to
a greater extent than any other legislation
tha; has been’ passed.

It is worth while considering for a moment
the convenience of the public. At the pre-
sent time anybody wishing to raise money
to extend a business or start something
fresh has g namber of different banks to
go fo, and generally finds that such an
applieation will be dealt with in Perth by
one of nine or ten banking imstitutions,
which are not likely to be clogged up with
businegs, and therefore can expect fo get a
ready and almest immediate answer to the
application. What is going to happen under
the Commonwealth banking proposals? 1f
we are going to have a repetition of the
practice followed in other maiters, it will
mean that all applications will have to go
fo Canberra. How long is it going to fake
to settle them? On the matter of conven-
ience alone this is a retrograde step that
must have the effeet of hampering industry.

1 wonder whether members have taken the
trouble to compare a pre-war private bank
balance-sheet with the balance-sheet is-
sued by the Commonwealth Bank only a
few months age. They would find the
private bank liabilities—those are the
amounts of money deposited with them--
on the one side and the assets on the other
side and it is possible to see the use made
of the moneys. They are invested in real
things; there is a real security. Bot what
do we find in the Commonwealth Bank
balance-sheet? On the one side are the lia-

L]
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bilities—the amounts deposited in the Sav-
ings Bank and general bank, chiefly ih the
Savings Bank, ruuning into enormous sums.
What are the assets? Treasury Bills. Is
that likely to be satisfactory to the people?
What does it mean? Tt means that the
Commonwealth (Government, if that legisla-
tion be passed, will have an unlimited power
OVer money.

I am one of those who believe that it is
extremely dengerous to grant complete
power to any Government. It is an old
saying that complete power corrupts =b-
solutely, and that is what will happen in
this instance. What are the reasons given
for bringing forward this legislation? Tt
is suggested that if the Commonweslth Gov-
crpment had bad the power at the time,
the depression might have been avoided, All
the aunthorities worth listening to say that
Australin got out of the depression almost
better than did any other country, in gpite
of the faet that we suffered more than al-
most any other country because our exports
were confined to things for which the prices
dropped to almost nothing. The authorities
say thore were two reasons why Ausiralia
got out of the depression so well. One was
that credit was controlled to a large extent
by the private banks and not by the Gov-
ernment; the other was that the man on
the land throughout Australia kept on pro-
ducing though he was losing money, and
lifted Australia out of the depression quicker
I think, and better than was the experience
of almost any other eountry.

The Honorary Minister: At his own ex-
pense,

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: What
wonld the Commonwealth have done had it
possessed this power? The suggestion is
that it wounld have freed eredit and doled
out money everywhere. But it was not want
of money that brought about the depression;
it was beeause we could not get the materials
required to carry on the many public works;
and the printing of bank notes would not
have helped the position one bit. Suppose
we strock another depression. We ail hope
we shall not do so, althongh Mr. Chiftey is
constantly sugpesting the danger of it. What
wonld happen? These thdorists, not satis-
fied with the 200 millions of pound notes
already printed and circulated, would have
printed another couple of bundred millions.

[COUNCIL]

What could anyone do with those notes?
How would they help to get over the depre--
sion? They would make matters worse and
bring about quickly what My, Chifley has
so often described as the horrors of in-
flation.

Many countries-—stroné countries such a«
the United States and Great Britain—are
at present wavering beiween inflation and
uncontrolled inflation. Australia is not in
a position to stand up against anything o¥
that sert. 8hould there come a depression,
there will be only one way of getting out of
it, and that will be by all-round economy
and by a continuance in work, whether the
result of the work is as satisfactory as it
is now, or not. Those are the only twu
things that will help us. A pouring out
of millions of pound notes would only make
our position more diffienlt.

I do not wish to repeat what I have
already said, but I do =ay that, in time of
peace, the Government should have no money
excepting what is voted to it by Parliament
and raised by taxation of the people or by
loan. No Government shounld have the power
to create money in time'of peace. In time of
war, on the other hand, it is usually neces-
sary., It is something resorted to by maost
Governments, but resorted to regretfully and
with 3 knowledge that it is a dangerous
thing, justified only by the need for saving
the country from invasion or defeat. In
peace-time, however, it is entirely wrong
that the Government should have power to
create meney. It should have power to
spend the money that the Parlinment votes,
and that moncy should he raised either hy
taxation of the people or by loan.

The creation of money by Governments
would have the effect of empowering them
to set up what I believe is the aim of the
prosent Commonwealth Government, and
that is to set up a totalitarian State. Dur-
ing the war, the Commonwenlth enjoyed
enormous powers, and power always feeds
on itsclf and inereases, Now the desire ix
that the powers enjoyed during the war
should eontinune in peace-time and continue
indefinitely. The banking Bill, if it becomes
law, will give that power. It wili give ab-
solute power. One ecannot take complete
control over the people’s money and also
take to oneself the right to issue money at
one's own sweet will, without establishing
the totalitarian state. I would soggest to
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members of the Labour Party who are in-
elined to support this legislation, “What
would the totalitarian state mean to you?”

I am not one of those who accuse the
entire Labour Party of being communistie.
I knpw that for the most part the members
of that Party are anti-communistic. Why?
Because they have the strongest possible oh-
jection to the regimentation of labour. They
object to the working man being told, “You
must go there, you must do this, you must
do that, you must leave this employment and
go into that employment.” That is why the
thoughtful members of the Lebour Party
do not favour the communistic idea, be-
causg under it everyone has to do just what
he is told and receive in payment just what
is thought fitting.

Another reason why the Labour Party is
opposed to Communism—and I do not think
it is such a good reason—is that the prin-
ciple under which men work in Russia is
that the man who does the most work gets
the most pay. The old communistic idea,

“Prom each according to his capacity, to

each aceording to his need,” was amended
in 1935 at a conference in Russia, when
the last words were made to read, “to each
according to the work done.” That is some-
thing to which Labour members generzlly
objeet, but I warn them that this legislation
is a step towards the building up of the
totalitarian state. 1 doubt very mueh
whether many thoughtful Labour members
desire anything of the kind. Undoubtedly jf
wil] place power in the hands of the Com-
monwealth Government to do just what it
pleases.

I do not want to lahour this question of
Communism, but I think it rather significant
that within the last few weeks three gentle-
ment have been sent, with the conenrrence
and to some extent the support, of the Com-
monwealth Government to conferences in
different parts of the world and all of those
three gentlemen are avowed Communists,
That is something worth pondering over he-
cause it is a faet which eannot be disputed.
They are avowed Communists and have heen
sent with the eoncurrence and probably with
the support of the present Commonwealth
Government, .

I ean see mo merit whatever in the Bill
to nationalise bapking. It would eertainly
make the natlionalisation of everything else
easy; and when we consider that this plan

2007

spoken of by my friend, Mr. Gray, fur the
nationalisation of all means of produection,
distribution and exchange, when we remem-
ber that this is the poliey of the Common-
wealth Govérnment, we should realise the
danger of putting into the hands of the
Commonwealth Government an instrument
whieh will enable it to carry out that poliey.
I shall conclude by ryepeating what I said
at the outset, that it is both wise and oppor-
tune for the Government to pass this resolu-
tion, and T hope that in the future the Gov-
ernment will never hesitate to move the
State Parlinment, when it appears to the
Government that some form of Commen-
wealth action is detrimental to the interests
of the people of Western Australia.

THE MINISTER POR MINES (Hon. H.
S. W. Parker—Metropolitan-Suburban—in
reply) [6.4]: ‘There “Were some exira-
ordinary remarks made by Mr. Gray. He
said, “Wait, When the banks are nation-
alised, we will see.”” But he did not tell us
what we would see. He also said that he
had never heard of capitalism and demo-
cracy side by side. I have always been
tanght that Britain led in democracy.
Britein’s Government is a demoeratic Gov-
ernment under a King. 1 have always heen
told that the United States of America were
a wonderful example of demoeracy, T have
always understood that Australia was a
demoeracy; but Mr. Gray, who came here
from other parts, presumably because he
preferred a democraey, apparently does nof
think so. He certainly knew when he came
here that Australia was a ‘capitalistie eoun-
try. He must have known that Britain
was a caj.italistic eountry.

Hon. G. W. Miles: That is where he was
horn,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Capital-
ism has been the ordinary eontrol in Western
Australia since 1829, It still is. Mr. Gray
says, “Wait and see.” What has happened?
What has happened in Russia? He said that
we did not know what was happening in
Russia.  Wait until we gel the iron walls
in Western Australia, so that no-one will
be permitted to come in or.go out. What
are we to wait for?

Hon. G. Fraser: Wait and see the bene-
fits,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Can’
anyone tell me in what way we are to bene-
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fit?  Shall we henefit if the Government
pays us ouy wages on a Friday or a Satur-
day anrd not someone else? Is the Govern-
ment going to force us to work instead of
allowing us to work of our own free will?

Hoen. G. Fraser: You will be able fo
raise loans at one per cent.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: And no-
one will be able to build a house, There
i= plenty of money available to build houses.

Hon. G. Fraser: At fonr per cent.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It can be
had at a lower rate.

Hon. G. Fraser: Tell us where,
The MINISTER FOR MINES: There is

the Commonwealth Bank, with a housing
department.

Hon. G. Fraser: Yes.

Hon. A. Thomson: If the banking Bill
passes, you will be able to get money for
nothing.

" The MINISTER FOR MINES:
will provide the money?

Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh: If yon have the
money in your pocket, even then you ean-
not build a house.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Exactly.
Mr, Fraser says, “Here is a promise for
the future.  Although the Commonwealth
Bank will lend you money now, you will
get il cheaper when the Commonwealth
Government gets eontrol of banking.” Why?

Hon. G. Fraser: Because the Common-
wealth Qovernment will have all the bank-
ing profits,

The MINISTER FOR MINES:
will they come from?

Hon. G. Fraser: Where they come fron
today.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Tell me
what the banking profits are—two per cent.
What are the profits of the Commonwealth
Bank and where do those profits gof Up
the spout into thin air. Mr. Gray deplores
this House considering the resolution be-

Who

Where

cause he is of the opinion that the matter

is a Commonwealth one. Surely he knows
that when the private bankg are nation-
alised, the taxes which they now pay, the
. water rates and general rates, will stop.
Who will pay them? The Commonwealth?
It is hot bhound to pay them because the
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bani propertieg will then be Commonwealth
properties and, as such, will not be liahle
for payment of rates. Our citizens will not
be able to do what they like with their own
money. 1 have never heard anything so
preposterous. Mr. Gray followed exactly
the lines on which I opened; he went hard
for socialism, something in the future,

1 do not anticipate shuffling off this
mortal coil very soon, but I guarantee that
even in my lifelime the Commonwealth will
not permit the people to do as they wonld
like.  We have beard about the happiness
of others and about what they are going
to do with their money. W have heard
of those who have taken their aeccounts
away from the private banks, hut we have
not heard about the hundreds of thousands
of people who arc still deing business with
the private banks, The Commonwealth
Bank has not yet got all the banking busi-
ness. There was no need to nationalise the
private banks, as the Commonwealth Bank
could have got the accounts in the ordinary
course of business if the people so desired.
Tt is only hecause the Commonwealth Bank
eannot compete with the private banks that
the Commonwealth Government intends to
spend a sfupendous sum to take over the
trading banks.

Hon. E. M, Heenan: You are not stick-
ing very closely to -the resolution.

Hon. G, Fraser: He is going all round.
We have been to Russia,

* The MINISTER FOR MINES: We have
been to Russia and are back in Australia.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: The resolution is
confined to the necessity for a referendum.

Hon. J. A, Dimmitt: Are you the Presi-
dent ?

The MINTSTER FOR MINES:  Mr.
Heenan has interjected, but he did not say
one word on the question before the Chair,
nor did he interject when Mr, Gray was
speaking. Mr. Gray had a perfect right
to speak as he did and let the people know
what he thought about banking. We know
quite well that although in our opinion
a referendam should be held, the banking
Bill is being rushed through the Common-
wealth Parliament as fast as it can be and
before there ecan be any possibility of a
referendum. -

Hon. G. Fraser: You thought differently
last year.
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The MINISTER FOR
about?

Hon. G. Fraser: About the Upper House.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I ean-
not recall that for the moment. The hon.
member has referred to a referendum, but
I regret to say he has not spoken to the
resointion, All he has done is to inter-
jeet. I did hope that members who sup-
port the Bill would have something to
sny to help us to see why we are
wrong. The only one who has given
expression to hizs views—-he 'is entitled
to them and 1 respeet them, although
I think they are entirely wrong—is Mr.
Gray, who said he would support the Bill
at all costs. He admits that he is a be-
liever in Socialism; he is entitled to be-
lieve whatever he likes and to express his
views. I am afraid, however, that I am
not gnite so happy about it. As to the other
members who will not express their views,
but only interject, I sincerely trust that
they will show where they stand by the way
in which they vote.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: The resolution
deals with a referendum. It does not deal
with the merits or Jemerits of the hanking
Biil.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: So that
there may be no fencing about the matter,
I sincerely hope that the members of this
Chamber will vote aceording to the views
which they hold on the banking Bill. Do
not let us have any quibbling. I do not
want{ members to go out of this Chamber
and say at some future time, ‘I was
against the banking Bill, but I was not in
favoor of a referendum.’’ Let us have it
straight out.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: The Minister is not
confining himself to the resolution as is
required by the Standing Orders. Mem.-
bers are not called upon to declare them-
selves on the merits or demerits of the
banking Bill. The resolution confines itself
to a ecriticism of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment for proceeding w1thout first hold-
ing a referendam.

The PRESIDENT : Perkaps the Minister
will confine himself to the wording of the
resolution,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If I have

offended T am pleased that the hon. mem-
ber drew me up promptly. I certainly take

MINES:. What

L]
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it, and 1 think every member does, that
the resclution really resolves itself into a
question of aseertaining what members, if
any, in this Chamber are in favour of the
banking Bill. With those remarks I will
resume my seat.

Hon, B. M. Heenan: Are members afraid
to express their cpinion?

Question put and passed and a message
aceordingly returned to the Assembly.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

BILL—WHEAT MARKETING.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. A. L. LOTON (South-East) [7.30]:
I support this measure because it is essen-
tial that it be passed. It follows very closely
the recommendations of the Royal Com-
mission, set up by the ex<Premier, Mr.
Wise. Thoss recommendations have been
approved by the great percentage of wheat-
growers. 1 am doubtful whether the Fed-
eral Minister for Agrieulture is going on
with any wheat stabilisation plan, beeaunse
recently when he gave approval for the
further payment of 1s. a bushel on bulk
and bagged wheat he is reported to have
made the following statement:—

Mr, Pollard said that the Australian Wheat
Board had received 98,000,000 bushels from
the crop, and with sales proceeding satisfact-
orily, further payments would be possible later.
When asked whether he could indicate the Gov-
erment’s policy on the future of the wheat
industry in view of the fact that the wheat
stabilisation plan could not be put inte opera-
tion owing to the failure of some State legis-
lation to pass the necessary complimentary
legislation, Mr. Pollard eaid that he would
make a statement at the proper time.

If the proper time is not at this moment,
I am doubtful whether in the opinion of
Mr. Pollard it will ever arrive bheeause we
are pow facing a new wheat harvest. The
harvest in New South Wales is an all-fime
record and that of Western Autralia will
show a big increase on the original esti-
mate, I therefore think we are facing a
period “when Commonwealth legislation
should be introduced if that Government is
genuine in its desire for a wheat stabiliza-
tion plan. The legislation introduced by the
State Government is necessary to be on
the statute-book in the event of the Federal
plan dot coming into operation.
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The enst of production of wheat has been
nssessed by competent authorities in this
State at being not less than 6s. a bushel,
If 6s. is the corveet figure, and the last
payment made to the growers a fortnight
azo bronght the aggregate payments fo
fis. 7d. for bulk wheat, then up till that
time the farmers had received less than the
cost of preduction. I am sorry that there
are not more of my Labour friends here
tonight, because it is remarkable how the
farming community could keep going.
Perhaps with the nationalisation of bagking
they will be able to go to the Common-
_wealth Bank for finance to carry on. I feel
certain that many of them must have been
assisted during the last eight or nine months
by private institutions, if those costs are
right.

We are facing an acute shortage of bags,
and I hope the Minister will give us some
infermation as to the position when he
replies, From what I have learned, the
Federa] Minister for Agrieulture has com-
mandeered bags that should have come to
this State, not only for wheat but for flour,
superphosphate and potatoes. The expla-
nation given to me is that he was going to
direct the bags to be delivered to the areas
in which he considered the needs to be most
urgent. If some of the bags were to have
come here, I do not think he had the right to
deprive Western Australia to the advantage
of New South Wales.

I quite agree there are more votes in New
Sonth Wales than in this State, but that
does not give the growers of Western Auns-
tralia a great dea]l of satisfaction. No
balanee sheets have been made available in
connection with the wheat that has been
delivered under the acquisifion plan ta shew
what wheat has been sent in, what is on
hand or the amount of bonus that growers
can expect from the scheme. I feel sure
that if the State legislation comes into
force these balance sheets will be available
to those who supply the wheat.

On motion by Hon. H. Tuckey, debate
adjourned.

BILL—NATIVE ADMINISTRATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Received from the Assembly and read a
first time, - S
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BILI--ROYAL STYLE AND TITLES.
Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. H..
5. W. Parker—Metropolitan-Suburban)
[7.38] in moving the second reading said:
This is a short Bill to give effect to the
change in title of His Majesty the King
caused through his ceasing to be the Em-
peror of India by reason of the fact that
Pakistan and India are now dominions. The
title of s Majesty included the words
“Emperor of Indin” or, the Latin “Indiae
Imperator.,” It is desired to follow what
hag been done in England and in the Com-
monweaith where his title hag been altered.
There are many Aects, rules, regulations,
Bills and forms in which the King's title
appears, It would be rather difficult to alter
them all, so this short measure is for the
purpose of altering the title wherever it is
neeessary. I move—

That the Bil! be now read a second time.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitice.

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

BILL—FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading,

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon. G.
B. Wood—East) [7.43] in moving the
second reading said: Thig is a small Bill
which seeks to continue the last amendment
of the Fisheries Act. In 1946 it was found
desirable to amend the Act to make pro-
vision to regulate the supply of cotton and
hemp, and such other materials as were re-
guired for the making of fishing nets. So
great was the shortage of those materials
that it wps eonsidered essentia) that pro-
fessional fishermen should have all that was
necessary for the vepairing of their nets.
Up to 1946 this was done under National
Security Regulations, but with the cessation
of those regulations it became necessary to
amend the Aect.

Tt was Llhought hy the Minister for
Fisheries that at the end of this year, 1947,
the shortage would be overecome and there
would be plenty of these materials for the
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wanufaciure and repairing of nets. It was not
considered that a continuation of the amend-
tnent would be necessary. But the shortage
still exists, and the position bas in faet got
worse, so the continuance of the measure
for another year is required. Al the amend-
ment seeks to do is to imsert the words
“ong thousand nine hundred and forty-
eight” for the words “one thousand nine
hundred and forty-seven.” I can see no
objection to the Bill, and I hope members
will agree that it is necessary. I move—
That the Bill be now read a second time,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

In Committee,

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

BILL—COMPANJIES ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2).

. Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. H,
8. W. DParker—Metropolitan-Suburban)
(7.47]: The subsection which it is sought
to delete from the Aet has, according to the
adviee tendered to me, very little effeet
whether it is in the Aet or is omitted. How-
ever, the history of its inclusion is some-
what interesting. This subsection was not
in the Bill when drawn nor was it puat in
by the Royal Commission which inquired
into the operation of the Companies Act.
It was inserted at the instigation of a pri-
vate member in another place, and the rea-
son it was agreed to was that at that par-
ticular time one of the biggest shareholders
of a private eompany died. It was then
found that he had borrowed very extensively
frem the company, which was perfeetly sol-
vent. It was thought that perhaps a per-
son having eontrol of a majority of the
shares in a private company could continue
to borrow from it. Having the controlling
interest no-one could gainsay him or foree
him to pay if he rofused.

U ndoubtedly, the question of eo-operative
companies was overlooked, where obviously
"4 mapn who is only entitled to own £5 or
£10 worth of shares could not incur a eredit
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in excess of those amounts without com-
mitting an offence. But if, in fact, that
director did obtain credit above the amount
of his capital in 2 co-operative company,
he could not be prosecuted without the
Attorney General being first eonsulted. So,
in effect, it would have no. value, but in
order to overcome any impossible diffeal- .
ties I bave placed an amendment on the
notice paper setting out that this subsection
shell not apply to co-operative companies,
Perhaps that might meet Mr. Loton’s wishes,

HON. C. G. LATHAM (East) [7.48]:
The object of the spousor of the Bill is
to delete Subsection (5) of Seetion 147, I
do not know how it is possible to amend
something that is to be deleted.

The Minister for Mines: Look at the nofice
paper. :

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: We will have to
leave the subseetion in the Aect and seek to
amend it. That means defeating the Bill
as introdueed by Mr. Loton.

The Minister for Mines: Look at the
notice paper and see the method proposed.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I have tried to
work it out, but I eannot see how it is to
be accomplished. At any rate, I ask your
ruling, Mr. President, as to whether it is
possible to include the amendment in the
Bill. )

The PRESIDENT: It is quite possible
to dea] with the amendment as indicated «
the notice paper.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: If that is 80, L
am prepared to aceept the ruling. At the
same time the Bill seeks to delete a sub-
section and the Minister proposes to amend
it. I do not know how it can be done.

The PRESIDENT: [t can be done in
Committee.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: This proposa.
affects the section of the Comphnies Aet
that I tried to get the House to deal with
when the previous Bill to amend that Act
was betore Parliament. That measure has
heen passed by hoth Fouses, but there is
certainly a great necessity to amend that
section. To make a eriminal offenee of some-
thing which in these civeumstances is really
irivial, especially as there are some in-
dividuals who might he inclined to invoke
the provisions of the Criminal Code, which
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indicates how serious this might he. 1
wonder if the Minister gave any considera-
tion to the position regarding proprietary
companies. We know what many of those
companies eonsist of,

The Minister for Mines: You are refarring
to what are called one-man companies.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Yes, or companies
where the principal shareholder hag 96 per
cent. of the shares and the remaining four
per cent. are held by others.

The Minister for Mines: Or it might be
that he holds 52 per cent. of the shares.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: That would be
different hecause the 48 per cent. share-
holder would have a substantial financial
interest in the concern, With a person
holding 96 per cent. of the shares,
the remaining shareholders would only
have o very small inferest. T think
I know of the partienlar case to which
the Minister referred where a» amount
of money was horrowed by a director
from the company. This would also
affeet the proprietary companies which are
more or less one-man shows, so I think we
mizht give consideration to them also. We
should deal further with the amendment
suspested by the Minister and provide for
some exempiion for proprietary companies.

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) [7.53]:
1 remember this partienlar question being
discussed by the Roval Commission when
we were dealing with the Act, and the
view being expressed that an individual
should not be able to borrow money from
a company of which he was a director. I
stil] think that is very desirable. A director
is appointed {o represent the shareholders
and as such he should not have privileges,
which would be unknown to sharcholders,
perhaps enabling him to borrow large sums
—through his powers as a director—from
his eompany.

1 have no recollection whatever of the
subsection under diseussion and 1 was glad
to hear the Minister say that it had been
snbsequently inserted by a private member
in another place. I could not imagine my-
self allowing a sobseetion such as this to
he ineluded in the Companies Act, because
it is gumite foreign to practice and ordinary
commonsense. The Minister ' proposes to
insert an amendment exempting eo-operative
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companies. That is not nearly enough. Not
only should co-operative companies be
exempted but all companies, and therefore
the Bill should be supported. Section 5
reads—

Any person being a shareholder or a director
of a company to which he, his wife or <¢hild,
is indebted in a sum equal to the nominal
value of his shares held by him in such com-
pany, or the amount subsecribed of such shares
whichever is the lower cannot be a director.
There are many public companies operating
retai) stores and if a direetor of such a
company or his child did what is con-
templated in thig section, he would be liable,

Hon. C. G. Latham: Or your son might
be miles away and you would still be liable.

Hon, L. CRAIG: Take a director of
Worths or Foy & Gibsons—

Hon. H. 1. Roche: Or one of the stock
companies,

Hon, L. CRAIG: Yes, or a director of
obe of the stock companies such as Golds-
brongh Mort, Elder Smiths or Dalgetys.
These are all public eompanies and every
farmer who deals with them becomes in-
debted for considerable sums of money. If
a farmer goes to one of them to buy 150
sheep, he immediately becomes indebted to
the company for £150 and so may exceed
the amount of his shareholding, thus making
himself liable under the Aect to imprison-
ment. It applies to any retail store or
any company, I cannot understand why this
snbsection was included. It has the effeet
of preventing any man from trading with
a firm of which he is a director, and that
is too ridiculous for words. It goes further
and includes his wife and child. If there
were any reason for it, I would endeavour
to find it, but I am sure it erept into the
Act by some error of judgment ¢n some-
body’s part.

Hon. E. H. Gray: We passed it!

Hon. L. CRAIG: I think that Mr. Loton's
Bill should be supported and that Sob-
section {5) should he deleted.

HON. C. F. BAXTER (East) [7.58]:
There is quite a lot in what Mr, Craig has
said. Tt places a man who may hold a
controlling interest in a company, and there
are many such people, in a most invidious
position, While this is a dangerous pro-
vision, still some protection is required to
safeguard a position that might be abused.
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In the ordinary course of running a busi-
ness, the provision is ridiculous. I see no
need to elaborate npon what Mr. Craig and
the Minister have referred to, but if the
amendment be agreed to it should be ap-
plied to all companies. To make a man
who is a director responsible for his family
as well is ridiculous and conld easily plaee
a man in a most invidioug position. I ean
appreciate what was in the mind of the
private member who succeeded in having
the subsection included in the Act, and it
was really placed there to deal with dummy-
ing. 1 think the snbsection sbould be
amended,
Hon. L. Craig: Or deleted.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: If it is deleted
there will be no protection against the in-
dividual who may have a controlling in-
terest in the shares.

Hon. L. Craig: There is the right of
appeal to the Court. .

Hon. C. ¥. BAXTER: I know of one or
twe instanees of men holding such a posi-
tion, of which they make full use. If the
Companies Act contained no such provision
men of that type could continue ad lib.
to the detriment of the shareholders, While
there is every reason for the amendment,
it will not put the subsection right and it
should be expanded.

HON. H. L. ROCHE (South-East) [8.0]:
I think it is. generally recognised that this
provision was inserted in the original moca-
sure by a private member to prevent an
abuse of whieh an example had recently
occurred, or what appeared to be an abuse.
On giving consideration to the effect of the
provision on other people who may be con-
ducting theiy affairs in a manner different
from that in which that gent]eman con-
ducted his, 1t would seem that in an effort
to correct one abuse we can" conceivably
create o most unforfunafe state of affairs,
Mr. Loton referred to the position that
would arise in regard {o ﬁo-epelative com-
panies. Many of those eompanies limit the
shareholding of any individual to three or
five shares, so that a director in snch a com-
pany would have a shareholding to the
value of only £5 at the most. He might
be doing husiness with that company up to
as muck as £100 a monih and, under the
Act, he would appsarenfly be liable to
action in the Criminal Cowrt. It seems
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even more unjust in the ease of a share-
holder who is a member of one of the stock
firms. Even if he were not doing much
business on credit or oh advances with the
firm, if his sen bought £1,000 worth of
stock on a three months bill, he also would
be linble to criminal proceedings. So it
seems to me that while we do not want to .
leave the way open to abuse—

Hon. L. Craig: Tt was not an gbuse.

Hon, H. L. ROCHE: It could become
one. Whilst we do not want to leave the
way open to abuse, neither do we want to
create hardship which might oceur under
the provision of the Aet as it stands. I
would like to suggest to the Minister that
further consideration conld be given to the
amendment of the Aet, as proposed by Mr.
Loton. In view of the discussion that has
taken place on this amending Bill, the
Minister might be able to suggest to the
House at some later date a means by which
we ean correct a possible abuse and, at the
samé time, not impose hardship in genuine
cases,

On motion by Hon,

J. A. Dimmitt,
debate adjourned.

BILL—DRIED FRUITS.
In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day. Hon.
J. A. Dimmitt in the Chair; the Honorary
Minister in charge of the Bill,

The CHAIRMAN : Progress was reported
after Clause 2 had been agreed to.

Clauses 4 to 38, Title—agreed to.

Bii] reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL—UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Order of the Day read for the resumption
from. the 18th November of the debate on
the second reading.

{uestion put anfl passed.

Bill read a second time.

" In Committee.

Bill passed through Committee withont
debate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.
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BILL—-FACTORIES AND SHOPS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
’
Debate resumed from the 18th November,

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [813]: I
obtained the adjournment of the debate to
examine tbe Act, and ] think that the
amending Bill will be of great assistance
to the department and will straighten out
the position in the country, where the pre-
sent shop districts overlap chiefly in road
board and municipal areas, I think it would
be an advaniage where there is divided
opinion in regard to early closing and the
annual weekly holiday. The Minister men-
tioned Busselton, where there was some con-
fasion, and said that people living in an-
other township had the right to vote in the
Busselton distriet, in which they had no
particular interest. I should imagine that
if there was a keen opinion with regard
to the weekly holiday or closing on Satur-
day, it would be awkward for people who
had a genuine right to vote on such a pro-
posal. I therefore think the Bill should be
passed and I have much pleasure in sup-
porting the second reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Iin Committee.

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

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. H,
S. W. Parker—>Metropolitan-Suburban): 1
move——

That the Honse at its rising adjourn till

Tuesday, the 2ith November.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned ar 8.17 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at
p.n., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

HOUSING.
Ag to Privately-Built Homes af Bassendean
Hon. W. D. JOUNSON (on notice) aske
the ’remier:

On the 31st July, 1947,
Notice of Motion was given,
yuently lapsed:—

the following
and subse

That all papers having reference to the
gelection of sites—tenders and acceptance of
same—together with all inspectors’ reporis
and the vltimate oecvpation by tenants of
two houses erected by private contractors
and now occupied, at Barton Parade, Wes|
Read and Deacon Streets, Bassendean, b
laid upon the Table of the Housc.

Can he give an assurance that the sub-
ject-matier of the proposed motion will be
investigated by the Royal Commission now
sitting, and state whether the Commission,
in its report, will embrace n reference on
the selection of the sites for the homes
stipulated, and the erection and occupation
of same?



