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drivers cannot carry those goods from the
Esplanzde but must take them from the
vehicle while parked opposite to where they
have to be delivered.

There is no question but that this will be
an important problem in the development
of our eity, because even though the war
has just ended and people have not been
able to buy new motor vehicles during the
past five or six years, and many of the old
vchicles are ready lo be run off the road,
when people are able to buy new motor
vehicles the problem will be intensified.
While, as the Ainister says, the Government
aceepts no responsibility for parking areas,
some further restrictions may have to be im-
posed, and vehieles may have to be stopped
further out of the city Many people already
do that for their own convenience and peace
of mind. They stop their vehicles some-
where removed from the eity block, and re-
turn to them when they have transaeted
their business

Further investizations may have to he
made into the parking of vehicles, and in-
formntion obtained not only from the East-
ern States but from Ameriea and England.
T understand that in those countries there
are modern facilities for the parking of
vehieles, The time will probably arrive
when we have to give consideration to the
installing of such facilities. T think the
memher for Williams-Narrogin has achieveil
his purpose in having the matter discussed
here. Tf it is adjonrned for a period of six
weeks or two months I think a further re-
port could then be obtained to see what the
position is in the light of that further experi-
ence, and a voie conld then be taken.

On motion by Mr. Read, debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 103 pm,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.320
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

UNDER SECRETARY FOR
AGRICULTURE.

As to Business Trips and Duties.

Mr. SEWARD asked the Minister for
Agriculture:

1, On how many oecasions during the last
nine months has the Under Seeretary for
Apgriculture travelled to the Eastern States—

(a) by air;
(b) by other means of transport?

2, On what business was he engaged on
each of the trips, and at whose expense were
the trips made?

3, Is the Government of the opinion that
the Under Becretaryship for Agriculture is
not a full-time job?

4, If not. and if the Under Sceretary is
indispensable to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, will this Government consider the
question of an ncting appointment while the
present occupant is so engaged?

The MINISTER replied:

1, (a) Six.

(b) Nil.
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2, (a) On four occasions representing the
State at meetings of the Stand-
ing Comumittee on Agriculture
and accompanying Ministers to
meetings of the Apricultural
Council ; other departmental mat-
ters also attended to during each
visit.

Cost of transport paid on a
formula between all State Gov-
ernments and the Commonwealth,

(b)Y On two oeccasions to aitend meet-
ings ealled by the Controller of
Egg Supplies; other depart-
mental matters attended to on
these occasions also.

Working days involved:
days.

3, During the war the Under Seeretary for

Agriculture has not restricted his work to
office hours or to week days.

4. See 2 (b) and 3.

nine

COMMONWEALTH-STATE HOUSING
SCHEME,

As to Gnowangerup and Mt. Barker Quotas,

Mr. WATTS asked the Premier:

1, Has a decision yet been reached in re-
gard to the applieations made for a guota
of houses under the Commonwealth-State
scheme for the towns of Gnowangerup and
Mount Barker?

2, If so, what respective quotas have been
allotted ¥

3, If not, when will a decision be arrived
at?

The ACTING PREMIER replied:

1, No.

2, Answered by No. 1.

3, A survey of the needs of Gnowangerup
and Mt. Barker has been made, but the ap-
plications received indicate that the hard-
+hip experienced is not eomparable with
other distriets where the position is acute.
Further inquiries are being made.

EDUCATION.
As to Tenders for Tambellup School.
Mr. WATTS asked the Minister for Edu-
cation:
1, When is it proposed to call tenders in
reapect of the new three-roomed school at
Tambellup which has been rpproved?
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2, Will he regard this matter as one ot
urgency in view of the unsatisfactory tem-
porary quarters that are being used to sup-
pement the insufficient sehool accommoda-
tion¥

The MINISTER replicd:

1, Treasury approval has not yet been
given for the erection of a threeroomed
school at Tambellup.

2, Inquiry will be made at once to de-
termine the question of urgency in relation
to the needs of other centres.

SEWERAGE, CLAREMONT.
A3 to Connecting Remaining Houses.

Mr. NORTH asked the Minister for
Works:

Yo far as the engineering side of the
matter is concerned, is it practicable, when
labour and materials are available, to con-
nect every house in the Claremont elee-
torate to the deep sewerage system?

The MINISTER replied:

Yes, but to do so it would be necessary
to extend the sewerage reticulation mains
and install some pumping plants.

DAIRYING.
As to Disegse in Cattle and Milk Standard.

Mr. STYANTS psked the Minister for
Agricolture:

1, In view of the report of a deparimental
committee regarding the widespread incid-
ence of disease in dairy ecattle which provide
milk for the raetropolitan area and the rea-
sonable assumption that eattle outside that
area are also affected, will he give an as-
surance that the provisions of the Milk Bill
will be made operative in the Eastern Gold-
fields area simultaneously with their coming
into force in the metropolitan area?

2, Does he consider the milk standard of
3.2 per cent. butter-fat and 8.5 per cent.
solids, not fat, demanded by the Department
of Public Health, sufficiently high?

3, Why is the standard set by the Depart-
ment of Public Health so much below the
quality of milk given by cows which are of
a reputable dairying strain?

4, Have any extensive tests been made to
ascertain the butter-fat and solids, not fat,
eontained in the milk of the sverage stan-
dard dairy eows{
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5, If so, will he supply particulars of the
tesis?

The MINISTER replied:

1, The provisions of the Milk Bill will be
extended to country districts, ineluding the
Eastern Goldfields area, where such requests
are rectived.

2, Yes. The percentages for butter-fat
and solids, not fat, in the guestions refer to
minimum requirements.

3, Public health requirements are not much
below the average guality of milk given by
dairy breeds usually found in milk produe-
ing areas.

The standard for butter-fat which is the
most variable component is not seriously at
varianee with minimum requirements in other
places. For example: England, 3 per cent.;
New South Wales, 3.2 per cent.; South Aus-
tralia, 3.25 per cent.; New Zealand, 3.25 per
cent.; Tasmenia, 3.3 per cent.; Queensland,
3.3 per cent.; Victoria, 3.5 per cent.

4, Many series of examinations have heen
made regarding the quality of various breeds
of dairy cows. For instance—

Pereentage Solids, not

of Fat. Fat.
Jersey 53 9.4
Guernsey 5.0 9.5
M. Shorthorn 4.0 94
Holstein - Friesian 3.4 8.6

5, Information regarding the chemical
auality of milk in the Perth metropolitan
area is given in the report of the inter-
departments! committee recently tabled in
Parliament.

RAILWAYS,

As to Accommodation for Concession-
Ticket School Children.

Mr. SEWARD (without notice) asked the
Minister for Railways:

1, Ts it fact that when school children,
on holidays, and about to proceed to their
homes along the Kalgoorlie line, applied
to the Railwey Department for concession
tickets, which cannot be applied for wuntil
within three days of being used, they were
refused them as race traffic had booked up
all accommodation.

2, If he is not aware of this, will he make
immedinte inquiries with a view to taking
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any action necessary to enable these children
to go home on Friday or Saturday next?

The MINISTER replied:
1, I am not aware of any such happening.

2, 1 give the hon. member my assurance
that T will have an immediate investigatien
made with a view to bringing about such
adjustmenis as will provide for the children
the facilities that are usunlly available and
which they are quite entitled to enjoy.

ADDRESS-IN-REFLY,
Pregentation.

Mr., SPEAKER: I desire to announce
that, accompanied by the member for
Williams-Narrogin and the member for
Mt. Magnet, I waited upon His Exeel-
lency the Lieut.-Governor and presented
the Address-in-repty to His Fxcelleney’s
opening speech.  His Excellency replied in
the following terms:—

I thank you for your expressions of loyalty
to His Most Gracious Majesty the King, and
for your Address-in-reply to the Speech with
which Parliament was opened.—(8igned) James
Mitehell, Lieut.-Governor.

BILL—STATE GOVERNMENT INSUR-
ANCE OFFICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Third Reading,

THE MINISTER FOR WORES (Hon.
A. BR. G. Hawke—Northam) {4.38] in mov-
ing the third veading said: During the
Committee slage on this Bill the membler
for Nedlands suggested that an amendment
shonld be made to Clause 2 for the purpose
of consolidating the definition of the classes
of insurance husiness whieh the State of-
fice would be legally entitled to transaect.
The object of the amendment was to make
that definition muech briefer but no less
adequate. T had inquiries made of the
manager of the State Government Insur-
ance Office and the draftsman concerned
with regard to this matter and they hoth
agree that the suggested amendment, if
adopted, would achieve the purpose in-
dicated hy the member for Nedlands, 1
have to advise that hon. member that I will
bring this matter under the notice of the
Minister for Labour on his return to the
State for his consideration, In the event
of his deeiding in favour of the adoption
of the amendment, the necessary action to



430

have it ineluded in the Bill will be taken
in another place. The Leader of the Op-
position also moved an amendment to delete
certain words from Clause 6 on the ground
that those words were unnecessary, did not
achieve anything, and did not affect the
prineiple of the Bill in any way. I sought
advice from the Crown Law Department
and manager of the State Government In-
surance Office on that point. Both agree
with the contention of the Leader of the
Opposition, and I propose to follow in rela-
tion to his suggestion the same course
as I have indicated will be followed in con-

nection with the suggested amendment of

the member for Nedlands, I move—
That the Bill be now read a third time.

Question put and passed.

* Yv——
Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Council.

BILL—-EBEUSINESS NAMES ACT
AMENDMENT.

As to Second Reading.

Order of the Day read for the moving of
the second reading.

Point of Order.

My, Watts: On a point of order, I should
like to ask whether there is any justifica-
tion for the pogsition which this Bill, intro-
duced by a private member, occupies on the
notice paper today. I sm jealous of the
rights of private members, bui I am more
Jealous of the rights of all private memhers
and not merely of the rights of any parti-
calar private member. Yesierday, private
members’ day, this Bill was called on, and
as it had not been printed, as I understood
from the few remarks that were made, the
second reading could not be proceeded with.
In accordance with the invariable practice
of this House, the Bill would have been set
down in rotation for eonsideration on the
ensuing private members’ day, Wednesday
next.

On the second day on which Parliament
sat this session, it was ordered that Gov-
ernment business should take preeedence
of all motions and Orders of the Day on
Tuesdays and Thursdays.

I admit that in times past, usually later
in the session than this, there have been
occasions sinee I have oceupied a seat in
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the House when a private member’s motion
~—this applies to both sides of the House—
hos been lifted so that it could be dealt with
on a day reserved for Government business.
There has been equality of opportunity,
and I believe no exception has been taken
to it, but the member for CGuildford-Mid-
land, as recently as the 30th August, 1944,
was in trouble in the same way. On that
occasion, exception was taken to his motion
that a Bill he printed and made an Order
of the Day for a special day—Wednesday,
the 13th October. The member for Murchi-
son said—

Such a motion has been contrary to the pro-
cedure of the House for a long time. With all
duc respect to the member for Guildford-Mid.
land, I contend that private members’ business
bas always appeared on the notice paper in
rotation, I do not know that any special privi-
leges should be extended to a private member.
After the member for Murechison had ad-
dressed you af great length, Mr, Speaker,
you ruled that the objeetion taken by him
was fatal. You andded that there was nothing
to prevent the member for Guildford-Mid-
land from moving that the Order of the
Day be postponed, but that it must take its
place on the notice paper. In the ecireum-
stances, I raise a point of order as to
whetber this Order of the Day, placed as
it is on the notice paper, is properly before
the House, and I ask for your ruling.

The Acting Premier: I appreciate the point
taken by the Leader of the Opposition and
normally I would agree with him, Unfor-
tunately, there was a misunderstanding re-
garding the printing of the Bill and its sub.
sequent delivery to the House. Otherwise,
the second reading would have been moved
yesterday afterncon in the ordinary way.
Beeause of the misunderstanding, it was
thought reasonable {hat the member for
Guildford-Midland should not thus be penal-
ised to the extent of waiting another week
before moving the second reading. I desire
to indicate to private members that, in the
event of a member heing likely to be
pennlised under similar conditions, hecause
of some misunderstanding or some unfor-
tunate eireumstance over which he has had
no conlrol, favourable consideration will be
¢iven to making available to him treatment
similay to that being made available to the
member for Guildford-Midland.

Mr, Speaker: The deeision given by me
last year does not apply to the point raised
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by the Leader of the Opposition. The Gov.
ernment has the right of fixing the order
of business on the notice paper in any way
it desires. As a matter of fact, when I
was on the floor of the House, I had a Bill
~—the Fremantle Trotting Bill—lifted up so
that it could be taken on a day reserved for
Government business, It lies with the Leader
of the House whether he lifts up a Bill in
this way or nof, but on Wednesdays private
members’ business must take precedence of
Government business. There is nothing to
prevent the Bill from being proceeded with.

Second Reading.

HON. W. D. JOENSON (Gnildford-Mid-
land) [4.47] in moving the second reading
said: I intended to express my appreciation
of the action of the Government in giving
somo little consideration fo the special cir-
cumstances that occurred yesterday. Every-
thing was ready for the second reading to
be proceeded with, but by some mistake on
the part of the Governmeni Printing Office,
copies of the Bill did not reach us in time.

Mr. Watts: As a matter of fact, the Bill
has not reached us yet.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOXN: I have been in-
formed thnt it is here.

Mr. Doney:; Well, it is not in front of us,

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Bill was
prepared by the draftsman who assists pri-
vate members with their business, and was
given in time to the Clerk of the House,
whg undertook to attend to the distribution.
We all thought that the Bill would be avail-
able yesterday. Like the Leader of the Op-
position, I am jealous of the right procedure
being adopted, but after T had explained
the circumstances to the Acting Premier he
agreed fo provide an epportunity for mov-
ing the sccond reading today. But for that,
the delay in proceeding with a Bill of this
sort—the measure is somewhat urgent—
would have been unfair.

Mr. SPEARKER: I ask the hon. member
not to blame an official.

Hon, W. D. JOBNSON: I have no in-
tention of doing so. I know that the Clerk
of the House did his part; otherwise, I would
nol have mentioned the point. Knowing that
everything that needed to be done had been
done, I thought that special consideration
should be shown so that I could move the
second reading today.
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The Bill seeks to remove one word from
Section 25 of the Act. The word I am ask-
ing the House to remove from the section is
the word “co-operative” 1 submit that the
word was placed in that seetion under a
misapprehengion, There was no need for it
to be there; but the fact that it is there is
hampering the progress and development of
co-operative enterprises. I submit there is
no justification for sueh restriction. To ex-
plain: Three co-operative companies are re-
gistered in districts adjacent to each other;
there is not a great mileage between them.
One is at Balkuling, one at Dangin and one
at Quairading,

Realising the progress of mechanisation
and the large part that tractors are playing,
snd will play in the future, in agriculture,
the three companies got fogether to ascer-
tain whether they could not give to the farm-
ers of the three districts a better service than
is available at the present time. As the re-
sult of protracted negotiations between the
companies, they ultimately decided to estab-
lish gt each of the three centres a small ser-
vice station where regular attention could
be given to small defeets in tractors and
machinery; but in addition to a small ser-
vice station at Balkuling and one at Dangin,
it was decided that at Quairading they would
expand beyond the ordinary service station
repairs and assistanee and erect engiueering
works of greater magnitude whore major re-
pairs, if necessary, could he effected to the
farmers’ machinery and implements. Hav-
ing arrived at that decision, they formed a
partnership on the basis of a serviee station
at two ecntres and comprehensive engincer-
ing works at another, which works would be
available fo the other two service stations
should necessity avise. They registered the
stations as factories and had the parinership
properly and legally formed. They then de-
cided—as they were compelled to do—to
register under the Business Names Act.

In order to make the name of the partner-
ship a little briefer than it would be if the
three fuli names of the districts were in-
cluded, they called the partnership the
“B.D.Q. Co-operative Engineering Works,”
thus indicating that it was a partnership
embracing the three districts, Balkuling,
Dangin and Quairading, On submitting the
name for registration, they were told that
the partnership could not be registered with
the word “Co-operative in the title. They
pointed out that the three co-operative com-
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panies were properly registered and were
functioning and that, as naturally they did
not want to mislead the publie, they wanted
to indicate tbat it wus a vo-operative con-
cern. They went to some trouble to try to
overcome the difficulty that presented itself
with regard to the name. After getting legal
advice and assistance, they found that there
was no means by which the registration
could be effecied as they desired unless an
amendment of the priveipal Act was passed
by Parliament.

They accordingly got in tomch with the
Minister for Justice and suggested that the
Government might introduce a Bill for that
purpose. Having given the matter consid-
eration, the Minister wrote to me—I was
representing the three co-operative com-
panies—stating that the removal of the word
“eo-operative” would be effective as regards
registration; bnt he left it to me to deter-
mine whether n Bill to amend the Aect should
be introduced by a private member rather
than that the Government should make it
part of its business. I discussed the mat-
ter personally with the Minister, who said
the Government had no objection to my in-
troducing the Bill. On that understanding,
although I would desire that the Govern-
ment did it, I gave notice of the Bill. Mem-
bers will appreciate what sn advantage it
will be to farmers in the surrounding dis-
triets to have a service station at each of
the cenires I have mentioned and also big
engineering works at Quairading.

Notwithstanding that the eoncern will be
called the B.D.Q. Co-operative Engineering
Works, it will not be limited solely to ser-
vicing the vehieles, implements or machinery
of members of the co-operative companies.
That is not intended. All co-operative con-
cerns cater for the community and invite
the ecommunity to join, but, if the ecommunity
does not join it will still get the serviee.
Of course, those members of the community
not joining do not receive the benefit of
rebates; but nevertheless in an sctivity of
this kind full service is given to the general
public and no favouritism will be shown to
the eo-operative members. Section 25 of the
Act provides that no firm, individual or cor-
poration required to be registered under
Part IL. of the Act shall use a business name
which includes, among other words, the word
“eog-operative,” but I submit that the in-
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elusion in the section of the word “co-opera-
tive” is unnecessary, because otherwise the
name would not be a true indication of the
aectual coneern or the aetivity which it car-
ries on.

Unless it is declared to be a eo-operative
company the public will be misled. Parti-
cularly wounld that be so in Western Aus-
tralia, because no c¢oncern which is not gen-
vinely co-operative and includes in its articles
of association and rules the true principles
of the Rochdale type of co-operation exists
in Western Australia. I do not know of
any other part of the world where there is
greater purity in the control and activity
of co-operation than in Western Anstralia.
In other places, many preach the doctrine
of the Rochdale principles, but do not
strietly practise them. In Western Aus-
tralia they must be practised, otherwise the
concern would be false to its registration,
as it must agree hefore registration that
it subscribes to those principles. In the
Companies Act—and these three concerns
are registered under that Act—under the
heading nf "co-operative companies,” it”is
stated—

101. Ko person, and no company or associa-
tion (whether incorporated or not) other
than—

{d) a partnership or firm consisting only
of twoe or more companies regis-
tered under the principal Act as
amended by the Companies Act
Amendment Act, 1929,

shall carry on husiness under any name or title
of which the word *’co-operative’’ or any other
word importing a similar meaning is part, or
in any manner represent that the trade or
business is co-operative.

So the Companies Aet says definitely that
a partnership or any association, whether
incorporated or not can form a partnership.
T mentioned this Bill to the Leader of the
Opposition and, in a helpful spirit, be sng-
gested to me that it might have a double
meaning and might be of disadvantage to
the co-operatives. He was doubtful whether
under the Business Names Aet an individual
could not just use the word “eo-operative”
in the title of the firm while not recognising
the principle. I had that examined by legal
ndvisers and I think I have submitted to
the Leader of the Opposition sufficient to
convinee him that the control of the word
eo-operative” under the Companies Act
Amendment Aet, 1929, that lays down so
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definitely what must he observed before the
word co-operative can be used, makes it
impossible for any person or association to
use that word under the Business Names
Act. So while I appreciate the point raised,
J am convinced, and have legal endorsement
for my views, that there will be no danger
if we remove this word “co-operative” as
suggested by the Bill.

I know that this Parliament does not want
to limit the activities of co-operative enter-
prises. Therefore, where there are three
companies determined to give up-to-date ser-
vices to 8 wide community, I think the House
will agree they should be encouraged and
that this small Bill is necessary in order
that they might eontinue in the enterprise
and endeavour to make a success of it. I
move—

That the Bill be now read a second fime.

On motion by the Minister for Justice,
dehate adjournped.

BILL—STATE TRANSPORT CO-
ORDINATION ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Neading.

THE MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT
(Hon. W. M. Marshall—Murchison) [5.4]
in moving the second rending said: This
Bill rests on premises similar to those of
n like piece of legislation introduced last
session but not proceeded with. Although
in principle exactly like its predeeessor,
it contains, in adition to the pre-
vious provisions, the substance of points
and principles enunciated by those repre-
senting electorates in the North-West and
also by the Leader of the Oppusition dur-
ing the discussion on the previous measure.
The matter of transport generally has been
riving the CGovernment a great deal of eon-
eern. It iz the intention of the Govern-
ment to take cognisanee K of the great
changes that hove occurred in modes of
transport and, so far as is lmmanly pos-
sible, to introduee modern methods, fitting
exch mode of transport into its eorrect,
economic and efficient sphere in the trans-
port system of the State generally. This,
in all probability, will be the subject of
further legislation at n later stage of the
session.

The Bill now hefore the House has par-
tieular reference to the North-West portion
of the State. There we have a vast areca

433

devoid of any rail transport, except 113
miles of line reaching from Port Hedland
to Marble Bar. Another mode of trans-
port which serves the North-West of the
State is the shipping wervice along the
North-West coast; and, in addition, there
is an air serviee whieh, to a great degree,
hugs the coastline, leaving the hinterland
largely unprovided for. I feel that it would
not matter what Government was in power
or what its policy might be, transport mast
be a matter of immediate eonsideration in
order that the development of that part
of Western Australia might be encouraged.
Apart from the desire to retain the enter-
prises now in existence in the North-West,
I think all will agree that the Government
must give consideration to an immediate in-
crease of activity, and must take all neces-
sary action to encourage a greater number
of people to reside in and develop that

sparsely populated area within the immediate
future.

The war has brought home to us most
foreibly the nationsl and geographical im-
portance of that part of the State and the
urgent need for its immediate development.
That being so, the Government, in this
measure, makes a sincere endeavour to
commence providing that faeility which is
so urgently needed, not only to encourage
those who are there to remain but also,
as far as possible, to induce others to go
there and develop the rich portions of that
section of the State. TWhen the Transport
Co-ordination Act became law in 1933 the
main impelling thought, it would be safe
to say, was that of giving seme degree of
protection to public-owned transport, par-
ticularly rnilways. The idea was to protect
them, so far as possible, from what was
termed unfair and uneconomie competition.
This being so, many believe that the Trans-
port Co-ordination Board was hrought inte
existence merely for the purpose of re-
stricting transport. But in actual practice
the Act has done somelhing morve than give
protection to transport systems which were
in existence when it first beeame law. The
hoard was empowered to organise road and
air transport and to institute new services
where, in itz opinion, sueh were justified.

We know of many services which were
really required and which the board has
been responsible for bringing into cxistence,
It has made possible some of these ser-
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viees by granting subsidies in order that
they might be maintained. The Bill there-
fore, in principle postulates removing the
obstruction which appears in the Act. That
obstruetion is that the Road Transport Co-.
ordination Board has its jurisdietion limited
to lhe 26Gth parallel, south. When the
orviginal Aet was introduced it was thought
that it was not necessary to go further
north than that becanse, as I mentioned,
there was only one railway there and it,
seemingly, did not require the attention of
the hoard. But the advent of modern modes
of transport has revolutionised the posi-
tion and bronght forcibly home to us the
fact that we must give consideration to the
introduction of all those things made pos-
sible by scientifie investigation and applica-
tion,

This partienlar part of the State is one
that lends itself peculiarly to road trans-
port. The real purpose of this measure
15 to give relief, so far as it is possible,
hy the State, to the nurgent necessity of the
people in those parts. The Co-ordination
Transport Board has had abont 12 years’
expericnce in the control of transport—
cxeluding  State-owned transport—prac-
tieally throughout the State as far north as
the 26th parallel, south. What we, as a
fovernment, are most anxious to do is to
take advantage of the experience which the
Transport Board has gained and, realising
the colossal difference that there is between
the northern and the southern portions of
the State, get the board to make a thorough
investigation with a view to bringing into
existenee a transport system which will he
of benefit to the people of the North.

One of the deterrent factors, so far as the
people inhabiting this part of the State
are concerned, is the eost of transport. This
builds up the cost of living to sueh an ex-
tent as to make the North a most unattrac-
tive part of the State. It is eonsidered that
the board should be given the opportunity
to make a thorough investigation, having re-
gard to the geographical and the climatic
differences which cxist, and also bearing in
mind the difference in the community of in-
terests. With the powers given under the
Bill we will be able so to allocate transport
that the measure will he of material advan-
tage. Transport systems will be thoroughly
organised and assisted by way of subsidies
in order to reduce the cost of living in ihat
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part of the State, The main features in the
Bill are, firstly, to remove the restricted area
which the Transport Co-ordination Board
now Ccovers.

In other words, we have in the Bill a pro-
vision that it will apply right throughout
the State. This will make it possible for
the hoard to license certain vehicles and
subsidise such vehicles for the purpose of
transporting goods and other things to, and
throughout, the North-West. However, hav-
ing regard to the peculiarities which apply
in the North-West, particularly the long
stages between settled areas, the Government
feels that some of the conditions which apply
in the parent Act onght not to apply there.
One provision in the Bill, therefore, deals
with the restrietion of hours permitted under
the Aect, in regard to a person driving a
vehicle, If a vehicle is transporting goods
from the railhead at Meckatharra, the line
of demarcation of the board’s activities is
approximately 53 miles north. The first port
of call or town of consequence is Nullagine,
and the distance between Nullagine and
Meekatharra is 350 or 400 miles.

Hon, J. C. Willeock: What about Peak
Hill ¢

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: No
call is made at Peak Hill. The member for
Geraldton has not kept himself up with the
times. Fas he never heard of the madman’s
frack? The registered mail serviee calls at
Peak Hill, but the other forms of transport
which are not registered for mail enrrving
go straight through at a distance of 28 or
35 miles on the eastern side of Penk Hill.
From Nullagine to Marble Bar is about 52
miles, and from Marble Bar to Port Hed-
land 113 miles. The people driving those
vchicles do so nnder an agreement with their
employers. On that ronte there are no
facilities for aeccommodation, apart from
where they call at stations, so it is the prae-
tiee in that part of the State for a man to
drive until he is so fatigued that he needs
to slumber., That is done in the bush, in
the usnal way. I do not think we eould
apply the sections of the Act to the North-
West portion of the State at present, so
prevision is made in the Bill for the oxemp-
tion of the North-West part of the State
from that portion of the parent Act.

Wken the Bill was last before the Touse,
the Leader of the Opposition taised 1he same
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point and I think he moved an amendment
as to the Licensing of vehicles. The Govern-
ment realises that it should not introduce
irksome tactics or bring about anything that
would inconvenience those who are so iso-
lated and who live in sueh a remote part
of the State. Provision is made in the Bill
that, with the consent.of the Minister, the
board ecan remove from certain vehicle
owncrs liability to apply for.licenses. T
would peint out that this reservation in the
Bill will supply a want in the North-West,
without being irksome to those who must
give the service or those who welecome it.

I think the point was raised by the mem-
ber for Pilbara, or his colleague from Roe-
bourne, on the last oceasion, that he thought
the air service that renders such valuable
aid to that part of the State might get
the consideration given to road transport
by the board in the southern portions of
the State, namely, finaneial assistanee by
way of subsidy in order that it might trans-
port goods and other requisites at a rate
such as to make it practieable for the people
in those areas to enjoy the service. That
could not be done, owing to two provisions
in the parent Act. Firstly, these serviees
went north of the 26th parallel and were
outside the jurisdiction of the Transport
Board. Secondly, there was no provision
in the State Transport Co-ordination
Act or in the Road Transport Subsidy
Act for the Transport Board to snbsidise
air services, althongh provision was made for
the subsidising of the building of aero-
dromes.

There is provision in this measure to give
the Transport Board power, where it deems
it wise so to do, to subsidise air services as
well as road services. In 1937, the Road
Transport Subsidy Aet became law, and pro-
vided for the subsidising of serviees, but was
distinet and apart from the State Transport
Co-ordination Act, although its rightful
place was in that Act becanse it provided
for the distribution of the funds pertnining
to transport serviees, and, as it was essential
to alter some of the wording of the Road
Transport Subsidy Aect, opportunity hag
heen grasped to put that Aet in its right-
ful place in the State Transport Co-ordina-
tion Aet. Provision is made in this Bill to
vepeal it as a separate Act and ineorpor-
ate it in the State Transport Co-ordination
Act, where it belongs.
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I would remind members that there are
minor amendments that I feel might be de-
bated and I think that in the Committee stage
of the Bill it would be appropriate to give
them consideration. I have enunciated the
major provisions of this measure. The de-
sire of the Government is to give the North-
West portion of this State a serviee that
hag long been required, in order to make
the lives of those dwelling there in isolation
more bearable, to encourage them to remain
there and fo induce others to go there. The
war brought home to us the fact that we
eannot continue to wateh a decline in ihe
population of the North-West portion of
the State. Unless we are prepared to en-
courage a greater population in that area,
[ am doubtful whether we have the right to
retain that portion of Western Australia.
The Bill is small. I think it will be effec-
tive in its results. At least the Bill repre-
sents a sincere endeavour on the part of the
Government to do that whiech might have
been econsidered and done many years age. I
nove—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILL—FEEDING STUFFS ACT
AMENDMENT, (No. 2).

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. J. T. Tonkin—North-East Fremantle)
{5.32] in moving the second reading said:
Owing to an inadvertenee, the motion for the
Order of Leave to introduce the Feeding
Stuffs Act Amendment Bill (No. 1), which I
recently placed before the House, was not in
accordance with the Title of the Bill as
drafted. Thercfore, when the Bill was actu-
ally introduced in this Chamber, it did not
meet the requirements of Standing Order
No. 265 inasmuch as it was not strietly in
pursuance of the Order of Leave. There
was nothing for it but to have the Order
discharged from the notice paper and the
Bill re-introduced. I am afraid I may have
to do that with another measure I have al-
ready presented, and steps have been taken
to ensure that this sort of thing shall not
oeeur again,

Mr. Mann: Who is to blame for the posi-
tiong
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I shall be compelled to cover some of the
ground I did before, but I shall not des!
with the matter as fully as T did previously.
It i3 desirable, however, that I should refresh
the memory of members with regard to the
main reason for. the necessity of the intro-
duction of this legislation. Under the Feed-
ing Stuffs Act, when a manufacturer desires
to register a stoek food he is obliged to set
out on his application form the analysis
of the food he desires registered. Seetion 5
of that Aet requires that, with regard to
stock food, the minimum _ percentages of
crude protein and crude fat and the maxi-
mum percentage of ecrude fibre must he
stated. In a stock food which is a protein-
rich concentrate, a high percentage of fat
is a distinet disadvantage inasmuch as the
fat adversely affects the digestibility and
biological value of the crude protein. There-
fore instead of controlling the mintmum of
crude fat in such a food it is necessary to
control the maximum amount because the
more fat the food contains the less valuable
it is for the required purpose.

The Bill therefore proposes that with re-
gard to all meatmeals an applicant for
registration of a food shall not state the
minimom quantity of erude fat but the maxi-
mum quantity. Thos the Bill will alter the
position from what it is at present. Section
5 requires the declaration of the minimum
amounts of crude protein and crude fat and
the maximum of erude fibre; the Bill is
designed to make it obligatory upon the ap-
plicant to state the minimum amount of
crude protein and the mazimum amount of
erude fat as well as the maximum amount of
erude fibre.

Mr. Mann: Will this make _it uniform
throughout Australia?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTTURE:
Yes. When the Act was previously amended
to bring it into line with legislation in other
States, it was intended with regard to meat-
meal that the minimum amount of crude pro-
tein and the maximum amount of erude fat
should be stated. Owing to an oversight in
drafting 2 minimum amount of crude fat
was stipulated instead of the maximum, so
the amendment in the Bill I now place be-
fore members is designed to put right what
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was an oversight when the Act was prev
ously amended. I move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Mann, debate ad
journed.

BILL—-LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
REFERENDUHM.

Message,

Message from the Lieut.-Governor re
ecived and read recommending appropria
tion for the purposes of the Bill.

Second Reading.

Order of the Day read for the resumptio
from the 20th August of the debate on th
second reading.

Point of Order.

My, Watts: I desire to raise a point o
order and to seek your ruling, Mr. Speaker
ng to whether this Bill does not offem
against Standing Order No, 265. The Orde
of Leave for this Bill was—

For leave to introduce a Bill for ‘An Ac
to submit to a referendum certain questions i
relation to the Legislative Council as a con
stituent part of the Parliament of the State.’
There are two objections to which T desir
to make reference. The first is that in m;
opinion—and I trost, Sir, in yours—the pro
vision in Clause 6 commencing with thi
question referring to the abolition of th
Legislative Council, which abolition, if give:
effect to, would ceasc to make the Legislativ,
Counei] any part of the State Parliament a
all, is against the Order of Leave. I submit
sccondly, that the faet that the Bill, i
Clanses 12, 18 and 19, purports to amenc
the Electora} Act, and that there is no men
tion of such intention in the Order of Leaw
or in any other part of the Bill exeept thi
clauses to which I have referred, means tha
the measure is not in accordance with ow
Standing Orders or the practice of intro
dueing Bills, and ought to be withdrawn.

T submit that the draftsmanship of thi
measure can be called into question, becaus:
I contend that clauses have been insertet
which bear no relationship whatever to th
Order of Leave as submitted and agreed to
We have just bad a similar example in !
smaller ease. I submit that if there be an:
doubt as to whether my point of order i
completely tenable or ne, the point of orde:
should at least be given the benefit of th
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doubt, beeause this House is entitled to de-
mang of its draftsman and others who are
responsible for the presentation of Bills to
this House that they are presented strietly
in accordance with the Standing Orders of
this House and in accordance with parlia-
mentary practice. As I have already men-
tioned, the Title and Order of Leave pro-
vide for a Legistative Council referendum,
in regard to which the Council is a consti-
tuent part and pareel of Parliament and the
guestion contained in paragraph (a) of
Clause 6, proposed to be asked, is as to whe-
ther it should be abolished and therefore it
would mean that the Legislative Council
wonld no longer be a constituent part of
Parliament. I tarn from that to Clause 12
which scts out in Subelause (2)—

All the provisions of the Electoral Acts re-
lating to voting by post shall, as far as may
be, and with such reasonable medifications or
variations thereof as may be necessary, but
subject to Section 13 of this Act be applied
and be obsgerved in relation to voting by post
at the referendum, save and except that in
every case postal vote officers shall send postal

votes received by them dircet to the Chief
Elcetoral Officer.

Even if I ignored, for the purposcs of the
point of order, the latter part having re-
ference to the despatch of postal votes to
the Chief Electoral Officer, Subeclause (2) of
Clause 12 provides that the Electoral Act
ghall be amended, beecause the whole pro-
posal is subject to Clause 12 of this measure.

Turning now to Clanses 18 and 19 of the
Bill, we find that somewhat similar condi-
tions prevail—

18. Insofar as the regulations made under
the Electoral Acts cannot be applied or made
applieable or are not sufficient for the pur.
poses of this Act, the Governor may make
regulations not inconsistent with this Aet pre-
seribing all matters which are necessary or
convenicnt to be prescribed for carrying out
or giving eoffect to this Act.

19. Any Act or omission by any officer,
elector or other person in relation to the taking
of the vote at the referendum under this Act
which would be and constitute an offence
against the Electoral Acts, if such act or omis-
sion had oecurred in relation to an election
of the Legislative Assembly, shall be an offence
against this Act, and the officer, elector, or
other person may be prosecuted for such
offence under this Act . . .

So it is quite obvious that the draftsman has
departed from an extremely desirable prae-
tice—if not one which was actually requisite
under our Standing Orders—and the praec-
tice of the House by incorporating smend-
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ments to the Electoral Act in this measure
and without making any reference whatever
to those amendments in the Title or Order
of Leave,

The Minister for Justice: This measure
is a repliea of last year’s Bill,

Mr, Watts: T cannot help that. This mat-
ler was investigated by me because of the
unforlunate position in which the Minister
for Agriculture found himself regarding a
somewhat similar occurrence. On that ae-
count I began to take some interest im it.
It seemed to me that the procedure with re-
gard to this measure was not the right pro-
cedure, If we allow the Rules and Standing
Orders of this House to he infringed, as
they appear to have been infringed in two
instances in this case, we shall find ourselves
ultimately in such a chaotic state that we
shall not know where we are in regard to
our legislation. Conseguently, I decided fo
bring the matter hefore the House in order
to obtain your ruling, Mr. Speaker. It was
difficult to find many authorities on this
point because the position is so simple that
authoritics have not felt the need to deal
with it.

The Minister for Justice: What is your
main ohjeetion ¥

Mr, Watts: I have two objections which
I have dealt with at some length. First of
all a Bill that proposes in its Title to deal
with the Legislative Council as a constituent
part of the Parliament of this Btaie pro-
poses by Clause 6 to abolish it, and so is
cantrary to the Order of lcave, Reference
to that should have been made in the Title
and in the Qrder of Leave. My second ob-
jection is that the Bill, particularly by
Claunse 12, actually amends the Electoral Aet,
and no reference is made to that in the Title
or in the Order of Leave. This surprised
me when I eame to peruse the Bill. The
whole Title of the Bill stands out in strongest
contrast to the Title of the Bill proposed
by the Minister for Transport, which Title,
with most meticulous care, seems to deal
with every small aspect of the measure. That
is undoubtedly a Bill which has been given
very careful thought and attention, every
effort having apparently been made to draft
it strictly in aceordance with our rules and
procedure, Let me quote Standing Order
265, whieh reads— i

Every Bill not preparcd pursuant to the
Order of Leave, or aceording to the Rules and
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Orders of the House, shall be ordered to be
withdrawn.

I submit that that applies to this measure.
“May,” who is frequently quoted in this
House, somelimes with respect and some-
times withont, ohserves in the Twelfth Edi-
tion, page 351—

In preparing Bills, care must be taken that

they do not comtain provisions which are not
authorised by the Order of Leave .

If it should appear that these Rules huve
not been observed, the House will order it to
be withdrawn, ‘

1 bave from time to time taken some small
intcrest in the drafting of Parliamentary
Billa in an endeavour to follow the mind of
the draftsman in some of the involved mea-
sures that are placed before us. I have a
work entitled “Legislative Drafting and
Forms,” Fourth Edition, by Sir Alison Rus-
sell, K.C., published fairly recently, in which
he mentions severa] things to indicate to a
draftsman what be should do in mafters of
this sort. At page 16, he says—

No clause should be inserted in or annexed to

an Act which is foreign to what the Title of
such Aect imports.

There is nothing in the Title of this Bill
to indieate that substantial amendments are
contemplated to the electoral laws, and on
that ground I submit that it cannot survive
this stage of the proceedings, although when
corrected, it may be presented in another
form for the consideration of the House.
Sir Alison Russell also says—

The draftsman should never be led into
dealting with two different matters in the one
Act. For cxample, he should not frame an
Act catitled the Transport Act, 1938, to deal
with two such matters as railways and motor
CArs.

Later ou dealing with the que=t10n of the
lone Title, he says—

Fvery Aet has o long Title, which indicates
the general purpose of the ordinance and may

he referred to for the purpose of ascertaining
itg general scope. It forms pari of the Act.

Tn an explanatory nole he says—

T old days it used not to be so, but now
the Title is an important part of the Aet, and
is =0 treated in hoth Houses of Parliament.

On the iwo poinis T have menfioned, I
think T have made out a case that the pro-
visions of the RBill are not sufficiently in ae-
cord with the Order of Leave to permit of
its heing further discussed without being
withdrawn and suitably amended.
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The Acting Premier: I consider that the
Leuder of the Qpposition has not proved,
by the two points he has put forward, his
claim that the Bill is out of order on the
ground that it is not in acecord with the
Order of Leave, It may be that there is
some insufficiency of order somewhere in
connection with the whole proceeding, but
certainly not on either of the two points
submitted by the Leader of the Opposition.
This is not a Bill to abolish the Legislative
Couneil.

Mr. Doney: Surely it embodies that pos-
sibility, does it not?

The Acting Premier: It does not. This
is a Bill which will seek from the elerfors
of Western Australia an expression of
opinion on what they consider should be
done in connection with the Legislative
Couneil,

Mr, Doney: Customarily, what action fol-
Jows that?

The Acting Premier: The electors are to
be asked whether in the first place they
favour the abolition of that Chamber and,
alternatively, whether they favour adult
suffrage for that Chamber. If a majority of
the alectors at a referendum to be held de-
cide in favour of abolition and the Govern-
ment agrees fo give effect legislatively to
that expression of opinion, it will be neces-
sury for the Government to introduce into
Parliament o Bill with that objcetive in
view, If that Bill, when introduced, is out
of order in relationship to the Order of
Leave, that will be the time to raise the
particular point raised this aftermoon by
the Leader of the Opposition. The passing
of this Bill can in no way of itself abolish
the Legislative Couneil.

Mr. Doney: It is the necessary first step,
is it not?

The Acting Premier: 1t is not neces-
rarily the first step, The Government could,
without any referendum, bring down a Bill
for the abolition of the Legislative Couneil.

Mr. Doney: This Bill, therefore, is quite
extraneous so far as it refers to the refer-
endum,

The Acting Premier; This Bill, as I am
sare the Member for Williams-Narrogin
knows very well, despite his present ob-
stinaey, is a Bill to ask the clectors of West-
ern Australia for their opinion as to whether
they favour the nbolition of the Legislative
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Council. If the people by a majority vote
express an opinion in favour of that objec-
tive there is no obligation on the part of
the Government to take further action.

Mr. Doney: Of eourse there is not. There
is no obligation on the (overnment.

The Acting Premier: It will be entirely
at the discretion of the Government at the
time as to whether it brings down a Bill
to pive legislative cfeet to that opinion.

Uen. J. C. Wiilecock: The Secession Bill
wag passed, but that did not hring secession
to Western Australia.

The Acting Premier: I therefore submit
that the arpument of the Leader of the Op-
position on that particular point is not ap-
plicable to the eireumstances associated with
this proposed legislation. The other point
raised by him was that the Bill, in effect,
would have the result of amending the Elec-
toral Act and therefore that that part of
the measure was not in order, as the proper
procedure to amend the Electoral Aet would
be to bring down & separate Bill and have
it debated and decided upon its merits.

Mr. Watts: Or, alternatively, to give a
different Order of Leave for this Bill.

The Acting Premier: Or, alternatively,
to amplify the Order of Leave for this
Bill. As I understand the Electoral Act,
it is an Act related to the holding of
Parliamentary elections in this State. This
referendam will not be a Parliamentary
election and consequently the Electoral Aect,
in respect of its particular and legal rela-
tionship to Parliamentary elections, does not
logically come under consideration at this
fime. For the purpose of simplifieation
and the saving of time and effort—

Mr. Watts: You cannot use short culs
through the Standing Orders.

The Aecting Premier: —and paper, the
draftsman quite fairly, and 1 think quite
sensibly, makes this Bill say that the Elee-
toral Act shall be used almost entirely in
relation to the referendum, but that in eer-
tain respects it shall be modified. Tf would,
of course, have been possible for the drafts-
man to include in this Bill 2 whole mass
of procedure as to how people should vote,
as to how ballot papers should be made
available to them, as to how the count should
be conducted and all the rest of the thou-
=and and one actions and eircumstances thai
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would be associated with a referendum of
this kind. I consider the procedure set out
in the Bill is much more sensible than the
one I have outlined had it been ineluded
in the Bill. So I suggest that on the two
main points which the Leader of the Opposi-
tion put forward he has not justified his
contention that the Bill is not in order in
accordance with the Order of Leave as ac-
cepted by the House on a previous occasion.
There might, as I said at the beginning, be
some other point of invalidity somewhere in
the whole matter. If there is, I am not
aware of it and I suggest it will be necessary,
before the point of order ean be sustained,
for some new point to be put forward.

Mr. McDongld: I have not had an op-
portonity to examine the matters raised by
the Leader of the Opposition exeept during
the time that this debate has been occupying
the House. I do, however, want to com-
mend to you, Mr. Speaker, for your consid-
eration, the matters which the Leader of the
Opposition has raised. One would have
thought that a Bill of this kind would be
introdueced under a motion of leave pro-
viding for a reference to the people of cer-
tain questions of amendment of the Consti-
tution in relation to the existence or aboli-
tion of the Legislative Couneil and the fran-
chise for the election of members of the
Legislative Council. That, I think, is the
nsual procedure in the Commonwealth Par-
liament. When that Parliament passes a
Bill with the objective of amending the Con-
stitntion, it is—if my memory serves me
rightly—always a Bill to provide for a refer-
endum in relation to an amendment of the
Constitution.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: No.
vided in the Constitution.

Mr. McDonald: I do not think it is.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: Yes, it is.

Mr. McDonald: It may be. I bow to
the recollection of the member for Gerald-
ton, but that is how it actvally operates.

Hon. J. C. Willcock: The Commonwealth
cannot alter its constitution withont a vrefer-
endum. Parliament ean alter the States
Constitution.

Mr. McDonald: I am coming to that. I
know quite well that the Commonwealth Con-
stitution eannot be altered without a refer-
endum, although increansed powers may be

That is pro-
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given to the Commonwealth by any Parlia-
ment in relation to the area which is under
that Parliament’s controi. But the fact
remains—if my memory serves me rightly
—that when any amendment is sought
to the Constitation, it is and would be
under an Order of Leave to introduce a
Bill for the amendment of the Constitn-
tion, and the Order of Leave would then
proceed to specify the particular amendment
which it was proposed to submit to the
people. This Bill does not in so many words
relate to any amendment of the Constitution
at all. It proposes, under the Order of
Leave, to submit certain questions, and those
questions are in relation to the Legislative
Council as a constituent part of the Parlia-
ment of the State.

The question might well have been—I am
not assuming it was—in something of the
same form, a question in relation to the
Legislative Council, whether or not it shall
continue as a constituent part of the Par-
liament of the State, and whether or not,
if it does continue as a constituent part of
the Parliament of the Staie, the franchise
should be altered. There is nothing alarm-
ing about that, because my experience goes
back to Orders of Leave which were some-
times very comprehensive in nature and
which made gquite sure that they covered
every possible matter which should be cov-
ered to show the prospective contents of the
Bill. Therefore I felt, when I heard the
Leader of the Opposition, that he had
raised a point well worthy of your consid-
eration, Mr. Speaker, because a reading of
the Order of Leave wonld certainly convey
to most minds that the questions related to
& Chamber of Parliament which was to be
& continwing part of the Parliament of the
State.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Whether or not.

Mr. McDonald: Exactly. 1 accept com-
pletely what the hon. member says. If
those words had been put in, there would
be no need for a motion in this regard.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You are trying to
limit it now.

Mr. McDonald: They were not put in.
The whole Order of Leave relates to a
Chamber of this Parliament, which is a eon-
stituent part of the Parliament. Without
having had time to examine this, I will go
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so far as to say that it would not have
conveyed to me that there was a proposal
to abolish the Legistative Council; in faet,
not having looked at the Bill very carefully
but having heard the Order of Leave, T made
the mistake of making a statement that the
new Bill had dropped the abolition of the
Legislative Couneil. That is what the tenor
of the Order of Leave actually conveyed to
me. I pass for the moment to the mafter
of the Electoral Act, and I pause sufficiently
long to say that if the Commanwealth is to
be taken as any precedent in regard to com-
pliance with Standing Orders and Parlia-
mentary procedure, it, if my recollection
is right, has a specific Aet, the Constitution
Alteration Referendum Aet, which does not
refer or apply to the contents of the Com-
monwealth Eleetoral Act, but all the neces-
sary details for taking a referendum are in-
cluded in the Commonwealth Constitution
Alteration Referendum Act. It may be chm-
brous, but it was apparently thought neccs-
sary in regard to the Commonwealth that
all this procedure should be incorporated in
the Aect, which was to deal with alterations
to the Constitution. 8o, if that precedent
is worth anything, it is distinetly in support
of the point of order raised by the Leader
of the Opposition.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: I wonld like to
point out that a similar position arose to
the one now under discussion when the Par-
liament of this State decided to ask the
clectors what they thought abonlt secession.

Mr. Watts: Nothing was wrong with the
Title of that Bill.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: No, but it was simi-
lar to this. That is all this Bill does. We
know that the referendum was carried, but
that did not in fact give the right to this
State to secede. All it did was to afford
the people an opportunity to cxpress their
opinion by referendum as to whether steps
gshould be taken to approzeh the Imperial
Parliament, which had power to alter the
Constitution that it had granted fo us up
to that stage. This is not a Bill to abolish
the Legislative Council. I wish it were,
beeause the procedure would then be very
simple. Bui if this Bill passes, another
Bill must be introdueed inta this Parliament
and passed through this House—which I
think might be done very easily—and also
throngh the Legislative Couneil. Conse-
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quently, a different procedure altogether is
adopted. We have the experience of
Queensland in this matter. A referendum
was held in that State but the people did
not support the abolition of the Upper
House; yet a Bill to effect that abolition
was carried through the Parliament, in op-
position to the expressed will of the people.
This Bill bears no relationship at all to the
abolition of the Upper House. Our ex-
perience with regard to the Secession Bill
clearly demonstrates what should be done.

Mr. McDonald: It seems to make some
mention of the abolition of the Upper
House.

Hon. J. C. Willeoeck: It asks me, as an
elector, what I think of it. I may say I
think it ought to be abolished, but that
does not make any difference to anybody
in the whole of Western Australia. All I
bave done is to express an opinion. If the
Government’ of the day, when considering
the results of the referendum, decides it will
cndeavour fo give effect to the wishes of the
people, expressed through the referendum,
it does so0. So far as the Commonwealth is
concerned, we have a different set of eirenm-
stanees altogether applying to us, inasmuch
as the Commonwealth consists of a number
of States joined together in a partnership.
Those States are very jealows of giving
powers to the Commonwealth, and are anx-
ioug to preserve the powers they have. So
a cumbrous and very expensive method was
set up to deal with alterations to the Con-
stitution of the Commonwealth. It provides
that a majority of people and a majority of
States shall vote in favour of proposals fo
alter the Constitution before such alteration
may be effected. They do not have to go
back to the Commonweslth Parliament, be-
cause, according to the Commonwealth Con.
stitution, if a referendum is carried the Con-
stitution is altered, whereas if a referendum
is carried here the Government of the day
has to iniroduce a Bill to give effect to the
opinion expressed by the referendum. I
really did not want to intervene in this de-
bate, and I think I ean with confidence leave
the matter to the Speaker’s ruling.

Mr. Speaker: I require a few minutes to
consider the verdiet. I am quite satisfied
in my own mind, but as it is so elose to the
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tea suspension, I will leave the Chair until
7.30 p.m.

Sitting suspended from 6.10 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. Spesker: Regarding the point of
order raised by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, first of all I should like to draw at-
tention to the faet that every care is taken
to sec that all Bills introduced into the
House are in accordance with the Order of
Leave. As is known, I have had to order
the withdrawal of two Bills which did not
conform to Standing Order No. 265 during
this session. In regard to the first question
raised by the hon. member I should like to
point out that Clause 6 only provides for
the suhmission to the clectors of certain
questions. The answer to these questions
by the electors does not, in itself, alter the
Constitution of this Parliament; other legis-
lation must be passed to implement their
decision. In regard to the second point,
I would point out that the Electoral Act
is in no way amended by this Bill. We have
no machinery for the holding of a referen-
dum, except in the case of the Licensing
Aect, which provides for submission to the
electors of the question of local opinion.
The Secession Referendum Aet contains
exactly the same provisions as are contained
in this Bill. I will guote the Order of
Leave on that oecasion. Although it con-
tained provision for the holding of the elec-
tion the Order of Leave was—

An Aet to submit to a referendum questions
in relation to the State of Western Australia
and the Federal Commonwealth established
under the Commonwealth of Australia Consti-
tution Aet (Imperial).

I rule that tbis Bill is in accordance with
the provisions of the Standing Orders and
the practice of this House.

Dgbate Resumed.

MR, W. HEGNEY (Pilbara)} [7.34]: 1
propese to submit a few reasons why this
House shonld pass the Bill at present being
eonsidered, and trust that in the interests
of the Parliamentary system of government
another place will also pass the measure.
There have been previous attempts by this
House to alter the Constitution to amend,
as it were, the powers or rights of another
place. Some time ago 5 Bill was introdneed
to amend the present franchise of the Legis-
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lative Council and to provide for adult
franchise, That was defeated in another
place. Not very long ago ihe present
Minister for Justice introduced a Bill to
alter the powers of the Legislative Couneil,
to bring them more into line with the powers
now enjoyed by the House of Lords under
what is known as the British Parliament
Act of 1911. That also was defeated, and
I understand that in recent years a measure
was introdueed in this House providing for
a householder qualifieation for the electors
for the Legislative Council. That was de-
feated.

The time has arrived when the people
of this State should be given the oppor-
tunity of determining whether they are in
favour of two Chambers and, if they are,
whether they are in favour of adult fran-
chise for another place. The Council has de-
feated all efforts on the part of this Cham-
ber to alter or restrict its powers, and I
consider that the referring of the matter
to the people is the right and proper thing
to do. I think it is as well, in discussing a
Bill of this eharncter, to look at the back-
ground in order to asecrinin the reasons
why the Government is attempting to sub-
mit the question of the abolition of the
Couneil, or that of aduit franchise for the
Council, to the people of this State,

On delving into British history we find
that uearly 700 years ago—in the Parlia-
ment of Simon de Montefort in 1295—the
King called the Lords Spiritual and Tem-
poral and the Commons together, but before
long it was found that the Lords Spirituul
and Lords Temporal had something in eom-
mon. Jt is an historical faet and an
historiea] incident that there were two
Houses in Rritain rather than—for that
time at least—three Houses. Right
down through the ages the struggle has
been between the Commons and the re-
presentatives of the privileged classes,
until in 1911 the right of veto was taken
from the House of Lords in the British
Parliament. It is interesting to rvecall that
for somc years in Sweden there were four
Houses of Parliament, and in Franece, up
to the frst revolution, there were three
Houses of Parliament. 1 will not weary
members by referring too much to the Bri-
tish Parliament. Let us eome to our Aus-
tralian Constitution and econsider the his-
torieal records from the time of the foun-
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dation of this eountry in 1788, Fram that
year until 1823 the Governor of New South
Wales was the sole and exclusive Governor.
He was the (Glovernment.

In 1823 an Aet known as An Act for the
Better Administration of Justice in New
South Wales was passed. It made provi-
sion for the inclusion of up to seven mem-
bers in the Legislative Council and certain
prominent Government officials were em-
powered by the Governor to hdvise him in
certain capacities, and also in regard to the
impogition of taxes. That, in 1823, was the
first step towards responsible Government
in Australia, A few years later, in 1842,
there was an Act for the Better Govern-
ment of New South Wales and Van Die-
man's Land. By that measure the previous
Constitution was altered but there was still
to be onily one Chamber, of 36 members,
two-thirds of whom were elected and one-
third nominated. Later, in 1850, an Act
known as The Australian Colonies Govern-
ment Bill was introduced and, when passed
by the British House of Parliament it gave
to Port Phillip, Van Dieman’s Land, and
South Australia, a constitution of their own.

I find that the first responsible Govern-
ment was introduced into New South Wales
with two Chambers in 1836, in Victoria in
1859, and in Queensland the fArst Parlia-
ment was opened in 1860. In South Aus-
tralia the first Parliament was opened in
1857, and in Western Anstralia responsible
gavernment was granted in 1890. In Tas-
mania, the first Parliament was opened about
the middle of last century. The point I wish
to make is that as the State Parliaments
were established the Legislative Couneils
grew up side by side with the popular
Chambers, TUnder their constitution the
privileged classes of those days saw to 1t
that Chambers were set up in the various
States which would restrict any likelihood
of a majority of the people legislating as
they thought fit. It may be interesting to
read an extract from a document written by
the then Governor of Tasmania, Sir William
Denison, and despatched to His Majesty's
Government in 1848, During the course of
the statement Sir William said—

The broad plan of a party, as in Ameriea,
received the support of the ecommunity, and
thouglh there are many who would gladly avail
themselves of any opportunity of raising them-
selves ahove the general level, yet here, ns
in America, any attempt to do so would be



(22 Avugust, 1946.]

frustrated by the jenlousy of the remainder
of the community, Your Lordship can hardly
form any idea of the character of the popula-
tion of these colonies. It is usual to assume
that colonies are off-shoots from the parent
stock, containing in themselves the germa of
all the elements of which society in the mother
country is composed. This can only be said
of any colony with many reservations, but it
cannot be said of these colonies with any
appearance of justice or truth. There is an
essentially democratie spirit whieh actuates the
large mass of the community (apparently the
criminal offence in those days), and it is with
a view to check the development of this
spirit, to prevent its coming into operation,
that I suggest the formation of an Upper
House.

That was the reason permeating the mind of
the Governor of Tasmania just on a ecen-
tory age and naturally an Upper House was
well and iruly established in the State. 1
find also that one of the greatest statesmen
of Australia, one who helped to make Aus-
tralian bistory—I refer to Williamm Charles
Wentworth—was appointed in 1853 chair-
man of a Select Committee by the Legis-
lative Council of New South Wales. That
body was to report on the form of govern-
ment that should be adopted by the State
of New Sonth Wales. I find this record in
o volume written by n lecturer at the Syd-
ney University, Mr. E. Harris—

In May, 1853, in New South Wales a Select
Committee, with William Charles Wentworth

as chairman, was appointed to draw op a Con-
stitution for the colony.

The committee’s report was submitted to
the Council in July, 1853 ; it provided for two
Houses of Parliament. The lower House was
to be chosen on a franchise which would give
& vote to nearly all adult males.

There was provision also made for 2 Colonial
House of Lords. Those on whom titles were
originally conferred should sit in this Upper
House-—or Legislative Council-—for life, Those
who inherited titles should, in conjunction with
original patentees still living, select a certain
number of their order to sit,

Wentworth remarked—regarding this propoe-
anl to constitute a titled aristocraey—that ““the
Sclect Committee had no desire to sow the seeds
of a future demoeraey.’’

That serves to indicate the ideas that William
Charles Wentworth had in mind regarding
the setting up of a Legislative Couneil, 1
think that in one way we can count our-
selves comparatively Jucky in Australia in
the knowledge that no titled aristocracy was
set up in any State. With regard to the con-
stitutions of the Legislative Councils in the
different States, it is interesting to note that
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from the very earliest stages the property
qualification was a factor in the entitlement
of anyone to be registercd as a voter. Qne
had to own not personal property but real
estate,

I do not propose to traverse in detail the
Constitutions of the different States nor to
refor at length to the requirements that
people had to comply with in conneection
with the franchise, Suffice to say that in
four of the six States—that is, excluding
Queensland and New South Wales—the pro-
perty qualification prevailed. In two of the
States certain people who otherwise do mot
own property are entitled to vote. Certain
professionn]l classes come within that cate-
gory, including barristers, medical praeti-
tioners and certain retired naval and mili-
tary oflicers. The point I wish to make is
that if there was any justification for two
Houses of Parliament one hundred years
ago, that justification no longer exists be-
cause, after all is said and done, one of the
reasons, among others, that the sccond
Chamber system was introduced was to en-
sure—we have all heard of the exclusionists
and the emancipationists of the early days
of the colony of New Sounth Wales—that the
exclusionists would not be subject to the
emancipationists,

In those days there was no system of com-
pulsory cducation: It was reeognised with n
measure of justification that only those with
reasonable knowledge, intellectual capaecity
and intelligence should bave a vote in the
government of the country so far as the
Legislative Council was concerned. What is
the position today? A system of compulsory
wdueation has been set up. There is a free
Cniversity, We have technieal schools and
innumerable facilitics enabling people to
acquaint themselves with the history of the
Government of their eountry and the man-
ner in which laws are made; to acquaint
themselves with their responsibilities and
rights as well as their opportunities so that
every persen over the age of 21 years should
be entitled to the right to vote.

I have mentioned briefly the qualifications
respecting the Legislative Couneils in the
different States, and it may be intercsting
to remark at this stage that what all states-
men at the end of the last century recog-
nised as an absolute necessity was that,
sooner or later, the Australian peoply had
to be welded under one Constitution into
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one nation. It was recognised, too, that with
respect to certain matters affecting the whole
of the people, Australia should speak with
one voice. Men like Parkes, Deakin, Grif-
fiths, Kingston, Isaacs and others, after a
series of conventions and a search for a
Constitution suitable to be adapted to Aus-
tralian conditions and Australian people,
deeided to more or less adopt the American
Constitution, What does that provide for?
It provides for two Houses of Parliament,
and each House of Parliament throughout
the Jength and breadth of Australia is elect-
ed on the adult franchise,

Mr, North: You mean Ameriea?

Mr, W. HEGNEY: No, I refer to Aus-
tralin. Both the Senate and the House of
Roepresentatives are elected on the basis of
adult franchise, With all due respect to the
respousible positions held by members of thig
Parliament, the matters dealt with by the
Augstralian Parliament are far more import-
saot than those that eoncern the subsidiary
legislatures of the States. When the two
Commonwealth Houses of Parliament were
set up at the inauguration of Federation,
it wus done on the understanding that the
more populous States would not he able to
over-ride the less populons or far-distani
Stotes. That is the reason why, while the
House of Representatives, which is the
equivalent in the Federal sphere of the
Legislative Assembly in Western Austra-
lia, was elected on single electorates and
the adult franchise, the Senate was con-
stituted of six members from each of the
States as a protection for the less populous
States. All throuzh the years that have
since clapsed, those Houses have been elec-
ted on the adult franchise.

What has happened in this and other
States? We admit that the Senate was
constituted to proteet the interests of the
less populous Sates, but nobody on this
side of the House, and I donbt whether
any member on the Opposition side, would
deny that the Senate is just as much a
party Honse as is the House of Repre-
sentatives. One has only to look at the
desiznations of the various candidates. We
have as candidates for the Senate, Labour
men. Tiberals, and Country Party men.
They are not standing as Western Austra-
lian renresentatives; they are standing as
party representatives. This brings me to
the elaim made over a long period of vears
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by members other than Labour members
and by a certain section outside that another
place is a House of review, that it is a
House to check hasty legislation. I sub-
mit—and I do not think my statement will
be contradicted—that 99 per cent. of the
members of another place represent politi-
cal parties. I am not complaining about
that, but if there were any justification in
carliec days for Legislative Couneils to
hold themselves up as Houses of review,
that justification no longer exists.

The claim has also been made that if
the second Chamber were abolished some-
thing drastic might happen. What would
happen if there were a Liberal-Country
Party Government here tomorrow? Would
not & majority in both Houses be of the
same political colour? Could not they econ-
spire, if they so wished, just the same as
if there were only one Chamber? The
suggestion that some dire consequences would
result to the people of this State if there
were only one Chamber is entirely without
foundation. We have only to point to the
State of Queensland. That State had a
Legislative Council appointed on a nominee
basis until 1922. In that year the Theo-
dore Government took steps to abolish the
Couneil. The Labour Pariy was in office
in Queensland in 1914 and continued in
office for seven vears after the Legislative
Couneil bad heen aholished. In 1929, the
Moore Government took office, but did not
re-gstablish a Legislative Council.  The
Moore Government lasted for only three
years, and the Labour Government has been
legislating for Queensland from 1932 to
1046. This effectively disposes of the bogey
that if the people of this State so decided
and n second Chamber no longer existed,
something drastie would happen to them.

There are certain reasons that ean be
advanced and, to my way of thinking, with
great force, as te why this referenduln
should be taken, thus giving the people an
opportunity to determine whether they de-
sire a continnance of the present constitu-
tion or otherwise. I have mentioned eduea-
tion as one factor that should be taken
into acconnt and which should alter our
outlook as to the need for second Chambers,
T submit with all due respect to another
place that there is something wrong with
a eonshitution which provides that a man
or woman of 21 years of age may nominate
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for the Legislative Assembly and possibly
beecome Premier of the State at the age of
22, and yet be denied the right to nomi-
nate for the Legislative Couneil until he
or she attains the age of 30 years. There
is also this anomaly and injustice: A
person may be 21 or even 40 years of age,
but unless he or she owns properiy of a
value of £30, or pays rent to the value
of £17, or has a lease of a value of £10
with & year to run, that person is not
qualified to vote for another place. No
doubt this happens at times: A person may
own real estate to the value of £50,000 and
be entitled to a vote for the Legislative
Couneil. In his wisdom, he may decide
to convert his real cstate into personal
property and invest the £50,000 in Common-
wealth bonds. If he did that, he would
be denied the right of a vote for the Legis.
lative Couneil.

Mr. Doney: Do you think there are many
eases like that?

Mr. W, HEGNEY: In the timber industry
are to be found some of the finest men in
the State, Many of them are living in
houses of three or four rooms, for which
they pay 5s. or 6s. a week, but, by virtue
of their loecation and economic position,
they are denied a vote for the Legislative
Council. Yet, if one of those houses were
shifted to Nedlands or some suburb where
a brick area had not been proclaimed, the
occupier would he entitled to a vote tor
the Legislative Council.

These are a few of the aromalies and
injustices that need to be rectified, and the
people should be given an opportunity to
determine whether they shall be rectified.
There is another important point. In some
of the States, plural voting was abolished
nearly 59 years ago, but here it is possible
for 2 man owning 10 blocks of land, each
valued at £50 and situated in each of the 10
provinees, to exereise 10 postal votes which
would become effective on polling day. There
are men, such as farm workers, miners and
others, who are not entitled to a vote for
the Legislative Council because they do not
own £50 worth of real estate or pay rent
of the value of £17 a year.

The arguments submitted by our eppon-
ents rezarding the relationship between the
Council and the Assembly are many and
varied. Last session, when a similar Bill was
presented to another place, it was claimed
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that the measure should have been accom-
panied by a ecertificate declaring that it had
been passed by an absolute majority. As
this had not been done it was ciaimed that
the Bill was not properly before that House,
and it was thrown out. I have dealt with
the claim that the Council acts as a House
of review, is a non-party House, and aets
as a check upon hasty legislation. I do not
propose o enlarge on that point; soffice it
to say that the Legislative Counecil is not a
House of review and that it exercises more
power than does the House of Lords. It
exercises more power than does the Senate—
the second Chamber in the Commonwealth
Parliament—and no matter what legislation
may be passed by this Chamber, it can be
vetoed by the Legislative Couneil.

Unless the Council proves amenable and
modifies its demands, we can do nothing.
All this talk about democracy is fallacious.
It is a misnomer while the present position
obtains. We have been charged with desir-
ing to establish an autocracy by our pro-
posal. That was actually a suggestion made
by a previous speaker. If anybody can tell
me that the effort to submit to the people a
question on a specific subject for their de-
termination iz a desire to set up an aufo-
cracy, then I do not know what democracy
is.

Member: Was that made mention of in
this House?

Mr. J. Hegney: Yes, by the member for
Mt. Marshall.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: Another point made
by a previous speaker was that he wag afraid
of a minority gaining control. With all
due respect to the Leader of the Opposition,
I believe that recently he made a statement
in the Press—I stand open to correction—
somewhat to the effeet that the Legislative
Council was a barrier against Communism.

Several members interjected.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. W. HEGNEY : I suggest, with all sin-
cerity, that one of the ways to encourage
dietatorships, whether of the Nazism, Fas-
ctam or Communistic kind, or any other ’ism,
is for the young people of the State to grow
up knowing that they can have a vote for
ont House of Parliament and can then be
sandbagged by another House.

Mr. Mann: What nonsense!
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!



446

Mr. W. HEGNEY : That is a fact. There
is no desire on our part for minority rule.
All that we ask for in this Bill is that the
people of the State—the men and women
over the age of 21 years—shall be given the
right to say whether they desire a second
Chamber or consider it necessary, and if
they do, whether they think the present re-
stricted franchise should continue or whether
it should be on the same basis as that for
the Commonwealth Parliament.

Mr. Leslie: You have it in the Common-
wealth Parliament today.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. W. HEGNEY : The opponents of the
Bill have submitted various reasons which I
have ennmerated. They declare they want
the Legislative Council to be a House of
review; they are afrald of the minority;
they are afraid of autocracy; they want a
check on hasty legislation. What they are
really secking is to perpetuate the privilege
of the Legislative Council, and prevent the
great mass of the people of this State from
having their wishes dealt with and imple-
mented through the activities of the Legis-
lative Assembly. That is the real reason why
they desire the status quo; that is the reason
why they desire to fight, as they always have
done, the abolition of the Legislative Coun-
cil, the Chamber of privilege. The Council
and the Senate, as I said before, were to be
Houses of review, but they are no longer
s0. They are not brakes on dictatorships,

T would like to quote figzures of recent
elections and T speak now from memory. In
the election of 1943 I think some 220,000
persons voted for the Legislative Assembly.
I stand open to correction as to a few
thousand. For the contested seats in the
Legislative Couneil in 1939, about 26,000
people voted. As a matter of fact, there are
ahout 86,000 people on the Legislative Coun-
¢il roll and about 270,000 on the Tegislative
Assembly roll. Try as one will, distort as
one will, in the final analysis it is found thal
a minority of the people of the State can
dictate to the majority throngh their clected
representatives in the legislative halls of
Western Australia, and I refer to the Legis-
lative Council. I do mot propose to take up
a great deal more time, but T would like
to say that if the Legislative Couneil refuses
to pass this measare in order to give the
people of Western Australia the chanee to
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determine whether they will have an altera-
tion of the Constitution, I have no hesita-
tion in saying—and I make no apology for
suggesting—that the Government, either
alone or in conjunction with other State
Governments, should make a very strong ap-
proach to hoth the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and the British Government for the
Purpose of trying to put a period to the
present position in this State.

Mr. Mann: That is a dangerous statement
to make,

Mr. W. IIEGNEY : That is the position
I would take up, because the British Par-
liament was in the first place responsible
for writing into its statute-book the basis
of the Australian Constitution; and I would
suggest that if the Legislative Council re-
fused to give the people this opportunity,
then there should be no hesitation in mak-
ing approaches both to the Commonwealth
Parliament and the British Parliament,
despite the Statute of Westminster, If the
people are to be given the opportunity fo
determine whether they desire a continua-
tion of the present system, then I am pre-
pared to abide by the will of the majority;
but I fail to see why, in these days of de-
mocracy, or alleged demorracy, there should
be two Honses of Parlianment in which one
House, elected on a privileged franchise and
by a minority of the people eompared with
this Chamber, should have the right to veto
and thwart the wiches of the majority of
the people

Members: Hear, hear!

HON. N. KEENAN (Nedlands) {8.6]:
No-one in this House, and I venture also to
think no-one outside this House has any
donbt whatever of the sincerity of the Minis-
ter who is in eharge of the Bill, no matter
what the political differences may be. The
Minister 1s an honourable man, as we know,
and thevefore I am entitled to assnme—and
so are all of us entitled to assume—that
when he asks the electors of Western Aus-
tralia to give a favourable vote on the aholi-
tion of the Legislative Couneil in the Par-
linment of Western Australin, he himself
believes that a unicameral system of Parlia-
menfary government is not only desirable
but necessary.

My, Leslie: He indicated to the contrary
in his speech,



[22 AugusT, 1946.]

Hon. N, KEENAN: T do not know. I lis-
tened Lo his speech and may have misseld
what the hon. member heard.

Mr, Doney: I think the Minister wanted
it both ways.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon, X. KEENAN: While I feel certain
of the Minister's sincerity in his belief as
to the efficncy of the untcameral system, 1T
have no knowledge whatever of the grounds
on which that belief is based, whether those
grounds are to be the authority of consti-
tutional essays of men of eminence who have
examined the Constitutions not only of our
Home Country and of our Empire, but of
other countries, or whether they are based
on the result of examining the records of
history so as to learn from the past what
might reasonably be expected te oceur in
these days. Whether one or the other is
the ease, I am in complete ignovance be-
cause {he Minister has not said a single
word on the matter. It is quite frue that
the Minister and the member for Pilbara
did refer to the vase of Queensland and =aid
that that State bad abolished the Legisla-

tive Council in its State Parlinment.
But although the member for Gerald-
ton reminded the House today, the

Minister forgot to say that in that case
the abolition of the Upper House in the
Queensland Parliament was in direet and flag-
rant contradiction of the vote of the people
of Queensland given on that very issue.
To my mind that action was such a seandal
that any sclf-possessed demoerat should be
ashamed even to mention it.

Mr. J. Hegney: The people of Queensland
confirmed the action by subsequently elect-
ing n» Labour Government.

Hon. N, KEENAN: That only shows how
it is pessible to bully people. However, I
do not propose fo deal with every inter-
jection heeause in that case I should remain
on my feet for far too long. I desire to
meke clear what I shall endeavour to estab-
fish here tonight: That is, the proposition
that it is absolutelv impossible to eonceive
any effective protection for the rights of a
minority unless there is a second Chamber
in existence. I am going to show that that
is elearly established by every essayist who
has ever attempted to write on the issue of
what should be the constitution of a self-
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governing country, and is also supported
entirely by the records of history. Further,
if in any social structure the rights of the
majority are the only rights to prevail then
such a structure is abselutely and certainly
damned and certain to eXperience destrue-
tion.

The Minister for Justice: You do not
think a minority should supersede a major-
ity, do you?

Hon. N. KEENAN: I do not think I as-
serted that. If the Minister will do me the
honour of listening, I shall endeavour to
make myself elear; and then, if I have not
made myself clear, the Minister can tell me
go. I propose to refer to the writings of a
few—for I do not intend to delay the House
too Jong—of the most eminent of the many
men who have addressed themselves to the
task of commenting on Constitntions and
what are necessary features in a Constitution
to achieve a desirable and profitable end.
Let me first of all quote from John Stuart
Mill, of whom I presume very member in
this House has heard and whose works
every member has also read at some time
or other. John Stuart Mill said at page 13
of his essay on “Representative Govern-
ment”—

A majority in a gingle Chamber when it has
assumed 2 permanent character when composed
of the same persons habitually acting together,
and always assured of victory in their own
House——o
a very accurate deseription of what happens
here and will always happen here—
casily becomes despotic and over-weening if
relensed from the necessity of considering

whether its acts will be concurred in by another
constituted authority.

Now I propose to read from Lecky whom
sgain I presume almost every member hag
read at some time or other. In his book on
“Democracy and Liberty” Lecky says—

Of all forms of government possible among
mankind I do not know one whieh is likely to
be worsc than the government of a single
omnipotent democratic Chamber. The tyranny
of majoritics is of all forms of tyramny that
whieh in the conditions of modern life is the
most to be feared and against which it should
be the chief object of a wise statesman to
provide,

1 propose now to read from a book by a
man who became a peer afterwards and was
known as Lord Acton, s very distinguished
historian. I shall quote from his book, “The
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History of Freedom.” All the essays from
which I am quoting were written on the
subject of freedom—how it can be saved and
preserved and what steps are necessary to
that end. Lord Acton said—

In every genuine democracy a second Cham.
ber is the essential security for freedom.

Hon, W. D. Johnsen: Did he refer to a
property Chamber? Did he mention a pro-
perty qualification?y

Hon. N. KEENAN: I think the hon. mem-
ber will have every opportunity to speak
and will have every courtesy extended to
him from me when he does so. In the
meantime I think be might remain silent.

Hon. W, D. Johnson : I thought you might
explain yourself.

Mr. SPEAXER: Order!

Hon. N, KEENAN: Lord Acton wrote—

A ren) and strong second Chamber is a sine
qua non of efficient legislation and government.

I am sorry. That was not Lord Aecton’s state-
ment. It appeared in an article by Frederick
Harrison, another well-known commentator
on Constitutions and it was written in 1910.

Mr. J. Hegney: A lot of second Chambers
bave gone overboard sinee then,

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! Y must ask mem-
bers to keep order.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I suppose I may as-
sume that everyone has at some time or other
bheard of Sydney Webh., He was the most
sdvanced thinker on the Left Wing side in
the Victorian, Edwardian and Rarly Geor-
gian reigns, In 1917 he said—

There is good ground for the establishment
of a second Chamber in our Parliamentary
system preferably in the form of the Nor-
wegian second Chamber where the Parliament
called the Storthing consists of two Chambers,
one the Qdelsthing which initintes legislation
and a sceond Lagthing which revises such
legislation and suggests what azmendment
should be made in it.

I suppose, too, 1 may ask the House to ae-
cept my stotement that Lord Roscberry was
a distinguished Liberal and Prime Minister
of England at the head of the Liberal Party.
He said—

There are two exceptions to the general pro-
test of all civilised communitics against being
governcd by a single Chamber.

I shall refer lnstly—for 1 have no night to
ask the House to tolerate too many extracts
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—to a statement made by Sir Henry Maine
g distingunished historian. He said—

We do not look to a second Chamber fo
infallibility.

But apparently the member for Pilbar:
does, He considers that if it is not infallible
it should be wiped out of existence. Bu
Sir Henry Maine said that we do not loock
to a second Chamber for infallibility but for
additional security and he added—

It ia hardly teo much to say that in thi

view almost any second Chamber is bettor thay
none.

I have laid before the House—and I am
afraid I may have taxed the patience of
members—a short but nevertheless rathe
voluminous selection from men of the
highest eminence in the British world on
this very subject, which goes to the kerne)
of the issue we are determining here today.
I now propose to refer to the lesson of his.
tory. Tirst of all I would like to recall,
boeause it is sometimes completely forgot-
ten, that the Athenian democracy, which
existed 500 years before the coming of
Christ, was the highest and the most de-
serving of eredit. Tt still stands as an
example of the purest, cleanest and most
effeetive demoeracy. Although it existed
in aneient days so that the past has, to some
extent, swallowed its glories, it is only right
that we should remember it. In “Aristotle's
Athenian Constitution”—Aristotle, a man
living in those days, was a philosopher as
well as a great writer—the author points
out the long confliet between the people and
in the first instance, the chieftains and after-
wards the kings, and that they reached the
point where their democratic system was
so complete that the whole of the power
rested in the whole of the people. That was
brought about in this manner: All the
people met on a mound known as the Pnyx,
which was a big hill within the walls of
Athens. There they were obliged, by law,
to meet 40 times in each year. Apparently
it was well known that a large number
woull take an interest in the proceedings
beeause the guornm fixed was 6,000. That
assembly was known as the Ecelesia which
is a CGireek name for “the assembled.” It is
important to note that in this mother of
demovracies everyone of age—and there too
the age was, as far ns one knows, about
what it is with us, namely 21 years—took
part.
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The Minister for Justice: That was a
pure democracy.

Hon, N. KEENAN: T have said so,

The Minister for Justice: Yes, I have
read all about it.

Hon. N. KEENAN: In this pure demo-
eracy no business could be initiated by the
Ecelesia, It could only deal with such mat-
ters as had passed the preliminary examina-
tion by the council of 500, called the Boule.
That, again, is a mere name in Greek. So
there was & bicameral system alihough
it worked somewhat on the reverse plan to
what we have in our mind beeause the Boule
first passed a measure and then if was dealt
with by the Beelesia.

Hon, J. €. Willeock: By the majority.

Hon, N. KEENAN: But the majority
¢ould not initiate anything. So I am entitled
to claim it as a conclusive example of a
bicameral system. It would be possible, if
time permitted, for me to recall the forms
of either wholly democratic or guasi-demo-
cratic commnunities which existed in those
far off days; in particlar, the Republic of
Rome. In that case the Government was
entrusted not to one eonsnl but to two, 2
point which John Stoart Mill said was of
great importance. Both of these consuls, I
have to admit, were elected only by the
Senate, to whom they were responsible. In
addition to the two consuls, who were ans-
werable to the Senaie and who reporied fo
the Senate, there were two tribunes who were
elected by the mass of the people, and whose
power and anthority were indefinite but al-
most cqual to that of the consuls; in faet,
the difference was so slight that it might be
said to have been preater in some respects.

The Minister for Agriculture: Were there
not three tribunes?

Hon. N. KEENAN: T took my notes from
John Stuart Mill. Apparently he made a
mistake. By the means 1 have put before
the Chamber the dangers to which I have
referred of a single Chamber or authority
having exclusive and final anthority, and
abusing it by reason of having that exclusive
right, were, in a large measure, aveided but
not quite becanse the position was not suf-
ficiently defined. Bo it was, in process of
time, undermined and the result of that
mdermining led to the decline and fall of
Rome. I would like to turn for a littie while
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to consideration of what is of more interest
to us, and which has been dealt with by the
member for Pilbara in his speech—1T refer to
the history of our own British Parliament of
which we are humble imitators and, [ might
almost say, bumble servants. The British
Constitution, as we all know, is not a writ-
ten one in this sense that it has never been
reduced to any form of writing. Therefore
it has developed a flexibility of a colossal
character and has adapted itself, in all ages
and phases of the British Empire, to the
cireumstances of the day. Therefore it is
extremely difficult to define.

I pass over the primitive political units
of the Anglo-Snxon days which consisted,
more or less, of legendary assemblies,
until I come to the year 1213 when
King John, being in the position of
wanting funds—a chronic condition of
kings—sent a writ to the sheriffs of the
counties asking every county—and this
is preserved to-day in the British Constitu-
tion because there it will be found there are
still the old county elections as distinct from
the boroughs and the towns—for four knights
four burghers and a reeve, who was a kind
of sheriff, from a number—2l—of named
towns. These people were to consult with
the King for the purpose of ways .and
means. How often do we hear that expres-
sion nsed in this chamber, and how little do
we recognise that it has come down throngh
all the ages! It is a curious expression and
has all that historieal background. Mem-
bers also know that in 1215, two years later,
the barons compelled the King to aceept
what is called the Magna Carta. That has
always had a place in the history of Eng-
land, and in our own schools and universi-
ties, very much above what it deserves, be-
cause it was merely a baronial decument and
did not in the slightest degrec contribute to
any progress in what might be called national
representation.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: It did curtail the
right of the king to get money.

Hon. N. KEENAN: It did, but it was a
barenial decument and eertainly protected
the baronial class from any impesition of
that character. It is hy no means certain
when the first Parliament, or what might
properly be deseribed as a Parliament, as-
sembled. The member for Pilbara said it
was the Parliament of Simon de Montefort,
but there is considerable doubt as to that,
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becaunse there is no record of how that Par-
liament was composed. Simon de Monte-
fort’s Parliament would have been in the
year 1263, but it is known and on record
beyond doubt that in 1267 a Parliament did
assemble at Windsor, which consisted of
the number of 18 barons, a larger number
—muot recorded—of clergy, and two knights
from each shire and two citizens from each
of 2] nominated towns. That is the first
Parliament in which the three estates, so
often mentioned, appeared. They are the
estates of the realm, the baronage and the
clergy.

The member for Pilbara is correct in
reminding this House—he deserves great
credit for the research he made into the
matter—that the barons and clergy at about
the beginning of the 14th century joined
hands and assembled together in one cham-
ber while, on the other hand, the knights and
burghers joined hands and mssembled in an-
other chamber, and those two chambers for
the first time then became known as the
Lords and the Commons. That evolution
was purely fortuitous; there was no design
in it. It came about, in the extraordinary
way of which T have reminded the House,
that the whele of the British Constitution
came into existence. Just then there was a
demand for two Honses and the two Houses
were formed on the basis of the clergy join-
ing hands with the barons and the knights
joining hands with the burghers. That de-
vice was perpetuated and there is ne douht
that it was perpetuated for good reasonms,
for it was recognised that it ereated a greater
stability than one single chamber had any
prospect of attaining. By reason of that
stability, the British Constitution has con-
tinued down through the ages until modern
days, with which we are all so well ac-
quainted. Tt is well illustrated by what
happened to foreign Parliaments, hecavse
the British Parliament is often spoken of
as the Mother of Parlianments. There is no
such thing as the Mother of Parliaments.

QOver a century before any British Parlia-
ment cxisted, there was a Parliament in
Spain, known as the Cortes of Aragon.
There was a Parliament in Franee—at one
time more Parliaments than one—known as
States General, but in botk instances they
remained single chambers, and in both in-
stanecos the Crown was able to eorrupt them,
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because they were only single chambers, ar
both perished.

Hon. J. C. Willeeck: So did some of tl
kings.

Mr. Cross: I thought this Bill was for
referendum.

‘Mr. Mann: It is beyond your iotelligenc
at all events.

Hon, N. KEENAN: I think I am entitle
to show the danger of having a Constitutio
consisting of one chamber. I hope t}
member for Canning will do me the honou
of allowing me to address my remarks {
his mind. After the deposition of Charle
I, and his execution, the Hounse of Commor
was then largely dominated by Puritans s
the head of whom was Oliver Cromwell, O
the 10th March, 1649, the House of Con
mons passed an Aet to abolish the House ¢
Lords and establish a single-chamber Pay
liament. I present that fact to the Minist«
for his use on some other exclusive occasion

The Minister for Justice: I have read ¢
that.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Let me now remin
the Minister that eight years later, the sam
Oliver Cromwell addressed the Parliamer
and advised it to revise and create a Secon
chamber, which it did unanimonsly.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: Cromwell was the
within a year or two of his death, and w:
very senile.

Hon. N. KEENAN: It was a long tin
before his death.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: Only three or fou
years.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I am afraid tt
member for Geraldton should go to scho
again. I am speaking of 1657.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: He died in 1659.

Hon. N. XEENAN: He said—I endor:
every word of it and say it is entirely i
accord with the authorities I have cite
here tonight—to the Commons—

I tell you, unless you have some such thin
(as a second chamber) as a balance, you canni
be safe.

And thereupon, taking the advice of a ma
who knew, they unanimously restored ti
second Chamber. I am endeavouring to p1
the matter exactly as it happened, witho
colouring it one way or the other. I mu
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remind the House that the second chamber
that wes so revived was, by the action of
the Republican Chancellor Thurloe, limited
to the peers who had not taken part in the
war against the Parliament, and so the sys-
tem of hereditary succession was for the time
being put on one side.

Mzr. Cross: They put their own supporters
in.

Hon. N. KEENAN: The point to be noted
is the neccessity for a second chamber to
control the abuse of power by a single cham-
ber possessing sole authority. Sueh is the
Byritish expericnce of the abolition of a
second chamber. The attempt to govern by
one chamber of Parliament is, so far as my
reading and knowledge go, invariably a
child of revolution. Invariably it is the
idea of a revolutionary party. Thus, in
the case of the French Revolution of 1789,
when a chamber was appointed—the consti-
tuent chamber, as it was called—for the pur-
pose of making a eonstitufion for the new
France, that constituent chamber strongly
advised that the new constitution for France
should have two chambers, but the revolu-
tionary clement in the constituent chamber
defeated that and brought in a eonstitution
consisting of one chamber. That lasted only
for two years and on the 3rd Fructidor,
1791, which is the revolutionary name for
July, the new constitution was brought into
existence with two chambers, one of which
was known as the Conseil of Cing Cents
and the other the Conseil des Anciens.

The point is that it became impossible fo
carry on government successfully with a
chamher that was omnipotent and without
restraint, and therefore able and ready at
times to do things that were hopelessly dan-
gerous to the nation at large. Then again
in 1848 there was another French Republic
hrought into existence and it started on its
carcer with a single chamber, but in 1852,
just four years later, it was obliged to
create a seeond chamber.  That state of
affairs continued right up to 1940 when the
GGermans entered France and destroyed the
Freneh Government.

Now let me reeall what happened when the
Germans were driven ont. Unfortunately the
Communists had a very large representation in
the Constituent Chamber, which was charged
with the responsibility of drawing unp the
new Constitution, - a representation, far
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beyond what their nombers warranted.
However, as they had taken a promi-
nent part in what is known as the
resistance movement, they took care to have
a large representation so that when the ques-
tion arose in that Constituent Assembly as to
what form the future government of France
should take, they would have a dominant
voice in the matter. The result was that,
because of the Communist vote, by a major-
ity of 29, it was determined that the Consti-
tution should provide for only one Chamber.

When we remember, and know, that the
Communist Party representation in that Con-
stituent Assembly was far and away above
100, we can appreciate how entirely it was by
their vote that & much larger majority of
the people who were in favour of an upper
chamber were defeated. When the Consti-
tution they framed was submitted to the
French people, by a majority of over 1,000,-
000 they rcjected the proposal that there
should be only one chamber and today there
are again two chambers in France. I do
not want to trace at great length the his-
torical aspect of this muatter, hut I should
be entitled to draw attention to the fact that
even in the home of the revolutionary warld
—I refer to Russia—if we ean imagine that
their Coanstitution is anything bhut a sham,
which, of course, it is—-

Hon. J. C. Willeock: Then do not refer to
it if it is only a sham!

Hon. N. KEENAN: Even though it lw n
sham Russig has two Houses.

Mr. Cross: But everyone has a vote for
both chambers. Do not forget that.

Mr. Mann: Comrade!

Hon. N. KEENAN: Hven in their own
home eountry, the Russian Communists took
the precaution to provide the measure of
safety, which is the result of having a ree-
ond chamber. Throughout the whole his-
tory of the world that is the story regarding
the second chamber. I do not wish
to impose on members' patience, so
I shall not econtinne at much greater
lengtk. However, I pmphasise that through-
out the whole of history there is, in respect
of this question, only one lesson to be dearnt.
and that is without a seeond chamber there
is no stahility. When any attempt was made
to govern without a second chamber, in
order to obtain stability, the second cham-
ber had to he revived.
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© Now I shall say a few words on the other
issue to be laid before the electors. That
issue was deseribed by the member for Pil-
bara, truly and properly, as the matter of
the franchise. Tf another place is elected
on exaetly the same franchise as this cham-
ber—that is to say, on the manhood fran-
chise—TI should like fo know by what right
could this chamber then say that it bad the
sole right to determine what party should
govern, that it was the one House that
conld detevmine what taxation was to be
imposed. By what right could this cham-
ber then claim to be the one House to de-
termine annually the revenue and expendi-
ture for the State? If the Legislative Coun-
cil had exactly the same aunthority, what right
would this House have to say, “We are the
parties intevested with this or that matter
—not the other place?”

Mr, J. Hegney: The people could recon-
cile those rights. It is the people who make
the Parliament.

Hon, X. KEENAN: Perhaps if the mem-
ber for Middle Swan will listen for a
moment, I will amplify my statement and
make my point clear.

Mr. J. Hegney: T am sorry.

Hon. N, KEENAN: This House only en-
jovs its tremendous rights and stupendous
privileges—for what reeson? Because mem-
bers here are closer to the people; we are
more in touch with the people; we are the
representatives of the people to a much
higher degree.

Mr. J. Hegney: Too right!

Ton. N. KEENAN: But that position
applies only heeause of the restricted fran-
chise upon which ancther place is elected.
If we alter that positon we shall have
thrown away any right this Chamber has
te oceupy the position it is in today.

Hon. W. D, Johnson: That is so.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I am as certain of
that as it is possible to be certain abont any-
thing I eonld speak about.

Mr. Mann: That is so.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Since I have been
in political Jife, I have always advocated
the liberalising of the franchise for the
Legislative Council, and the Minister for
Justiee was good enough to refer to one
effort of mine in that direction 40 years
ago.
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The Minister for Justice: That is correct.

Hon. N. KEENAN: I remain of the same
opinion today, but that is not to say that
I approve of the chaotic position that must
arise with respeet to the two Chambers if
they possess exactly the same mandate, in
which case one could not be subservient to
the olher. The position would be impos-
sible, If adopted it would provide ground
for revolt and chaos. ’

I propose now to say a few words about
the Jederal Senate. That House is in no
sense a second Chamber. It was never
intended to be a second Chamber. It was
set up as a States House, pure and simple.

Hon J. C. Willeock: It was supposed to
be.

Hon N. KEENAN: It is not elected on
the same franchise as the House of Repre-
sentatives. The fact is that an elector in
Tasmania who votes for the Senate has
cight times the electoral strength and value
of an eleetor in New South Wales who
votes for the Senate, When it comes to the
House of Represeniatives, the elector in
Tasmaniz, which I take for the sake of
illustration, has very slightly more electoral
privileges than the eorresponding elector
in New South Wales. Thus neither on the
question of the franchise nor on the question
of the Constitution is there any compari-
son. Althongh I am in favour of liberalis-
ing the franchise of the Upper House to a
very great extent, if my partieular wishes
were complied with T would never dream
of placing that House in the position of
being able to say to the Legislative Assembly
members, ‘“We possess the same mandate
as you do. We are going to assert our
right to govern this Siate as much as you
do. We will put in power the Government
that we want, and we will impose the taxa-
tion we deem fit.”” In those circumstances,
the two Houses would clash at every point
when any claim for privilege was put for-
ward.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Then it is & ease
of abolition or nothing!

Hon N, KEENAN: I have spoken at
greater length than I intended. TUnfortu-
nately, some members interjected and T
followed them up. In this matter, the most
disappointing feature is that the Bill is
not attempting to deal with what is really
the erucial point—the neeessity to resolve
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the difficulties hetween the two Houses, No
matter what happens or what kind of House
we create, there will be differences between
the Houses. This proposal eontaing nothing
at all that will lead to the adjustment of
those differences when they arise. That is
the mgtter to which we should address our
minds and not a matter of this sort, which
has ne praetieal value and is opposed to
all the lessons of history and all the teach-
jugs of the best of mankind.

On motion by Mr. Cross, debate ad-

Journed.

BILL—MILK.
Second Reading.
~ Debate resumed from the 14th August.

MR. McLARTY (Murray-Wellington)
[8.51]: I snpport the second reading as I
did the Bill of last session. I am glad that
the Minister has brought it down early in
the session. Last year it was introduced at
a very late stage and as a result did not get
through the Legislative Council. Apart from
the opportunity that members have had to
gain a knowledge of this legislation since
last year, there have been numerous news-
paper articles, letters to the papers and
mectings, as well as interviews with various
parties interested, so that there ean be no
reason for any member not appreciating the
importanee of this Bill,

The Minister proposes to make this legis-
lation permanent, and I feel sure that Pay-
liament will agree. He informed us that
the board had Dbeen in existence for about
13 years and that, as a result of its work,
there had been an improvement in the quality
of milk supplied to the metropolitan ares,
while the position of the producers had eer-
tainly been impyroved. It is nccessary that
the hoard be given permanency in order that
it may still more effectively guard the in-
terests of the consuming publie, the pro-
ducer, and in fact all scetions of the in-
dustry. Amongst the members of the board
have been some very eminent men. When
the board was formed, one of the members
was the late John Curtin, late Prime Minister
of Australia, Obviounsly the Government of
the day attached considerable importance to
the board when it appointed a gentleman of
the calibre of Mr. Curtin as a member.

Mr, Abbott: Was not a dairyman fined the
other day for selling bad milk?
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Mr. McLARTY: The Hon, F. E. Gibson,
MIL.C., was a member of the first board and
later Mr. T. G. Davies was appointed.
Amongst the members have also been some
prominent men {rom the producing side. So
all parties bave realised the importance of
the hoard and tried to secure the most suit-
able men as members,

Milk Bills have been brought before Iar-
liament om seven previous oceasions. Much
diseussion has taken place on each measure
and there has also been much discussion of
the subjeet during the Address-in-reply and
other debates. That the measure should have
State-wide application is only right; I have
not heard from any quarter any opposition
to that proposal., As the Minister told the
House last session, it is just as important
that the people outside the metropolitan
aves should have a good, wholesome milk
sapply as it is for those within the metro-
politan area, Another advantage of giving
the measure State-wide application is that
the board will be enabled to exercise better
control over milk generally,

I suppose members read the report of the
departmental committee that appeared in
yesterday’'s newspaper. I have heard a good
deal of eomment on it. Those officers con-
sisted of Dr. A. N. Kingsbury, bacteriolo-
gist at the Health Department, Mr. A, Me-
Kenzie-Clark, Chief Inspector of Stock, Mr,
W. E., Stannard, Chairman of the Metropoli-
tan Milk Board, and Mr. M. Cullity, Super-
intendent of Dairying. I admit that the re-
port does not make pleasant rending, but I
wish to emphasise one paragraph, which
states that there is no indication that the
present milk supply is causing epidemics of
disease amongst humans. I think it import-
ant that atteniion be drawn to that para-
graph. The public should also understand
that the board is excrting all possible efforts
to ensure n supply of elean, wholesome milk.
We do not want it to be thought by the
public at large that the matter of the milk
supply is being treated !lightly and that
really nothing is heing done. The contrary
is the case.

The report makes reference to several
diseases that affect human beings—tubercu-
losis, contagious abortion which is said to
canse undulant fever in humans, actinomy-
ecosis, and mastitis which we are told is re-
sponsible for sore throats and certain forms
of enteritis, A close wateh is being kept by
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the board over all classes of milk. Samples
of milk are frequently taken by the board’s
mspectors, Where mastitis is revealed, the
dairyman is informed and is instrueted what
to do. When milk is found to be infected
with the contagious streptococei of mastitis,
the dairyman is instructed not to include
that milk for human consumption. Provision
is mado in the Bill to deal with actinomy-
cosis. This is a type of tubereulosis that
affects the jaw of the benst, causing lumpy
jaw, but often a beast suffering from this
disense is not otherwise affected.

The Bill provides for the establishment of
a compensation fund. I find that the
sum which was contributed to that fund
by vendors and dairymen up to the 30th
Junme, 1948, amounted to approximately
£34,887, The vendors' fund stood, at the
30th June, 1946, at £20,338 and the dairy-
men’s fund at £14,549. TUnder the Bill, this
money wili go into a compensation fund
which is to be ereated to provide compen-
sation for dairymen whose stock are con-
demned and destroyed on aceount of disease.
The Bill also provides for the contribution
of a maximum amount of a farthing per
galion by hoth prodneers and vendors. At
present it is estimated that about 7,000,000
zallons of milk per annum are eonsumed in
the metropolitan area.  Assuming that the
maximum amount of one farthing is col-
lected on all of this milk, it will vield an
amount of between £14,000 and £15,000 per
annum. The Bill also provides that the
Treasurer shall contribute a like amount.
Therefore, the total contributions from these
sourees will amount to sbhount £30,000 in one
year, so that at the end of 12 months, if
wo add together all these funds which go
to the ecompensation fund, we will have nn
amount of £65,000, But this Bill will ap-
ply to the whole State and consequently the
amount will be considerably over £65,000.

Tt us have a look at the compensation side.
If we paid the maximum smount of com-
pensation laid down in the Bill, namely, £20
per head for each animal destroyed, we
eould pay with the money we would have
in hand at the end of 12 months—again as-
suming that the maximum amount was paid
for compensation—for & total of 3,250 cows
destroyed. A good deal of the money would
go back into the eompensation fund, so
actually we would have a larger sum than
the amount I stated. This should assure the
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public that finance will not be lacking to
cope with catile diseases, especially T.B.,
although other diseases ean be brought
under the Bill should it be so desired. I
mention these figures to give members an
idea of the amount that would or might be
available in order to combat cattle diseases.
I have ascertained that in 1935, 4,400,000 gal-
lons of milk were consumed in the metro-
politan arca; at present the quantity s
about 7,000,000 gallons per annum. I am
wondering whether those who contend that
milk is spreading so much disease would
contend {eday that there is twice as much
disense. Has there been an inerease in
disease corresponding ta the increased con-
sumption of milk? I very much doubt it.

I come from a dairying distriet which sup-
piies the grealer part of the wholemilk to
the metropolitan area. There are some very
large schools in the distriet and I see the
children frequently. I presume the children
consuine more milk than do the children in
any olher part of the State and yet I doubt
whether a healthier lot of children eould be
found anywhere, Certain diseases which
may be eaused by milk have been mentioned
by the deparimentzl committee, but those
diseases are very rare in humans in the dis-
trict to which I refer. If we have not got
those discases in the actual dairying dis-
triets, I fail to sec why milk should he the
cause of discase in the metropolitan area.
Tt may be said that dairying in the farming
areas is carried on under more bygienic and
better eonditions than it is in the metropoli-
tan area.

Myr. Read: Oh! What o pity!

Mr. MeLARTY: I suggest to my friend
from Victoria Park, who interjected in his
wrong seat, that he would have a slight
knowledge of dairying eonditions in the
agrieultural distriets, but he might have a
much more intimate knowledge of the eon-
ditions in the metropolitan aren. Anyhow,
T favour protecting the heatth of the public
as far ag possible and do not want to do
anything which would deprive the public of
that protection, I presume that when a cex-
tain sum of monev has been credited to the
compensafion fund the Minister will not
wan( to collect the full eontributions, if he
decides it is necessary to levy the full
amount in the early stages. Unquestion-
ably, most of the money required will be
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collected in the early stages; but I fee
quite confident that as time goes on the
¢laims for compensation will become less
and less.

The Bill contains some alterations. When
introducing it, the Minister spoke at
great length on the merits and demerits
of pasteurisation. I do not propose to
discuss the Bill from tkat angle at all
I feel it i3 more a matter for experts and
technical men generally; but I helieve that
unless we improve the milk supply, and do
it rapidly, thus ereating confidence in the
publie, it will be exceedingly hard for any
Government to stand up against the demand
for pastevrisation. I also believe that with
the provisions c¢ontained in this Bill we wil
reach the happy stage of bhaving a better
milk supply sooner than a great many
people expect.

As I said, there are some alterations in the
Bill. The Minister did not refer to some of
them.  Last session’s Bill included ve-
ference to milk used for manufacturing pur-
poses, This Bill still includes such milk,
but exemption can be obtained from the
Milk Board. I notice there is a safeguard
with reference to the illicit nse of wholemilk.
Manufacturers have to apply to the board
for a certificate of exemption from the Act
and the board can issue a certificate and
impose conditions under which it is issued.
If a manufacturer fails to comply with or
observe any of the conditions, the certificate
may be revoked by the board, and this is in
the hoard’s absolute .discretion. Retttrns
have to be supplied and the board has the
right to inspeet premises and hooks. That
is certainly a safeguard as it means that
this milk will have to be used for manufae-
turing purposes only, and I do not think
it is likely to get on to the wholemilk market.

The Bill also provides that a person who
is using the milk as wholemilk and for manu-
facturing purposes as well is not exempt
from the Aet, and that is a wise provision.
Anocther new provision deals with storage of
milk. This will assist the board. Under it,
milk can be stored only in licensed premises.
[ think it is necessary that the bhoard should
know where all milk is stored in Perth.
It is in the intercsts of good health for
the board to know this. TUnder the present
Act, milk can be stored anywhere. I am
glad the Minister has made an alteration in
the Bill, and I hope ke is not going to be
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persuaded by the eloquence of the member
for Perth to make a further alteration in
the Committee stage.

Under this Bill, the Milk Board ean
issue Jicenses under its own authority.
Previously, it had to get & certificate
from the loeal authority. Power is not
taken from the local authority to carry
out inspections in regard to health. That
power is still preserved to it. I strongly
advocated this last session. I pointed out
to the Minister that these dairying districts
extend over a wide area., The secretary of
a road board is usnally the health ingpeetor.
He is a very busy man and it is not easy
for him to make inspections; and as a result,
the producer concerned, who is waiting for
his license, and also the Milk Board, are
put to considerable ineonvenicnce, I eer-
tainly think this provision is a very wise
cne.

The Minister for Agrienlture: I yielded
to your very persuasive manner.

Mr, MeLARTY : I hope the Minister will
vield to a fow more of my suggestions. 1
notice something else that is new. The Com-
missioner of Health can instruet the board
to do ecrtain things. Last session I said I
did not think it was in our best interests to
have three different controls—the Milk
Board, the Agricultural Department and the
Health Department. I hope members will
bear in mind that most of the inspectors
employed by the Milk Board have health
certificates. Those, who have not, have had
considerable experience with regard to the
wholemilk industry, and their aetivities are
very closely watched by the Milk Board.
We have practical men on that board. We
have consumers' representatives, who are
alive to the serious complaints regarding
health. When we come to the Committee
stage, I propose to offer a certain amend-
ment regarding this provision which gives
the Commissioner of Health power to in-
struct. e can request, but I do not think
there is any necessity to give him power to
instruet. It iy possible that a health inspec-
tor may go to a dairy and find something
wrong just on that particular day. The
man, to all intents and purposes, may be a
really good producer, but this one action
would condemn him, and the hoard would
have no say in the matter at all. The Com-
missioner of Health wounld say, “You are
not to take his milk; wipe him out.”
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The Minister for Justice: He has power
under the Henlth Aet that supersedes this.

Mr, McLARTY: He has very wide pow-
ers under the Health Act; but I want, if
possible, to get the Minister to agree to let
the board deal with these people and not
have them instructed by the Commissioner
of Health. T do not think there is any need
for that to be done; and I think the Minis-
ter himself has sufficient confidence in the
board to know that it would carry out the
health requirements and would be very alert
to the need for milk being produced under
the most hygieni¢ conditions, Surplus milk
kas always been widely discussed ever since
the board came into being. There have been
all gorts of ways of getting rid of this sur-
plus milk. I can remember that &t one
time a lot of milk used to be bought which
was called ship’s milk. It was milk supplied
to ships in Fremantle Harbour. It was
bought at o cheaper rate than milk sent to
the metropolitan area. We amended the
Act in that connection. Then there was the
Kalgoorlie milk. Forturately, the board will
now be able to eontrol that under the State-
wide application of the proposed measure.
Chenp milk was bought and sent to Kalgoor-
lie.

Mr. Doney: When you say cheap milk,
do you refer to its low quality ¥

Mr. McLARTY : No; it was milk sold at
a lower price than that fixed by the board.

Mr. Abbott: At prices better than were
obtained for butter-fat.

Mr. McLARTY : The hon. member wants
to lead me off the track, and to induce me
to discuss the respective merits of the butter-
fat producer and the milk producer. I notice
there is an amendment on the subject, so we
will leave the diseussion on that to the Com-
mittee stage. I want to ask the Minister
& question. I do not expect him to answer
it now.

Mr. SPEAKER: No, not now!

Mr. McLARTY: No, sir. I want to ask
him: Why is there need for this surplus
milk? The Aet is to be given State-wide
application, and I fail to see why any pro-
vision should be made for surplus milk, I
know that some producers are offenders in
this direetion. A producer may have a quota
of 30 gallons. A truck comes to pick up
his milk and he finds that he has 35 gallons.
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He does not want to be bothered separating
it, but wants to get rid of it, so he is pre-
pared to let it go in at the cheaper rate.
That tends to undercut the price.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: This Bill will not
stop that, will it?

Mr. McLARTY : I think that if the Minis-
ter would agrec to my suggestion to delete
from the Bill reference to surplus milk, it
would go a long way towards doing so.
When we come to the Committec stage, I
will give further reasons why the definition
of surplus milk sheuld be deleted from this
Bill. Furthermore, 1 will put something in
its place. I do not know whether you, Mr.
Speaker, will allow me to refer to it now.

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, so long as the hon.
member does not mention the clause.

Mr. MeLARTY: I will not mention
clanses, I propose to put in these words—

Any milk supplied over and above the maxi-
mum daily quantity shall be deemed accommo-
dation milk and paid for as such.

If the Minister will aceept that it will do
away with the oced to provide for surplus
milk in the Aet, There are one or two other
amendments that I propose to move. One
refers to the method by which the election
of the producers’ representatives shall he
made. ] have an amendment on the notiee
paper dealing with that point. When the
Minister introduced the Bill last senson I
asked him how he would define the boun-
daries for the election of the producers’ re-
presentatives. This Bill, az did the previous
one, provides that there shall be two zones.
T do not think we want two zones. I admit
that when the first measure was introduced
into Parliament I was mainly responsible for
the creation of two #0mes, because at that
time there were two different classes. Ther:
were the producers in the metropolitan area
and those outside. But times have changed
and the greater number of the metropolitan
producers have gone out into the agricul-
tural areas. I think the figures at present
show that there are 99 producers in the
metropolitan area—the No. 1 arez—and 235
outside.
Ttou,
many.
Mo MeLARTY: When this Bill was first
introdured inte Parliament there was, T
think, a slight majority in the metropolitan
area. [ do not know how the Minister ean

W. I). Johnson: That is %3 roo
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define these two zones. The Bill has State-
wide application, and I suggest to him that
he will make things easier for himself if he
accepts my amendment and permits the
whole of the producers fo elect the two re-
presentatives for the whole area

Mr, Needham: A State-wide eclection?

Mr. McLARTY: "Yes. The only other
amendment I have is to provide that the
producers’ representatives shall be pro-
ducers. That is pecessary. It is essential
that we should have this milk hoard. There
will be chaos in the whole of the milk in-
dustry if we do not have a board, and I
conclude my speech as I commenced by say-
ing that this board has undoubtedly been in
the intercsts of all sections of the community.
If we are to have a pure milk supply we
must have the board. Tt is necessary too
that a veterinary officer be employed by the
board. We will not wipe out the disease
without one. I notice in the report of the
Reorganisation Commission for Milk—this is
a British report issued under the authority
of the Minister for Agriculture and Fish-
eries—the need for & veterinary officer to
carry out inspections of stock is stressed. If
such inspections are carried out they will have
a great effect upon reducing disease. Tho
report deals with a whole-time veferinary
service and states—

On the subjeet of cost, we have been in.

formed that, on an average, one wholetime offi-
cer may be expected to examine 10,000 cows
three times in 12 months.
That should indicate just what one veterin-
ary officer eould do if he were attached to
the Milk Board. I hope that one will be
employed by the board at the earliest oppor-
tunity. I support the second reading.

MR. HILL (Albany) [9.26]: T support
the second reading for two ressons. One is
that T have had definite instruetions from
a municipality whick I represent strongly
to suppozrt the Bill. The Albany Munieipal-
ity is not only anxious to see the Bill passed
hut to see it applied to its district. I also
support it because I feel it is my duty to
do so. Tt is freely recoguised that milk is
a good medium for earrying and spreading
discase. Some years ago troops and sailors
in the Mediterranean were seriously handi-
eapped and suffered considerable illness
throngh Malta fever. I was found that this
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fever was caused by the trcops drinking
goats' milk. Orders were immediately issued
that no goats’ milk was to be drunk by the
troops., The result was that Malta fever
ceased. We cannot adopt a similar methed
with the milk supply of this State, but we
should tackle it by other means, and the
Bill is a serious attemapt to deal with the
problems associated with milk. We should
aim, first of all, at getting clean milk from
the cow and then getting the milk from the
cow to the consumer in a satisfactory condi-
tion.

I am not going through the Bill as
did the member for Murray-Wellington, but
I would like to give the House a eouple of
my personal experiences. One milking cow
that I bad I fivally decided to butcher. The
coW was in poor condition and I put her
on to good feed and she rapidly responded.
When in first-class condition I took her into
the slaughterhouse and, as the butcher put
his knife into her, he said, “My word this
is a lovely bit of beef.” I left the slaughter-
house then and when I got home I found
waiting for me & telephone message which
said that the cow was one mass of T.B. and
the whole carcase was condemned. A few
vears later I had another cow that became
very poor, and I destroyed it. I discussed
the symptoms with our veterinary officer,
and he thought it was T.B.

I had another of my cows—a fine
Guernsey—tested by a Government veter-
inary officer, and she responded to the
tuberculin test. I had the beast slaught-
ered and the carcase was sold as beef.
I point out that because a eow responds
to the tuberenlin fest it does not mean
that she is unfit for consumption, al-
though it may mean that the milk, to =&
certain extent, i1s dangerous. The veterin-
ary officer told me on one occasion that a
cow that responded fo the test was slanght-
ered, and when they made a careful exam-
ination of the carcase they could find no
trace of T.B. Finally the veterinary officer
decided to examine a gland in a rather out-
of-the-way spot. That gland was investi-
gated and was found to have the T.B. which
eansed the response to the test.

By testing the cows throughout the State I
am sure we would do good work and go & long
way towards stamping out T.B. in our dairy
herds, which would be of grent bepefit to
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Western Australia. I am reminded of an
epidemic of typhoid fever in Albany many
years ago, when many young people were
affected. The authorities set to work to
trace the source of the infection. There had
been a church bazaar, at which ieeeream was
sold, and it was eventually diseovered that
water from e tank atfached to the church
building had caused the epidemic. Under
this legislation it will be necessary to have

2 proper siaff of veterinary officers to do.

the testing.

Mr. Seward: Where are you going to get
them?

Mr. HILL: That is no argument against
the passing of this Bill. I trust the Bill
will pass this House because it gives the
Government and the board a definite means
of providing pure milk for our consumers.

ME. SEWARD (Pingelly) [9.32]: It is
not my intention to take up much time on
this Bill, but T am Qisappointed to Jlearn
that the Government does not intend to make
pasteurization compulsory. During his speech
T asked the Minister if he could estimate
what would he the eost of fitting up a pas-
teurisation plant, and he said it would be
very costly. Ile also said that it would take
not less than two years, We have heard in
reeent years—partienlarly from the other
side of the House, though 1 do not subseribe
to it—that beeanse we can find money for
war there should be no reason why we ean-
not gef money for peace. When the health
of the community is at stake there is no rea-
son why we should consider expense. The
fact that it would take two years fo instal
the plant does not carry any weight.

I can imagine the kind of reception one
would have reccived in wartime if one had
said that we could not get some vital weapon
beeause it wounld take two years. I think the
health of the community is more important
than the question of either cost or time. If
pasteurisation iz necessary to ensurp the
health of the eommunity, neither expense
nor time should stand in its way, I am not
in a position to discuss the matter from a
technieal point of view, but the other morn-
ing when walking along 8t. George's-terrace
I saw a man carrying some botiles of milk,
I saw a motor lorry, but if he had not come
from it with the bottles of milk I would
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have thought, from its condition, that it was
the dustman’s waggon, I heard the member
for Murray-Wellington say that some board
is exercising control over the distribution
of milk, and I think that that board should
look at some of the vehicles in which milk
is being distributed.

I can well remember the bringing for-
ward in this House about 12 years ago
of a report on the state of some herds
—in the hands of Government agents
in the South-West—that were badly infected
with contagious ahortion, We still have that
disease in our herds and we saw the report
in the papers only recently. I am firmly con-
vineed that nothing will alter this state of
affairs until wo have compulsion to force
somehody to take aetion. I have not a copy
of the civil list of this State by me but I
have the South Australian civil list here.
When one turng to the section dealing with
agriculiure and dairying one secs, among the
list of officers, a Director of Agriculture at
£1,272, a Chief Agricultural Adviser at £822,
a Chicf Dairy Instructor at £722, a senior
dairy adviser at £522 and four at £172 per
annum, and another assistant dairy adviser
at £372. There are two pages here of the
ofticers of the Department of Agrienlture.
I wonld like to see our civil list, and com-
pare the two. It is no use our saying we
cannot get veterinary officers, beeause no-
thing is done in this State to encourage them.

As long as I have been in this House I
have advocated training in veterinary work
at Narrogin and Muresk, so that veterinary
officers could conduet their investigations be-
fore the classes. If that were donc some of
the students would be encouraged to take up
veterinary seicnce. We have advertised in
somg of the Eastern States for veterinary
surgeons at salaries that lumpers would not
necept, As long as that kind of thing goes
on we will accomplish nothing. The only
thing that will effect an improvement in our
milk supply will be the advocacy of some
system of pasteurisation that will improve
the quality of the milk. In his statement the
Minister said that pasteurisation would kill
all the germs, both beneficial and otherwise.
At all evenis it will kill them, but at present
we get both the beneficial germs and those
that are injurious. The Minister said that
our system of pasteurisation is not effective
or efficient, and I agree with him. Why
tolerate a system that is not efficient and
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imagine that we are getting pure milk? If
the system is not efficient it is not pasteuri-
sation.

The health of the community is of
more consequence {o us than the mere con-
sideration of the cost that this service might
entail, I was pleased, but amused, st the
illustration the Minister gave about Whyalla.
I was amused because one is constantly read-
ing complaints and abuse from many people
in the Eastern States about this terrible
thing the B.H.P,, but whenever we wish to
quote efficiency we fly to the BH.P. The
mere fact that that company has not adopied
pasteurisation at Whyalla cannot be taken
as proof that it is not necessary in larger
communifies. I regard Whyalla more as a
family concern, as it were, becaunse the whele
town belongs fo the B.H.P. and it is ob-
viously in the best interests of that company
to preserve its employees in the best possible
state of health,

Mr. Abbott: Have they not a high stand-
ard, with a wind tunnel in which all the
flies are blown away?

Mr. SEAWVARD: If I am permitted to go
on I will inform the hon. member that the
B.H.P., baving a high regard for the health
of its employces, has taken the milk supply
into its own hands and has enforeed proper
conditions, Its herds are tested and are free
from T.B., the whole thing being rigidly
controlled. One does not find any such
system in conneetion with our milk supply.
Certainly I have not noticed any such in-
dication. 1f that were not so, we would
not have our cows, on being tested, re-
acting to the T.B. test as we have recently
experienced. We cannot say that because
the B.RL.P. has not adopted the pasteurisa-
tion method at Whyalla it is not nccessary
to adopt the system elsewhere. As 1 men-
tioned previously, that company is in-
terested in safeguarding the health of its
employees by ensuring a supply of clean,
wholrsome milk; we cannot possibly say
that we get a supply of that deseription
here. I hope that before the Bill is finally
passed pasteurisation will be made com-
pulsory.

The only other matter I wish to refer
to econcerns the composition of the board.
When woe are dealing with the Bill in Com-
mittee I may move an amendment to the
eflect thot the man to be appointed as
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chaivmman of the hoard shall not be a civil
servant. We can reeall most unfortunate
experiences with regard to boards in the
Eastern States—I do not refer to onr ex-
perience in Western Australia—where civil
servants have been eonneeted with them.
I assert that eivil servants ought to have
theiv time fully occupied by the functions
of their respective offices, otherwise those
positions eannot be regarded as of sufficient
importanece.

Mr., MecLarty: In this instance it is a
full-time job.

Mr. SEWARD: I know, bui I do not
want o civil servant who already has one
position fo fill to be appointed as chairman
of the hoard. I think the man selected for
that position shounld be an outsider, one with
practieal experience.

Mr. MecLarty: The present occupant of
the chairmanship gives the whole of his
time to the work.

Mr. SEWARD: I do not say that he does
not, but my peint is that I do not want the
chairman te he a civil servant. In saying
that, T do not desire to refleet in any way
upon our civil servants. We have many
highly qualified and skilled officers in the
Civil Serviee, but in this instanee the posi-
tion of chairman calls for the appointment
of a praectical man from outside who would
give his full time to the work.

Mr. McLarty: The preseat chairman does
that.

Mr. SEWARD: I am not talking about
the present board but about the hoard that
is to be set up. I trust that, partieularly
in view of the report that was published in
vesterday’s issme of ‘“The West Austra-
lian’’ and moreover because of the fact
that the unsatisfactory position regarding
our cattle has continued over the past 12
or 13 years or even longer—in this respect
we do not seem to have made any progress
at all, but rather to have retrogressed-—we
should take the matter in hand and pay
our veterinary surgeons and officers of the
Agricultural Department mmneh higher
salaries. At present they ave not receiving
remuneration anything lke that which they
should receive. Tf I were to ecompare the
salaries paid here with those operating in
South Australia and elsewhere, I econld
easily prove that point.
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We should increase the number of
veterinary surgeons savailable here and 1
do not say that we shonld necessarily
import them. Rather should we en-
courage the rising generation fo engage
in veferinary scienee and draw our sup-
ply from that source. Until something
like that is done I do not think we will
register any marked improvement in our
dairy herds or in our stock generally.
Certainly no improvement has heen made
during the past 12 or 13 years. In my
opinion the only thing to do is to adopt
pasteurisation, at any rate until we have
improved the health of our herds so as io
ensure that the best possible milk supply
is provided for our people. I do not know
sufficient about the matter to say definitely
whether pasteurisation is completely effec-
tive. As the Minister pointed out the
other night, doetors look upen it from one
point of view while others regard it from
another angle. The fact remains that much
of the milk we obtain at present is far
from the standard of quality it should at-
tain. To overcome that, the hest way is
to adopt pasteurisation, which I hope will
be agreed to before the Bill is passed by
Parliament.

Mr. ABBOTT: I move —
That the debate he adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

ME. ABBOTT (North Perth) [9.45]:
The Bill, as I understand it, has two ohjee-
tives. Probably the principal one is to pro-
vide a good supply of germ-free milk to
the community, The second objective is toi
enable the producers of milk to receive a
reasonable remuneration for the work en-
tailed. As members know, I have, on every
oceasion possible, objected to the creation
of monopolics. In this instance it is well
known that the producers of wholemilk have
been given a monopoly of the business and
that monopoly is vepresented in value by
ahout £300,000. Tt is all very well, per-
baps, for the vendors of aleohol or other
such commodities to be in thet privileged
position, hut when we find that producers
of milk have to hold a license and are ob-
liged to payv for their monopoly at the rate
of £10 or more per gallon—and so are the
vendors—it is not reasopable,
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Mr. Needham: Which is the better, a
monopoly in connection with milk or a
monopoly as regards alcohol ?

Mr. ABBOTT: I do not think either is
right, but the former is probably the more
evil, beeause I suggest that no-ome should
bave an adventage merely because he sells
wholemilk, I think the community is en-
titled to receive wholemilk at the best pos-
sible price. That, however, is the respon-
sibility of the Government and partieularly
of the Minister concerned. It is for them
to see that no-one is deriving an undue ad-
vantage because of his participation in this
vocation. I would like to see the dairying
industry throughout the whole State placed
on the basis of equal competition. In other
words, the producer of cheese or of bhutier-
fat or of wholemilk should be on the one
basis, I understand that the producer of
eheese has to provide milk of g quality that
gives a return of something like four per
cent. butter-fat, and when he delivers his
supplies he is paid on the basis of the butter-
fat content of his milk. On the other hang,
the producer of wholemilk is permitted to
deliver his eommodity with a retorn of
about three per cent. and he is not paid on
the butter-fat eontent, but at the rate of
so much per gallon. The man who delivers
milk from a eow with a rich nourishing
supply of a five per cent. butter-fat content
gets exactly the same price for his ecom-
modity as the man who sells milk with &
three per cent. hutter-fat content.

Mr. Fox: One producer may water his
milk down.

Mr. ABBOTT : That may be done. 1 would
like the producer of wholemilk to be paid
like the producer of milk for cheese or but-
ter—on the basis of the butter-fat content,
irrespective of the quantity be supplics.
That would encourage the producers to pro-
duce first-class milk instead of milk that
comes just within the requirements of the
Act,

The sceond point T wish to mention is that
of pasteurisation. Naturally, we have to be
guided by our experts. They are the people
who have specially studied the problem.
Although we might feel sometimes that they
are wrong or have reached a wrong con-
clusion, we must aceept their opinion as
being more likely to be correet than that
of people who merely feel that a thing is
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vight or wrong. It struck me as peculiar
that the Minister should say that in spite
of the opinion of medical men on pasteuri-
sation, they might be wrong. He said that,
by and large, the medical profession believe
in pastenrisation, and we must acknow-
ledge that scientific opinion, by and large,
ts right. As I said hefore, we must be
guided by the experts. Therefore I consider
that we should follow their advice unless
we can conceive of some very good rTeason
why we should do otherwise. Pasteurisation
has been adopted by many ecommunitics
thronghout the world, and I should like to
see it adopted here,

If -we gtudy the disadvantages of using
non-pastenrised milk, we must realise that
the milk, when taken from the eow, may not
be infected with tuberculosis ot some other
disease, but it may very likely become in-
fected after being taken from the cow. Com-
paratively few people are infected with
bovine tubereulosis, but many are infected
by diseases contracted after the milk has
been taken from the cow. The purest form
of milk seems to be that which is pasteur-
ised and delivered in containers that ensure
that it does not lbecome contaminated after
it has left the eow. There may he some sup-
port for the argument of the Minister that
valuable constituents of milk are destroyed
Ity pasteurisation, but, so far as I have been
able to aseertain, these constituents may be
supplied from fruit, vegetables and other
sources that are not subject to the same
disadvantages as is milk.

The proposal is to pay some £30,000 a
year for the destruction of cows that react
to the T.B. test, but are we approaching
this problem from the most important as-
peet, namely, that of giving the consumer
the purest possible milk? I agree that
nobody would knowingly drink milk in-
fected by bovine T.B. When we read
the statisties relating to those who have con-
tracted the disease, we find that they form
anly a small percentage as compared with
those who might possibly have contracted
some disease from milk that bas become con-
taminated after leaving the cow. Would it
not be better to subsidise the pasteurisation
of milk and so ensure a germ-free supply to
consumers? 1 suggest that the Minister
might set a time from which pasteurised
milk must be delivered or milk that has been
certified as being free from T.B. or other
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disease. This policy has been adopted by
other communities. Either the milk must
be delivered fresh in a condition free from
T.B.—that is, bottled under hygienic condi-
tions—or it must be delivered after being
pasteurised. I should think that would be
the proper approach to the problem; it ap-
peals to me as being the proper view for the
responsible anthorities to take.

T would have liked to see provision made
in the Bill that, after a given date—I
do not eare whether two or three years—
only pastenrised milk might be supplied or
fresh milk from herds tested and proved to
be free from the diseases that have been
mentioned. I hope the Minister will see fit
to reconsider some of the provisions of the
measure and at least set a date-line from
which the consoming public may expect fo
get fresh milk that is absolutely free from
contamination and infection at the source,
or pasteurised milk which, though it may
not contain all the attributes of wholemilk,
will at least be free from all disease.

On motion by Hon. W. D. Johnson, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 10 pm.

|l

Tiegislative Assembly.

Tuesday, 27th August, 1946,

PiGE

Quest.lons Sewerage, Glaremont. as to houses econ-
and sanltary de . 462
Electoml rolls, as to rep nting - 462
Bllla: Marketing of Barley {No. 1}, Order dlschm-gnd 402
State Transport Co-ordination Act Amendment, .

Feeding Stuffs Act Amendment (No 2), 2:1., Com.
Beport ... 485
Electoml (Wur Tlme} Act Amendmenl'., ‘R, .. 465
Milk, 2r., Com. . 406

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.



