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to Perth after a little while. No mill was
ever erected there. That officer also held
the; opinion that the area would be eut out
by a small spot mill in a very short period.

As to any scheme for inereasing beef pro-
duetion in that part of the State, the Pre-
mier should give very close consideration to
such a proposal. We know he cannot coun-
trol the expenditure that goes on in the

-Northern Territory, but the State works

w

under an excellent Land Act and he should
give serions consideration to action under
that hesding before the session ends. Some-
thing hag been said about erosion and that
was quite true. It is getting worse year
by year. Unless some serious attempi is
made immediately to destroy the vermin—
particularly kangarcos—and to see that
either the pastoralists or the Government
take steps to provide water and fencing,
we cannot hope for the suceess of the pro-
posed scheme.

The Premier: I am told that some of the
stations are meking a determined effort te
get rid of the kangaroos.

Hon. A. A. M, COVERLEY: I do not
know of any station, other than KP1 or
Mt. Anderson, that has taken steps to get
rid of the kangaroos, and this effort has
only been made in the last season or so.
When I first went to the North, every
station employed a man at 50s. a week and
keep—the ruling rate at the time—to shoot
hawks and kangaroos and trap dingoes. At
one time there were many old-age pensioners
eamped alongside the Fitzroy River who
were kangarco shooting. There is none
today and consequenily the vermin have had
an open go. They have multiplied to such
an extent that the position is much worse
today than it was 20 years ago.

I hope that the Premier, when replying
to this debate, will give the Committee
some indieation of what he intends to do
for our pastoral areas in the North. Is he
prepared to alter the existing law or to
have &n inguiry made to advise the Gov-
ernment on all matters relating to pastoral
leases¥ Tf so, I would remind him that
we do not want any hole-in-the-corner
method. Further coneessions should not be
given to absentee leaseholders, nor should
the pastoralists be permitted to econtinue
in the ruinous way they have during the
past 40 or 50 years. We would he on safe
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ground in continuing the experimental
station at the Ord River plantation, but
we should drop the idea of growing riee,
cotton and peanuts in that distriet.

The Premier: We should bave both irri-
gated and dry pastures.

Hon. A. A. M. COVERLEY: Yes. I was
in the North recently and inspeeted the ex-
perimental area sown to rice. It was cov-
ered in like a bird eage. The area was
fenced with an oval fence and covered in
to keep out the cockatoos and finches. The
finches, however, got through and ate the
rice. Yet this is a proposal which some
members think should encourage migrants
to settle in the North. I do not want any
more failures in the North; we have had
enongh of them and they were the result
of over-enthusiastic people advocating n
policy about something which they did not
understand. The Government itself has
been receiving wrong advice from people
personally interested in the North. I hope
my remarks will be taken into considers-
tion by the Premier, There are one or two
other matters on whick I could touch, but
I shall deal with them on the departmental
Estimates.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 1.16 a.m. (Wednesday).
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QUESTION.

HOME FOR AGED WOMEN.
As to Cost, ete.

Hon. A. THOMSON asked the Chief Sec-
retary: ‘

(1) Wkhat is the estimated cost of build-
ings now being erected at Canning Bridge
making provision for the housing of aged
women ¢

(2) How many buildings are being
erected, and for what individual purpose
are they to be used?

(3) Is provision being made for women
able to look after themselves to have separate
and individual rooms?

(4) Are separate cottages being provided
to enable married couples to end their days
together?

{5) Is it the poliey or intention of the
Government to make similar provision in
country areas, thus avoiding aged people
having to sever themselves from friends and
relations ?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:

(1) £175,000.

(2} (a) Nine. {(b) (1) Nurses’ quarters.
(2) Hospital for the bedridden and those
requiring constant supervision. (3) Block
for those capable of attending own needs.
{4) Three duplex cottages, (5) Administra-
tion gnarters and kitchen. (6) Recreation
hall, and (7) laundry.

(3) Yes.

(4} Yes.

(8) Not at present.

BILL—BRANDS ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Introduced by the Honorary Minister for
Agriculture and read a first time.

BILL—LAND SALES CONTROL ACT
AMENDMENT (CONTINUANCE).

As to Restoration to Notice Paper.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [436]: I
nmove—

That the Chief 8ecretary be requested to
take the necessary getion to have the Land
Sales Control Act Amendment (Continuance)
Bill restored to the notice paper at the second
reading stage.
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I itake this unusual course because of the
circumstances that arose when this measure
was being debated last week. In support
of the motion I intend to quote a similar
case in which g ruling was given by Sir
John Kirwan, as President, in 1927. On
page 911 of Volume 1 of “Hansard” of
1927 appears the following—

I have carefully studied the contention that
the Bill has not been disposed of finally and
that the House, in effect, then decided only
that the Bill should not be read a second time
on that particular day, and that it is open to
reinstate it as an Order of the Day at a future
date. In order to arrive at a decision on this
point, it is neeessary to consider the Stand-
ing Orders of this House and the procedure
of the House of Commons, as set out in
May’s ‘‘Parliamentary Practice.’! Our Btand-
ing Order No. 120 provides as follows:—

Subject to Standing Order No. 178, no
question or amendment shall be proposed
which is the same in substance as any ques-
tion or amendment which, during the same
session has been resolved in the affirmative
or negative, unless the order, resolution or
vote on such question or amendment has
been rescinded. This Standing Order shall
not he suspended.

It is unnecessary to refer to Standing Order
No. 178 therein mentioned, as it does mot, in
any way, affect the question now under dis-
cussion. The question may be asked, ‘“Is the
reinatatement, ag an Order of the Day, of the
socond reading of the Bread Act Amendment
Bill, the reinstatement of a question that is
the same in substance as a question which,
during the present session has been decided
by the House in the negative?’’ It will be
observed that the question previously dis-
cugsed and decided was that the Bill should
be now read a second time, which, in effect,
means that it should not be read a second
time on that particular day. Recognised auth-
oritiee—May and Blackmore particularly—
clearly lay it down that a negative vote on
the question, *‘That the Bill be now read a
second time,’’ does not finally dispese of the
Bill. May, 13th edition, page 390, says—

The opponents of the Bill may vote
against the question ¢ That the Bill be now
read a second time,’’ but this course is
rarely adopted because it still remains to be
decided on what other day it ‘‘ghall’’ be
read a second time, or whether it shall be
read at all; and the Bill therefore is still
before the House, and may afterwards be
proceeded with,

In Denison and Brand’s ‘‘Decisions,’’ page
40, it is stated—
A Bill is not disposed of by the House
declining to ‘‘now’’ read = Bill a second
time . + but it is competent to ask
the House to name another day for the
second reading thereof.
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Blaekmore’s ‘‘Practice of the Legislative
Council,’’ page 134, reads—

The opponents of the Bill may simply vote
against the question for ‘‘mow’’ reading the
Bill a second time. But this course, even
if succesaful, is less commonly adopted. For
it still remains to be decided on what other
day the second reading shall be taken, er
whether it shall be read at all, and the Bill
is still, therefore, before the Council.

Blackmore’s ‘“Practice of the House of As-
sembly,’? page 239, reads— ‘

The question ‘‘That the Bill be now read
a second time’’ may be simply mnegatived.
This course, however, does not settle the fate
of the Bill, as it stil} remains to be setiled
on what other day the Bill shall be read, or
whether it shall be read at all, Notice of
motion may be given for the second reading
on a3 subsequent day.

All the authorities are in gecord that if the
House desires to finally determine the fate
of & Bill, the word ‘“‘now’’ must be deleted,
and ‘‘three months’’ or ¢‘six months’’ added.
Our Standing Order 183 provides for ‘‘six
months.’’! The distinction between the prac-
tice and the Standing Orders (that no ques-
tion shall be offered twice) lies in whether
it is the same question. Going to the gene-
gis of the matter, the House, after the first
reading, ‘‘orders’’ that the Bill be made an
Order of the Day for a subsequent eitting.
It is, therefore, not a ‘‘question’’ (in the
ordinary interpretation of the word) which is
propounded from the Chamber. It is the
carrying out of the previous order, namely,
that the second rending of the Bill ghall be
placed upon the notice paper for a particular
day., The House may not be disposed to read
the Bill on that particular day. In practice
this frequently oceurs, as debates are ad-
journed and Bills are not read on the days on
which they are set down for various readings.
The House impliedly decides that on some
other day the Bill shall be read. If thia ean
be, why may not the House say that the Bill
shall not now be read a second time, but shall
be read on zome future date? May, 13th Edi-
tion, page 390, states—

The ordinary practice "(to finalise the
riddance of a Bill) is to move an amend-
ment to the question by leaving out the
word ‘'now,”’ and adding the words ‘‘three
months,?? ‘fsix months,’” or any other term
beyond the probable duration of the ses-
sion. The postponement of a Bill in this
manner ia regarded as the most ecurteous
method of dismissing a Bill from further
consideration, as the House has already
ordered that the Bill shall be read a second
time, and the amendment, instead of revers-
"ing that order, merely appoints a more dis-
tant day for the second reading. The ae-
ceptance by the House of such an amend-
ment, being tantamount to the rejection of
the Bill if the session extended beyond the
period of postponement, a Bill which has
been ordered to te read a second time on
that day three monthg is not replaced upon
the mnotice paper of the House.

[COUNCIL.]

The order of the House to read a Bill is an
order, not a resolution, nor a question, and
is mot capable of being rescinded except by
an absolute majority and after seven days’
notice. I would refer hon. members to Stand-
ing Order 121. It will, of course, be sug-
gested that the proceedings would be intermin-
able if members, time after time, could move
in respect to a Bill on which a negative vote
had already been cast. Such, however, could
not happen. At any time the matter could
be finalised by adding the words ‘‘six
months.’”” On the other hand, the practice
laid down by May and Blackmore provides
a remedy if, through some error, an important
Bill be negatived on its second reading on a
particular day without its being posaible to
restore it, except after a week’s notice and
an absolote majority vote. The possgibility of
a second or even a third attempt to earry a
second reading would appear to be a lesser
evi] than the inconvenience that might jeopar-
dise the passing of an urgent and far-reach-
ing measura, If the House were being trifled
with, short shrift would be given by a *‘this
day six months’’ motion. On the other hand,
important business might be facilitated by al-
lowing a negatived Bill in such circumstances
to be restored to the notice paper. Having
regard to the phrasing ‘‘That the Bill be
‘now’ vead a second time,’’ there is a elcar
implication that if mot ‘‘now’’, some other
time is contemplated. Having in mind that
the ‘“tbis day six months’’ procedure for fin-
alisation forms part of ‘‘Parliamentary Praec-
tice,”” I am convinced that a member is
within his rights if the House negatived the
second reading on a particular day—that is
‘‘now’’—to substitute another day that
might commend itself to the House, I rule
that the motion is in order.

It was quite by chanee that T came on that
ruling, which was given a long time ago.
The Bill, with which my motion deals, is
far more important than that on which the
ruling was given. On that oeccasion, a
division had been taken but, notwithstand-
ing that, the then President ruled that the
Bill could be restored to the notice paper,
and that was dene. The Bill to which the
motion refers was defeated on the voices,
in & comparatively thin House, nine or 10
members being absent. If the measure
were allowed to die, without an attempt
heing made to revive it, that would he a
serious reflection on this Chamber for the
following reasons:—

Firstly, it was a Government measure
embodying Government poliey; secondly,
the Act had been investigated closely by
a Select Committee of another place and
important recommendations had been made
for its amendment. Beecause of that report,

-
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only three members besides the Chief Sec-
retary made short speeches supporting the
Bill, it being expected that the Chief Seo-
retary would, in the course of his reply,
make an important announcement on
the policy of the Government regarding the
recommendations of the Select Commiitee
on the land sales control legisiation. Thirdly,
there was only one short speech, by Mr.
Baxter, against the Bill; fourthly, the
Honorary Minister for Agriculture was not
present; fifthly, the Bjll was first iniro-
duced into this Chamber on Tuesday, the
Oth August, by the Chief Secretary and on
the same day the Select Committee reported
its recommendations on the legislation to
another place.

Hon. H. K. Watson: How many members
do you say were not present?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Nine or 10. I be-
lieve that the Chief Secretary, in order to
give Cabinet an opportunity of considering
the recommendations of the Seleet Com-
mittee, placed the Bill well down on the
notice paper, and in that he showed good
"judgment. The Bill did not come before
the House until last week. I am conecerned
because it is freely rumoured in hoth Perth
and Fremantle, particularly by interested
persons who were glad to see the Bill re-
jected, that its defeat in this House was
engineered by the Government and that,
instead of the Government deciding not to
carry the legislation on, it was left to this
Chamber to dump the measure. I do not
believe any Minister would be gunilty of
such tactics. If it were so, it would be a
subtle way of defeating important legisla-
tion. I believe the Chief Secretary took it
for granted that when the adjournment of
the debate wns moved by Mr. Hall, and
defeated on the voices, members who had
not spoken against the Bill were prepared
to support it. Therefore, the Chief Secre-
tary proceeded with his reply in the belief
that the Bill would pgss the second reading.
I thought that myself.

The Chief Seeretary: I had no option;
memhers refused an adjournment.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: I do not think mem-
bers did that deliberately. The Chief See-
retary could have secured an adjournment
of the debate and resumed it on Tuesday.

The Honorary Minister for Agrienlinre:

I hope no-one snggested that I was away .

on purpose.
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" Hon. E. H, GRAY: No, ‘that was not
suggested. I did not suggest that at all.

The Honorary Minister for Agriculture: I
know that you would not.

Hon. BE. H. GRAY: I am only telling
the Minister what has been freely men-
tioned in the city. Another important point
iz that there were several members away
in the country.

Hon. H. K. Watson: Quite a few were
at the Kalgoorlie races.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: 1 do not inguire
whore members spend their time when they
are absent from the House; but they were
away, and it is a generally understood thing
that if there is important legislation on the
notice paper, every opportunity is allowed
members to express their opinions on it.

Hon. W. J. Mann: Give us the true rea-
sont why you want the Bill to be put back
on the notice paper.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: I am giving the
true reason. I have been a member of this
Hounze for 25 years this month.

Hon. W. J. Mann: Is that the reason¢®

Hon. E. H. GRAY: During the whole of
that time I have never seen an important
Bill treated in the way this one has been—
and without & division being ealled, I have
never seen an important Bill defeated with-
oubt several members speaking against it,
even when the Bread Aect amending legisla-
tion was introduced.

Hon. G. W. Miles: That was brought on
about three o’clock in the morning,

Hon. E. H. GRAY: In view of all the
circumstances, we eannot afford to dispense
with this legislation and I think Govern-
ment supporters in this Chamber—of conrse,
T am not a Government supporter—

Hon, Sir Charles Latham: What!

The Honorary Minister for Agriculture:
You are the best supporter we have.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT : Ordert

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Government sup.

orters should mnot be prepared to allow
rumoars of this charagter to spread through
the ecity and they should have some regard
for the traditions of this House. We ean-
not afford to have the Bill defested in thig
manner, It is not a question of whether we
snpport or oppose if, but on important
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measures of Government policy, no matter
which Party is in power, every member is
entitled to express his opinion either againsi
or for them. They should express their opin-
ions in a proper manner if they are against
any measure but in the debate on this Bill
only one member expressed his opposition
to it, and it was defeated without a division
being called for,

In view of these ecircumstances I hope the
motion will be earried and it will then be
the duty of the Chief Secretary to accede to
it or give reasons why he should not. I hope
the Chief Secretary will be only too pleased
to replace the Bijl on the notice paper so
that every member of this Chamber who
was absent last week and every member who
was in the House then but did not speak,
will have an opportunity of telling the
people of this State why this legislation is
necessary or otherwise.

THE CRERIEF SECRETARY (Hon. H.
S. W. Parker — Metropolitan-Suburban)
[4.55]: It is quite obvious that I have mo
say in this matter as it is a question purely
and simply for the House to determine.
What Mr. Gray bas said is quite correct,
that a defeat of a Bill on the vote at the
second reading stege is not finality, if the
House wishes to reinstate it on the notiee
paper, If the Hounge desired that it be fin-
ally defeated there were two means by
which it could have done so and that was
to amend the motion by striking out the
word “now” and inserting the words “six
months hence” so that the motion would
have read “That this Bill be read six months
hence.” Then again a member conld have
moved: That the previous question be put.
Neither of those alternatives were resorted
to, and therefore Mr. Gray is quite within
his rights in asking that this measure be
replaced on the notice paper.

Obviously, if the House carries the motion
that will be done; but, of course, if it is
not, that procedure cannot be followed. I eer-
tainly shall support the motion if a vote
i1s necessary. I would like to point out that
the debate on the Bill wag first of all ad-
journed because of the absence of the Pre-
mier at the Premiers’ Conferenee in the
Eastern States. (ther Ministers were also
absent and the matfer counld not be diseussed
at that stage. Other business then came
ahead of it and when the Bill was brought

[COUNCIL.]

forward again, members may recall that
someone moved that the debate be adjourned.
On the voices the adjonrnment wag over-
whelmingly refused and therefore there was
no option but to go ahead with the debate
on the Bill, On the voices it was quite ob-
vious that there were only three or four
members who voted for the adjournment
and therefore a division was simply a waste
of time. I support the motion,

HON. E. M. EEENAN (North-East)
[4.57]: I rise to support the motion, It was
unfortunate that a measure of such great
importance was dealt with in such a man-
per. ] have to admit that T was absent on the
occasion when it was discussed, but there
was & sort of understanding that nothing
of importance would be dealt with during
that week which, of course, was the Kal-
goorlie Racing Carnival week. I do not make
any apologies for being present in my
electorate on that oceasion berause that car-
nival is not simply a matter of the running
of the Kalgoorlie and Boulder Cups. We
have visitors from places as far North as
Wiluna, Laverion and inter-lying towns.

There was a big contingent from Esper-
ance, Norseman and Southern Cross and it
gives Goldfields members a rare opportunity
to meet their constituents. I attended two
very important deputations during that per.
iod and I know other Goldfields members
did likewise. We, of course, never rawe any
criticism when other members attend shows
and other similar functions. T would have
thought that, in deference to our unavoid-
able absence and in view of the fact that it
was our duly to take part in the debate, this
measure would have been held over until a
fairly full House had had an opportunity
of debating it. I understand that my friend,
Mr. Hall, moved for an adjournment of the
debate and that it was refused. No great
harm could enswe if the motion were car-
ried. When all is said and done, it wonld
only have the effect of giving those who so
desire the opportunity to state their reasons
for supporting or opposing the Bill. I think
there are special circamstances which should
warrant the House in passing the motion.

HON. SIR CEARLES LATHAM (East)
[51]: I seconded the motion because I
thought members should be given an oppor-
tunity to express themselves on this pro-
cedure. I cannot remember its having been
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followed in another place during the years
I was a member of it. I accept the informa-
tion tendered by Mr. Gray that in 1927 a
ruling was given by the then President on
this point. Whether the ruling is right or
wrongz I do not know; but I have always
accepted it as a hard and fast rule that if
a Bill is rejeeted in the way the Bill in ques-
tion was, it could not be reintroduced. How-
ever, we shoild follow the ruling given in
1927 unlil the House itself deeides against
it.

‘What will be the fate of the Bill if it
is reintroduced? Will it meet with the same
fate as the Bill in which Mr. Gray was
interested, because I notice that on the very
next day it was reintroduced and defeated?
Y like full discussions on Bills. I sometimes
think Ministers are not keen on such
debates, but I have no objection to a per-
son disagreeing with my view. It would
perhaps be advisable to give members the
opportunity to express themselves upon this
suggested procedure.

Hon, A. Thomson: It is a rather dan-
gerous one, N

Hon. W, J. Mann: If followed, we would
never get through our business.

Hon, Sir CHARLES LATHAM: If it
"were intended to defeat a Bill, all that
would be necessary would be for some mem-
ber to move that it be read at a time when
Parliament was not in session, or that it he
laid aside. If the procedure we are now
diseussing were adopted, 2 measure could
be reintroduced four or five times in the
same session.

Hon. W. J. Mann: That could be done
with every Bill that comes before the House.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: I was
not present when the Bill was defeated. I
am not intending to explain why I was
absent, but I was not at Kalgoorlie. To
be truthful, I do not like the motion. In
my opinion it is wrong, but I am support-
ing it because I found it necessary to second
it.

The Chief Seeretary: It was not neces-
sary. Other members seconded it.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: Then I
am free so far as the motion is concerned,
nnless I was accepted as the seconder.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I accepted
Hon. (. Bennetts as the seconder.
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Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: In
those circomstances I shall not feel I am
leiting Mr, Gray down, which is something
I would hate to do. Onee I have given an
undertaking, even though it be against the

'views that I might hold, I feel impelled fo

honour it. The motion is not to be treated
lightly and 1 hope members will give it the
consideration ‘which its importance demands,
but at the same time vote according to their
Judgment, I am prepared to let the matter
be decided by a majority of the members.

HON. W. J. MANN (South-West) [5.6]:
I shall speak wholly on Mr., Gray's motion,
without going into the merits of the Bill
I suggest that the ~House should hasten
slowly in this matter. The principle is a
dangerous one. If we aceept it, there is
nothing to prevent any aggrieved member
from holding up the business of the House
by moving for the restoration of a Bill to
the notice paper, although he may be con-
vinced that he will not suceeed. Such a
procedure is highly undesirable. I would
not dream of guestioning the rulings quoted
by Mr. Gray, although I think that probably
if we had time to study them we might
change our viewpoint.

If the motion is carried, I can easily
visualise a member at any time using it as
a precedent in order to reintroduce a Bill
that had been definitely defeated. Hagd I
been in the same position as our Goldfields
members I would have acted exactly as they
did; I make no hones about that. 1 would
have been in Kalgoorlie last week. Even
sapposing the House was not fully repre-
sentative when the Bill was defeated, never-
theless it was fairly well represented and the
vote on the voices, so far as I conld judge,
was very emphatie. 'I think Mr. Gray has
drawn a long bow in endeavouring to point
out that, bat for the absence of some mem-
bers, the result might have been different.

VHon. E. H. Gray: T did not say that.

Hon. W. J. MANN: That was the in-
ference. I shall vote against the motion,
which I consider is dangerous. The cireum-
stances surrounding the Bill do not warrant
its reintroduetion.

HON. G. FRASER (West) [5.8]: I am
in rather a quandary. Naturally, I want
another decision taken on the measure, if
possible, as I would like the decision to be



1590

emphatic one way or the other. Conse-
quently, I shall support the motion. At
the same time, ] munst agree that we have
arrived at a ridienlous stage because I con-
sider the rulings quoted are wrong. If I had
to arrive at a decision on them, I would vote
against the motion. However, we have al-
ways accepted the rulings of “May” and
“Blackmore” and I shall observe them until
such time as we decide they are wrong or
our Standing Orders are altered. I invite
members to study Standing Order 120, as
to the interpretation of which there can be
no doubt. It says—

< « . no question or amendment ghall be pro-
posed which i3 the same in substanes as any
question or amendment which, during the same
seasion, has been resolved in the affirmative or
negative, unlesa the order, resolution, or vote
on such question or amendment has been
reacinded.

That Standing Order is capable of but one
meaning.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: This motion is not
the same in substance.

Hon. G. FRASER: But if the Bill is
restored to the notice paper, it will be the
same as the Bill which was defeated,

The Chief Secretary: The motion that it
be read a second time was defeated, not the
Bill.

Hon. G. FRASER: That is so.
the Bill is restored to the notice paper, at
what'stage shall we continue with it; at the
gecond reading stage? There can be no
further debate at that stage.

Hon. E. H. Gray: The second reading
debate would be continued.

Hon. G. FRASER: But the Leader of
the House had replied and that closed the
debate.

The Chief Secretary: It would be a con-
tinnanee Bill.

Hon. G. FRASER: It would have to be,

because once fhe debate is closed, a vote

must be taken, so we shall reach a ridiculous’

stage if the Bill is restored to the notice
paper. This motion emphasises the necessity
for the motion reeently passed by this House
to revise our Standing Orders. I hope that
when the Standing Orders Committee makes
the revision it will give special attention to
Standing Order 120, so that there will be

Suppose .

[COUNCIL:.]

no possible donbt once a decision is arrived
at, otherwise we shall be pestered with re-
introductions of defeated measures. We do
not want o reach that stage.

Hon. A. Thomson: I hope not.

Hon. G. FRASER: When a measure is
before us, our desire should be to debate
it thoroughly angd arrive at a decision. Once
that decision is taken, that should be the
end of the maiter. We do not want any
win, tie or wrangle.

Hon. E. M. Heenan:
special eircumstance.

Han. G. FRASER: I do not care what
the cireumstance is, Let us have rules of
debate that we can follow. Once we have
dealt with g question, that should be the end
of it. 'We should then proceed with some-

This surely is a

. thing else.

Hon, E. M. Heenan: You can vote

against the motion,

Hon, G. FRASER: No. I how to the
rolings that this House has followed for
years past. We have been guided by them
and, although in my opinion they are
wrong, we should abide by them. But we
do not want to have continual arguments
and interpretations of Standing Orders.
Let us have something that every member
can understand and abeut which there can
be no quibbling. T support the motion.

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) [5.15]:
The principle of reintroducing a Bill that
has been lost is a bad one. Let us accept
that, and also that what *May” says is cor-
rect that a Bill ¢can or may be reintrodueed.
But the real question is: Should it bhe re-
introduced9 What is the objeet of the
motion? It is to bring back a Bill which
the mover thinks the Fouse rejected un-
wisely and which it would not reject if it
were reintroduced. Is that a good thing?

Hon. G. W. Miles: Do you think that is
his reasom, or is it propaganda?

Hon. I.. CRAIG: Let s assume that is his
reason. If the House is still of the opinion
that it would not pass the Bill, it should vote
against the motion, irrespective of what
“May” says. Mr. Gray claims that the House
as constituted today would pass the Bill
irrespective of what was done before; or he
hopes it would, If the House would vote
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against the Bill if reintroduced, it should
vote- against the motion in spite of what
Mr. Gray says.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West—in reply)
{5.17]: I wish to reply to the remarks of
Mr. Mann and Mr. Fraser. Mr. Mann said
that this would be very dangerous. Well,
this ruling was given 25 years ago, and
a situation to which it could apply
has not ¢ropped up since until today. That
disposes of the argument that it is a dan-
gerous procedure. I only wish to clear the
Chief Seecretary in connection with the
rumourg that are going about. I am also
anxious to maintain the prestige of the
Chamber. Seeing that a continuance Bill of
vast importance was defeated on the voices,
I think that every member should be given
an qpportunity of taking part in a division
in connection with the matter.

I repeat that we have never defeated an
important Bill for 25 years, to my know-
ledge, without a division. It is the practice
for every member who desires to do so, to
state his case and take part in a division on
a Bill. That is all I am after. T want,
first of all to protect the Government from
the insidious propaganda and rumour going
about that the supporters of the Government
in this Chamber are used as tools to defeat
legislation, and that the Government has not
the courage to reintroduce legislation in
another place and, secondly, to uphold the
prestige of the Chamber.

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

Ayes . . . 8
Noes 15 °
Majority against .. 7
Aves,
Hon, . Bennetts Hop, B, M. Heenan
Hon. Fia M. Davies Hen, H. 8. W. Parker
Hon. Sir Frank Gibson Hon, G, B. Wood
Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. G. Fraser
{Teiler.)
NoEs.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon. A. L. Loton
Hon. L. Craig Hon. Wa J. Mann
Hon. H. A, C. Daffen Hon. 3. W. Miles
Hon. R. M. Forrest Hon. A. Thomsoen
Hon. H. Hearn Hon. H. K. Wataon
Hen. J, @. Hislop Hon, F. R. Welsh
Hon. Sir Chas, Latham Hon, C. H. Simnson
Hon. L. A. Logan {Teller.}
Question thus negatived; the motion de-
feated.

1591

BILL—ADOPTION OF COHILDREN ACT
AMENDMENT.

Third Reading.

THE COEIEF SECRETARY (Hon. H.
S. W. Parker—Metropolitan-Suburban); I
move—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

HON. G. FRASER (West) [5.26]: Last
evening we were towards the end of the
Committee stage at tea time, and the few
remarks I had to make wounld have meant
the House sitting afterwards, so I did not
gay anything. I shall not at this stage at-
tempt to answer everything that was put
forward then, but I cannot let pass the sub-
stance of the objections that were raised
ageinst my amendment by various members
who spoke, beeause when we analyse what
they said, it boils down to this, that a
person under 21 years is not able to make
a will and, as a result, some persons who
could get some financial gain, would be de-
prived of it. I think that is a poor excuse
for making the age 21, in connection with
the adoption of children.

The Chief Secretary: It does not alter
the age, but the wording of the Aect.

Hon. G. FRASER: That is the poiot I
am making. Members who opposed my
amendment said that people under age
could not make a will. That is a poor
excuse for extending the age to 21. Mr.
Heenan quoted the case of someone who
lost £2,000 because the person who died
was not 21 years of age and could not
make a will, and because the age for adop-
tion was 15.

The Chief Secretary: He had no rela-
tives.

Hon. E. M. Heenan:
illegitimate child.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham:
would kave been entitled to it.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: She would have been
if the child had been adopied.

Hon, G. FRASER: She did not have’to
wait until after the boy was 18 vears of
age to adopt him. The only complaint was
that because the child left some money they
were sorry they had not adopted him. That
is a poor old exeuse to put up for raising
the age. I have been through the speeches,
and the whole essence of the objection is
that a will could not be made. Well, they

Yes, he was an

His mother
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still would not have heen able to get
the £2,000, becanse the Act would not allow
them to adopt anyone after he had died.
Ancther point is that most of the opposi-
tion eame from the. two legal gentlemen
here.

The Chief Secretary: The support.

Hon. G. FRASER: I mean, the objec-
tion to my amendment. They quoted cases
and made a big song about the matter. I
zay they have been negleetful of their duty
all these years, because the Act was first
put on the statute book in 1896,

The Chief Secretary: Your amendment
would knoek it.

Hon. G. FRASER: There was an inter-
pretation of the word ‘‘child’’ then and
another in 1915. There has been no amend-
ment to the seetion since 1915, yet it has
bheen said that it is vital.

‘The Chief Seeretary: Your amendment
would be vital.

Hon. G. FRASER: My amendment would
increase the age that has been on the
statute book since 1915, from 15 to 18.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: Surely you are the
one who is making the song about it.

Hon. (. FRASER: I am dealing with the
argument that has been put up in connee-
tion with raising the age to 21. If there
have been many cases, why has the age
been left since 1915% I point this out to
members to illustrate how red herrings can
be drawn naeross the trail when some mem-
bers are endeavouring to make out cases.

The Chief Seeretary: Have you bronght
yours from Fremantle ¥

Hon. G. FRASER: So much for the
urgeney of this legislation that the rage
must be brought up to 21. This provision
might have gone back as far as 1896, bhut
to my knowledge it has been there for at
least 34 years from the last alteration of
that particular seetion. Sinece 1915, at
least, the age has been 15 years. Tt is
strange that some member of the legal
fraternity has not made an attempt to alter
it during those 34 years. 1 support the
third reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

[COUNCIL.]

BILL—EBEES ACT AMENDMENT.
Reports of Committee adopted.

BILL—INCREASE OF RENT (WAR
RESTRICTIONS) ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 4).

Assembly's Message.

Message from the Assembly notifying that
it had disagreed to amendment No. 1 made
by the Counecil ard had agreed to amend-
ment No. 2 subject to a further amendment,
now considered.

In Commattes.

Hon, &, Fraser in the Chair; the Chief
Sécretary in charge of the Bill.

No. 1. Clause 3, proposed new Section
18F—Delete the word “partly” in line 27,
page 2, and substitute the word “substan-
tially”.

(Conseguent on the foregoing amendment,
the word “substantially” was substituted for
the word “partly” where same appears in
lines 31 and 36 on page 2, lines 6 and 26
on page 3, lines 13, 18 and 30 on page 4 and
lines 7 and 14 on page 5).

The CHAIRMAN: The Assembly’s reason
for disagreeing is—

The smendment might unduly prejudice a
protected person.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T move—
That the amendment be not insisted on.

This matter has been thoroughly thrashed
out in another place as well as in this
Chamber and it arises out of an amendment
moved by Sir Charles Latham.

Hon. SIR CHARLES LATHAM: We
should not pass over this matter too lightly.
It does not refer to a widow only, or a
mother, but to any female person to whom
a deceased soldier may have made some small
contribution. In this case I do not suppose
two persons would receive a pension but it
also provides for a person who is receiving
medical treatment from the Commonwealth
of such a nature as to prevent him either
wholly or pArtly from engaging in his oc-
cupation. When we ask people to make
saerifices we ought to give them some pro-
tection as well as the -soldiers and their
dependants. I hope the Committee will insist
upon the amendment.
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Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: I have discussed
this matter with the Minister for Housing’
and he advised me that it would be difficult
to interpret the wozd “substantially”.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: What does
“partly” mean?

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: It means any
part, but the word “substantially” means a
considerable portion. It would rest with the
Judgment of the individual. The Minister
for Housing referred to the case of a soldier
who might be prevented from following his
.particular oceupation because of some dis-
ability. Therefore the Minister for Homs-
ing thought that a man of this type should
receive some consideration from, say, a
magistrate,

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

Ayes .. .. 15
Noes .. ve e . 7
Majority for 8
.l_.!ms.
Hon. G. Beppetta Hoo. G.. W. Miles
Hon., R. J. Boylen Hon. H, 8§, W. Parker
Hon, L. Ordg Hon. O B, Simpson
Hon., H. A, C. Daffen Hon. H, X. Walsgon
Hon., B. M, Davies Hen. F. R. Welsh
Hon. 8ir Fraok Gibson . G. B. Wood
Hon. E. M. Heensn Hon. E. H. Gy
Hon. J. G. Hislop (Teiler.)
Nozs.
Hon. R. M, Forrest Hon. W. J. Mann
Hon. H. Hearn Hon. A. Thomaon
Hon. L. A, Logan Hon. Sir Chas. Lathom
Hon. A. L. Loton {Teller.)

Question thus passed; the Counncil’s amend-
ment not insisted on.

No. 2. Clause 3, proposed new Section
18G—Insert a new subsection after Sub-

section (9) to stand as Subseetion (10) as
fotlows :—

{10) Notwithstanding the provisions of
Subsections (3) to (8) inclusive, of this sec-
tion, the Court may make an order against a
proteeted person, or may give leave to enforce
an order against a protected person (as the
cage may be), if the Court, after taking inio
consideration all the circumstonces of the
case, is satisfied-—

(a) that the protected person has not .

made any or remsonable efforts to obtain
other accommeodation or

(k) that the refusal by the Court to make
an order, or to give Jeave to enforce an
order, (as the ecase may be), would canse
greater hardship to the person applying for
such order or leave tham to the protected:
person,
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Thi CHLAIRMAN : The Assembly’s amend-
ment is ag follows:—

Delete all words after the word ¢ ‘insert’’ in
line 1 and insert in lieu the worda:—

In Subsection (6) the following:—
1. (a) Insert at the end of paragraph (b)

* in line 4 on page 13, the word ‘for’’:

{b) Add at the end of Subsection () a
%urthar paragraph to stand As paragraph
e)—

{e) That in the casc of nn application
under paragraph (f) of Subsection (3} of
this seetion—

(i) the lessor has been the legal or
equitable owner of the dwellinghouge for
not legs than three years immediately pre-
ceding the date of the application and
do¢s not own any other dwellinghouse;
and )

(ii) the protected person has received
not less than three months’' notice re-
quiring possession. of the dwellinghouse
to be given to the lessor provided such
notice was given after the coming into
operation of the Increase of Rent (War
Regtrictions) Act Amendment Act, 1949,
and such protected persopr fails to show
that subsequent te the receipt of such
notice he has made reascrable efforts to
obtain other accommodation: and

(iiiy a refusal by the Court to make
the order would cause greater hardship
to the lessor than to the protected person,

2, In proposed mnew Rection 18G Subsec-
tion (7), page 13—

(a) In line 11 of the subsection after the
word ‘‘satisfled’’ ipsert the letter in brackets
" (a) 3 ?:

(b) At the end of the subsection in line 18
add the word ffor’’:

(¢) Add a further paragraph to the subsee-
tion as follows:—

{b) That in the case of an application
under pnragraph () of Subgection (5) of
this section—

{i) The lessor has been the legal or
equitable owner of the dwellinghouae for
not less than three years immediately pre-
ceding the date of the application and
does not own any other dwellinghouse;
and

(ii) the protected person has received
not less than three months’ notice requir-
ing possession of the dwellinghouse to he
given to the lessor provided such notice
was given after the coming into opera-
tion of the Increase of Rent (War Re-
strictions) Aect Amendment Act, 1949,
and such protected person fails to show
that subsequent to the receipt of such
notice he has made reasonable efforts to
obtain other accommeodation; and

(iti) a refusal by the Court to give the
leave would canre greater hardship to the
lessor than to the protected personm,
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‘The CHAIRMAN: The hetter way to
proceed with consideration of the Assem-
bly’s amendments to the Council’s amend-
ment will be to deal with them by sections.
The first to be considered will he—

Delete all words after the word ‘‘insert’’ ia
line 1 and insert in liew the words:

In Subsection (6) the following:—

1L (a) Ingert at the end of paragraph (b)
in line ¢ on page 13, the word “‘or’’.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That the Assembly’s amendment be agreed
to.

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: In order to
understand the implieations of the Assem-
bly’s amendment, it is necessary to study the
whole of the amendment suggested by an-
other place, It will be noted that the resction
of the Assembly was not rejection of the
Couneil’s amendment but a rearrangement
of the wording with some minor additions
that were suggested by myself in consulta-
tion with the Minister and the R.SL. I
trust the Committee will accept the Assem-
bly's alternative amendment as a whole.
There are two small amendments that I
shall submit, and the particulars have been
cireulated.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: We have only
just received them. '

Hon, C. H. SIMPSON: I will explain their
effect, Dealing with the Assembly’s amend-
ment as a whole, in the first place the Min-
ister for Housing, who is a competent legal
authority, eonsidered that the Couneil’s
amendment as drafted dealt with the wrong
seetion, and the redrafted amendment ap-
plies now to Subsections (6) and (7) of
proposed new Section 18G., and the amend-
ment applies to the two subsections in iden-
tical terms. Proposed Subsection (6) ap-
plies in the case where the court makes an
order under certain conditions, and Sub-
section (7) eoncerns the granting of leave
to enforce &n order already made.

This refers to paragraph {f) of Subsec-
tion (5) of the proposed new section, whi¢h
really sets out the eonditions under which
an owner of a dwellinghouse may apply for
repossession or, if it is not a dwellinghouse,
it may be premises connected with a trade,
profession or occupation. To that extent the
scope of the amendment that we sent fo the
Assembly has been extended. Generally
speaking, the effect of the Assembly’s
amendment is the same as that which the

[COUNCIL.]

Council proposed, with certain minor addi-
tions. The following qualifications have been
added:—(1) the applicant must bhe the
owner; (2) the man must have been the
legal or equitable owner for not less thare
three years; (3) he must require the house

*for his own accommodation; (4) he mnst

have no other dwelling place, and (5) the
owner must give three months’ notice after
the passing of the Aet.

Qualifications (1) to (3) were embodied
in the amendment which Mr. Watson placed
before the Committee here, but members
did not accept them on the ground that they
would affect the fate of the Bill and would
not be accepted by another place. It was felt
that they would endanger the passing of the
legislation. With regard to qualification (5},
it was first suggested that there should be
six months’ notice, but that period was
reduced to three months from the passing
of the Aet, and I regard that as reasonable.
It was poinfed out that if the period had
been three months from the time of giving
notice, eircumstances might arise that wounld
mean that the notice itself would be very
short. That being so, the provision for three
months' notice after the passing of the Act
was considered reasonable to enable those
concerned to make other arrangements.

It will be realised that some of the ex-
Servicemen honestly tried to get alternative
aceommodation and had applied to the Hous.
ing Commission for permits fo ereet homes.
As they were protected persons, they were
told they had nothing to worry about. They
were also under the jmpression that the
Federal authorities would pass legislation to
enable them to carry on indefinitely, or at
any rate until the housing position was very
much modified. Those men suddenly found
that they were no longer protected, and
when they went to the Housing Commission.
could not gecure any alternative accommoda-
tion. We know that is not easy fo secure
in these days, and therefore it is necessary
for a reasonadle time to be provided to en-
able these men {o make other arrangements.
There has been a lot of publicity given to
this phase, and members realise its impor-
tance. I trust the Assembly’s alternative
amendment to the Council’s amendment will
be accepted,

Question put and passed; the Assembly's
amendment to the Counecil’s amendment,
agreed to.
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The CHAIRMAN: The next section of
the Assembly’s amendment for consideration
is—

(b} Add at the end of Subsection (6) a fur-
ther paragraph to stand as paragraph (e)—

(e} That in the case of an application under
paragraph (f)} of Subsection (3) of this
section—

(i) the lessor hag been the legal or equit-
able owner of the dwelling house for not

less than three years immediately preceding”

the date of the application and does not own
any other dwelling honse; and

(ii) the protected person has received not
less than three months’ notice requiring
possession of the dwelling house to be given
to the lessor provided such notice was given
after the coming into operation of the In-
crease of Rent (War Restrictions) Act
Amendment Act, 1949, and such protected
person fails to show that subsequent to the
reeeipt of sueh notice he has made reason-
able efforts to obtain other accommodation;
and

(iii) a refusal by the Court to make the
order would cause greater hardship to the
lessor than to the protected persom.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—
That the amendment be agreed to.

Hon. H. K. WATSON: There appears to
be an error of drafting in subparagraph
{ii) where it refers to notice requiring pos-
session of*the dwellinghouse to be given “to
the lessor.” I think the word “to” should be
“by.”

The Chief Secretary: It should be “by
the lessor.”

Hon. C. H. Simpson: That is quite eor-
rect.

Hon. H. K. WATSON: I move—

That the Assembly’s amendment be amended
in line 4 of subparagraph (ii) by atriking
out the word ‘‘to’’ where it appears the
second time and imserting the word ‘‘by’’ in
lien.

Amendment to the Assembly’s amendment
put and passed.

Hon. H. K, WATSON: I move—

That the Assembly’s amendment be further
amended by striking out in lines 4 to 8 the
wards ‘‘provided such notice was given after
the coming into operation of the Inerease of
Rent (War Restrictions) Act Amendment Act,
1949.** :

The insertion of these words adds a new
principle to the amendment which was made
by the Council, Their effect is to nullify any
order that may have been given during the
last three months. It may well be that during
the last week or two an order has been given
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requiring a tenant to leave premises withim
three months, I suggest that no substantial
injustice would be done to anybody by allow-
ing that order to continue. On the other hand,
unless these words are deleted, a substantial
injustice will be done to the owner inasmuch
as he will bave to make another pilgrimage
to the court and. be involved in further legal
expense to obtain an order after the passing
of this measure.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The effect of
this will be to alter another clause in the
Bill which provides that orders made by the
court and not yet finalised will have no
effect if, and when, this Bill is passed should
the orders not have been finalised by that
time, That was one reason why during the
early stages of the Bill I was anxious to get
it through quickly so as to complete the mat-
ter. The object of the measure is to take over
from the Commonwealth, and I think that
should be done on the basis that the measure
has been in force continuously from the
time the High Court over-ruled the Com-
monwealth legislation, except, of course,
that where an order has been finalised it
would be difficult to put people back in the
position in which they were sitnated before
the order was carried into effect. I certainly
think there should be three months’ notiee
after- this Bill ¢comes into force and that
it should not be made retrospective.

Hon. H. K. WATSON: The clause io
which the Chief Secretary referred does not
have the effect he would have the Committee
believe. All my amendment does is to pro-
tect orders which come within all the re-
strietions imposed now under proposed new
Section 18G. If a person has already re-
ceived, an order a weck or two weeks, or a
month or even two months before the pass-
ing of the measure, he should not bave to go
to the court again. That is an unnecessary
expense.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: I dis-
agree with the view of the Chief Secretary
that because the Commonwealth Govern-
ment introduced the legislation on which
this Bill is based, we should follow slavishly
the attitude adopted by that Government.
Through this Bill we are asking the indivi-
dual to accept responsibility for looking
after these protected persons instead of the
State or the Commonwealth doing s0. Many
owners are in a lot less fortunate position
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than the protected people, but some mem-
bers will not appreciate that. I agree that
since we have been stupid enough to adopt
legiglation passed by the Commonwealth
Parliament, we must make some endeavour
to give protection to these people, but they
are afforded enough protection under the
amendment moved by Mr. Watson. Some
of these folk have been in the houses they
accupy for four years and have made no at-
tempt to find another place because they
knew they were protected.

The CITAIRMAN : The amendment is for
the deletion of certain words.

Hon. 8ir CHARLES LATHAM: I am
trying to conneet up my remarks with the
amendment. What I want to point out is
that by leaving in the words we are throw-
ing responsibility on the person who owns
the house and who is not in as good a posi-
tion as the protected person. Mr. Watson
has pointed out that such an owner, who
may already have made application to the
court and obtained an order, will have to
make another application immediately the
Bill is passed.

The Chief Secretary: He will still have
to give three months’ notice if this is earried.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: But he
has already applied.

The Chief Secretary: That does not mat-
ter.

Hon. 8ir CHARLES LATHAM : He may
have applied two months before and may
have only one month left, but he will have to
incur the additional expense of going to the
eourt for a fresh order. This is a very bad
piece of legislation. We should not penalise
an individunl who has only one house and
wants to live in it. Some of these men are
returned soldiers, who have done more for
tile eountry than those living in the houses.
They include men who went to the first
World War, and who have reached old age
and have not homes to go into because pro-
tected persons are ocenupying them.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Whether
this is carried or not, three months’ notice
has to be given.

Hon. H. K. Watson: Three months from
the making of the order by the court.

[COUNCIL.]

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I deo not
follow. The protected person must receive
not less than three months' notice requiring
possession of the house to be given to the
owner.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: He could have had
two months.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He must

. have three. Notice cannot be given a month

at a time,

Hon. L. Craig: Two of the three months
may have expired.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I would like
members to understand that uoder the
Commonwealth legislation three months’
notice of repossession had nof to be given,
What has happened sioce the Commonwealth
regulations have ceased to be operative is
that the old common law has taken effect
and so many weeks' or months' notice, ac-
cording to the nature of the tenancy, are
given, These people have been tenants wheo
have oceupied houses generally on a
weekly tenancy, and the notices they have
had bringing them before the court have
been probably of one or two weeks.

They have been dealt with and the orders
have been suspended for two or three
months. That has been the practice pend-
ing the passing or otherwise of this legis-
lation. The Bill as we have so far passed
it provides that the protected person must
receive not less than three months’ notice
requiring possession of the dwellinghouse
to be given to the lessor. I doubt whether
the hon. member’s amendment will have
the effect he desires. The only people who
would have had three months' notice are
those on a long tenaney of some sort.

Sitting suspended from 6,15 to 7.30 pm,

Hon. H. K. WATSON:; During the tea
suspension, I considered the statement of
the Chief Secretary that even if the amend-
ment were agreed to, it would still be
necessary for a person who had already
received a court order to recommence pro-
eeedings by giving three months’ notice
to the tenant and then go to the court
again, If that is so, I think the whole of
subparagraph (ii} should be struck out.

Hon. L. Craig: In effect, it nullifies the
order of the court.

Amendment to the Assembly’s amendment
put and passed.
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Hon. C. H. SIMPSOXN: I move—

That the Assembly’s amendment be further
amended by striking out in lines 3 and 4 of
subparagraph (iii) the words ‘‘to the pro-
tected pergson’’ and inserting the words ‘‘the
hardship that would be caused the protected
person by the making of the order?’ in lieu.

That is the amendment suggested by the
Minister for Housing, who explained that,

as it stands, the subparagraph could be
misunderstood.

Amendment on the Agsembly’s amendment
put and passed.

Question put and passed; the Assembly's
amendment to the Council’'s amendment, as
amended, agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN: The Assembly’s next
amendment to the Council’s amendment No,
2, which can be dealt with by paragraphs if
so desired, is as follows:—

2. In proposed new Section 18G Subsection
(7)’ Page 13—

(a) In line 11 of the subsection after the
word ‘‘satisfied’’ insert the letter in brae-
kets ¢ (a)’":

(b) At the end of the subsection in line
18 add the word ‘‘or?’:

(¢) Add a further paragraph to the sub-
section as follows:—

(b) That in the case of an applieation
under paragraph (f) of Subsection (5) of
this gection—

(i) The lessor has been the legal or
equitable owner of the dwelling
house for not less than three years
immediately preceding the date of
the application and does not own
any other dwelling house; and

(ii) the protected person has received

not less than three montha® notice
requiring possession of the dwell-
ing house to be given to the lessor
provided sueh notice was given
after the ecoming into operation of
the Increage of Rent (War Re-
strietions) Aet Amendment Act,
1949, and such proteeted person
fails to show that subsequent to
the receipt of such notice he has
made reasonable efforts to obtain
other accommedation; and

refusal by the Court to give the
leave would cause greater hardship
to the lessor than to the protected
person,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That paragraph (a) of the Assembly’s
amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That paragraph (b) of the Asgembly’s
amendment be agreed to.

(i) a
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Question put and passed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 move—

That paragraph (c) of the
amendment be agreed to.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I move—

That the Assembly’s amendment he amended
in line 6 of subparagraph (1) by ingerting
after the word ‘‘own’’ the words ‘‘or
oecupy.”’”

Assembly’s

.A man might own two houses and might{

not be living in either, He would be pre-
cluded from paining possession of either.

Hon. H. K. WATSON: This subpara-
graph is actually a tightening up of the
origina! provision of the Bill. Mr. Craig’s
point is a valid one and I suggest he might
move to have subparagraph (1) struck omt.

Amendment on tllle Assembly’s amendment
put and negatived .

Hon. H. K. WATSON: I move—

That the Assembly’s amendment be amended

by striking out subparagraph (ii) of para-
graph (e). ,
Its terms are idemtical with those of the
subparagraph the Committee discussed re-
cently, and I think the only way to deal
with the position is to strike out the whele
of the subparagraph.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This sab-
paragraph is to force a proteeted person to
make some effort and if he has not made an
effort, then he has no case. As soon as he
receives the notice be must get busy. We
would be ill-advised to remove the subpara-
graph.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: T desire
to strike out some words and if this amend-
ment is carried, I will not have an oppor-
tunity. If I move my amendment, the one
by Mr. Watson eould then be carried if
the words I propose to have struck out wera
deleted. Would I be in order in deing that
Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN: No.

Hoen. Sir CHARLES LATHAM : Then if
Mr. Watson will withdraw his amendment, T
will move mine.

Hon. H. K. WATSON: For the reason
that T am moving to delete subparagraph
(ii), my amendment should be taken before
that of Sir Charles. If it is then negatived,
he ean move his.
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Hon. Bir Charles Latham: No, you can-
not do that; your amendment stands, that
is the tromble. If you will withdraw your
amendment, I can move mine.

Hon. H. K. WATSON: Then I will not
be able to move my amendment.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Yes, you will.

Hon, H. K. WATSON: I would like the
Chairman to aecept first my amendment
that subparagraph (ii) be deleted.

Amendment on the Assembly’s amendment
put and a division taken with the following
result i —

Ayes .. ‘e . ‘e 7
Noes .. ve . . 10
Majority against .. . 3
AYEB.
Hon. H, Hearn Hon. H. K. Wataon
Hon, J. @, Hislo Hon., F. R. Waleh
Hon. 8ir Chas. Latham Hon. R, M. Forrest
Hon. A. L. Loton { Peller.)
Nozxs.
Hono, 3. Bennetts Hon., L. A. Logan
Hon., R. J. Boylen Hon, H. 8, W, Parker
Hon. L. aig Hon. C. H. Simpson
Hon. E. M. Davles Hen, G. B, Wood
Hon. E, H, Gray Hon. E. M. Heensn
{Teller, )

Amendment on the Assembly’s amendment
thus negatived.

The CHAIRMAN: The question now
ja—

That the Assembly’s amendment to the
Oouncil’s amendment, as amended, be agreed
to. : .

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

Ayes .. .. . .. 11
Noes .. .- .. 7
Majority for .. ‘e 4
AYES,
Hon. R. J. Boylen Hon, G. W, Miles
Hon. L. Craig Hon. H, 8. W. Parker
Han. E. M. Daviena Hon. 0. H. Simpsen
Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. 3. B, Wood
Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon, (3. Bennetts
Hon. L. A. Logan { Teller. }
Noen.
Hon. H. Hearn Hon. H, K. Watson
Hon. J. @. Hislop Hon. ¥. R.: Welsh
Hon. Sir Chas. Latham Hoan. R, M. Forrest
- Hon. A. L. Loton _ {Teller.)

Question thus -passed; the Assembly’s
amendment to the Council's amendment, as
amended, agreed to.

Resolutions reported, the report adopted,
and a message accordingly returned to the
Assembly.

[COUNCIL.]

BILL—PRICES CONTROL AQOT
AMENDMENT (CONTINUANCE).

Second Rending.
Debate vesumed from the previous day.

HON. H. HEABN (Metropolitan) [7.57]:
I am reluctantly supporting this Bill as I
believe that the State Government, having
taken over price control, must see this thing
through. I think the original mistake was
made when, under conditions created by the
Commonwealth Government, the State as-

sumed responsibility. The referendum
was never one for the abolition of
subsidies, and not only were subsidies

abolished by the Commonwealth Govern-
wment, but the full impaet of the 40-hour
week had not heen felt in our economy.

In my opinion, at that time the States
should nave refused to take over price con-
trol under those conditions, but, having em-
barked upon the path, I believe we must,
unfortunately contioue for the time being
to exercise some form of control. I feel, first
of all, that we have not travelled along the
road of decontrol as far as we might have
experted, There are many industries today
which find it inereasingly difficult to main-
tain turnover in view of the buyers' market
which has definitely returned, and, when
goods are in abundanee, to me it is futile to
attempt to retain priee-fixing of such com-
modities,

I trust that the Government will ‘watch
carefully the market trends and endeavour,
as early as possible, to release many of the
controls now held, as I believe that it will
be for the benefit of the consumer, the Gov-
crament, manufacturers and traders. We
hear a good deal in these days of the neces-
sity to impose controls to check inflationary
tendencies, Whilst the tendency is wndoubt-
edly there, it is well to ask ourselves the
question whether eertain sections of the com-
munity should be held responsible for the
checking of that inuationary spiral to the
exclusion of others,

Australia today is enjoying unprecedently
high prices for her export eommeodities, and,
on account of that fact alone, one must ex-
pect the rapidly rising eost eyele which has
been so mueh in evidence during the past
year. The inevitable increase in wages, the
cost of shorter hours, the high cost of im-
porting goods into this country, as well as

S
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the increased cost of our own manufae-
tures, must decrease the purchasing value
of the Australian pound. I bhelieve the
manufacturing and commercidl interests in
Western Australia have been worse off
under State control than they were during
the Federal control years, because in almosat
every instance this has been a year of re-
ducing margins, We have in Western Aus-
tralia a very efficient Price Control Com-
missioner, and in n State of such small
population every phase of price-fixing con-
trol can be, and is, very rigidly policed.
Continned reduced manufactaring and trad-
ing margins, whilst eosts of production
inerease, ean only result in the existing
slender differences between gross proflt and
manufacturing expenses disappearing en-
tirely; a situation which is being rendered
increasingly likely as the possibility of reced-
ing turnover becomes greater.

The increasing costs of the two basie
jtems of manoufacturing—Ilabour and
material—is causing manufacturers and
traders to strain their capital resources
beyond safety limits. Basic wage increases
granted by the Arbitration Court of West-
ern Australia since the 20th September last
total 15s. 9d., equal to an increase of 4.7d.
per hour per journeyman. These increases
have been reflected in basic materials,
which is a natural sequence. It is logical
that, for a manufacturer to maintain his
turnover level of previous years, he has to
introduee into his business additional capi-
tal, which automatically increases his over-
head—in other words, his profits are earned
at greater risks.

In one industry materials have risen as
high as 120 per ceent. and labour 83 per
cent., whilst prices generally have risen by
approximately 80 per cent., which proves
that manufacturers and traders have had
to abgorb a big proportion of these basic
cosis. The burden of inflation is being
thrust more heavily on manufacturers and
traders, whose profits and dividends whilst,
generally speaking, being high in terms of
money as compared with pre-war, yet are
in terms of value so much lower. While it
is apparent that profit control is an in-
tegral part of the prices control structure,
it has to be applied seientificelly and full
provision mgade for the normal risks in-
herent in trading, reeeding turnovers, in-
creasing overhead and costs of distribu-
tion, ete.
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Price movements, whether rises or falls,
should reflect equitably on all sections of
the community and not become a burden
upon manufacturers, wholesalers and re-
tailers. With this inflationary spiral upen
us, manufacturers and traders have had te
carry more than their share of the inei-
pient inflation. High taxation, over-night
lifting of subsidies by the Commonweslth
Government, 40-hour week, loss of produe-

tion through strikes, costs of Common-

wealith Glovernment services—these increased
from £8,500,000 in 1944-45 to £27,000,000
in 1947-48—non-productive labour necessary
for various governmental controls, are only
a few of the factors. For the 14 months
prior td the introduction of the 40-heur
week the overall prices inerease in Austra-
lia was 14 per cent.; for the following 14
months it was 23.5 per cent., due primarily
to the 40-hour week and the lifting of sub-
sidies, for which the Commonwealth Govern-
ment must aceept full responsibility.

It might be pertinent at this juncture for
me to give the House some information
made available to members of the Federal
House recently by a question asked by Mr.
Harrison, MHR. The question was—

What has been the increase in the price
levela of individual items on which the Gov-
ernment has eliminate? price stabilisation

subsidies since the taking of the prices refer-

endum?
Mr. Chifley: The answers to the honourable

member’s questions are as follows:—

According to available information, the

following approximate percentage varia-
tions have, since the prices refercndum,
taken place in the priee of items in respect
of which the Government has eliminated
subaidies:—

(a) Raw wool to manufacturers, plus 206
per cent.

{b)} Wholesale milk, plus 11 per cent.

(c) Household drapery, “up to plus 30
per cent.

(d) Potatoes, plus 104 per eent.

(e) Raw cotton to manufacturers, plus
. 92 per cent.

(f) Coal (New South Wales), 27 per
cent.

(g) Imported yarns—Cotton, plug 65 per
cent,; Rayon—bright up to 34
per cent., dull plus 32 per cent.

That, T think, might assist Mr. Gray to come
to some conclusion as to why prices ad-
vance so quickly. I understand that far-
reaching decisions have been, and are still be-
ing, made without prior consuitation with
industry and trade experts. The position
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frequently arisez that a prices policy is
formulated without securing any such ex-
pert adviee, it is presented as a fait
acecompli and then experts from the parti-
cular industry or trade are impelled to
argue against the decision; and resulting
from these discussions priees orders have
frequently to be amended or recast alto-
gether,

I think there is no justification for the
discontinuance of increased marging for out-
lying States, such as Western Australia, to
cover increased distribution and handling
costs. Thig principle was established by the
larger Australian manufacturers long be-
fore the incidence of price control and the
principle was accepted and implemented
under' Commonwealth price control. Trade
and industry camnot accept the arguments
of State Prices Commissioners’ conferences
that there may be other cost factors in the
more closely settled States which offset the
distribution factor in Western Australia, The
increased costs of handling and distribution
in this State are a known and real faetor
and conjecture regarding other offsetting
costs put forward by Commissioners is too
indefinite in character to be acceptable.
Since the States assumed the responsibility
for price control the aceent has been onm
anti-inflationary measures.

State Prices Ministers have co-operated,
and on the whole suecessfully, to keep spiral-
ling prices in check. Traders’ profits have
been heavily cut, at times close to the
danger-line of profit elimination. The wel-
fare of the consumer has been, and rightly
so, the paramount consideration. T bhelieve
the time is fast approaching when there
must be a change of emphasis. As prices
of goods recede from present peaks, care
must be taker to ensure the stability and
continuity of primary and secondary indus-
tries and of business undertakings gener-
ally. Far-sighted businessmen are over-
hauling their organisations to ensure intergal
efficiency and enhance enstomer goodwill in
the return to competitive trading eonditions.
Maximum employment of all available
labour is a national necessity; consequently
the sources of employment must be pre-
served and developed.

And so, Mr. Deputy President, until

searcities are replaced by adequate supplies,

controls must be continmed. The rigidity
of previous prices administration must, how-

[COUNCIL.]

ever, give way to flexibility. For trade and
industry to remain healtby, profits will need
to be encouraged rather than curtailed, and
competition assisted by freer trading condi-
tions under an overall prices ceiling. Ounr
watchwords should be—Increased Produe-
tion, Improved Distribution and Diserimin-
ating Consumption., All three partners in
industry—prineipals, workers and consumers
—have a worthwhile mutual objective, the
restoration of a vigorous, efficient and de-
veloping national economy.

I want finally to presume to offer a word
of advice to private enterprise. I know
there has been a feeling of frustration and
anger at the continunance of these controls,
but I believe that private enterprise would
do well to give a lead wherever possible in
lowering prices and improving their efficiency,
bearing in mind the effort that is being made
in other quarters to claim that socialism is
the remedy for all the present evils. To
that end, I believe that men who are en-
gaged in private enterprise should cultivate
a long view, if they desire to remain free
and to justify the complete freedom such
as we experienced pre-war. I support the
second reading,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. H.
8. W. Parker—Metropolitan-Suburban—in
reply) [811]: I do not propose to detain
the House long, but I should like to reply
to some of Mr. Gray's remarks, This is
not s defensive measure. It is a measure
which is essential in order to do the things
that Mr. Gray agrees should be done, and
that is, to endeavour to keep prices down
s0 as to avoid inflation and increased cost
of living. He suggested that I should have
given the House some particulars of what
has been done in the way of administration
in regard to prosecutions, the number of
cases and convictions.

To my mind that information has nothing
whatever to do with the Bill. A law ean-
not be judged by the number of prosecu-
tions taken under it. We cannot judge
whether or not the'law to prevent muorder
is good by the fact that there have been
no murder charges for the past 12 months.
I apologise for saying that the AL.P.
Executive raised the capitation’ fee of mem-
bers by 50 per cent. I am very pleased
to note that the rank and file members at
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their congress appreciated the position and
renlised that it was necessary to raise the
capitation feew, That was done before the
Commonwealth handed over price-fixing
control to the States. It may interest the
hon, member to know that the Liberal and
Country League’s capitation fee is 2s. 6d.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: They get very
little for it.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is se.

Hon. B. M. Heenan: What is the capita-
tion fee charged by the Citizens’ Rights
Association?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I camnot
say. 1 do not know anything about the
association. Mr. Gray referred to the 40-
hour week. Of course, that was awarded
by the Arbitration Court. In my opinion,
+ that is one of the eanses of higher prices,
as there has been reduced production,

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: The com-
munists gave somebody n lead by the stuff
they wrote on the footpaths in the streets.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Both Mr.
Gray and I referred to the waterside work-
ers. He said they charge enormous sums in
2 Christian spirit to avoid working on Sun-
days. ‘

Hon. L. A. Logan: Nid the hon, mem-
ber make that statement?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: As an aside,
I am wondering whether they are Christians
all through the week, too. I point out, how-
cver, that they are selling their Iabour at
the highest price they can possibly get and
they are justified in so doing; but they
should not turn round and say that the
inereased cost of handling goods is not dne
1o their actions. One of the things we are
up against is the continual inerease all
round. He mentioned something about the
staff. The States took over the staff that
way left by the Commonwealth Government.
Members may recall that when price-flxing
was flrst inutituted, Western Austrelia was
the first to start, and our controller, Mr.
‘White, T think it was, was taken over by
the Commonwealth. Mr. Gray made a great
feature of a secret session. That was men-
tioned in another place.

Hon. G. Fraser: You are attackiﬁg one
of your own supporters.
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 am not
attacking Mr. Gray; I am only attacking
what he said. He stated that a secret ses-
sion wae necessary. He candidly admitted
that price-fixing had been well handled by
the staff, by the State and by the Govern-
ment, but he said it could be better done
if we had a secret session. What a secret
session of Parliament would do, I do not
know, because, as far as I am aware, what
is done in another place is to read exeerpis
from newspapers for 414 hours. If that is
going to be done in a secret session on price-
fixing, with a further waste of our time and
that of “Hansard,” there is no need for it
There i3 nothing in price-fixing that need
be secret. I venture to say that members
of the Party to which the hon. member
belongs would not hesifate to gome out into
the open with anything they might have
to say about people who are not of the
same political faith as themselves. There-
fore, a scoret session ean only be wanted
beesnse he, or his Party, desires to say
something that might offend his own people.
1 sincerely truat that members supporting
the Government will say what they think,
irrespective of whether it offends their own
supporters, if it is true and for the welfare
of the country. There is no reason why
everything should not be said in Parliament
quite candidly and openly coneerning price-
fixing or any means by which it can be
remedied. The colleagues of my friend have
not hesitated to ask guestion after question
in another place, and the more embarrassing
they think they can make them, the more
pleased they are, Why cannot they do that
if there is anything embarrassing to be
asked nbont price-fixing? If they ask gues-
tions, they will be given straightforward
answors. But now the suggestion is for a
secret session. What is it for? The hon.
member hag not given any reason at all for
it. I trust mombers will pass the second
reading.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commiltee.

Bill passed through Commitiee withont
debate, reported withont amendment and the
report adopted.
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ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon H.
8. W. Parker—Metropolitan-Suburban): I
move—

That the House at its rising adJourn til
Tuesday, the 6th September.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 8.21 p.m.

Hegislative Asgembly.

Wednesday, 31st August, 1949.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers.

PRIVILEGE.
The Member for Kalgoorlie and Press
Report.

MR. STYANTS (Ksalgoorlie) [4.34]: 1
want to draw your attention, Mr. Speaker,
to an inaccurate report which appeared, in
“‘The West Australian’’ npewspaper of
Wednesdsy the 24th August, in conneection
with a portion of the speech T made on the
general Estimates. There is pot a vestige
of truth in the fewspaper report, which I
will read to the House; neither does it cor-
reetly report the reference by the member
for Trwin-Moore to that portion of my
speech. The newspaper report, to which I
tale exception, reads—

Mr. Aekland defended the wheat farmers
who had been described by Mr. Styants (Lab.,
Kalgoorlie) 7S “3poon-fed cockies.”” He said
that inereases in freight charges in the
country were justified and that they were
high enough.

'
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I say emphatically that there was nothing
in my speech which even resembled a refek-
ence to the farmers of this State ag spoon-
fed cockies. As a matter of faet, it wounld
be completely against my convictions to
make such a statement beecause, I have a
great deal of sympathy for the farmers of
this State, and I realise that it is only of
recent years that they have been able to
get a decent price for their products. There
is a similarity, although a distinet differ-
ence, in what the member for Irwin-Moore
said in connection with it. He did not say
that I had referred to the farmers as spoon-
fed cockies. I had a look at the transeript
of what the hon, member did say, and this
is what he said—

Lhere ig another matter I intend to deal
with in reply to the member for Kalgoorlie,
who had something to say with regard to the
spoon-feeding of cockies.

Whilst there is a similarity, it is certainly
quite a distortion of what I said. I repeat
that I did nof say anything that could be
construed into sueh a statement as was
reported in ‘‘The West Australian’’ of that
day. We hear a good deal of the freedom
of the Press. 1 quite realise that that
extends to the Press the right to refrain
from publishing any matter whiech I may
ventilate in this House, but it does not give
it the right to publish statements that I
did not make. The freedom of the Press
earries responsibilities as well as privileges.

A's a matter of fact, the presence of the
Press in this House is one of privilege and
not of right. I take keen exception to this.
It may be an honest mistake becavse, I
repeat, while there is nothing in my speech
which could be construed into my making
such a statement, there is some similarity
between what the member for Irwin-Moore
said and what appeared in the newspaper
report. It is, however,.certainly incorrech
as far as I am conecerned. On the other
hand, while T admit it may have been an
honest mistake, it could of course be quite’
good election propaganda. It might be
quite good to go around the country and
say that the Labour member for Kalgoorlie
referred to the farmers of this State as
spoon-fed eockies. I hope, Mr. Speaker,
that you will endeavour to have a corree-
tion made in ecpnnection with this matter,
and that the correction will ke made iu.
as prominent a position in the newspaper



