742 Amusements Duty Bill.

[COUNCIL.]

ESY A

Public Purposes Loan By

I know what is involved. We always like to
have Hansard available the next morning so
that we can read it but sometimes honourable
members themselves are not available to cheek
their own copies of Hansard. Hansaerd likes to
produce something that is rveadable and aeccept-
able fo members themselves, In view of the
honourable member’s request I shall ask that
everything possible be done to speed up the
system to assist members,

AMUSEMENTS DUTY (FURTHER SUS-
PENSION) BIiLL. ‘

Second reading.
The - Hon, Sir LYELL McEWIN
Secretary): I movo:

That this Bill be now read a scoond time.
This short. Bill will further suspend the levy
of amusements duty under the Stamp Duties
Act until July 1, 1967. TUnder the existing
legislation amusements duty will automatically
come into force again on "July 1 of next
year. As honourable members know, the eol-
lection of this duty has heen suspended since
entertainment tax was imposed by the Com-
monwealth as a wartime measure in 1943.
Although this tax was abolished in 1953 the
State did not re-enter the field and therefore
since it is mot the poliey of this Giovernment
at present to rve-impose amusemenfs duty this
Bill is introdueed for the further suspension
until the end of June in 1967,

The Hon. A, F. KNENBONE secured the
adjournment of the debate.

(Chief

BRANDS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Second reading.

The Ion, ™ir LYBELL MceEBWIN (Chief
- Secretary): I move:

That this Bill be now read ‘a second time.
For some time it hag been the practice of
cattle-owners o attach permanent ear-tags to
‘their eattle instead of branding them. Under
the Brands Act, however, it is" illegal to
punch a hole in the ear of ecattle for the
insertion of a tag; ear-tags are permibted
only in the case of sheep. The purpose of the
Bill is to legalize the practice of attaching
ear tags to cattle. It is considered desirable
"0 ‘encourage this practice hecause it saves
unnecessary - damage to hides from branding
and permits easy identification of offspring
of artificial insemination in -the bull-proving
programmes counducted by the Artifieial Breed:
ing Board, '

Clause 4 aceordingly inserts ip t,
cipal Aet 8 new scebion 2la whiey exp
permits an owner of a registered |
stud-stoek brand to attach an esy g, to ki
cattle. Subsection (2) of the ne“—b seot "
limits the gatters whieh may he specifieq ::‘
ear-tags to rveeogmized brands ang lmi'uor‘;i::
to identify particular stock. The othe, ‘él.ill
scetions provide that, in making a hole for 11."
insertion of an ear-tag, the owner shy u:;
interfere with an existing earmark or gy,
and that the owner will not he making o,
earmark that is unlawfal by vivtue of .
provisions of the Aet unless the pg. 1'
unneeessarily large.

Clauses 5, 6 and 8 are consequential Amend
ments in order that the penal provision. of o
Aect relating to earmarks will not apply 1, .
owner when inscrting an eartag. (luwe
pernmits the use of a speeial hvand to idenyy,
cattle that have been artificially inseminated l!":
the Artificial Breeding Board or indeprnds
by the owners) or that are the progeny
cattle that have been éu‘tiﬁcia]l;; insvnm;':n-

The Hon. & O’H, GILESY
adjournmont of the debate.
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PUBLIC PURPOSES LOAN BILL,

Adjourned debate on recond reading.

(Continued from August 28, Page 0L
The Hon. G. O'W, GILES (Souther:

Before I make my contribubion to this debut
T wish to associate myself avith the sentime
expressed yesterday on the motion of symp’
to the relatives of Sir Walter Duucan.
speak as someone who has been heve woly i
years, hut nevertheless I feel thal 1 knew ®
Walter well, AIl the oratory wml siw
tributes paid to him yesterday eanuol readi
describe the wonderful character 1 heliver *
Walter had. Probably nobody will vver”
able to deseribe his wonderful ehecrfuly”
under ail civeumstances, and I doubt whether
shall ‘see in this Parliament his ciqual foi”
dividuality of eharacter for many yours !o‘w?‘?"‘
He was surely the classic example ¢!
desirable individuality in & member of T'ait
ment. There was no semse of conforni?
his wmake-up, I, and other pentbers
remember for a’'long time his original 17
thought and action,

Tirst of all, in dealing with the Bl ! .
to assoeiate myself with the yemarks ™
Teader, the Hon, My, Story, about
country areas., I believe all honoura®
of this Chamber are well aware of
contribution the Housing Trust haf "
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BRANDS ACT AMENDMENT BILL,

. Second reading,

- The Hon. 8ir LYELL -McEWIN (Chiet
Secretary): I movs:

- That this Bill be now vead a second time.
The object of this Bill is to prohibit the

n the wool of sheep. "The reason for the
omplained that Australian wools have some-
imes been found to contain tar, enamel paint
nd other unscourable substances and the special
reatment necessary to get rid of those sub-
‘stances from wool inereases the ocost of
anufacture considerably, and eonsequently
dversely affects the price the primary
roducer can expect fo receive. ‘

i he Brands Act was amended in 1955 so as to
;;;«fg'ead ag follows:

. A paint brand shall be made with a substance
cpreseribed by regulation and shall be of a
lour prescribed by regulation,

ursuant to this amendment regulations were
omulgated to ensure that only scourable
anding fluids would be used for registered
aint brands, and (as black substances eould
¢ mistaken for tar), that the colour black
ould not be used for any paint brand. How-
er, this does not prevent thé use of black
unseourable substances for purposes other
au branding, for instance, placing unregis-
tered marks on sheep or far on wounds, For-
tunately such acts do not occur frequently but
en they do oceur the whole industiy in South
ustralia is affected and the Government feels
at the only effcetive means of protecting the
industry in this State is to preseribe a penalty

. Accordingly, clause 3 amends section 70 of
the prineipal Act by inserting therein a new

lacing or application of unseourable substances .

roposed prohibition is that manufacturers have

In order to meet this problem section 28 of -

paragraph under which it will be an offence to

place or apply on any sheep or on the flecce
or skin of a sheep, whether for the purpose of
branding or otherwise, any tar, paint or other
substanee that is black in colour or any sib-
stance whatsoever, other than raddle, grease
crayon or a substance preseribed as a scourable
substance or as one with which g paint brand
may be made. The maximum penalty for the
offence will be £25 or three months’ imprison-
ment, The objeets of the Bill ave obvious to
honourable members who are interested in the .
wool industry. There are now alternatives to
the old black brands, including tar. Tt is a
matter of presenting ovr wool in the most
saleable form,

The Hon. A, J, SHARD secured the adjourn-
ment of the debate. '
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