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MOTION—FEDERAL TARIFT.

Debate resumed from the previous day on
the following motion by Mr. Doney:—

That in the opinion of this House the
present pratec tive tariff hy its harsh effect on
the primary nulustnes hos a highly injurions
bearing on progress in this State, and con-
sequentiy stands in need of an earlv and
drastic dowwnward revizion, and that this
resolution be forwarded by this Government
to the tederal Governmoeut,

MR, GRIFFITHS (Avon) (350 am.]:
I am net going to detain the House for lony,
hut I think this a most opporfune time to
pass the motion and send it to the Federal
Government. Taunis have been flung across
the House regarding freetrade, but I do not
believe any member is a freetrader. What
we want is some sanity in the tariff, As I
say, it is an opportune time to pass the mo-
tion and so support the strong movement in
the Eastern States for a revision of the
tariff. Similar motions have been passed in
many Eastern States eentres, and I sineerely
hope this one will be agreed to.

On mobion hy Mr. Xenneatly, debate ad-

journed.

ADJOURNMENT, SPECIAL.

The PREMIFH :

That the House
4.30 p.an. to-day.

Question put and passed.

1 move—
at s rising adjourn till

Ifouse adjourned at £ o.m. (Friday).

Regislative Council,
Friday, 4th December, 1931,
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[COUNGIL.)

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE CHIEFT SECRETARY (Hon. C. I
Baxter—East) [2.32] in moving the second
reading said: The Bill provides amendments
to Sections 14, 15 and 22 of the Finaneial
Emergency Act. The first two are the really
important amendmentts that have to be con-
sidered. Sections 14 and 15 of the prineipal
Act deal with the application of what has
heen e¢nlled the cut in the wages of workers
outside the (iovernment service. Hon, mem-
bers will yeeolleet that numernns applications
are being made under those seetions, and
that orders have been made in many in-
stanees.  The Arbitration Court, in making
those orders, took a certain view as to the
meaning of Sections 14 and 15—that the
effect of n suceessful applieation merely ap-
plied the yeduetion of wages to the employees
of the partienlar person who made the appli-
cation.  One result of that view was, of course,
that il & man were in a particolar industry
and  had not any employees engaged af a
given moment, e could not make any appli-
cation for the benefit of the Act. The effect
was that a man operating in a particular in-
dustry in a desultory way, working at some
times and not st others, was adversely situ-
ated. His competitors could make an appli-
vitlion anid seenre a reduction, thus making it
impossible for that man ever to start again.

There is an inztance of one man who ope-
rates a {imber mill frow time to time, as he
serures orders. When he secures an order he
opens the mill, engages men, and sets about
the work before him. At the time when the
timber millers applied for a reduetion, his
mill was not working. Therefore he could
met no order, according to the view of the
cvourt. OUn the other hand, all the timber
millers who were working obtained ordems.
That wennt, practically speaking, that it was
made impossible for that man to re-open his
mill, hecause he could not have the advantage
of the reduocad vate of wages and was afraid
to tender for a contraet on any basis other
than the old rates of wages.

One of the unions fook an even narrower
view of the meaning of the two sections. That
view wix that the order of the court npplied
only in favowr of the purticular applicant,
and only with respect to the persons emploved
by that applicant at the moment of the order.
The union moved the Full Court of the State
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for au order of prohibition to prevent the
Arbitration Court from making any ovder
that extended bevond the workers actuaily
employed al the moment of the order. The
application came on for hearing before the
Fall Conrt in due evutse; and the Fall Court
refused the applicalion, expressing the
opinion that the meaning of the two seetions
of the Act was that whenever suceesstu] ap-
plication was made, the resnlt of the order
was that the award or industrial agreciment
—the two amount to the same thing—-itself
was varied ; that is, that the variation applied
to every employer anl every worker covered
by the award. On the following day the
learned President of the Arvbitration Court
made a statement in which be indicated that
he disagreed with the finding of the Fnll
Court and did not propose that the Arbitra-
tion Courl should be howwl by that finding.
In expressing that opinion, the Atforney
General believes he was technically and legally
right. The Attorney General does not think
that the finding of the Fall Court aetnally
does bind the Avbhitration Counrl.

Hon. 4. Nicholson: Bat | thought there
was some amendment of that expresston of
opinion by the Attorney Genernl.

The CHLIEF SECRETARY: No. The M-
iorney CGheneral agreed that the President of
the Arbitration Court was technically and
lexnlly vight, 8o now the position is that the
i"ull Court has expressed one clear and defi-
uite opinion on the meaning of the two see-
tions, el that the President of the Arbitra-
tion Court has stated that he thinks to the
contrary, That, to my mind, is an invitation
to persons concerned to litigate further on
the matter; and it seems to me there is n dis-
tinet possibility of the exact meaning of those
two sections being left in donbt for & con-
siderable number of wmonths.  Any person
concerneil vould appeal first to the Full Conrt
of Western Australia, and then to the High
Court of Australia, which would meun a
delay of perhaps five, six, seven or even
vight months.

The Act is in its very essence a temporary
cmergency measure. It is designed to meet
o seb of eireumstances that we hope will not
lnst longer than the end of next vear. More-
over, the At is designed to meet a wet of eir-
cumstances that must be met quickly and
promptly, if at all. Henee it appears to he
the duty of the Government of the day to see
that thiere is complete eertainty at the earliest
opportunity.
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The first portion of the Bill is intended to
put heyond any possibility of argument the
menaning of Sections 14 and 15 of the Aet in
aceordance with the view expressed by the
Fnll Court, except that the Arbitration Court
must satisfy itself that the application for an
order for the reduction of wages is supported
by employers emploving a majority of em-
ployees working in the industry in respeet of
which the order is applied for. A further
provision has been inserted to the effect that
the ecourt may, for good reason showan, limit
the effect of any variation in an order to an
individual employer, employers, groups of
employers, or to any industry or branch of an
industry.  Fhere are numerous verv small
amendments to Sections 14 and 15. 1f they
are earvied, 1o one can possibly argue that
the two seetions menn other than what the
Full Court has held they do mean,

Another mafter deult with in the Bill T
think hon. members will not regard as con-
tentious. The Aet provided for a eompulsory
reduction of interest. ITon. members will ve-
call that as the measure was fivst presented in
another place, there was no straightont Hat
reduction of intevrest. Tn that regard, power
wis wiven to any mortgagor to approach the
court and obtain, if the eourt thought fit, a
2215 per cent, reduction of intevest pavable
under his mortrage, That was altered by an-
other place, nnd the reduction of intevest was
made a statutory one, and the mortgagee was
eiven the right to go to the eourt, and, if he
could, demonstrate that the ent should not
apply in his partieular case. Unfortunately,
in the process of changing from one method
te the other, Section 22 of the Act was uot
properly framed, and thevefore Clause 4 of
this Bill proposes to substitute o new Section
22, which will be more in arccordance with
the ehanged method of dealing with the ques-
tion of the rednction of interest.

Furthermore, Parliament has not adc-
aquately dealt with the case of a mortgage
where the repayment of principal is mixed
up with the payment of intevest. T vefer to
n ease in which there is no definite repay-
ment of principal and no definite payment
of interest, the two heing blended in a
weekly payment. Sueh a ease is not ade-
quately dealt with by the Aet as it new
stands. The proposed new Section 22 is
intended to deal with the situation and make
quite eclear what is to be done in eireom-
stanees of that sort.

In bringing down thizs Bill and dealing
with Sections 14 and 15, the Government
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are not presuming to express an opinion on
the merits of the views held by the Full
Court and by the President of the Arbitra-
tion Court, respectively. There ave four
gentlemen eoncerned in those two different
views, all of them able and honourable men
who are entitled to take different views. T
move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

As to Adjournment of Debate.

Hon. J. M. Drew: Early this morning,
just after the sitting had been snspended,
I asked for a eopy of the Bill, and was in-
formed that one wouid not be available until
this afternoon. I have just picked up my
copy, and have had no time to study it. The
measure deals with highly important sub-
jects—industrial matters and mortgages. [
cannot ecast an intelligent vote on the Bill
unless these matters are fully elucidated in
Committee.

Hon. E. . Harris: Members ave in o
difficult position. This morning I also did
what Mr, Drew did—endeavoured to get a
copy of the Bill. Like him, I failed. I
have just inquired for a ecopy of the prin-
cipal Aet, and am informed that copies will
be made available from the Government
Printing Offtee in the eourse of half an honr.

Hon. J. Cornell: There are only two
copies of the Aet in the Chamber.

Hon. E. H. Harris: I suggest to the
Leader of the House that as soon as copies
of the Aet are available, the debate ean pro-
ceed.

The Chief Secretary: Perhaps it wouli
suit hon. members hetter if the debate wers
adjourned until a later stage of thiz sitting.

Hon. J. Cornell: That is the only thing
we can do.

The Chief Secretary: I think that is the
best arrangement.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T move—

That the debate be adjonrned until a later
heour to-lay, to he fixed by the Leader of the
House.

Motion passed, the debate adjourned.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (llon. (. T
Baxter—East} {2.431 in moving the second
reading said: The main purpose of the Bill
is to deal with Sections 11 and 12 of the

[COUNCIL.]

principal Act, which provide for hospital
benefits being available in certain cases.
Those sections, in practice, have proved to be
inequitahle. The Aet provides that a single
person receiving less than £156 per annum,
or a married person veceiving less than £230
per annum, shall be entitled to free hospitul
treatment. But the Act does not go on to
say that 2 patient’s capital may be taken
into consideration when a decision is made
as to whether or not free hospital treatment
should be given, and in consequence the Act
has heen exploiled by some persons pos-
gessingr estates anil yet not earning move
than the amounts previously mentioned. For
instanee, the department had one case in
which a person had cupital of over £2,001),
but durntg the 12 months preceding entry
to ho=pital had earned less than the amount
specified.  In that ense free treatment was
claimed, and the department bad fo grant
the hespital serviee without any eharze.
Ohvionsly that is unfair, and 1 am confident
that Parliament never intended that frve
treatment should he afforded in such a caze.

At present n hard and fast rule is laicl
down in Seetion 11 that a man who has, lur
instance, earned £228, pays nothing for hos-
pital serviees, and a man who las earned
€232 pavs {all fees, and in consequence there
is Tree {reatinent on the one hand and lia-
hility for fnll {ees ou the other, even thouwh
there is a difference of £4 only in the curn-
ings of the patients.  Take two paticnts
side by side in a hospital; one in reeeipt of
£230 a year, and owning a house; the ot
receiving £250 a yvear, without owning house
property. The man on £250 a year is worsa
off than the man in reeeipt of £230, in that
he has to pay the tux whilst the other does
not pay. Une man receives free hospital
treatment, and the other does not. While,
on the face of it, Sections 11 and 12 provide
o benefit that appears to he deserved, in
praetiee it hag proved to be more inequitabie
than the previous system that operaiml
under the Aet of 1927, when every persun
receiving hospital service paid what he
could reasonahly afford. Under the 1927
Aet an indigent person paid nothing, but &
person who could afford to pay full fres
raid accordingly, and, in practice, there wa=
infinite gradation hetween those two points.
Under that system the department, in re-
spect to Government hospitals, and the
varianus hospital hoards were rteasonahly
officient in the eollection of fees, and eom-
plaints of any unfairness or harsh treal-
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ment were rave, or, on investigation, they
were invariably proved to be unjusiified.
The net result of the elause in the Bill will
be to revert to the former practice, and the
hospital board concerned will have power to
fix the amount due by a patient, after tak-
ing into acecount his financial position an:
family responsibilities. To-day, because of
the hard and fast provision in Section 11, a
married person in receipt of £228 per year
ean obtain free hospital treatment, whereas
o man on £232, with a family of nine child-
ren, cannot obtain free treatment. Should
it happen that & hospital authority is unjust
to a patient, then, if it proceeds by legzal
process to colleet from him, the court has
power to fix the amount considered reason.
able. That is provided for in paragraph
(b) of Clanse 2. I am sure members will
agree that the clauses in the Bill are move
equitable to the community, &s well as to the
hospitals, than the present provision in See-
tion 11,

The Bill also contains a clavse by which,
it is hoped, donations to hospitals will he
enconraged. By it the Commissioner of
Taxation will be permitted to rebate to the
taxpayer under the Act, any donation he
may have made to a hospital. TIf a person,
either by instalments or in one amount,
wakes a donation to a hoespital and if he de-
wsirer that it be taken into aceount in con-
nection with his assessment under, or his
contributions to, the hospital fund, then he
may make application to the commissioner
and may bave his donation ecredited against
his Tinbilities under the Hospital Fund Aet,
or. if he has paid the donation hy weekly
instalments, he may, on application, recgive
a refund froin the Commissioner of Taxation,
TWhen the Bill is in Committee, I shall move
for the deletion of Subsection (3) of pro-
posed Section 11A. Tn that subsection, it is
proposed that a person shall not be entitled
.to costs in a conrt case if lie has not alveady
intimated to the hospital anthority that he
claims exemption from the pavment of hos-
pital fees. The subsection would introduee a
new principle in that whether or not a per-
son won ar lost a court aetion, he would have
to pay costs. After a re-consideration of
the proposal, the Government are convineed
that it would be wrong to persist in it. [t is
unsound and I shall seek its deletion when
the Bill is in Committee, I move—

That the Tl be now read u second time.

HON, E. H. GRAY (West) [2.50]: I re-
grek that we were not able to receive the Bill
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at an earlier stage because it contains some
important amendments and we have not had
a fair opportunity fo study them so as fo
give a definite opinion regarding their effect.
I have firm views as to the wisdom of amend-
ing the Act at the present juncture, becaunse
that measure has not functioned in normal
times. I have been able to studv the posi-
tion from the change-over until the present
time and, in my opinion, the people of Fre-
mantte have Dbeen greatly disadvantaged.
The Chief Seeretary referred to the power
exereised by a hospital board. As a matter
of faet, such a board possesses no power to
do anything at all. Unless new regulations
are issued in substitution for those ut present
in operation, hoards will have no power even
in respect of the collection of fees. From
time to time I have expressed intense in-
dignation at the way the hospital fund has
been administered at Fremantle. The hos-
pital there is a large institution and may be
taken as a fair example to illustrate the ad-
ministration of the Aect. I consider people
have been imposed upon. The policy of the
department has bheen to collect fees irrespec-
tive of whether the patients or their relatives
could elaim exemption. My experienee has
been that wherever possible the department
has insisted upon the payment of fees, and
have been guilty of some shady transactions.
I have known of instanees in which decent
people have been placed in an invidious
position. The husband, for instance, may
have lost his employment and has had to ob-
tain sustenanee. Owing tn =ickness in the
family, the facilities of the hospital have had
te he availed of and, in such instances, the
gun has been put into the persons goncerned.
Rather than he placed in the pasition of in-
digent persons, those people, not earing fo
stand up against the hospital secvetary or his
officers have, in some instances, paid awny
all the money they possessed and have had to
apply to the loeal velief enmmittee for saffi-
cient mouey to tide them over until the next
sustenance payment was inade to them.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: Wonld not a
man in reeeipt of sustenance he exempt from
the payment of hospital fees?

Hon. E. H. GRAY : Yes. he is exempt
now, but the policy of the department has
been to collect money and to exert as much
pressure as possible.  Many of the people
who lhave been afferted in that way uve those
whom I elass as the most decent people,
those who desire to poy if they think they
are expected to pay. That po-ition was
altered recently. but nevertheless [ do not
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think the Bill should have heen introdueed
at this stage of the session. Of the patients
who have passed through the Fremantte hos-
pital, upwards of cighty-five per cent. have
been unemployed. Thus it has been impos-
sible to pet a fair idea as to the operations
of the Aect or of the amount of mmoney we are
likely to receive from the hospital tax nnder
more normal conditions

Hon. J. J. Holmes :
affect the unemployed.

Hon, E. H. GRAY : It will affecfthe
working people,

Hon. W. H, Kitson: And it affects the un-
employed very seriously.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: In view of the ad-
ministration of the Act in the past, T am
rather afraid of the effect of the amend-
ments. We would aet wisely if we refnsed
to pass the second reading of the Bill and
g0 gave the Act itself an opportunity to
operate for a longer period so that we might
aseertain whether or not it required amend-
ment.

The Chief Secretary: The Bill will not
affect those eoncerning whom you have
spoken.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: I think it will. The
Minister was right in saying that people who
possessed eapital should be expected to pay
hospital fees, but [ am afraid the Bill will
give rise to hardship where those who have
no capital are eoncerned. Patients or their
relatives will be subject to an inquisitorinl
examination and rather than face eourt pro-
ceedings, most people will prefer to pay
what is demanded of them. I think the prin-
ciple underlying the amendments is danger-
ous. Although the Govermment may lose
revenue in some instances, I believe in the
long run the effect of the Bill will he to
cause greater hardship than henefit to be
derived from the few extra pounds that will
be collected. The measare represents ruch
legislation and we should nol agree to it.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: The purpose of the
Bill is to reectify rush legislation.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: OQur hospitals have
been crowded with patients and recently the
women’s and children’s wards have been full
to eapacity with those suffering from the
effects of nnemployment. I cannot support
any measure caleulated to increase the load
on those in receipt of the basie wage or less.
I appenl to members to withhold their con-
sentt to the Bill and next session we may he
able to form a better opinton as to the neces-
sity for amending the Act.

The Bill will not

[COUNCIL.]

Hon, A. Thomszon: How inuch do the Gov-
ernment eonsider they are losing at present !

Hon. E. H. GRAY: T have no idea, but I
should say the amount would be small.

Hon. W. H. Kitron: Not £100 a year.

Hon. K. H. GRAY: The inauguration of
the hospital fund and the imposition of the
hospital tax have been received splendidly
by the people as a whole. The majority
recognise that it is merely fair that they
should contribute towards the upkeep of our
publie hespitals.  Beeause of that, the
change-over to the new system has been ene-
rvied out very satisfnctorily. We should
hesitate to add fo the burden unless we e
certain that the amending legislation is neves-
sary. The interests of those who are suffer-
ing ax the vesult of anemployment hut desire
to pay what they recognise thev should in
the circumstanees, should be conserved.

The Chief Seeretary: That is the object of
the Bill

Hon. E, H. GRAY: On the contrary, [
think it will add to the disabilities of those
e desire to protect. I appeal to the House
not to pass the Bill in the hurried manner
‘the Minister proposes

HON. J. 3. HOLMES (North) [3.0]: I
propose to sapport the seeond reading. Mer.
CGray has not uttered one sentence thag eould
properly be construed to be antagonistic to
the bill. Everything he said had to do with
people whom the amendments will not affect.
The hon. member referred to what happened
at the Fremantle Hospital. I was a member
of the board of that hospital for many years.

Hon, . H. Gray interjected.

Hon. J, J. HOLMES : I do not know, but
1 hope the standard of honesty amongst the
hospital patients has improved, for they were
out to beat us every day in the week. We
have even known people of aftinenee change
into old clothes when coming to the huspital
for treatment. 1t is that elass that should he
made to pay. The hon. memher said that be-
cause of the unemployed it was a bad time to
introduce legislation such as this. In wmy
view it i3 the very time for such legislation,
when people who ean pay should be made to
pay in order that the unemployed and sick
and destitute shall have the treatment lo
which they ave entitled. One of the duties of
the Government is to look after the health of
the people, and they ean anly do it by collect-
ing fees from those who ean pay. The hon.
member said this would impose an inerea-ed
burden ¢n the people. Bat it will impose a
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burden ouly on that section that are able to
vay; it gives the auvthorities power to make
such people pay. This is not rush legislation,
us the hon. member termed if, but legislation
te rectify mistakes made in the early part of
the session when we rushed legislation
through without due consideration. Experi-
ence has revealed defects in the Act, and the
Bill is merely to veelily those defeets, I will
support the second reading.

HON. &. FPRASER (West) [3.3]: I am
surprised that one of the mewmbers of our new
party shonid say this is not rush legislation.
I vave heen here for three or four sessions,
and [ think this is the first oceasion on which
the hon. member has not at this stage ot the

session protested against rush legislation.
To-day he is on the other side, declaring
this is not rush legislation. THHere we

have a measure introduced in the early
hours of this morning, and now being
corried straight through to the end. If this
is not rush legislation, I do not know what
is, Since the hon. member bas not raised his
customary protest, F will. [ say it is not fair
that at this late hour of the last day of the
seaston Jegislahon shonld be introduced, and
members expecte? lo understand it and pass
it. Mr, Holme: saggested there was nothing
in the objections raised by Mr. Gray. I, too,
want to raise ohjection to ecertain clauses.
Clause 3 deals with persons wotifyine their
inteniion fo elaim exemption from payment
of hospiial fees.  That elause will impose
great hardships on people who must have
hospital treatment, Under the existing Act
a person receiving less than a certain wage
is granted free hospital treatment on the
seore that he is confributing to the hespital
fund. But under the clansz every person,
notwithstanding that he is contributing to
that fund, will have to go hefore an official of
the hospital and subject himself to an inguiry
into his own ciremmnstanees. Is it right that a
hospital official should be empowered to go
into the affairs of z sick man 7 Patients will
be taken from their beds to the seeretary’s
office and will there be subjected to third-
degree metheds in order that the official may
judge as to whether or not they ean pay for
hospital treatment. The existing Act has
been of very great henefit fo certain sections
of the comnmunity, especially those who can-
not afford to pay for hospital treatment.
Under the clause, however, we shall he going
hack to the old methnd and leaving it to offi-
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cials to say whether or not a patient is able
to pay for treatment.

Hon, Sir Wilitam Lathlain: How will you
overconie the case cited by the Minister ?

Hon. G. FRASER : There are anomalies in
all Acts of Parliament. I will assist the
Minister in any endeavour on the lines he in-
dieated, but I will not assist him to drag
everybody within the scope of the Bill merely
because one or two persons may be evading
the Act.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: The patient, nol the
hospital secretary, has to move in the wat-
ter.

Hon, G. FRASEHR : The patient makes ap-
plication for examination, whereupon bis
civenmslances are thrown open to inquiry
by an official.

Hon, 8ir William Lathlain: Has wot that
always been done ?

Flon. (i, FRASEKR : Under the old method,
ves; but all that disappeared with the pass-
ing of the existing Aet. TUnder the Bill a
man claiming exemption from payment will
be sulyjected to third-degree methods.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: Only if le
owns property.

Hon. (i. FRASER : Many property vwners
in the community ave very mueh worse off
than many who have been out of work for
the last twelve months.  Clanse 3 should not
find favour with members. The Bill cuntains
other aniendments to the Aet, but for lack of
time I have not gone thovoughly into them, I
do not like the provision that the ecourt may
grant exemption either in whole or in part.
It is entirely wrong. We shali have the spee-
tacle of a man drawing only a few pounds
per annum having to pay some part of the
hospital fees, when as a matter of fact he
should not he asked to pay at all. 1i is en-
tively wrong, and [ trust the Chamber will not
support the Bill.

HON. J. M. DREW (Central) [3.10]: 1
have had only a few minutes in which to go
through the Bill, but in that time I have come
to the conclusion that it means a lot more
than the Chief Secretary has represented.
The Collier Government introduced a hospi-
tal Bill under which all were to contribute to
the hospital tax and to receive benefit. This
House decided that Bill was too generous.
But what does the Bill before us mean 7 It
means we are going hack to where we were
ten years ago. Under it there will be abso-
lutely no benefit conferred, and nobody ex-
eept paupers will be entitled to free hospital
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treatment. 1 the Bill becomes law, anyhody
with means will he liable to be prosecuted in
court. A man not on sustenance, and perhaps
with only £20 or €30 in the saving= bank,
maintaining himself out of those savings,
may find that a member of his family has to
go into hospital.  Inunnediately afterwards
there will he an inquisition as to whether that
man possesses means. Of course he possesses
means, for he has a balance of, say. €25 in
the savings bank. The minions of the law
will come down on him and that money wil}
he seized, leaving him penniless. He is placed
¢n the plane of an ordinary debtor. People
who have had to avail themselves of hospital
treatment will be taken to court, and though
they plead that they have no meuns, if it be
tound that they have a little useless property,
searcely capable of being converted into cash,
they will be forced to pay. A man 30 or 60
years of age, with a house of his own and per-
haps £20 in the savings bank, will be made to
pay under a judgment sammons. The argu-
ment of the Chief Seeretary is that men of
property have been evading the Act

The Chief Secretary: And we cannot make
them pay.

Hon. J. M. DREW : 1t seems strange that
a man of property with an income in excess
of what is prescribed in the Act eannot be
forced to pay.

The Chief Secretary interjected.

Hon. J, M. DREW: [ have been dealing
with owners of property of =mall value. 1r
the Government wish to get at big property
owners, they should frame an amendment to
meet that sitnation, but they =hould not enl-
lect in their net poor people who may own
nothing more than a home or may have a
emall sum in the savings bank. § shall vote
arninst the second reading. No justification
has been shown for the introduetion of the
HIL A salitary instance has been given of
how it would be possible for someone with a
large amount of property who bad earncd
nothing in the preceding twelve months, to
secure the benefit of free treatment, but that
hypothetical caze will not influenee me. Tt
might be advisable to make provision to meet
such a situntion, bt in order to de that we
are askel to deprive everybody of the vights
and privileges conferred by the Act.

HON. A THOMSON (South-Ea-i)
[3.16]: Tf the Cbief Secretary had given
s an iden of the amount of which the Gov-
ernment considered they were being de-
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Ivanded, one anight lave felt inclined +»
~upport the Bill.

Member: How lung bas the et been
operating !

Hon. A, THOMSON: Twelve months.

Member: No, oniy 11 months.

Hon, A THOMSON: 1f the Governmnent
withed to amend the Aet, they should hav:
presentoed the Bill at an earlier stapge of the
ses=ion.  Members have not heen given an
opportunily to consider whether the measure
will or will nut dv an injustice, or whether
it will proteet the people who are entitle!
to protection.  Hospital authorities have
lately heen chasing debts that to all intents
and purposes were written off vears ago, andd
have been harassing people beeaunse they
Lave been {ortunate enough to improve theis
positiens a little. That is one of my objec-
tions to considering the Bill without having
an opportunity theroughly te study it.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: TIf your
friend went inte a private hospital, wonid
he not have to pay?

IJTon. A. THOMSOXN: At the time he en-
tered a public hospital Jie was not in a posi-
tion to pay. Tf any man was entitled to
the benefit of free treatment, he was, ami
that fact was vecognised by the department
at the time. The man was not harassed until
some years afterwards, and this despite the
fact that T kad a definite assurance from the
secretary of the Health Department that the
elaim would be waived. I have another
erievance against the Bill, Tt relates lo «
matter that affeets conntry hospitals.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Tt i< not the Bill vou
ohject lo: you arve ventilatine vonr erim-
ances!

Hon, A, THOMSON: 1If my disiriet ha~
# grievanee, T will take the earliest wvppo--
funity fo venlilate it.  Let us consider th.
position of haspitals in townsz like Katan-
ning, Wagin and Collia, It was [he poliev
of previons Governments lo give a pouni
for pound subsidy for the erection onf
hospitals in country districts. Under that
arrangement the Katanning Road Board ac-
copted a very heavy financial responsibility.
We now have a hospital of which we are
prowd:  the medical service is good, and
major operations ave performed there. Hos-
pitals in the metropolitan avea ave suhsidised
by the Govermment, but not one vaftepaysr
in the metropolitan aven is  eontributing
towards half the enst of construeting the
hospital, Yet that eondition is imposed
upon conntry people. The ex-Minister for
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Works and the ex-Minister for Health visited
Katanning, and when they saw the deplor-
able conditions, they undertook that if the
distriet found half the cost of the hospital,
the Government would evect one. The dis-
trict nccepted the responsibility of finding
hetween £6,000 and £7,000.

The Chief Seeretary: How can you con-
nect that with the Bilt?

Hon, A, THOMSON: It shows that fur-
ther consideratioon is necessary before we
amend the Aet. We shonld not tinker with
the Act at this stage.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: I think you are show-
ing that those people who can pay should
he made to pav, and that is what the Bill
provides.

How. . THOMSOXN:
lives in the city.

"The Chief Seeretary: On a point of order
L wish to direct attention to the faet that
the Bill is one to amend Sections 11, 12 and
13 of the Act, and that the hon. member ix
dealing with something foreigh to the Titie
of the Bill.

The PRESTDENT : T understand that the
hon. member is arguing that the Bill ought
to go further than it does. Of ecoumrse thers
is & limit to whieh that argument can ha
pursined, but T think he is merely referring
to that aspeet ineidentally,

Hon. A. THOMSOXN: T am endeavouring
to show that the Bill should not have bheen
introdueed at this late hour of the session.
Provision is made in the Bill to permit of
contributions to hospitals heing allowed as
deduetions. 'Fhe Government, however, re-
fused to aceept an amendment tabled in
another place that would give the people of
Katanning relief. We were grateful to the
ex-Minister for giving us an opportunity o
provide hospital accommodation in the dis-
trict. We now have what is known as a base
hospital and patients come from hundreds
of miles around for treatment. The rate-
payers of Katanning, however, have to con-
tribute each year to a fund to redeem their
half of the eapital cost of the hospital. One
might fairly assume that it would have been
reasonable for the Government to aceept the
amendment proposzed in another place by
the member for Katanning. It provided
that the people of Katanning shounld be en-
titled to deduet the amount eontributed
towards the capital cost of the hospital. That
has heen refused, although the Bill makes
provision to frenf donations to hospitals as
a deduetion. T approve of that, but I can-

The hon. member
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not understand why the Government refused
to grant relief in the other direction. I Lave
a duty to perform to my district, which is
suffering an injustice under the Act. The
Goverminent must have known for some time
that such legislation would be introduced.
It is not a Bill to provide for something that
has been suddenly sprung upon the Govern-
ment. There will always be some people
who will evade the payment of their just
ues, but to bring down in the elosing hours
of the session a Bill to amend ap Aet that
imposes taxation on the people is not faix
1 shall oppose the second reading.

HON, SIR OHARLES NATHAN (Met-
ropolitan-Suburban) [3.26]: With me this
diseussion eould be narrowed down to a very
fine point. MMembers should cast their minds
back to the disenssions on the original men-
sure. Unfortunately we have not had time
to look them up, but T have a vivid and, I
helieve, correet impression of what took
place. 1 remember that mapy members, in-
cluding Mr. Gray, ohjected to the hospital
tax, U myself remember voicing cevtain
objections to it, and eventnally agreeing to
the Rill ¢n one specific count. If I remem.
ber my objection correetly, it was that o
strain would be thrown on the hospitals, and
the hospital committees on aecount of the
necessity for giving free treatment, and we
had from the Minister, if not a complete
assurpnee, a suflicient assurance that the
money required would be obtained from the
hospital tax.

Hon. G. Fraser: Our ohjection was thut
the Government were prepared to take
money from the people and not render any
service,

Hon. Sir CHARLES NATHAN: fTae
ohjeetion of the hospital committee in Perth
was the immense responsihility that would
be cast upon them by the free ministration
they would have to give. T can almost re-
eall my own words on the subject, T said,
“That would clearly be the responsibility of
the Government. If the hospital tax is go-
ing to throw on you responsibilities which
you feel you cannot shoulder, and if you ave
compelled by legislation to shonlder them,
ther it will clearly be the duty of the Gov-
ernment to provide, out of Consolidated
Revenne or by some other means, enouch
money to enable you to carry on.” The Act
has heen in operation only a few months,
and the very position that the eommitiee of
the Perth Hospital feared would arise hag
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avisen. The number of patients for wiom
they bave to provile free treatment is such
that the hospital is apparently not getting
sufficient revenue, and we are asked at this
late stage to pass the Bill to rectily the
matter. I propose to vote against the Bill,
and thus thow on the Government the re-
sponsibility of presenting, at as early a
date as possible, sowe information of what
bas happened under the Ae¢t—the amount of
tax that came {rom the levy, the expendi-
ture, and the cost of free treatment. With
that information I would be prepared to
consider such amendnients as may be deemedl
necessary Lor the more eyuitable mainten-
ance of the hospitals, but 1 am not prepared
to be carried along praetieally step by step,
is we apparently arve being earried along,
first of all to vote for the imposition of a
tax under eertain conditions and then, when
our fears have been softened, to find the very
condition of affairs exisfing that some mem-
bers and some hospital committees foresaw,
and then to be asked for a re-imposition of
charges on certain people who are already
bearing the tax. Therefore I shall votus
against the second reading.

HON. W. H KITSON (West} [3.30]:
Sir Charles Nathan has somewhat accurately
summed up the position. On two previous
accasions we had lengthy debates upon the
Hospital Fund Bill. Some members pre-
ferred to eall it a benefit fund Bill, beeanse
those who were ecompelled fo contribute were
to he entilled to some benefits for that which
they paid. When the Act of 1830 was be-
tore us the Leader of the House put for-
ward the argument that it was not possible
to give free treafment io everyone who eon-
tributted beeanse the fund would net he sulli-
cient to meet the expense.  Figures were,
however, quoted to show that there would be
sufficient to provide free treatment for cer-
tain classes of persons who were to be deter-
mined by their annnal income.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Irrespective of any
other mesns?

Hon. W. H. KITSON: Yes. I bhave sulli-
vent confidence in the average person, who
has a larmer income than that which he earns
from physieal exertion, to believe thai only
in exceptional cases would he toke advant-
ape of legixlation of this kind. I understand
the Government rely upon two cases fo sup-
port their contention that there should be
an inquire into the resources of everyhody
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who is asking for free treatment. In the
former rase the patient was found to bave
an equity in a property, amonnting to abont
£2,000. During Lhe year that individnal did
not earn the minimum figure mentioned in
ihe Aet, and was therefore entitled to frev
treatment. The huspital authorities thought
he should pay, and § agree that he should
pay provided he had the money available.
The Chief Seeretary does pot say whether
the eynity of 2,000 was realisable oy not,
or whether the individual could raise the
money to pay his fees at the time. The
other eaze refers to an individual who waa
injured in an aecident. The insurance coni-
pany refused to pay the hospital fees, he-
canse the victim of the acrvident had not
earned the requisite amonnt during the vear.
Hecause the company refused to aceept ve-
sponsibility for the payment ot the fees, the
(Government declared their intention to
amend the Act. I know of no other ease.
than these. The Chief Secretarv has made
a statement that he will find it hard to sub-
stantiate. He said that proceedings were
not taken against these individuals becansc
the Government had not the power.

The Chief Seeretary: I did not say that.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: Then I must be
Jesing my senses. Section 11 of the parent
Act says that, “Netwithstanding Section 33
of the Hospitals Aect, 1927, every married
person contributing,” ete. Tt then goes ou
to deal with the exemptions. ‘The provisions
of Section 33 ol the Hospitals Aet, 1927,
give the hospitul anthorities or the Govern-
ment the right to sue for payment for ser-
vices rendered by publie ho~pitals. The Bill
before us, however, is one (o wnend the Tlox-
pital Fund et and not the Hospitals Act.
The wmeasure is being utilised to make il
compulsory for every person who wants froe
treatmment at a public ho=pital praetieally {0
declave that he i a pauper. When T agreed
to the Hospital Fund Bill 1 was under the
impression that those who eontributed to the
fund would receive some henefit, partieu-
larly when their incomes were very small. T
objeeted to the limitations that were im-
posed, as I thonght they should have been
higher, but my objections were overruled.
The Government desire to remove the provi-
sion for free treatment, and to turn the Act
into a vevenume-producing wmeasnre rather
than a henefit fund Aect, as it was intended to
be. Originally it was proposed that evers-
one who eontributed to the fund shonld re-
veive henefits.  We went so far as to say i



[¢ Decexuer, 1931.]

would be necessary to provide intermediate
hospitals or intermediate wards at existing
hospitals. Figures were produced which
satisfied me that the fund would provide
sufficient money to do what it was claimed
it would do. The present Act does not go
as far as that, and now we have this amend-
ment asking the Chamber to wipe out the
provisions which gave the workers some
benefitz for the money they were compelled
to pay. An effort has heen made to induce
the Commissioner of Taxntion to agree to
the money that is paid into the fund beiny
deduneted from the inecome tax of the person
making the payments.

Hon. A, Thowmnson: That is fair.

Hon. G. Fraser: That was the oviginal in-
tention of Parliament.

Hon. W. H, KITSON: I understund the
Connmissioner bas ruled that these deductions
eannot be made because this is a benefit fund
and not faxation in the ordinary sense, 1

agree that that position should be rveetified.

So seriously, however, do I view the other
amendments that T propose to vote against
the second reading. The purent Act should
have remained longer in operation hefore the
Government svught to amend it. Most of the
people affected are of the working classes,
who are suffering severely from the depres-
siou, If all the hospital authorities took the
action that has been taken in some cases re-
cently, it would mean that if a worker was
possessed of a home valued at a few iundred
pounds, this would be considered prima facie
evidence that he was possessed of means and
must pay for his hospital treatment. Those
things that have oceurred at Fremantle have
occurred elsewhere, 1 have personal know-
ledge of some of the cases referred to by Mr,
Gray. There is room for more sympathetic
administration in the case of some of onr hos-
pitals, but T am afraid this Bill will not hring
that about. I oppose the second reading.

HON, J, CORNELL (South) {3.43]: T
do not profess to he an authority on hospi-
tal finance and administration. The general
jmpression is that this Bill is loaded. T am
not of that opinion. Mr. Kitson =ni¢ that,
under the Hospitals Act, 1927, the authorities
had power to sue. Tf that is =0, Seetion 11
deprives them of that power, even if it is sus-
pected that people are getting awaxv with
something they have no right to get away
with. It eannot b put over me that some
people who enter publie hospital: do not get
away with something that they ought not to
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get away with, 1 have lived too long aud
crossed too many dry crecks not to know
otherwise. Within a stone’s throw of my own
house in this metropolitan area 1 know of a
case where a person earning £8 per week re-
ceived hospital treatimment gratis. That is the
type of people we want to get at.

Hon. E. H. Gray: The proportion of sneh
prople is very small,

Hon, J. CORNELL: According 1o my ex-
perienre, il ix Jarge. The remark does not
apply to the poorer section of the community,
It applies to a greedy seetion of the com-
munity.

Hon., W, H. Kifson: No one wonld olject
to such preople being caught.

Hon, J. CORNELL: The need for the Bill
avises out of the fact that the parent Act has
some weakness whieh prevents those people
from betnyg caught. Otherwise there would be
no need for the proposed amendment. If
there is a loophole through whick un-
serupulons persons can escupe, we should pro-
vide means of cateling those persons.

Hon. W. H. Kitson: So long as the rights
of other people are not prejudiced,

Hon. J. CORNELL: It is not proposed to
prejudice any rights. Under Section 11 of
the Act 0 married man in receipt of less than
£230 a year—a fairly good salary in these
days—and a single man earning less than £3
per week are exempt.

Hon. G. Fraser: After the third degree
hos been put on them.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Why should not the
hospital authorities ascertain the position of
those people ?

Hon, J, CORNELL: Exemption is to be
cither wholly or in part under this Bill. There
should he some section of the Aet undey whicl)
the authorities can elnim with a reasonable
chance of succeeding. In practice there is no
difference whatsoever hetween hospital au-
thoritics trying to get at some {ellow who has
aot at them, and the Comnmissioner of Taxa-
tion going after a chap who las tried to put
it over him. That, I take it, is all that is in-
tended. If, as asserted, there is an infen-
tion to harass other people, what drafting
of a Bill ran overcome that situation? Ii is
well known that Aeis of Parliament are
drafted =0 as 1o cateh the most unsernpulous.
If they were not so drafted, probably no one
would be roped in.  Tn administration the
Acts do not alfect the serupulous person. The
machinery is there to eateh the wnserunulons.
That 15 all that is usked for here. 1 see no
reason why hospital authorities, working nn-
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der an Act of Parliament and having reason
o doubt ihat 1, as a married man, receive less
than £230 a year, should not have power to
test my assertion. Failing such a right, no-
body could be caught. I see less objection to
this provision than fo that provision under
legislation for the prevention of nold steal
ing, which requires a man with a bit of gold
on him to preve where he got it. The people
who cateh him have not to prove where he
got it. The result of the provision is that the
person always fails to establish a satisfactory
explanation, and that generally he gets six
months. Coercion iy one of the features of
the law. The remainder of the Bill provides
that an individual who makes a donation shall
receive credit for it. If the Bill sought to
reduce the minimum inecome in the case of
gither the married or the single man there
would be some ground for argument; but I
see no reason why hospital anthorities shonld
not have the same inquisitorial powers as the
Commissioner of Taxation possesses,

HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central} [3.51]:
I have every sympathy with the Health De-
partment in their endeavour to ensure that
all inmates of public hospitals should pay
for treatment if they are able to do so. At
the same time, in view of the exceptional
period through which the State is passing, I
am reluctant to vote for the second reading
of the Bill. In fact, my vote will depend
upon the Chief Seeretary’s reply to the good
arguments advanced by various hon. mem-
bers this afternoon. It has been said that
the Health Department have been unable lo
eollect any fees from patients in public hes-
pitals who had substantial equities in pro-
perties. Mr. Kitson and hon. members sit-
ting near him, speaking prinecipally in behalf
of what they termed working elass people of
Fremantle owning homes, argued against the
Bill. It is the duty of members representing
agricultural distrieis to bear in wind that
many primary producers supposed to have
gubstantial equities in  properties worth
£5,000 or £7,000, are hard put to it to-day
to pay their railway fares to Perth in search
of hospital treatment. While many farmers
have substantial equities in their properties,
they eannot possibly find money to pay tor
hospital acrommodation or even the neces-
saries of litfe. Iavine bad years of close
association with hoespital administration in
the Geraldton district, 1 wisli to rveply o
somo of My, Thomson’s statement-. loa.
members are aware, bub may momentarily
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have forgotten, that hospital accommodation
in the older towns such as Geraldton, Albany,
York and Fremantle has been provided out
of Consolidated Revenue, without the local
people being called upon to provide onme
permy. The hospital situation is entirely
different in the agrieultural areas and on the
goldfields. When the Governments of the
day were asked whether they eonld not pro-
vide those people with hospitals, the reply
was, “Yes, we cani hut you must do some-
thing for vourselves.” If the amendments
in the Rill are agreed to, it may he--thoungh
I do not say it will be—that unsympathetic
administration may resnlt in loeal court pro-
eceedings heing instituted against a man who
is unable te pay, but who in the past has
belped to provide the very hospital in which
he has received treatment. I do not wish that
to happen. From personal experience I
know that rotten trait in human natuve
whicll seeks to obtain everything that can be

- zot out of the Govermment for nothing. 1

do not wish people who receive hospital
treatment and are able to pay for it, to be
allowed to evade what T muy term a saered
vesponsibility. I go with the department as
Far as I possibly ean; but I urge that ihe
farmer, whe is earrying the big burden to-
day, should not be unduly harassed for pay-
ment of hospital fees when he has not the
money.

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East [3.55]:
I have listened with interest to the debate
on this Bill, and I give my hearty support to
the amendments which the measure propozes.
The contention has been advanced, and
rightly, that many people take advantage of
every opportunity to evade the respousibility
of paying for hospital treatment.

Hon. J. Cornell: And everything else, too.

Hon. H. SEDDON: Yes. Several cascs
in which there was suppnsed to have becn
hard dealing by the hospital authorities were
brought under my notice. Almost invariahly
I found, on investigation, either that the
Health Department had not been made fully
acquainted with the faets, or that the circum-
stances had been misrepresented to me. Tn
all cases there is a sympathetic attitude on
the part of the authorities. In those ecivewmn-
stances, and realising the difficulties with
whicl the Government are taced by reason
of the extraordinary sitwation which has
seriously redueed the returus from {he hos-

‘pital tax, T epnsider it my doty to assid the

Government to meet their responsibilities
1 support the Bill.
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. C. F.
Baxter—East—in reply) [3.57]: It is nsual
at the elose of a session to find the Jast Bill
submitted deseribed s rush legislation. How-
ever, some Bills have to be presented at the
close of the session. This measzure happens
to be one of them,

Hon. G. Fraser: Such an important Bill
ought not to have been presented at the close
ot the session.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Hospital
Bills on the lines of this measure have been
before Parliament for vears. A memher who
has been here as long as Mr. Fraser should
he well aequainted with such measures, and
should Le able to deal with the three small
smendiwentis which this Bill proposes. My,
Gray, again, has sat on a hospital board. Ile
should be the last to take exerntion to these
amendments. Neither the Health Department
nor the haspital authovities ean be charged
with meting out barsh treatment to patients.
Such a charge conld only be advaneed in some
isolated ense where false information has heen
given.

Hon, K. H. Gray: Such treatment is the
general rule.

The CHIEK SECRETARY : T have never
heard of harsh treatment. Perfiaps it is the
general rule in the hospital with which My,
Gray was associated. Not the Health De-
partment hut the hospital authorities collect
the fees, and hospital authorities give sym-
pathetic treatment to patients. We are told
tirat i 100 Bill pas-es, patients wili he denlt
with haeshiy. In what manner !} Tlhe eflect
of the Bill will be to make some people who
have no right to free treatment pay for their
treatinent. The passing of the measurve will
protect such people as Mr. Drew, Mr. Kit-
son, Mr. Gray and Mr. Fraser have been
championing. More finds will be available,
and eonsequently it will be possible o do
more for those people. The Bill is aimed at
persons who evade the principal Act. The
hospital anthorities cannot prevent it, he.
cause the Aet protects them. No hon. member
would say that the time was not ripe fo
amend the Acl so that the situation might be
met. There ave dozens of such cases, s0 I am
credibly informed. We have been fold that
we are out for revenne. It is not a mattev
of amending a hard and fast rale whieh has
worked inequitably.  The object of the Bill
is to correct anomalices that it was impossible
to see before, hut which experience has shown
must be corveeted,  Merely berause the time
is short, why should we not take the oppor-
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tunity to de what we propose? Should we
allow the people who can afford to pay to
go on without paying? Aembers will
realise that all that the amendment seeks to
do is to make those people who should pay
contribute towards the npkeep of the institu-
tion hy paying their just dnes. The Bill will
uot inflict & hardship on any section of the
community.

Question put, and a division taken with
{he following result:—
Ayes .. . .. N 1
Noes . .. . .. G

Majority for .. .. 10

AYES,

Hon, F. W. Allsop Hon. Bir W. Lathlain

Hon. C, F, Baxter Hen. W. J. Mann
Houn. J. Carnell Hon, G. W, Mlles
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. J. Nichol on
Hon.J.T.Fravktin | Hon, H. Seddon
Hoa. E. H, H, Hall ' Hon. C. H. Wittenoom
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. J. J. Holmes Hon. G. A. Kempton
I (Tetler.)

NoEs,

Hon, Sir ¢. Natban

Hon. A, Thomsen

Hoan. E. H. Gray
{Tetler.y

Hon, T. M. Drew
Hon. G. Fraser
Hon, W, H. Kitson

Question thus passed.

Bilt vend a second time,

BILL-FINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second HKeading.

Debate vesumed from an carlier stage of
the sitting.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Mectropolitan)
{+.87: The Bill seeks to amend Seetions 14,
15 and 22 of the Vinancial Emergency Act,
Section 22 deals entirely with the position of
mortgagees, and the other two sections have
reference to other matters; they relate to that
part of the Financial Emergency Act dealing
with tle variation of eontracts of service com-
ing under Part V, Division 11, In the amend-
ments which appear in the Bill 1 find that
the Bill presented to us differs somewhat from
that originally presented in another plaee. Of
course it is the vight of the other Chamber to
moke oany alterations members there may
deem necessarv. [ propose to limit my re-
marks maore or less to the amendments which
liave heen made to the Bill as originally pre-
sented, hecause T think those amendments are
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caleulated to lead to much confusion and are
not in accordance with the principal Act. We
all Enow the conditions under which fhe
Financial Emergency Act was passed. It was
purely and simply an emergency wmeasure,
and when it was originally presented members
will veeall the fact that the Bill, among other
things, provided for an automatic reduction
in wages. After disenssion, however, appar-
ently the automatic scheme was changed, and
another substifuted which made it compulsory
for employers to make an application to the
court if they desired a variation of any
award. In an cmergency measure one realises
that it wonld have heen probhably more cx-
peditious and simpler to achieve the matter
by dealing with it in the way the Bill was
originally proposed. Bui we have to deal
with it as it stands and now we find that by
Section 14—one of the sections it is now pro-
posed {o amend—it is provided that any em-
pleyer (uoi any body of employers} who is
subjeet to the provisions of the Industrial Ar-
bitration Aet or who is bound by any award
or industrial agreement made under the pro-
visions of the said Act or any amendment
thereof, and who is employing employees at
a salary, wage or remuneration whieh is fixed
either directly or indivectly hy any such
award or induostrial agreement, may, notwith-
standing any provision of the said Act, or
any award or industrial agreement made
thereunder to the contrary, by notice in writ-
ing to the industrial union coneerned, rednee
the salary, wages, or remuneration of his em-
ployees in accordanee with the provisions of
Part II. of this Aet relating to offi-
cers, and at the vates of veduction pre-
geribed in  the schedule to this Aect
unless and until the DPresident of the
Avbitration Court otherwise orders. 1 wish
to draw the attention of the House
particularly to parvagraphs (i) and (j) in-
cluded in Clouse 2. Those paragraphs will
affect the right of any individval employer
when making an application to the court to
vary an award or an agreement. Subsectinn
5 of Section 14 of the principal Aet pro-
vides that if on ihe hearing of any such
applieation, the vourt is satisfied that the
national emergency with which the State is
faced, justifies it in making an order for a
reduetion of rafes of salary or wages pre-
seribed in an award or mdustrial agreement,
then, notwithstanding the provisions of the
parent Aet and =0 forth, the court may make
an order to vary the rates ohtaining. Para-

[COUNCIL.)

graph (i) provides for the court being satis-
fied that the application for an order to
vary is supported by employers employing
2 majority of the employees working in the
industry in respect of which the order is ap-
plied for. I suggest that the effect of the
amendment will ereate mueh confusion. 1t
is inconsistent with the right already given
to any employer to make an application to
the court under Subsection 1 of Section 14.
In effeet, it will revoke the right of the in-
dividual employer and will compel each em-
ployer who desives to apply to the court for
a variation fo seenre the support of the em-
ployers employing the majority of the em-
ployees in the partienlar industry concerned.
In nddition to that it will reverse the peosi-
tion regarding one of the outstanding fea-
tures of the [Endustrial Arbitration Act,
which is the provision that any award or
agreement made a common rule in the in-
dustry becomes binding on all parties con-
cerned. The clause is not reasonable. It
will place an onus of a very unfair descrip-
tion on individual employers. We might ask,
for example, whether in the event of an em-
ployer committing a breach of an award, the
prosecuting union should not receive similar
support from the mmajorvity of those con-
cerned on the other side. No union in
proseeuting for a breach would be required
to sceure similar support as that sugpested
in paragraph {i). 1 look upon that amend-
ment as an uadesirable proposal. It would
throw the responsibility on to each individual
emplover, before proceeding for a variation
of an award, to secure the Joining of &
majority of the other employers in the pro-
ceedings. The difliculty could be effectively
overcome by the court itself exercising the
powers alveady provided in the Arbitration
Act to ascertain whether other ewployers
would be joined in the application. As the
Bill standz, it will effectively bar an indivi-
doal employer from taking proveedings to
secure the relief intended to be provided
under the original Act, which depends en-
tirely upon one condition, namely, that the
national cemergency confronting the State
Jjustifies the eourt in making an order for
variation. It is not a question of whether
the majority of the employvers have joined
in a particular application or not, Any
single vuployer should he able to make ap-
plication under the existing provisions of the
Act. T trost hon. members will appreciate
the position. What applies to paragraph
(i) applies with cqual force to paragraph
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(j) under which a proviso will be added to
SBubsection 5 of Section 14, reading—

Provided that the eourt may, for good
reason shown limit the effect of any variation
to an individual employer, employers, group
of employers, or te any indnstry or branch
of an industry.

T do not intend to oppose the seeond reading
of the Bill, because the other amendments
are essential and have been rendered neces-
sary by reason of the efrenmstances to whieh
T have alluded.

HON. SIR WILLIAM LATHLAIN
(Metropolitan-Suburban) [4.37]: T endorse
the contentions raised by My, Nicholson re-
garding paragraphs (i) and (j). Tt we com-
sider the large emporinms in Perth, of which
there are perhaps ten, it has to he realised
that two of them probably cmyploy ncre
hands than the other eight combined. in
that case the majority of the firms although
employing a minority of the hands in the
industries concerned, will not he able to make
any application.

Hon. J. Nicholson: They would be harred.

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: That
is 0. Then consider the position in the
mining industry. OQne mine may employ a
thousand men, and seven or eight other mines
may employ in the aggregate 900 men. Be-
cause the one big mine has the majority of
the employees in the industry concerned, the
application of the seven or eight mines will
be nullified if the paragraphs I refer to ave
agreed to. I shall strongly oppose their in-
clusion.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee,
Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair:
Secretary in charge of the Bill.
Clause l--agreed to.
Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 14:

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The words “in
writing” in paragraph (a) were inserted in
another place. I have a recollection of =a
complication that arose in anether Bill be-
cause of the words “authorised in writing by
the right person.” However, if the Com-
mittee are satisfied, 1 am also.

Hon. J. NICHOLSOXN : T move an amend-
ment—

That paragraph (i) be struck out.

I do that for the reasons which I gave on the
second reading. The matter was foreefuily
illustrated by Sir William Lathlain,

the Chizl

Ardl

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: 1f the
paragraph be not struck out, eight out of the
biggest firms in Perth will he debarred from
ieaking an applieation for an order, because
the employees of the other two firms wouil
exceed the number of those employed by the
eight firms. The whole of the wholesale and
retail ironmongers in Perth are already
under the Finaneial Emergency Act, but
some big emporiums selling both iromnong.
ery and furniture are placed at a disad.
vantage because they do not come under that
Act.  So this paragraph would render the
position very unfair to the smaller frms,
some of whom employ over 100 hauds. Tt
would be impossible for those firms to apply
for un order, becanse the two biggest firms
employ more hands than all the others com-
hined. A similar position exists in the min-
ing industry. T will support the amendment.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: There s in the
paragraph nothing to prevent the smaller
firms from being parties to an applieation
for an order. So, too, in regard to the min-
ing companies: the smaller companies conlid
be parties to the applieation.

Hon. J. Nicholzon: A small mining com-
pany would have to get the support of the
others before making applicatiou.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: There is nothing
to prevent any firm making un application
to the court.

Hon. J. Nichelson: But the eourt could
not make an order until it knew the nppli-
eants had a majority behind them.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: Owing to the de-
cision of the Full Court, the position is that
beeause a large firm gets an order under the
Tinancial Emergency Aet and veduees the
wages of one particular tradesman, the mal-
ter beecomes a common rule throughont the
industry. Take a specific ease: A firm of
timber merchants employing all manner of
workers makes applieation to the court for
the right to reduce wages under the Finan-
cinl Emergency Aet. The order is granted.
One of the firm’s employees is a baker, not
a timber worker. His wages are reduceidl
with the others, and becanse of that the
wages of every bhaker in the State are re-
duced under the common rule.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Bat that is in the tim-
ber industry, and so other hakers woold not
come under the same award.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: But, owing to the
decision of the Full Court, that is the posi-
tion. Under a eommmon-rule application it
is only fair that the court’s decision shonld
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be based on a majority of those in the in-
dustry. When first the Aet was passed it
was intended that every employer desiring
to reduce wages zhould make application to
the eourt. Thai has been upset by the de-
cision of the Full Court. And the point
dealt with by the Full Court was never
raised nor arguned. Still the Full Court gave
# decigsion, and the Employers’ Federation
have advised all their members to put it into
effect. The onus is thrown on the unions, if
they wish to contest the position, to take
proceedings agaiust the employers.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: Is it fair that
all empioyers and employees should have to
wait until they get a verdict dealing with
two or three other people?

Hen. W. H. KI'ISON: No, but it is not
fair that upon an applieation covering only
two or three workers, the decision should Ye
made a commuon rule affecting every other
worker in (hat particular class of industry.
Although the pavagraph does place the em-
ployers in a very fair position, I wonld
rather wee it retanined than struck out.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: The
paragraph is not at all fair te employees.
It is possible that eight or ten establish-
ments employing shop assisiants may he
prevented from applying to the court be-
cause two or three other firms, who may not
desire to apply, actually employ more hands
than the eight other places put together.

Hon. W, H. KITSOX: Sir William latl-
lain is assuming that these large emplovers
would not apply for a reduction in wages
nnder the Financial Fiergency Aet.

Hon. J[. Nicholson: They mizht not do so.

Hon, W. H. KITSOX: Suppose some
large storekeeper in the country ohtained a
deeision from the court with vespect to his
employees, would it be fair that the decision
should affect all shop assistants in the city?
The paragraph would allow 2 combination
of emplovers to go to the enurt and have
the decizion made a common rule throughout
their industry. That procedure will un-
douhtedly save the time of the court.

Hon. J. XICHOLSOX: The points raised
hy Mr. Kitson obscure the real issue. The
question whieh the eourt las to determine i«
whether the national emerzeney with which
the State is faced justifies an order being
made by the court, There is no need for
any majority to join the proceedings, for in
that case they wonld be delayed. T hope the
paragraph will he struck out.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. W. H. KITBOX: Is every employee
to suffer a reduction in wages irrespeetive
of the state of industry?

Hon. J, Nicholson: I did not saggest that.

Hon. W. H. KITS0OX: Tn this legislation
Western Australia has gone further than
any other State. Because we are in a state
of financial emergency it is not to say that
all emplovers are in a bad way, becnuse some
of them are doing very well. Every time an
applieation ix made to the court, the cm-
plovers have had to disclose their financial
position. The information, however, is given
confidentiallx, and no one ean say that it is
correet.

Hon. 8Sir William Lathlain: Do you sug-
mest the figures <hould be made publie?

Hon. W. H. KITSON: No, but the repre-
sentatives of the employees should know the
evidence upon which a deeision of the court
is made.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: Cannot the eourt
satisfy itself as to the corvectness of the in-
formation?

Hon. W. H. KITSON: The statements ave
sworn to, and the conrt has to accept them.
If the tribunal is satisfied with the correct-
ness of the cvidence, the order asked for is
made. TUnder this paragraph the Employ-
ers’ Federation will he able to secure that a
number of employers, representing the
majority of thosc engaged in a particular
ealling, shall make application to the eourt,
and if an order is made, that order can
apply 0s a common rule in the industry.
That procedure will save a lot of time.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: If eight firms
employ fewer hands than two others engaged
in the same industry, the eight will be dis-
franchised.

Hon. J. Nicholson: That is so,

Hon. W. H. KITROXN: No. Paragraph
(i) makes provision for limiting the cffect
of the court's decisions vegavding variations.

Hon, E. M, Harris: But paragraph ()
ean be applied only after a decision has been
reached under paragraph (i).

Hon. W, . KITSON: T have oatlined ilie
present procedure and T sogwest that para-
graph (i) will make the pasition hetter from
the standpoint of the employers themselves.
Xo member can justify the existing condi-
tions. There is an induostrial dispute nt Fre-
mantle. Four large fivins are vitally affpetod.
The whole of their employees are on =trike
as o protest against the reduction of wages
obtained by the tinos under the provisions of
the Finuneial Emerzeney Act. There ave
other firms at Fremanoile engaged in the =ame
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industry, but they ave carrving on because
they ave satisfied to pay the ordinary rates
that have been subject to the ordinary hasic
wage reduction. Owing to the decision ol the
Full Court, the four large firms were able to
secure a further wage reduction.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Do you believe in the
smaller firms seabbing on the big fivms?

Hon. W. H. KITSOXN: I do not know that
I would regard them as seabbing, althoncoh
I do not like seabs of any deseription.

Hon. J. .1, Holmes: Well, eall them black-
leas,

Hon. W. H. KITSOXN : It is not right that
one individual shonid he allowed to influence
the wages to be paid to the rest of those em-
ployed in a partienlar industry. So long as
those applying are representative of the
pajority engaged in an industry, an applics-
tion for a common rule is justitiable.

Ton, Bir WILLIAM LATHLAIX: To give
an illustration of the possible effect of para-
graph {i), if such a provision obtiined in the
Victorian legislation, it wonld not be possible,
unless Myers agreed to the applieation, for
any of the retail drapers in Melbourne to
make an application to the eourt, beeaus:
Myers employs more hands than all the
other retail drapers combined.

Hon. E, H. HARKIS: The wmore [ listen
to the disenssion, the more T am impressed
with the fuet that if someborly eoutd inveni
a sort of winnower that wonld enable us to
separate the wheat from the tares in the poli-
tical arguments oun the Bill, splendid serviee
would he renderd to the House.

Hon. J. JJ. Holimes: That is your job.

Hen, E. H. HARRIS: Am I not lending a
hand ?  Sir William Lathlain has been argu-
ing that a number of firms emploved in an
industry would he barred from making an
application because one or {wo firms in the
same industry engaged a majorily of the em-
ployees. 1 do not know that his construction
is quite correct. | do not think it means that
the other lirms must necessarily make appli-
eation.  All that would be required would be
for ome indication fo he given by way of re-
solation, for instance, that the other firms ex-
tended their moral support and then the ap-
plicant firms could proceed to seeure u variun-
tion. 1 do not think it would take much in-
genuity to get roun:d paragraph (i).  Mr.
Kitson argued that no one ean justify the
existing condition. What about the position
of the workers ? Should a union desire to
approach the Arbitration Couri is it necessary
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to geot the support of a majority of the
workers engaged in an industry 7 A union
may consist of 15 members, the minimum un-
der the Aect, and, provided the requirements
of the Act are vowplied with, can wake an

* application for an award. It does mot matter

two eents whether there ave 2,000 other em-
ployees in the industry concerned. ls it fair
to say to one section thal they eamnot make
an upplication without the support of those
empioving u majority of the employees in
ann industry, and to say to another section
that they ecan approach the comrt for an
award without the necessity for the support
of 0 majority of the workers in the industry ?
Consider the position that arose under the
Iiddustrinl Avbiteation A«t Amendment Bill
that we dealt with last evening. Two hodies
not registered at the Arbitration Court—the
Emplovers' Federation and the State Execu-
tive of the A.L.P—are to be supplied wirh:
certain information, whereas 126 registered
uniens of employees and 33 registered unions
of employers are to be pushed into the lack-
ground, and the two wnregistered hodics are
those that ave to wet the information and Le
heard.

Hon. W. H. Kitson; You know
distorting the faets,

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Not one of those
159 registered nnions will have any right to
the statistics.

Hon. W. H. KITSOX: T am not very much
coneerned about the passage of the clause,
bt my endeavour is to do something to secure
industrial peace in this time of stress.

Hou. V. Hamersley: Is that possible ¥

Hon, W. H. KITSON: We¢ have done very
well for & long time,

Hon. J. J. Holmes: If yorn want indus-
trial peace you should be busy at Fremantle.

How. W, H. KITSON: I have been busy
there for sonte lime. If the hon. member de-
sives industrial peace, let him do the same,
and get busy munong those people he delighis
to represent from tine to time. If warfare is
desired instead of industvial pence, we can
consider the elause as against the provision
in the original Aet as interpreted by the
conrt, If the decision of the Employers'
Federation be given effect to, and any ap-
plication such as T have indieated becomes a
ecommon rule in an industry and wages are
reduced aceordingly, then 1 am afraid we
can look forward te industrial unrest of »
serious character, We helieve in the Arhi-
tration Court,

Hon. J. J. Holmes: I do not.

Yo are
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Hon, W. H. KITSOX: And I believe in the
provision that enables a common rule to be
made in industries. Common rules arve made
only when all parties concerned have been
heard in detail with the result that, generally
speaking, both parties are fairly well satis-
fied when the common rule is made. T under-
stand that the haking trade is not feeling
the depre<sion as other industries are.

Hoan, Sir William Lathlain: Have the em-
plovees been hronght under the Finaneial
Emergency Act?

Hon. W. H. KITSON: Yes,

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: 1= it operating
against them ?

Hon, W. H., KITSOXN: Y¢s, the ¥m-
plovers” Federation advised their members
to work mnder the inlerpretation of the Full
Court.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain:
working under it

Hon. W. H. KITSON : No, because there
are a few fair-minded employers in the State.
If members desire smooth working for the
Act, they should oppose the amendment.

All are not

Amendment pat, and a division taken with
the following result :-—

Ayes
Noes

ol @

Majority for ..

AVES,

Hoan, G. W, Miles

Hon. Sir C, Nathan

Han. J. Nicholson

Hon. A. Thomson

Hon. H. J. Yelland

Hon. C, H, Wittenoom
(Teiter.)

Hon, F. W, Allsep
Hou. J. Ewing

Hon. J. T. Franklin
Hoan. V. Hamersn:
Hon. J. J. Holmes
Hon, Sir W. Lathlain
Hon, J. M, Macfarinne

NoOES,

Hon. B. H. Horrls
Hon. G. A. Kempton
Hon, W. H. Kilson
Hon. G. F'ras-r
{Tellrry

Hon. C. F. Baxter
Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon, E_H, Gray
Hon. E. H, H. Hail

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T move an amend-
ment—
That pavagraph (j) bhe struck out.

There iz no need to rvepeat the arguments
already advanvced.

Hon. W, H. KITSON: This paragraph
could well he retained. Tn some industries
there are employers whe are doing very well.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: T da not think
vou conld name one in Perth.

Hon, W, 1. KITSOX: T could name the
Perth City Council, as well as private em-
Moyers.

[COUNCIL.}

Heon. Sir William Lathiain: You eould not
name the Perth City Couneil, though youn
might name the Eleetvicity and Gas Depart-
ment.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: The vourt should
be able to limit the application to an em-
ployer, to employers, to groups of employ-
ers, or to any industry or branech of an in-
duostry. A safeguard is that the decision
would rest with the court.

Hon. G. FRASER : A little while ago
membeys claimed that they knew nothing of
the measure, but I am satisfied they knew
much more about it before we assembled
than they would lead us to helieve. Already
there have been signs of industrial turmeil.

Hon. Siy William Lathlain: Do vou want
to intimidate us now?

Hon. G. PRASER: No, but I warn mem-
bers that they have evidently gone wage-
reduetion mad, and they will have only them-
selves to blame if trouble ocecurs. The em-
ployers should call a halt to wage reduction;
otherwise I shudder to think of the possible
consenuences.

Amendment, put and a division taken with

“the following result:—

Ayes . . . e 12

Noes .. . .. T

Majority for .. .. .. b
AVES.

UHen, I7. W, Allsop
Hon. J. Ewing

Hon. V, Hamersley
Hon. J. J. Holmes
Hon. 8ir W, Lathlain
Han. J. M. Macfarlgne

Hon, G. W, Miles
Hon. ¥, Nicholson
Hon. A. Thomson
Hou. C. H. Wittenoom
Hon, H. J. Yelland
Hon. J. T. Franklln

(Peller.)
Noks.
Hon, C_ F. [jaxter Han. B, H. Harrls
Hon. J. M. Drew Hen., W, H. Kitson
Hon. G. Fraser Hon. E. H. H. Hall
Hon. E. H. Gray | (Teller)

Amendment thus passed; the clause, as
smended, agree ! fo.

Clauses 3, -L, Title—agreed to.

13l veported witl amendments, and the re-
povt adopted.

Third Reuding.
Riil read a thivd time, and returned to the

Assembly with amendments.
BILL—SECESSION REFERENDUM.
Assembly's Message.

Message from the Assembly notifying that
il had agreed to the Council’s amendments
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Nos. 2 and 3, and lad disagreed to swend-
ment No. 1, and giving reasons, now con-
sidered.

In Committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chief
Secretary in charge of the Bill.

No. 1. Clause 5.—Insert after the fignre
“(1)” in line 17 the words ‘“within six
months of the passing of this Aet.”

Reason: Tt would he inadvisable to tie
the hands of the Government in this matter.

The CHIEF SEA'RETARY: I move—
That the amendment he not insisted on.

Surely it is inadvisable to tie the lands of
the Government as proposed. The Goveru-
ment will chose a proper time for the taking
of the referenidum. Such a time might noi
oceur within the period of six months. The
amendment might involve wnduly heavy ex-
nenditure.

Hon, H. SEDDON: The Chamber should
insist on the amendment, The Government
listened to clamowr and vielded to the pres-
sure o introduce n referendum Bill.

The Chief Seeretarv: Ancther place in-
strneted the Government to hring down the
Bill.

Hon. H. SEDDOXN: Six months is quite
long enough for presenting ihe case to the
people and allowing them fo make up theiv
minds.

Hon. .J. J. HOLMES: I hope the Cham-
her will insist on the amendment. The sub-
ject of seression has heen handied aheut till
the publie have reached a stage when they
want the matter eleaved wp. The Legisla-
tive Couneil elections will he held within the
next six months. TLet the veferendum and
the elections take place on the same day.
Members who are hot and strong for the
Bill should insist upon the amendment. Tf
a time limit is not fixed, what guarantee is
there that the referendum will he taken at
all?

Hon. (. FRASER:
ment will be iusisted on. There is shuffling
eoing on in connection with the Bill. Tha
referenduin should be taken within a reaszon-
ahle time. If the present time is not oppor-
tune for the Governinent, why has the Biil
heen introduced? T have opposed the mea-
sure; hut now that it has heen earried. T
want the referendum taken quickly. The
sooner the bitterness involved in the ques-
tion of secession is got over, the better it
will he for Western Australia.

I hope the amend-
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Hon. J. M. DREW: The Chief Secre-
tary’s motien indicates the farciecal nature
of the Government’s attitude on the ques-
tion of secession. The Bill has been agi
tated for during a period of 18 months.
The Government sympathised with the seces-
sion movement, and declared that 2 refercu-
dum was necessary. They went so fav as to
assert that £2,000,000 a year would be saved
to the State by our withdrawing from Fed
eration. Six months is a reasonable period.
T hope the amendment will he insisted on.

The CHAIRMAXN: I shall give my delib-
crative vote with the noes.

Guestion put, and a division taken witn
the following vesult:—

Ayes .. . .. 10
Noes . .. .. 13

Majority against .. 3

AYES,

Hon. J. Nicholaon

Hon., A. Thomson

Hon. C. H. Witienoom

Hon. H. 7, Yelland

¥ion, G. A. Kempton
(Tellery

Hon. C. F. Baxter
Hon. J. Ewing
Han. J. T. Franklin
Hon. E. H. H. Hall
Hon. V. Hamersley

NOES.
Hon. Sir W. Lathinio
.J. M. Macfartane
Hon, G. W. Miles
Hon. Sir G. Nalhan
Homn. H. Seldon

Hon. E. H. Gra,

Hon. F. W. Allsop
Hon. J. Jornell
Hon. J. M. Drew
Hoy, G. Freser
Hon. E. H. Harris
Hon. J. 7. Holmer
Heon. W. H. Kitson

¥
{Teller.y

Question thus negatived: the Couneii's
amendment insisted on.

Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a message accordingly returned to the

Assembly.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND ACT
AMENDMENT.

In Commillee,

Hon. J. Nicholson in the Chair:
Chief Secretary in eharge of the Bill.

the

Clanse 1—agrecd to.
Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 11:

Hon. G. FRASER: Will the Minister
explain the effect of Subclause 19 Tt is
ohvious that it refers to the exemption of an
individual from the payment of hospital
fees, “either in whole or in part.” I would
like to know how that provision will be ap-
plied.  The mere fact that an individual
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owns property is no proof that he is in a
position to pay his hospital aceount.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: As the Act
stands at present, it is most ineguitable. A
man may have property but his actual in-
come may be £228 a vear only, and he can
secure free hospital treatment notwithstand-
ing that he is a wealthy person.

Hon. B. H. Gray: A wealthy person
would bhe in receipt of more than that
amonnt,

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
savily.
£30,000

Hon. G. Fraser: And may not be able to
raise 10s,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is so,
but the time will ecome when he will he able
to raise it. Tt is not a question of the au-
thorities jumping on a patient with both
fect. They have always been reasonable and
will eontinne to adopt that attitude.

Hon. E. H. GRAY : The Minister referred
to a man who might have £30,000 worth of
property and not be able to pay his hospital
fees. If such a man were able to gain ad-
mission to a public hospital, it wounld be
proof of laxity on the part of someone in
authority. Na sueh person could be ad-
mitted in view of the faet that he would
have to be recommended for admission hy
a member of the hoard or a doctor. The
Minister has indicated that he intends to
move to strike out Subseetion 3 of the pro-
posed Seetion 114, and that subsection
clearly indicates that the department is out
for money.

The Chief Secrvetary: Then why should
the Government agree to strike it ont?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: The department had
the andacity to endeavour to get maney in
defianre of the court.

The Chief Secretary: Do nhot mislead the
Committee. Tt is fhe hospital aothorities,
not the department, that eolleet the money.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Thot is so. T warn
the Committee that the elause i= loaded.
Sinee the inception of the Hospital Fund
Act, hospitals, from the publie point of view.
have retrouressed in vegard to management
and the treatment of the poblic and patients,
aml we find a rveturn to the bad old days
when people were afraid to enter such in-
glitutions. Fhe effect has been to place hos-
pitals wnder the vontrol of a few individuals
who can make themselves awkward if thev
do not get theiy own wav. The death vate
at the Fremantle Hospital has materially in-

Not neces-
A man may have property worth
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creased since the inaunguration of the new
system. I defy eontradiction on that point.
Sinee the change-over the discipline is not
so good, the matron and the doctors are
powers unto themselves, and the secretary of
the board toa. The control isin the hands of
the head of the department. Arguments ore
not referred to the board, the members of
which Lave to find out about various matters,
and only then ean they make recommenda-
tions to the department. My statements are
true and will bear the strictest investigation.
It will be impaossible for anyvone to secure
free treatment if the powers that he decree
otherwise. Tt 2 man is in bad odoar with
the seeretary, his assistant or some other in-
dividual in authority, he will probably have
to pay the whole of the fees, whereas if
another individual is in the good books of
those in anthority, he will probably get off
with payment of half the fees. That iz what
will be the effect of the amendment, It will
place full power in the hands of a small
coterie of officials who will be able to decide
ivhat a patient shall pay. The board will
have no power whatever.

Hon. J. J. Holimes: Perhaps vour board
has neglected to do its duty at Fremantle.

The Chief Seeretary: That is so.

Hon. E. H, GRAY: We have a splendid
record at Fremantle,

Hon. .J, .J. Holmes: Tt does not look like
it

Hon. E. H. GRAY : The Minister said we
had neglected vur bhuildings. We have wards
that have been erected as the vesult of puh-
lie subseriptions at Fremantle.

The Chief' Serrvetavy: T did not say nny-
thing about huildings.

Non. E. H. GRAY : Sinee the chapge-over
the business wethods of the department have
heen fifth rate, something like a pawnshop.

Hou. J. J. Holmes: Most people think they
can do the job hetter than anyone else, and
that is your attitude.

Hon, E. . GRAY: 1t is not. T have en-
dvavoured to indieate the change that hax
taken place al the Fremantle hospital since
the inauguration of the new system. Under
instructions from the department in Perth
the liospital authorities have endeavoured tu
extraet money from peuple who did not owe
it. I have told Dr. Atkinson and Mr. Huelin
what I think of the position, and am pre-
pared Lo argue it out with them at any tiwe.
The department have heen doing illegally
what they could not do legally.

The CHIEF SECRLETARY: [t is non-
sense for the lon. member to talk as he has
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done. If there has been any alteration in
the conduct of hospitals, it is not to say the
Hospitals Aet is to hlame. What the Aet
has  done i35 te provide funds that
would not otherwise have heen pro-
vided, and su those getting free treat-
ment  to-day  would net have been able
to get it to smch sn extent were it not
for the Act, hecause the Government could
not have found the monev. Under the Act
we have found the money by imposing taxa-
tion. The ohject of the Bill is to improve
fie Aet. It does not in any way interfore
with the rights of those who have had free
kospital treatment under the Aet. It it enn
be shown that a person’s income is only
£228, he isx entitled to free huspital treat-
ment. Mr. Gray has had long experience of
the Fremantle hospital alone. But all the
country hospital ecommittees have paid 30
per cent. or more of the cost of their huild-
ings, and are themselves controlling the hos-
pitals. It is those people, not the depart-
ment, who enllect the fees. T hope the Com-
mittee will agree te the provision in the
Bili.

Hon. J. 3. DREW: The Chiet Secretary
contends that the smendment will remove
anomalies.  Tut the Bill goes very mmeh
farther and practieally cancels all the privi-
leges conterver under the Act. Those on the
hasie wage or helow it ave entitled to firve
hospital treatment. IF the Government wish
to deprive them of that privilege, they should
adopt a straightforward course and bhring
down a Bill to repeal the scetions granting
those privileges.

The Chief Srerefary: There is no inten-
tion of Aoing that.

Hon. .T. M. DREW : Tustead, the Govern-
ment make provision that a man eoming ont
of a hospital can be prosesuted if it is found
that he has means. If lie has s0 much as
£10 worth of furniture, he can he sold up.
Tt is nof creditable to the Government.

Hon, . FRASER: T asked the Minister
to give us an idea of what would be the limi-
tation necessary before the Government
charged fees nnder the clause.

The Chief Seeretary: Tt is in the Aet.

Hon. G. FRASER:
necessity for the Bill.

The Chicf Secretary: Yos, it is a ¢mestion
of values.

Hon. ;. FRASER: What values would
the Government consider s the stipulated

Then there is no
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amount? We do not want people to be so un-
settled in their minds that they de not know
whether or not they were entitled to pay
for hespital treatment. Some definite
status should be laid down. I de not sup-
pose the authoritics would seize a man’s £1(
worth of furniture, as Mr. Drew suggested,
hut still the door is open for that to be done.

Hon. k. 1. 1I. HALL: For many years
{ have bad close aquaintance with the Ger-
aldton hospital. 1 could reconut scores of
instanees where patients have been requested
to pay. If they vould not pay, all that they
had to o was to represent their true posi-
tion tn the Medieal Department, wherenpon
they were given svinpathetic consideration.

Hon. E. H, GRAY: When the new Act
came into operation cerfain men were en-
titled to free hespital treatment, notwith-
stonding which they were presented with
aceounts by the hospital officinls. If one
requires exemption, the Act sets out the pro-
cedure to he followed. But the department.
insteadl of making it easy for indigent pa-
tieuts, presented them with accounts, sayiug
pothing nbout the exempfion. And the ofin
¢ials, on heing asked the reason tor this snid
it was in accordance with their instructions.
Oun representation made by the Fremantie
Hospital Board, instructions were issued 1o
the oflicials to supply all available informa-
tion to patients. Even to-day, if it he po=-
sible to get any money out of a pafient, the
oflicials wet it. Under the Bill, of course,
the oflicials will he able to present an ac-
eount to a patient and make him pay every
possible penny that he can.

Sitting suspended from 6.13 to 7.30 p.n.

Hon. K. H. GRAY : T think my fears are
well feunded, and T am sorry 1 have heen
unable to eonvinee the Committee. 1 appre-
cinte that provision is needed to make cer-
tain people pay who should pay, bhut the pro-
visien in the Bill is too sweeping. No mat-
ter how good officials may be, we should nnt
invest them with such powers s are pro-
posed.

Clanse put, and a division taken with
the Lollowing result:—

Aves
Noes

Majority for

| w ] a®
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AYES,

Hon, F. W. Allsop Hoo. G. W. Miles
Hon. C. F, Baxter Hon, H. Sedaun
Hen. J. T, Frankin Hon. A. Thomsen
Hon, J. J. Holmes Hon. C. H. Wittenoom
Hon. G, A. Kempton Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon, 8Ir W. Lathiain Hon. V. Hamersley

(Teller)

NOEs3,

Hon. W. H. Kitson
Hon. G. Frasger
(Teller.)

Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon. E. H. Gray
Hon. E. H. H. Hall

Clause thus passed.

Clause 3—Persons to give to hospitals
notice of intention to elaim exemption:

The CHIEF SECRETARY :
amendment—

I move an

That Subelause 3 he struek out.

The subclause shonid not have heen inserted
in the Bill.

Hon. W, H. KITSON: I think the pre-
gence of the subelanse veflects the intentions
of those who instigated the Bill in the first
place. Tndoubtedly the idea was to seeure
as mnch revenue as possible, regardless of
any other consideration. The subelanse is
unjustifinble and I am glad that the Min-
ister has moved for its deletion.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: 1
support the deletion of the subelause, but T
do not agree with the conelusions drawn by
Mr. Kitson, When the Govermment have
rendered a serviee to a person who shonld
pay, they have a right to take steps to en-
force payment. The Government have to
seeure n certain amount of revenue. To
augpest that the Government will get rev-
enue wherever they e¢an is mest unfair.
Their plan for obtainmng revenue has been
laid down, and whatever revenue is obtained
under this measure is reserved for hospitals,
The molive implied by Mr, Kitson is guile
unfair. :

Amendment put and passed: the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Clause 4—agreed to.

Clauze 5—Allowance and vefund in re-
speet of donation to public hespitals:

Hon. A. THOMSOX: T move an amend-
ment—

That the fallowing be inserted:—f¢Where
in any financial year any contribntor to the
fund under this Arct shall have made payment
of a specinl rate or tax levied by any loenl
authority for or towards paying the cost of
erection or maintenance of any public hos-
pital and shall furnish proof theresf to the
Commissioner, such contributor shall be given
credit for the amount of sneh rate or tax,
agninst the amount of contribution to the

[COUNCIL.}

fund payable by such contributor in respect
of such financial year, and the eantributor
shall ke liable to pay only the balanee (if
any} of the contribution to the fund for
which he has been assessed.’’

The CHIEF SECRETARY: If members
intend to move amendments, it is only fair
that I should be supplied with a copy of
them. This is the first intimation I have had
of the amendment,

Hon. J. CORNELL: When an amend-
ment that does not appear on the Notice
Paper is moved, it is the practice to supply
copies to the Chairman, the Minister and
the Clerk.

Hon. A, THOMSON: | am submitiing
an amendment. that was rejected in another
place last night. If a1 man makes a dona-
tion to a public hospital, he is permitted to
make the amount a deduction in his inecome
tax retwrn, That is entively reasonable. At
Katanning there is no hospital board, the
institution being run entirely by the depart-
ment, and run most efficiently, The total
cost of the erection of the hospital to the
Katanning Road Board was £5,528. To
this amount. has been added, hy way of vol-
untary econtributions and proceeds of social
functions, £2,330, which has been expended
oh providing modern equipment and ad-
ditional furniture, and on beautifying the
grounds. Katanning ratepayers ave rated on
the first amount, £5,528. From this aspect
they should be placed in exactly the same
position as the man who gives a donation
direct to a hospital. Under normal condi-
tions residents contribute 1144, in the pound
of income towards the upkeep of the hos-
pital. From this taxation the amount eon-
tributed through local rating should he de-
ducted, The matter i5s one npon which Ka-
tanning ratepayers feel keenly, in view of
the declining values of land in that distriet.

The CHAIRMAN: What the amendment
proposes could be done only by a Bill orig-
inating in another place. The amendment
is out of order, and not in conformity with
the title of the Bill,

Hon. A, THOMSON: Unintentionally, T
somewhat misled the Committee. The inten-
tion of the amendment is that where a Ka-
tanning ratepaver contributes £5 by way of
rates towards paying the loeal authority’s
quota to the hospital, and his hospital tax
iz £10, the Commissioner of Taxation shall
allow him a rebate of £5.

The CHATRMAN: In another place, ap-
parently, this amendment was moved in a
different form.
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Hon. A, Thomson: That is so.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment as
vead by Mr. Thomson confirms me in my
view that the amendment is out of order.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6, 7, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with an amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third reading.

Bill vead a third time, and returmed {o the
Assembly with an amendment.

EILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT
AMENDMENT.

Assembly’s Message,

Message from the Assembly notifying that
it had disagreed to the amendment made by
the Council to Clause 2, now considered,

In Commitiee,

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chie?
Seeretary in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: The Council amended
Clause 2 by deleting paragraphs (i} and (j).
The reason given by the Assembly for dix-
agrecing to the amendments made by the
Couneil is—

As under the amending Bill it is made
quite certain that every order has the effect
of varying an award se far as everyone who
is thereby bound is concerned, there shounld
be some safeguards that sueh order should be
made only after proper inquiry, and also some
discretion should be given to the eourt in
limiting the extent of such order.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That the amendment be not insisted on.

It must be realised that the Bill is an im-
portant one, and the paragraphs are neces-
sary. If the amendment be insisted npon,
the Bill will be adversely affected.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The Committee
discussed the paragraphs fully, and came to
the conelusion that they should be struck
out. They will alter one of the most im-
portant principles embodied in the parent
Aet. I hope the Commitiee will insist on
the amendments,

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

Ayes ..
Noes .

Majority against

[47]
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AYES,
Hon, C. F. Baxter Hon. E. H. Harris
Hon, J. M, Drew Hop. W, H. Kitson
Hon. Q. Fraser Hon. E. H, H. Hall
Hon. E. H, Gray (Tellery

NUES,

Hon, Bir 0. Nathan

Houn. ¥, Nicholson

Ron. Il Sedden

Hon. A, Thomson

Hon. 8ir B, Wittesoom

Hon. €, H, Wittensom

Hon, J. M, Macfarlane
{Teller,)

Council’s

Hou. F. W, Allsop
Hon. J, i

Hop. J. T. Franklin
Henb. V, Hamersley
Houn. J. J. Holmes
Hon. Sir W. Lathlaln
Hon, W. J. Mann

Question thus negatived; the
amendment insisted upon.

Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a message accordingly returbed to the
Agsembly,

BILL—SECESSION REFERENDUM.
Assembly’s Request for Conference.

Message from the Assembly received amd
rend requesting a conference on the amend-
roent made by the Couneil hut disagreed to
by the Assembly, and notifying that in the
event of a conference being held, the Aw-
sembly would be represénted by three man-
agers.

On motion by the Chief Secvetary, re-
solved: That the Council agrees to the re-
quest for a conference, and appoints Hon.
W. H. Kitson, Hon. H, Seddon, and the
mover as managers for the Council, the time
forthwith, and the President’s room the plare
for holding the conference.

Sitting suspended from 8.13 to 9.40 p.m.

BILL—SECESSION REFPERENDUM.
Conference Managers’ Report.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T desire to
report that the managers representing this
House and another place, appointed to con-
sider the amendments made by the Council
but disagreed to by the Assembly and in-
sisted upon by the Couneil, have met and
failed to arrive at an agreement.

The PRESIDENT : Under Standing Order
329 that means the Bill will he laid aside.

Report adopted.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND ACT
AMENDMENT.

Azsembly’s Message.

Messagre from the Ascembly reeeived and
readl notifying that it had agreed fo the
amendment made by the Couneil.

Sitting suspended from 945 to 10 p.m.
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BILL—-FINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT
AMENDMENT,

Asseinblirs Request for Conference.

Message from the A<sembly received and
Tead requesting a conference on the amend-
ments insisted upon by the Couneil, and
stating that if a conference were agreed
to, the Assembly would he represented by
three managers.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: | move—

That a conference be agreed to, that the
managers for the Conneil be Hon, Sir William
Lathlain, Hen. J. Nicholson, and the mover,
and that the conferenee be held forthwith in
the President’s room.

Hon. . FRASER: The procedure I am
about to take may be nnusnal, but I do wish
to suggest that a manager at this conterence
should be chosen from the party of which I
am a member., "We are fighting this Bill, and
we have no representation on the conterence.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: You have got the
Minister who is in charge of the Bill, Ts not
that suffieient representation?

Hon, G. FRASER: The Bill involves a
question of vital importance to the people
whom we represent.

Hon, .J, Nicholosn: No one raised this
point in connection with the conference on
the Secession Referendum Bill. Various par-
ties might have been represented on that eon-
ference, but they never thought of question-
ing the Minister’s selection.

Hon. ¢+, FRASER: That ease was quite
different from this one. We represent a very
large nmmber of people interested in the
Bill.

The PRESIDENT: Standing Order 323,
which deals with the point, reads as Fol-
lows =—

If, upon such motion, any member shall =o
require, the managers for the Couneil shall be
sclerted by ballot.

Therefore it is guite eompetent for the hon.
member 1o move that the =zclecta:. he hy
hallot.

Hon. J. CORNELL: This is not the first
oceasion on which T have risen to direct
attention to the same point as Mr. Fraser is
raising. Tt has always been the custom in
this Chamber that the majority bave two
managers at a conference, and the minorify
one.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: That is just what has
happened. The Minister in charge of th:
Bill fought for it right through.

Hon. J. CORNELL: It is well known that
a Minister always sticks fo his Bill,

[COUNCIL.;

Hon. J. J. Holmes: He is going to stick o
it at the conference.

Hen, J. CORNELL: 1| waat merely 10
divect attention to what has alwaxs heen the
practice.  Having dreawn attention to it. 1
hape Mr. Fraser will not proceed further,

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: We have just dealt
with an jmportant weasure as to which
there was ve majority, the tHouse heing
equally divided. Yet at the conference only
one side was represented.  When it canwe to
selecting the managers apart from the Min-
ister, two memhers were appointed who wore
entively opposed to the Bill.  But the other
hall’ of' the House did not wormme. That is
always the way with one party: as svoon as
they et put in the place wheve thex onght
to he, they kiek and squirm.

Hon, 4. CORNELL: With regard to ihe
priot raised by Mr. Holmes, the only time
there was a majority against the Secession
Referenduir Bill was when, in Committer,
the motion was put that the amendment e
not insisted on. That was the only lime
when there was a nmjority against the Bill
at any stage, except when the amendment
wag originally moved. It was on that Jine
of reasening that the majority ohtained
representation by two managers.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: In selectinge
the managers, | adopied the practice which
has always been followed doring the long
period T have been a member of this Cham-
her. Two members active in opposition fo
the amendment disagreed to were the two
members I nominated as managers, Tn view
af the apparent dissatisfaction, T desire that
a hallot be taken. T think that eourse waonld
he more satisfactory, as well as more jndt
to me.

The PRESIDENT: 1f any member of the
Honse desires a ballot, a hallot must he
taken in accordance with Standing Order
332, which deals with the method of appoint-
ment by ballot. In this instance the number
to he chosen 1s three. A list shall con-
tain neither more nor less than three nanes,
or else it will be rejected. The hallot papers
must now be distributed.

Ballot taken.

The PRESIDENT : The ballof has re-
sulted in the selection of the Chief Secretary,
Hon. Sir William Lathlain, and Hon. I
Nicholson, The motion now reads s
moved by the Chief' Secretary.

Question put and passed.

Sitting suspended from 10.10 to 11.30 p.an.
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BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT
AMENDMENT,

Report of Conference Managers,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. C. F.
Baxter—East) J11.50]: I desire fo repoxi
that the managers met and failed to arrive
at an agreement.

Report adopted, and a nessage accord-
ingly rveturned to the Assembly.

CLOSE OF SESSION.
Complimentary Bemarks.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hou. C. k.
Baxter—East) [11.51): Before we adjourn
I desire to congratulate you, Mr. President,
on the able manrer in which you have filled
the position you oceupy, and I wish to teu-
der to you, on behalf of lLon. members and
myself as Leader of the House, hearty thanks
for vour kindness and cousideration to us
during the session. I also desive, on behall
of members, to express my sincere thanks (o
Mr. Cornell, the Chairman of Committees,
for his capable and tacttul handling of the
work in Committee. On occasions Mr.
Nicholson has relieved My, Cornell, and we
are indebted to thai gentleman for his ser-
viges in that regard. The Clerk of Parlia-
ments, Mr, Grant, has not been with us long,
but in the short time he has occupied his
present position, hizs wide knowledge has
been revealed to us, and he has also been
very helpful to members. The Usher of the
Black Rod, Mr. Brown, has had much work
to do since the departure of the ex-Clerk of
Parliaments and the appointment of his
suceessor, and to cope with the heavy duties
falling to his lot, he has been obliged to
work long hours. I wish o thank him for
what he has done. T cannot let the occasion
pass withont vecording my appreeiation of
the work ecarried ount by the “Hansard”
Staff. I am sure I am voicing the opinion
of all hon. members when I say they have
rendered us splendid and efficient service.
Another officer to whom we are indebted is
Mr. Sparks, and, personally, T am grateful
to him for his courtesy and attention to my
wants during the session. The present ses-
sion has undoubtedly been one of the mosi
strenuous and momentous in the Parliamen-
tary history of Western Australia. During
the sittings 105 Bills have heen passed and,
apart from the Finaneial Emergency Act

5753

Amendment Bill that has just been lost, five
Government Bills only have been rejected.

Hon. J. Nicholson: A great reecord.

Hon. J. J, Holmes: It is time yon left
off passing Bills,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Perhaps so.
It is pleasing to say, notwithstanding the
fact that we have had some very contentious
measures to consider, the best of good feel-
ing has prevailed during the discussions, 1
wish to thank members for their econsiderate
attitude to me and bope all will enjoy a
merry Christmas and a bright and prosper-
ous New Year.

HON. SIR EDWARD WITTENOOM
(North} [11.56]: I take this opportunity to
congratnlate the Chief Secretary on the ex-
cellent manner in which he has conducted
the husiness of the House, His task of subh-
mitting all the legislation en behalf of the
Government without the assistance of an-
other Minister has placed him in a very try-
ing position, However, when I made a
move in the direction of overcoming the difii-
culty he would not accept my adviee, I am
Pleased to he able to congratulate him on
the admirable way he has ecarried out lis
duties, T alse associate myself with the
Leader's remurks regarding the Officers of
the House who have displayed much intercst
in their work, and have rendered excellent
service. Tt is almost superfluous to mention
how much we admire the eultured control
vou, Mr. President, exercise over the pro-
ceedings of this Chamber, but we are indeed
pleased Lo express our appreciation of your
almost prefect observanee of the functions of
the Chair.

HON. J. CORNELL (South) [11.58]: I
desire to tender my sincere thanks to you,
Mr. President, to the Chief Secretary and
members generally, to the Clerks and the
"Hansard” staff, and to the little boys who
run our messages for us, for many acts of
kindness and courtesy during my occupancy
of the positions of Deputy President and
Chairman of Committees this session. T
have heen n member of this Chamber for 19
years, and I ean say without exaggeration
that T eannot recollect any more humid
nights than we have experienced these last
two evenings, nor can I remember when a
more cordial spirit of good fellowship ex-
isted amongst members. During the sesgion,
it ean he =aid that the Legislative Couneil,
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in dealing with the business that had to he
transacted, has pulled its full weight.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (JMetropoliten)
[12.01: May I be permitted to join with
previous speakers in expressing to the
Minister my thanks for his kindly ve-
marks regarding me. I feel that he will
pardon me for remarking that, in com-
Junction  with  <neh  services as 1 was
privileged to render the Chairman of Cowm-
mittees, I was aided greatly by my colleague,
Mr. Kitson, who has been associated with
me as Deputy Chairman of Committees. Mr.
Kitson has always displayed that willingness
to render assistance whieh the Chairman »f
{‘ommittees desires from time to time, and
botly My. IGitson and I are indebted for the
great help we received from the Chairman
of Committees, who provided that guidance
essenfial for the fulfilment of the responsible
duties.

Hon. J. Cornell: Do not mention rulings.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Ewven yulings
sometimes need careful eounsideration. We
feel sure that wisdom has always character-
ised the Chairman’s rulings, and we ean only
hope that he has passed on that wisdow,
like the cloak of Elijah, to the Depuly
Chairmen, | wish to express my appreciu-
tion, AMr. President, of your unvarving
courtesy and help. We have had a very
arduous session, and the labour of it has
fallen principally on the shoulders of the
Chief Secretary, who has discharged hi<
duties with the courage and valour that wr
expected of him. He has told us that some-
thing like 114 Bills have been presented to
Parliament during the session, and thaf only
five Government measures failed to pass.
That is a remarkable record, and the thought
passed throngh my mind that the Govern-
ment, while establishing that record, have
also suceeeded in making it wmore difficutt
for the students in the profession with which
1 am associated to master the mvsteries and
diffienlties of law.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Why bring
in the question of Bills? We only want in
say “Gonlbye.”

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Those 109 Bills
will invalve a great amount of study on the
part of students of law.

Hon. J. .J. Holmes: And a great amoun.
of profit.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Probably they
might result in profit. Let us hope ther will,
hecause in this time of national emergeney,

[COUNCIL.]

ir is good to think that the Government will
ilave some source from which to derive rew-
enue. I am sure the Chief Seeretary wouhl
welecome such an opportunity. I add my
appreciation of the services at all time-
rendered by the “Hansard’ staff and of the
courtesy shown by Mr. Brown and Mi.
Sparks: and [ conclude by conveying to
vou, Mv. President, heariy good wishes for
ihe Christmas season.

THE PRESIDENT {128]: I wish to
thank the Chief Secretary and the other
members who have referred to the manner in
which I have carried out my duties. Anky
measure of satisfaction that may have beeu
derived from the way in which I have tried
to do my work is due entirely to the maoner
in which all the members of this Chamber,
without exception, have assisted me on every
oceasion, and to the kindness and considera-
tion they have extended to me. It is indeed
pleasing and gratifying to preside over a
Chamber, the members of which are keenly
desirous of upholding its best traditions, a
Chamber that during the coming year, on
the 2nd February, will celebrate the first
hundredth anniversary of iis coming into
existenee. Tt is a pleasure to think tnat
members ean look back upon it as something
that has helped materially towards the great
progress of Western Australia during that
period. Whilst members are keenly anxions
to uphold the best traditions of the Cham-
ber, they are keenly desirons of advancing,
aceording to their respective lights, the best
interests of this great country. T thank the
Teader of the House for his unfailing eourt-
esy and consideration to me on all oeeasions.
Y also thank the Chairman of Committees
for the help he has rendered me and the care
with whicl he earried out his onerous daties,
as well as sometimes aeting in the eapaeity
of Deputy President. To the Deputy Chair-
men also wmy thanks are due, and to the
oflicers of the House, especislly my friend
Mr. Brown, who has had of late to carry
out the duties wnder very difficalt circum-
stances, owing to the ubsence of the Clerk
of Parliaments, To the “Hansard” staff,
and to the journalists who have recorded our
doings in the newspapers, the thanks of all
of us are due. In conclusion, T wish that
lion. members may enjoy the approachine
rest from their labours, and that they will
all have a merry Christmas and a prosperous
New Year.



{4 Decemeer, 1931.]

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. . F.
Baxter—East) [12.12]: I move—

That the House at its rising adjsurn until
a date and hour to be fixed by the President,
which time of mecting shall he notificd by
the President to each member by letter or
telegram.

Question put and passed.

House adjovrned ut 12.13 am. (Saturday).

Legislative Hssembly,
Friday, 4th December, 1931,

Questions : Fipanclal eprergency redustion ... . 5765
Timber ins nepectlon fees ... . . 575
Women clesners .. ... 5755
Malntenance defaulter 5755

TInsursnce statlatics 5756
Bllls: Secessipn Referendum, Cuunuil's smepdments 5756
Flnanclal Emergency Act Amendmentr Goumil'
amendment ... ... brg2
3ecesslon Referendum, C iPa Mo v ., &
for conference . 5762
Hespital Fund Act Amendment., Counell’s nmend—
meat .., 5762
Secesslon Referendum, Cotmell's further Hessage 6762

Secenslon Referendum, Couneil’s further Message,
Conference manager’s report 5762
Financial Emergency Act Amendment, Councli's
Message, Axsembly’s request for conference,
Councll's further Message, Conference man-

ager's report ... s e G762
Ministerial Statement : I‘nnners dlsabl]it‘lea, ‘Royal
Commission .. . e 8757
Discharge of Ordu' ... 0781
Motlon ; l:ederal tardif 5761
Close of sesslon : Compllmentars renmrks 5783
Ad)ournment, special ... 5766
The RPEAKER took the Chair at 130

p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY
REDUCTION.

Mr. SLEEMAN (without notice) asked
the Premier: 1s he aware that the Treasury
have applied the eut under the finaneial
emergency lewislation to people drawing as
little as 28, a day under a sanitary contraet?
1€ o, will he see that it is alteved and, if
not, will he wmake 1guiries?

The PREMIER replied:
quiries.

[ will make in-

Y%
QUESTIONS (2)—TIMBER
INSPECTION FEES.
Mr, J. H. SMITH (without notice}

asked the Premicr: 1, Does he endorse the
attitude of the Minister for Forests in load-
ing the farmers and landholders with an in-
erease of wmspeciion fees on timber from pri-
vite property? 2, Is he aware that the For-

. ests Department have now created another

trading coucern, working in eonjunction with
one firm? 3, Is he aware that under the ar-
raugements made with Millars throngh the
Fovests Department, he is making that firm a
present of hetween 18x. and 19s. per load at
the ¢xpense of the workers in the industry?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes, 2, No.
3, No,

Mr. J. H. SMITH asked the Premier:
Following on his reply to my question No. 3,
will he make inquiries into the matter?

The PREMIER replied: Yes, I will in-
guire into the matter, but I think the hon.
member is entirely wrong.

QUESTION—WOMEN CLEANERS.

Mr. ITEGNEY (without notice) asked the
Premier:  Is he aware that a nmmber of
women clenners engaged through the Child
Welfare Depavtment to do three days® clean-
ing at Government House ballvoom after the
Shell ball veceived 2s. Gd. per day, that after
representations had been made by the women
they received an extra 2s. Gd., and that see-
ing the payment for that chnoxions work is
8s. 6id., will he grant the difference?

The PREMIER replied: I de not kuow
how the ballvoom was eleaned oy, bat T will
meuire, Whatever is vight will be done. T
should itmagine that the people who had the
wse of thae baliroom, ! snppose for some
climity purpos=e, shonld clean it ap. Usually
that is done.

QUESTION—MAINTENANCE
DEFAULTER.

Mr. MARSHALL (without notice) asked
the Premier:  Will he make investigations
into the ecase of 2 man who was separated
from his wife, was unable to keep up main-
tenance payments and served a term of im-
prisonment at Fremantle, and is now treated
as a single man when in seareh of employ-
ment?



