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QUESTION—-RAILWAYS,
Steel castings and serap.

Mr. LAMBERT asked the Minister Tor
Railways: I, What quantity of serap stoel
has been sold to Hadfields, Lid., and the
conditions, and price per ton? 2, Has the
Railway Department ever given considera-
tion lo the installation of an electric furn-
ace at the Midland Workshops for the re-
casting of serap steel? 3, What is the tola)
tonnage of steel eastings that have heen pur-
chased during the past five years by the
Railway Depavtment? 4, From whom have
the caslings been purchased, and what is the
landed eost per ton?

The MINISTER FOR LRAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Fov the five years cnded 24th
Angust —Suap turnings, 821 tons, Gs, per
ton; general serap, 2,363 fons, 18s. per ton:
general serap, 2061 tens, 15s. per ton; serap
rails and tyres, 3,252 tons, 20= per ton. 2,
Yes, hut it would not he a payable proposi-
tion. 3, 750 tons 14 cwt. 4, Al from Had-
ficlds (Aust.), Litd., Bassendean. 9 tons 110
ewt,, 412 11d, ewf.; 202 tons 14} ewt, 45s.
Td. ewt.; 461 tons, 47=. 6d. ewl; 72 tons 16
ewl., HTs. ewf.: 3 ewt,, 88s, 8d. cwt.; 4 ton=
O ewt., 130=. 24 ewt.

QUESTION—KALGOORLIE ABAT-
TOIRS.

Plewro Restrictions,

Mr., LAMBERT asked fhe Miuister fov
Agriculture: 1, What number of cattle
has been railed to (he Walgoorlie abatioirs
since the pleuro restrietions were raised?

SMBLY ]

2, What are the terms for railing eattle from
Parkeston to the Kalgoorlie ahaltoirs, and
the amount paid to the W A.GR. and the
Kalgoorlic Firewood Company for snsh
railage? 3, What number of eattle (it
any) hus been found suffering from pleurs
since the raising of the restrictions? 4, When
did the Director of Agrieulture (Mr. Snt-
ton} last visit Kalgoorlie? 35, When did
the Chief Inspector of Stock (Mr. MeKen-
zie Clark) last visit Kalgoorlie?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, 1924/25, 2,352; 1925/26, -
1926/27, 13,602; 1927 /28, nil; 1928/29, 2,065,
1929/30, 274; 193031, 193; 1031/32, 542,
1932733, 2,003; total, 11973. 2, Amount
paid to railways, £5 per hogice truck; mini-
mum five hogies Parkeston to Kalgoorlie
abattoivs wie Kurrawang., Awmomnt paid {o
Kalgoorlie Firewood Company, £5 for first
two trocks nnd £1 for each additional truck.
Inspection fee, 1z, per head plus 25, 6d. per
head te cover interest on loop line built from
the wond line into the abattoirs quarantine

yards, 21/3/25, 1 old lesion; 17/12/27,
1 pleuro prnenmonia: 16/7/28, 1 plenre
pnenmonia; 16/2/29. 1 pleuro pneumonia

{old enase): 15/11/30, 1 pleuro pneunmonia

{old lesion): 22/4/33, T pleuro pneumonia.
4, May, 1933, 5, July, 1931, and 15th in-
stant.

QUESTION—ELECTRIC CURRENT.

Mr. LAMBERT asked the Minister For
Railways: What i¢ the price paid by Had-
fields, Ltd., Bassendean, to the Government
Blectrieity Sapply Department for electrie
current?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied : For the minimum of 50,000 units per
month, 83d.; for any eonsmmption in exeess
of 30,000 units and up to and including
80,000 units, .7d.; far any consumption in
excess of 80,000 unils, .6GHd.

QUESTION—FARMERS, SUSTENANCE
AND TENURE.

Mr, SEWARD uasked the Premier: Tn
view of the promises contained in his policy
speech, as veported in he “Wesl Australian”
of the 25th February last, that—(a) Farm-
ers should have suztenanee, and that i
should be a first eliarge against their erops<:
{(h) Farmers are also enfitled to reazonable
seeurity of fenure for two or three vears;
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can he zlate wlit plans the Govermnent
intend o take fo wpive effect to those pro-
mises?

The PREMIER replied: These malters
will be considered when the Farmers™ Dol
Adjustment Act Amendment Bill is hving
sninpitted to FParliament.

BILL—METROPOLITAN WHOLE MILK
ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Minister lor Agricul-
ture, and vead o fivst time,

BILL—MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT,

Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A, MeCallum—Sonth Fremantie) [4.37]: 1
move—

That the B he now read a thied time,

MR. LATHAM (York) [+38]: 1 intend
to make a final appenl to the Minister not
to pass this legislation wntil he fivet brings
down a Bill comprehensively o amend the
Municipal Corporations Aet, in vrder to give
effect to an ohsolete wmeasare, T listened to
the grandiloquent speceh of the Minister the
other evening, nnd T can assure him that he
did nof impress the House. He has never
missed an opportunity for airing his views
on this, cither to the loenl authorities or lo
the ratepayers, and T venture fo say that at
ne time has he been asked by the ratepayers
to bring down fhis zo-ealled veform, He is
merely trying to foist the poliey on to the
people. He did nnt make out a case the
other evening when lhe spoke to the Honse,
inasimnch as he didd not rive the informatinn
ihe people ought 1o have. 1f there is to he
any extension of the powers of loca) authori-
tiez, why not tell them and the ratepayers
what it means, and so offer encourngement
for an alteration of the franchise? Had
that heen done, I would not have been on
my feet to-day opposing the passage of tha
Bill. It is of no use. this attitude, “If von
do not do this, we will nof give vou anv-
thing” It iz an utterly unreasonable, Mus-
solini-like attitude, the attitnde of n die-
tafor, this “If vou do nei take tlis, T will
nol give vou anything.” The Aef is so
stupidly ohsolele that the Minister might
even now reconsider his doeision,
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The Minister for Works: You were in
cflice for three vears, and so had a chance to
bring the Aet up to date.

Mz, LATHAM : The hon. member is aware
that we had to bring down n whole lot of
salvage legislation, which I hope this Gov-
ernment will not have fo introduce. T make
this firal appeal to the Minister not to pro.
ceed any further with the Bill until be first
brings down n comprehensive amending Bill
whieh will give effeet to the wishes of the
ratepavers.  Never mind aboul the loeal
authorities, for I agree in part with the
Minister when he sugmests thaf the last to
he considered are the loeal authorvities, he-
cinge they have their own inlerests lo serve,
But the ratepavers, the people, ecrtainly
ought to be considered. The hon. member
zaid the other night that for 19 vears. even
while a Minister of the Crown, he did nnt
have a vote. Of course, if that were so it
mnst have bren that he was not the ocenpier
of a house, but was boarding. He would not
snggest that hecause he deals with a firm
supplying ronds he shonld have a say in the
distribution of that firm’s profit. The wuni-
cipalities have hat a very  eircumscribed
power; all they are expected to o is to col-
lect money from the vafepavers aml spend
it, ag provided in the Munieipal Corpora-
tions Act. They have not wider powers than
that. 8o when the Ministor deeided that he
wonld not he the orcupier of a house, he was
not entitled to a vole, 1 he is going to
extend the powers of the loecal anthorities
and 8o bring them into line with the eounty
eoumcils ol Great Britain, he has everv justi-
fication for so deing. T appenl to the Minis-
ter not 1o proceed with this legisiation nntil
he introduces the Bill so urgently required
to hring the Munteipal Corporations Aet up
fo date.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.

A, MeCallum—South Fremantle—in  re-
plv) [441]: T do not know +whether
T onght 1o Dbother fo reply fo the

hon. memher, for he is merely indulg-
ing in palitieal prepaganda, repeating
his old conservative. emsty idens. It is
purely political propaganda. That is all he
is out for, and he will not Cace the izsne. He
says we should do what the ratepnvers want.
But we on this side of the Honse represent
the ratepnyers; eertainly the munieipalities
do not represent them. How ean the muni-
cipalities represent the ratepayers when one
man hns four vofes agninst another man’s
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single vote, when 1 have four votes as against
my neighbour’s one. All that the munieipali-
lies represent is a mere handful of ratepay-
ers. The hon. member has heen swallowing
what iz put forward in the Press as purely
political propaganda, repeating his old
argaments. The municipal conneil of Nor-
tham the other night said that under the
Bill & man with £20,000 worth of property
would have but the same vote as the man who
paid only 5s. in rates. But is it not possible
under our existing law for a man with
_£50,000 worth of property in the City of
‘Perth not to have a vote in Perth? If he
swns even £100,000 worth of property in
Yerth which is let to tenants, they have the
‘tes and le has nol. Se where is the
nl ument? It is gratifying to know that
not ithstanding all the propaganda that has
put forward against the Bill there is
“t one wnnicipul eouncil which has
stood to the criticism and is prepared lo
take ﬂ.\b\ -der outlook and come into the
line of refd. T have had a communieation
—I am sorry' . ve noi brought it with me
—from the Gera. ~ Municipal Council,
which has nnanimons, "~ 1 resolution
urging the Government to proew. " with the
Bill. N
AMr. Doney: That is only one ot o 300,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I sho, 'd
not care if there were not one. T say th,
municipalities do net vepreseni the rate-
payers. It is of no use the hon. member ap-
pealing to the Government to throw over-
board their prineiples; the Glovernment will
not do it, for we intend to stand hy our
principles. All the appeals of newspapers,
of Taries, and Troglodytes can go on eter-
nally like the brook, but we will not deviate
from the path we have set ourselves. Before
there is any reform in local Government
laws, or any comprehensive amendment, this
plural voting must go. That decision will
last as long as this Government lasts, and
there will he no deviation from it.  The
Press report of my speeech set out that T
stated I would not bring in any amendment
until this was brought about. The hon. mem-
ber tried to get me to say that by interjee-
tion, but T did not say it. He said, “You will
not bring in any amendment?’ T replied, “1
will not say that” because there may be
some urgent matter, but there will he no
amendments of any broad prineiple. The
hon. memher can get that well into his head.
It will not come about so long as plural vot-
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ing lasts, This is not the first occasion when
we have tried to amend this law. So long
ng plural voting is there we will continue to
make efforts to amend it, and will keep on
hammering at the door until we gain our
objective. Meanwhile there will be no de-
parture from the stand we have taken up.
With all the appeais that ¢ome [rom our
upponents, those who stick to views that are
ilinmetrieally opposed to onr own regarding
this legislation, can get it well into their
mindls  that their appeals will not bring
ahont a depavtare from the Government's
prineiples,

Mr. Doney: Then thers 1s no need for
argument at all?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do nol
think there is any need for argument where
the hon. member i concerned. Ile is imper-
vious to it. He will not listen to arguments,
He does not understand then:; he only under-
stands prejudice. It is only waste of breath
nsing any argument with him. 11 would not
penetrate the hon. menmber's rea-oning faeul-
ties. [ should think the merest infant would
understand the fundamental principlez of
this Bill, but the hon. member is so steeped
in his old crusty conservative ideas that it
i3 useless fo argue with him. e thinks that
a few votes in his clectorate depend upon
his aftitnde.  That is all that is prompting
him, his own self-preservation. T do not
know whether I shounld have bothered to
reply. Tt is palpable what is in the mind
of the Leader of the Opposition, and what
prompted him to make his statement. It
does not amount to a row of ping with us.
There will he no deviation from the prin-
ciples for which we stand, and from what we
have put hefore the people. This is some-
thing we shall insist upon before there is
any enlargement of the functions of munieci-
palities.

Question put and passed.

Bill rend a third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.

MOTION—SECESSION.
Tn effectuate.

THE PREMIER (Hon. 7.
Boulder)y [4.48]: T move--

That in view of the resull of the referendunm
faken under the provisions of the Secession
Reforendum  Act. 1932, this House is of the
apinion that it is the indispensable duty of
the Parlinment on behalf of the penple of

Collier—
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Western Australia to endeavour by a dutiful
address te His Majesty and humble applica-
tigns te hoth Tlouses of the Imperial Parlia-
ment to procure such legislation by the said
Tmperial Parliameni as may he neeessary to
effectunte the withdrawal of the people of the
State of Western Australia from the Federal
Commonwealth established under and by virtue
of the provisions of the Commonwealth of Aus-
tralia Constitution Act (Imperial), and that
a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parlia-
ment be apjwinted to consider and recommend
what action shall be taken in relation to the
preparation, completion, and presentation of
the sai¢ address and the said applications in
erder to give effeet to this resolution.

The Government have been faced with con-
siderable difficulty in deciding the hest
method of giving effect to the will of the
people as expressed by the referendum on
the Sth April last. The vote of itself does
pot give the Government power to fake any
detinite action. Tt was a vote on a referen-
dum submitted to the people in order to
ascertain their views with regard to seces-
ston. Notwiihstanding the result of that
vote, it would not be eompetent for the Gov-
ernment—this is the opinion I hold—to take
action without the authority of Parliament.
The vote certainly did place upon the Gov-
ernment the responsibility of taking initia-
tory action to give effect to the will of the
people on the oecasion in question. After
very careful consideration the Government
consider that the best method of earryving
out the wishes of the people is embodied in
the motion I have suhmitted to the House.
1 desive to say at once that the Government
are not wedded to the terms of the motion,
in any way whatseever. If any suggestion
c¢an be made to improve the motion in order
to give effeet more entirely to the desirss
of the electors, the Government will be will-
ing to consider such suggestion, and no!
offer any serious opposition. It is in the
highest degree desirable that this metion
should be discussed entirely free from party
polities, and that whatever we may do, step
by step, should be the decision and the will
of Parliament, and not of the Government
for the time being. It seems to me and the
Government that it would not be doing a
fair thing by the large majority of fthe
electors of the State who voted for
secession if any steps taken to give effect
to the voie were encompassed in any way
by party politiecs. YWhen the matter eomas
up for consideration, as it undoubtedly will,
by the Home authorities, the case will bhe
stronger for the majority of the people if
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it can he said that it has the solid hacking
of the Parliament of Western Australia, and
pot only of the Government of the State
of Western Anstralia. It is very desirable
that we shounld consider the question fully
and freely, apart from party politics, and
at the same time support every move that we
may make, step by step, with the backing
of the Parliament, so that the case when fin-
ally presented to the authorities can he said
to be the express decision and desire of the
Parliament of this State as reeently elected
by the electors. 1 do net think it is neces-
sary fur me to deal now with the whole
question of secession, That has already beea
decided. The arguments pro and con have
heen diseussed for some years past ir the
Press and in Parliament, As a result of this,
a referendum was taken as we know, and
a decision given. That stage of the discus-
gion it seems to me is past. The responsibil-
ity of Parliament to-day is to consider the
best wayvs and meuans of giving effect to the
vote of the electors, and not to consider
whether the electors were right or wrong
or whether it was possible to do what they
considered ought to be done, The result of
the voting was remarkahle. I desire to guote
a few figures in order that they may be em-
bedied in the records of the Homse. The
figures are all very well known to members
and the people, but T think we ought to have
them on record. For that purpose, there-
fore, I will repeat the result of the
referendum. The votes passed for seces-
sion numbered 138,653, against 70,706,
informal 7,921, or a total of votes
polled 217,280. Of that the percentage
was very high indeed, namely 91.6 per cent.
of the total enrolment. Speaking from
memory, T think the highest percentage of
votes recorded over many years at an elec-
tion, apart from a referendum, has been
about 84 per cent., but on this oceasion the
percentage was 91.6.

Mr. Sampson: And 84 would be very

exceptional.

The PREMIER: Very excepfional. The
average in the case of general elections works
out at between 70 and 75 per cent. T think
I had the hocour onee of being elected, by a
[airly narrow majority, on a poll of 85 per
cent. T helieve the highest percentage of
votes that has been recorded for many years
at an election was that particular vote. T
know that 80 per cent. is very high, and
anything over that is exceptional. The



502

majority of votes cast in favour of seces-
sion was 67.947. It is interesting to survey
the electorates that gave the majority for
secession, and those which voted against it.
If ever a vote was east in this or any other
State of the Commonwealth that was en-
tirely free, untrammelled, and uninfluenced
by party considerations, it was this partien-
tar vote. YWe find that the Government side
of the House is represented by 30 seats. It
was believed in some quarters that our party
did not support the question for secessionm,
but rather supported the slternative of a
convention fo consider amendments to the
Constitution. It is therefore interesting to
survey the position. Of the 30 seats repre-
sented on this side of the Honse, 24 elector-
ates gave majorities in favour of secession,
and in many cases substantinl majorities. T
am glad indeed to say there was no party
flavonr in connection with the vote. Of the
whole fifty electorales of the State, only six
gave a majority vote against secession.

Mr. Stubbs: Were they not nearly all gold-
ficlds electorates?

The PREMIER: Yes. I was about to
mention that, Those six were the electorate
I have the honour to represent, which gave
a majority of 733 against secession, the
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe electorate, which gave
& majority nnmbering 621, the Hannans elee-
torate, which gave & majority of 439, Kal-
goorlie 559, Kimberley 73, and Murchison 87.
The other 44 clectorates gave majorities in
favour of secession. It may be interesting to
quote some of the figures of those majoritics
in favour of secession as represented by
members on the Government side of the
House: Alhany 1.311 in favour of secession,
Bunbury 1,830, Canning 2,677, Collie 937,
Forrest 741, Fremantle 2,897, North-Fast
Fremantle 1,696, Sonth Fremantle 3.234.
It is significant that whilst my colleague the
Minister for Works had the largest majority
obtained in the gencral election, and T he-
lieve the largest majority obtained at any
cleetion in Western Australia

The Minister for Works: With the largest
percentage of votes recorded at any Western
Australian election.

The PREMIER: Yes. The electorate,
while giving a majority of 4,000 odd votes
in favour my colleague, nlso gave a majority
of 3.234 in favour of secession.

Mr. Stubbe: The electors there did nof
believe Mr. Lyvons when he came over.

The PREMIER: Well, they did not have
a chance of hearing him. Then, continuing
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with seats represented on this side of the
Chamber, (Gascoyne gave a majority of 336
in favour of secession, Geraldton 918,
Guildford-Midland 1,416, Kanowna 211,
Leederville—whieh returned his Honour the
Spenker with a large majority—2,123, May-
lands 1,492, Middle Swan 2,262, Mt. Haw-
thorn 1,818, Northam 1,364, Even At. Blapg-
net, which was supposed to he a Labour
stronghold, gave a majority of 120 in favour
of secession, The majority at Perth was
1,718, at East Perth 1,759, at Roehourne
130, at Subiaco 1,49%. at Vietoria Park
1,984, and at Yilgarn-Coolgardie 612, I
mention those figures not becanse they have
a party significanee, but becanse they show
that no party significance attnched to voting
on the referendum. OFf the 30 seals repre-
sented on this side of the Chamher only six
gave a majority against secession. Taking
the whole of the 30 seats held by Govern-
ment supporters, the majority in favour of
secesston was 32,473,
Mr. Latham: Abount half.

The PREMIER: Yes. Turning to the
twelve Country Party seats, we find that
each one of them gove a substantial majority
in favour of secession. TIndeed, the lowest
majority recorded for the 12 seats was 1,451,
at Avon. From that minimum the majority
roge to 2,695 at Greenough. Of the eight
sents represented on the eross-henches by the
Nationalist Party, each one gave a substan-
tial majority in the same direction. Til-
bara's seeestion majority was as low as 79,
but the highest, Sussex, amounted to 2,377.
T mention the figures in order that they may
be on record, so that any steps which may
be taken subsequently by Parliament to
carry out the wishes of the people may be
buttressed hy those figures. Taking it all
in all, the vote in favour of secession was o
remarkable vote. The motion before the
Chair is to appoint a joint committec of
both Houses to consider ways and means of
giving effect to the wishes of the people. T
hope hon. members will study the motion
carefully, hecause it really means that the
committee will recommend only ways and
means and steps to be taken in order ta do
what the people of this State desire should
be done. Whilst not desiring for one
moment fo express an opinion as to the
duties and responsibilities of the committee
which may ultimately he appointed if the
motion should he agreed to, I may sayv that
I personaily would place the widest possible
interpretation upon the powers to bhe eon-
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ferred upon the commitiee. Speaking for
myself, 1 should say thaf it would be an
obligation of the conmittee, if it should be
appeinted, to consider every aspeet of the
questionr, To give an illustration of what
is in my mind, the eommittee should, E think,
consider whether the case for secession
should be presented by petition alone, or
presented in some other form by personal
delegation, and whether a committee should
be st up to prepare the case. My own
view 1s that that is about the oniy
way in which the ¢ase can be bandled—by
the setting up of a committee. 1 also con-
sider that the joint eommiitee, il appeinted,
should go even further, and reconmend 10
the Ilouse not merely whether a committre
to prepare the ease should be set up, but
alse the names of members of such a eom-
mittee, The House would, of course, not
nevessarily be under any obligation to ae-
cept the recommendations of the joint com-
mittee, but it ought (o be informed what,
in the judgment of the joint committce,
ought to be done, and what is the best way
of doing il. I hope we shall be able to
carry the matter through step by step, so
that whatever move is made will be ap-
proved by the Parlioment of Western Aus-
tralia, and so that ultimately it can be said,
when the ecase does go before the Home
wuthorities, that it has the backing not only
of the Western Australian people as ex-
pressed at the referendum, but also of the
Parliament of the State as relurned at the
recent general election. I offer those as a
few ideas bearing on the subject. However,
I repeat that if any sugzestions can he made
to improve the motion, or to take some other
move that will be preferahle to what 1is
possible within the four corners of this
motion, the Gevernment will be quite willing
to give such suggestions or alternative moves
their favourable consideration. Aecordingly,
without oecupying more of the time of the
House, and without covering ground which
reallv represents past history and has
already been fully considered, I submit the
motion that stands in my name.

MR. LATHAM (York) [3.13]: Tn order
to faeilitate this husiness, T shall not ask
for an adjournment of the debate. The
motion is simple, and the Premier has stated
in simple language what is in his mind witl
regard to it; accordingly T accept the mn-
tion. I do not think the House ean do
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better than agree to it. It is our bounden
duty to give effect to the wishes of the
people, That could have been done from
the Grovernment side entirely, without mak-
ing Parliament a party to the procedure.
By the Premier’s motion this House and
another place will be given an opportunity
of stating their views, through the joint
committee, with regard to submitting a case
which may eventually secure the wish of the
people. On first reading the preamble io
the motion I felt rather worried, becanse 1
thought it might operate restrictively; but
in view of the information given by the
Premier, [ believe that the seope will be
wide enough to give effect to the wishes of
the people without our hands being tied in
any way by the preamble. The committee
which it is suggested should eventually be
appointed will, [ presume, prepare what-
ever may be necessary to be snbmitted fo
this Parliament. The TPremier suggested
that a ease for submission to the Imperial
Parliament might be prepared, or that pos-
sibly it might be necessary to send a dele-
gation to Great Britain to staie a case on
behalf of the people of Western Australia.
1 do not think anything further I ecan say
would impress the House, in view of what
has fallen trown the Tremier. I am indeed
glad that this is a non-party question. That
justifies the action taken by the Premicr,
As he pointed out, majorities in favour of
secession were recorded by most of the eon-
stituencies represented by members in this
Chamber, aud in respect of the few that
returned a majority against secession, the
majority in each insiance was very small.
It cannot be argued that a convention wouid
do all that was neecessary because the people
definitely decided against the holding of a
convention. [ propose to endorse the opin-
ions expressed by the Premier and to sup-
port the motion.

MR. MOLONEY (Subiaco) [5.16]: I
waited for one of the Opposition members
to rise, hut all seemed rather tired and con-
sequently it was left to a mere neophyte like
myself to fill the breach. T was disappointed
at the action of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion in skimming over the subject in the
manner he did, and also in the inference
to be drawn from his remarks that the onus
rests with the Government. I am indeed
pleased to be associated with a Government
who are so desirous, in the generous sense
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indicated previously by the member tor Nor-
tham (Mr. Hawke), of securing the co-oper-
ation of all members of the Touse in deal-
ing with such n momentous subjoct as thai
embodied in the motion moved by the Pre-
mier. At the reeent election I was not in
aecord with the advocacy of secession, hut
tny opponent was a rabid follower of the
member for Nedlands (Hon. N. Keenan) in
that regard. The verdiet at the election
showed that the people were not wedded fo
any particular person. I told my eonsti-
tuents I was prepared to support the im-
plementing of the mandate of the people,
whatever it might prove to be. We receivad
a mandate from the people and the Govern-
ment are now earrving out their promise to
give effect fo the will of the electors. I am
pleased to find thal the Government have
not arrogated fo themsclves the right to ap-
peint what might possible have heen a bias-
sed committee, but have decided to sceure
a committee representing all sections of both
Houses of Purliament, and’ have further
visualised the possibility of sending an envoy
to London who will spenk on hehalf of the
whole of the people of this State. 1le wili
need te he a man posseszed of characteris-
ties such as those that distinguished the late
Mr. E. A, Harney, who was formerly a
Western Australian member of the Federal
Parliament and later a memher of the House
of Commons.  The man to he appointed
must be one who will he able to place hefore
the Imperial authorities the disabilities undar
whiech Western Australia has laboured, re-
speeting which so many members of the Op-
position, particularly during the recent eles-
tion, were so eloquent.  Without further
stressing the matter, T support the motion.
I recognise in it o gesture on TLah-
our’s part that, from a national point of
view, is quite futile. From the standpoint
of the Commonwealth there is one way only
by which Australia ean advanee and that js
by remaining one consolidated nation. By
separafing from the nation, Western Aus-
tralia will take a step that -will be detri-
mental to the Australian Commonwealth.

Mr. Sampson: Are vou speaking on seces-
sion.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! T bope the mem-
ber for Subiaco will not discuss the merits
or demerits of secession. That matter is not
hefore the House.

Mr. MOLONEY: The peaple of Wesztera
Australin have cxpressed their desire and
the electors in my eonstitueney desire that
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secession shall be seecured. I how to the will
of the people, and I agree that we must place
our case hefore those who have the ahility
to say yea or nay. For that reason I sup-
port the motion,

HON. N. KEENAN (Nedlands) [5.20]:
I do not think the present occasion warrants
any debate, especizlly on the merits or de-
merits of secession. The motion has heen
moved by the Premier and, in o sense, it i3
purely a formal proposition designed to
bring into existence a body consisting of}
members of this House and another place
who will, in their wisdom, determine what
steps are to be taken to give expression to
the will of the people as evidenced by the
vote on secession at the last general election.
I #o not consider for one moment the pre-
sent occasion a proper one upon which to
discuss the merits of secession. This Par-
liament does not sit as an appellate tribunal
to review the decision of the people taken
on a question of that deseription. It exists
only as a body whose proper function is
to give ecffect to the decision of the people.
The langunge used by the Teader of the
House in moving the motion made that per-
feetly clear. Tt may well he that T might
suggest some other means of giving effect to
the votes of the people. It might have heen
that a Bill eould have been brought down
and passed by hoth Houses of Parliament
setting out in a schedule a petition such
as Parlinment wonld agree to. I do not for
one moment puat that forward as an alterna-
tive proposal to that advanced by the Pre-
mier. I think that the Premier’s proposal
should not be eriticised hy advaneing a fur-
ther proposal; so for that reason, althoughi
I might have preferred another course to
be adopted, it is not one that I would put
forward as an alternative,

Mr. Hawke: The committee might recom-
mend what you suggest.

Hon. N. KEENAN: Possibly. I congider
the metion moved hy the Premier, and the
language with which it was moved, entirely
appropriate to the occasion, and they have
nty hearty concurrence.

Question put and passed.

Commiltee Appointed.

Ballot taken and a committee appointfed
consisting of Messrs. Collier, Hawke,
Keenan, Latham and Withers,
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On motions by the Premier, resolved:

That the committec have power to eall Eor
persons and papers, to sit on days over which
the Housc stands adjourmed, te confer with
any similar committee appointed by the Legis-
lative Council, and to report this day two
wetks,

That a message he transmitted to the Legis-
lative Council, rquesting concurrence in the
resolution, and asking that House to appoint
a similar commiittee with power to confer with
the comunittee appointed by this House.

BILL—POLICE ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading

THE MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT
(Hon. J. J. Kenneally—East Perth) [5.36]
in moving the second reading said: This is
a short measure rendered necessary to faci-
litate the work of the department over whieh
I preside. It seeks to alter the Police Act
to prevent people from elaiming or receiv-
ing or continuing to receive sustenance

from the funds made available for the
relief of unemployment when mnol eu-
titled to do =0, The Crown Law De-

partment consider the legislation necessary
if the object mentioned is te he achieved.
Power already exists to procecd against a
person who elaims sustenance without being
entitled to it. Almost every week recently
there have been prosecutions, and convie-
tions have been secured, and as a result of
the prosecutions the payvments from susten-
ance have been reduced by over £30 a week.
That is the saving arising from the striking
off of names after convietion, hut hundreds
of other people have gone off sustenance on
finding that the law was being put into
motion, People, however, make false state-
ments to obtain snstenance relief work and
the law makes no provisien to prosecute
them. While we ean prosecute a person wha
receives reliel in the form of “sustenance, if
the person works for the money after having
made a false declaration regarding his fam-
ily responsibilities, we are unable to take
action against him. There have been in-
stances, too, of a man’s circumstances im-
proving while working under the relief
scheme. Cases have come under notice of a
man being in receipt of more than the basie
waee in addition to the proceeds of the velief
work. Under the existing law, it is impos-
sible to prevent that, but this Bill endeavours
to do so. The Crown Law Department hold
that as the false declaration made in such
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instanees is not a declaration permitted or
required by law to be made, the making of
it is not actionable at law. The proposed
amendment makes it an offence for any per-
son who, by wilfully making any false state-
ment or representation as to his identity or
cireumstances, obtains or attempis to obtain,
under any scheme for the relief of vwnem-
ploved, destitute or indigent persons. any
work, employment, or benefit in money or
money’s worth for himself or any ofher per-
son. An additional amendment provides that
any person eontinuing to receive or attempt-
ing to reeeive any such work, emplovment or
benefit, after he shall have herome dizentitled
to it. shall be guilty of an offence. We are
endeavouring to place men in work and to
give relief where relief is necessary, but each
person who, by making a false statement, re-
ceives Government money to which he is not
entitled, prevents others from getting an ad-
ditional mede of assistance. We desire to
place as many men as possible in employ-
ment and adequately to care for everyhody
requiring assistanee. I do not wish to weary
the House by giving a lot of instances, but
I shall quote a few. A man received assist-
ance for himself, wife and child for three
years, and they had not been supported by
him for over seven years, The wife had
maintained the child by her own work. The
existing law, however, does not permit of
any action being taken against the man. An-
other man Teceived sustenance for himself
and wife, but for over fours years the wife
had been earning her own living. The latter
couple had heen on and off sustenance since
1925. Another man received sustenance for
himself and supposed wife for two years,
but the wife had not been with or dependent
upon him during the whole of that period.
Another received sustenance for himself and
wife for nine months and the wife had not
been with or dependent upon him during
that time. YWhen I say “sustenance” T am
referring to sustenance relief work, An-
other man received sustenanee relief work
for almost two years, and obtained work
which precluded him for many months from
petting sustenance. However, he reported
about one-third of his total earnings, and
continued to receive sustenanee. Another
man rteceived sustenance for himself and
family stating he was destitute. He had
drawn £63 from the bank the day susten-
ance was granted, and he received susten-
ance for 14 months while he still had the
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money. Another man received sustenance

for himself, wife and one child for
18 months, whereas the earnings of
three children over 13 living in the

home amounted to £7 14s. 6d. a week.
There was another receiving sustenance for
Limsell and family; he had worked during
the same period oft and on and on several
other oceasions. His reported earnings were
£43, whereas he actually earned £159 over
the period that he reported the £43, An-
other received sustenance for hiwsell, wife
and ope child, and at the same time was
earning £4 19s. weekly. Another received
sustenance for himself and family and he had
two sons over 11 who were earning more
than £8 weekly, Still another was drawing
snstenance for himself and his wife for 13
months, while his wife was not with or de-
pendent upon him. Aembers will readily
realise it is necessary that action should be
taken in circumstances such as these. What
has already been done has resulted in a sav-
ing of over £30 a week, while in addition as
a result of the publicity given to what was
being done, no fewer than 300 men have
fallen away from sustenance. T am not going
to make any guess as to where they have
gone. It is satisfaetory to know that it 13
at last being realised that it is not possible
to impose with impunity on the Government
of the State simply hecaunse it happens to be
the Government. Of course there are others
who will have to be watehed. As a mafter
of faet, there will shortly be a thorough in-
vestization, more thorough than we have had
time to carrv out up to date, in regard to all
these cases, and as the result of that inves-
tigation I have no doubt a number of others
will go off the list. No person in actnal wani
is able to sav that he has not had a sym-
pathetic hearing at the hands of the present
Government, whose desire it is to increase
the henefits, and to do that, authority is re-
quired. T move—
That the Bill he now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Doney, dehate ad-
journed.

BILL—SOUTHERN CROSS SOUTH-
WARDS RAILWAY.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. C. Willeock—Geraldton) [5.50] in
moving the second reading said : The country
tc be covered by the proposed railway was
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the subject of the Advisory Board’s report
some time baek, The board reported not
only regarding the particular area to be
served, but all the country eastward of the
jine which runs through Yilliminning and
Kondinin to Narembeen and Merredin, The
board were asked to report on the areas cast
of that line and as far south as Lake Grace,
and the report was comprehensive in char-
acter. Since the report was made, the Lake
Grace-Hyden Rock railway bas been con-
structed and the country along that arvea
dealt with, There 1s not, however, a separate
report in regard to the country to be served
by the Southein Cross-Southwards Jine. [
intend to lay the Advisory Board’s report
on the Table, This is a simple proposition
and it deals with one particular area of coun-
try known as the miners’ settlement, south
of Southern Cross. Bembers will be able
to aequirve all the information that is avail-
able by a pernsal of the board's report.

Mr. Stubbs: It will run from Southern
Cross and link up with those areas that were
known as the 3,500 farms scheme.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Yes,
and probably the new line will link up with
an extension of the Hyden Rock railway.
Alternative proposals were eonsidered and it
was decided that the country between Karl-
garin and Southern Cross, ineluding the
miners’ settlement, south of the latter town,
conld best be served by extending the Lake
Grace-Karlgarin line in a north-easterly dir-
ection for about 30 miles, and that a spur
line rnnning southerly from Southern Cross
should be construeted for a distance of abount
32 miles, leaving a break of about 30 miles.
There will then be left a tract of territory
of ahont 30 miles hetween each railway ter-
minns.  This is a comparatively small pro-
posal.  When it was first considered, the
intention was to carry the railway 32 miles
south of Southern Cross, but on further
surveys heing ‘made it was found that from
a railway standpoint, and also for the con-
venience of the settlers, it would be more
satisfactory to establish the terminns at the
28-mile post. Regarding the eost, the orig-
inal estimate was £4,300 per mile. Now
that the surver has been made, it is
estimated that the eost will not exceed
£3.500 per mile, and included in this latter
estimate i= the important item of water
supply at a place known as Froz Roeks.
The proposed line will serve 150 farms with
a wheat vield. it is expected, of 120 tons
per farm or a total of 18,000 tons. The
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number of sheep would probably be ahout
250 head per farm with a wool production
of 1,400 1bs, per Larm, or a total of 94 tons.
The superphosphate required would be 10
tons per farm, or 1,000 tens in all. The
board's report deals with the whole of the
area and because of that it is diflicult io
learn exactly the extent of land that will
be scrved by the proposed railway.

My, Seward: ¥rom where to where!

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
From Hyden Rock that railway will eventu-
ally serve the greatest number of settlers.

My, Mann: Will it serve those who are
settled to the east of Narembeen?

The MINISTER FOR RATIAWAYS: The
line will be considerably east of Narcm-
been.

AMr. Mann: The scttlers cast of Narem-
been are 30, 40, and 50 miles away from a
railway, It will be of no use to theuwm.

The MINISTER FOR RALLWAYS: If
they were 30 miles from the railway, it
would be of use to them, but it would not
be of much use to those 40 or 50 miles
away. The area of first-class land reserved
is 365,000 acres and of third-class land
774,000 acres.

Ar. Doney: Would you eall it safe eoun-
try from the point of view of raintalll

The MINISTER FOR RAITAWAYS: In
the light of our experience and with proper
farming methods, and favonrable conditions,
I should sav ves. e in ihis State are
hlessed with o good average and regular rain-
fall, not like the other States where thev
somet.mes vequire three good =ea=ons to he
able to withstand two scasons of drought.
The country to be served iz excellent from
a wheat-growing standpoint, and a few
vears ago it was ahead of the whole State
with an average of 1S bushels.

Mr, Stubbs: It is excellent land for
wheat.

The JMINXISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes. it seems to be the peeuliarity of West-
ern Australia that the further east yon go,
the better the ecountry becomes, but to get
{he best results we must have reliable rain-
fall. The heavier the country, the lighter
geermns to be the rainfall. Nearer the coast
the country iz not so heavy and erops eould
be produced there with a lighter rainfall.
I we could only reverse the order of things,
we should have better results all round. The
countrv to he served by the proposed rail-
way i3 in an area that has a comparatively
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light rainfali, but with proper methods of
farming the results should be satisfactory.
i should like to pay a tribute to my col-
league ihe Minister for Lands for having
inaugurated the fallow system and refusing
to encourage anyone fo grow crops on this
area without fallow. The miners who are
settled there have not had wuch experience,
hut it bhas been demonstrated that an im-
mense amount of good has been done hy the
establizhment thete of an experimental farm.
1f Parliament authorises the construction of
the ratlway, and if in the next year or two
the line can be built, it will be a eompara-
tively easy matter to establish sidings.

Mr. Latham: Who will take the respon-
sibility ?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The responsibility will be the same as
in respect of wheat which is stacked
at ordinary sidings at the present time.

Mr. Latham: The Comiuissioner? That
is all right,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
Commissioner does not fake rezponsibility
for wheat stacked at sidings to-dav.

My, Latham: He takes a fair amount of
it.

The MINISTER TOR RAILWAYS:
Probably before any dumps are established,
the earthworks will be sufficiently advanecd,
and so the dumps will be under some sort
of supervision.

AMr. Marshall: Would it not he much
cheaper to construet a road and let motor
transport take on the work?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
ex-Premier, Sir James Mitchell, called For
a report on that, on what they term road
trains. That has heen subject to analyses
and test< and speeifications by the engineers
of the Public Works Department, and they
find that the eost of transport would bz fon
erent. It is estimated al 6d. per ton per
mile for the earrving of produce over such
a read. That is apart altogether from the
cost of the road.

Mr. Marshall: It iz remarkuble (hai motor
transport can =0 =ucces:fully compein with
the Railway Department, even in the hanl-
age of goods from Perth to Wiluna. Why
should we alwaxs nurse the bahy?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
That is one of the questions to bhe
dealt with when the Covernment form-
ulate their poliey of iransport. We
are anxious to sce whether railways
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or voad transport can give the better
return, taking into account the capital cosi
of the railways. \Wherever it appears that
a district can be better served by one method
of transport, that method will he adopted
for that districi. Bt notwithstanding ali
that is claimed for road tramsport, we find
that throughout the country people are ex-
tremely anxious that railway construction
shall be undertaken to give stability to a
district.

Mr. Hawke: And give value to the land.

Mr. Marshail: To inerease the value of
their propertics, so that they can get out at
the expense of the taxpayers.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Tt
does not mean very much expense to the
taxpayers, for the department pays the cost
and 2% per cent. interest on the capital in-
vested in the system. We are not nearly so
badly off as are some of the other States;
our interest costs are not very high, and we
have rendered excellent service to the people
of the State.

Mr. Latham: Without the railway system
the agricultural areas could not have heen
opened up when they were, could not he
opened up even at this stage.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Tt
is not now necessary that we should disenss
the relative methods of 1oad transport and
railway. The Government are satisfied that
the hest interests of the district to he served
will he served by a railway.

Mr, Marshall: That is only to hanl the
unprefitable freight, leaving the profitable
freight to motor transport.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: In
the near future the hon. member will have
opportunity to discuss transport generally,
when I hope we shall have his support.

Mr. Marshall: But we pass a tax and

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for
Railways had better proeced with his speech.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
have very little more to say. The country
to be gerved by the railway is excellent agri-
cultural lang. To be properly developed, it
must have a railway, for the scttlement 3s
very far from the existing line, and much
publiec money has heen spent on the earting
subsidy.

Mr. Seward: I take it the scitlers were
promised railway commnnieation when first
they went out there.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
That has ocearred in many distriets. The
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Government have spent a considerable
amount of money in assisting the people in
this area to cart their produce to the rail-
way, Something like 9d. per ton per mile
has been granted in earting subsidy in vari-
ous distriets. An aggregate of £17,000 has
heen thus spent, but I eannot say how much
went to this distriet. The building of the
railway will lessen the burden imposed by
this carting.

Mr. Doney: Is there mueh low-grade land
in the distriet?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Not
very much; there is & lurge area of first-
class land. On one oecasion, the scttlers
produced the highest average wheat yield
of all the distriets, I have here the plan of
the railway and a ecopy of the Advisory
Board’s report, both of which I will lay on
the Table. I move—

That the Bill he now read a sccond time,

On motion hy Mr. Ferguson, debate ad-
journed.

BILL—-ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1).

Retorned from the Council with amend-
ments.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT.
Becond Reading.

Debate resumed from 24th August.

MR. STUBBS (Wagin) [6.10]: Mem-
hers may wonder why I, an agricultural
member, should be interested in mining.
About three years uago the boundaries of
my electorate were ecxtended to inelude
Ravensthorpe, which contains an immense
area of mineral wealth. But apart from
that, for many years past I have been in-
terested in everything appertaining to the
welfare of mining, so mining members may
regard me as an ally who will always en-
deavour to achieve the best legislative re-
sults for the mining industry. The Bill is
to amend Section 145 of the Mining Aect,
which was consolidated in 1926. Last year
o Bill was passed to amend the 1926 Aet,
including Seetion 145. Somehow, in the
Committee stage, an anomuly occurred amd
eventually became law. It is this anomaiy
which the House is now asked to rectify.



{29 August, 1933.]

There are two classes of agreements vecog-
nised between ftributers and mine owners.
[n one of those agreements, the tributer and
the lessee of the mine share the expense, and
share equally in the results obtained from
mining and treating the ore. Under another
agreement the tributer mines the ore and
takes it to the shaft, where the lessee hauls
it to the surface. The Warden has to sign
all agreements; and one result of the an-
omaly set up last session was the compelling
of the Warden to fix a scale of charges be-
fore it was known what the charges were to
be. The Minister, in moving the second
reading of the Bill, explained the situation
very fully, and T am convineed that in the
interests of the mine owners and the tri-
buters the Bill should go through withont
very much disenssion. T will sapport the
second reading.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m,

MR. LATHAM (York) [7.30]: Members
will recollect receiving a letter from the
Chamber of Mines dated the 3rd November,
1932, when the Act this Bill proposes to
amend was before the House. The Chamber
pointed ont that in the event of the Bill he-
coming law they would determine all the
tribute agreements in existence ns svon as
possible, and wonld not relet any heeausc
of the conditions laid down in the Bill.
They informed members that those condi-
tions were unworkable. No one, however,
scemed fo take any notice of those remarks.
The Minister in charge of the Bill said the
tributers were geiting what they were ask-
ing for, and that all the necessary arrange-
ments were to be made with the mine own-
ers. I think the present Minister for Mines
coneurred in that statement. The Chamber
pointed out in their letter that owners who
did not possess their own treatment plant
would not be able to get their ore treated,
and that the customs mills would not freut
the ore under the conditions laid down in
the Bill. When we get these cirenlar letters,
it is advisable to consider them. If consid-
eralion had been given to this particular one
at the time, and an inquiry had been held,
probably there would have heen no necessity
for the Bill. I hope the tributers will now
be satisfied, and will agree they are getting
all they want. T also trust that the measure
will satisfv the mine owners, so that the
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tributes may be continued, and that in efect
both parties will be satisfied.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (FHon.
S. W, Munsie—-Hannans—in reply) [7.32]:
I remember the circular referred to hy the
Leader of the Opposition. It was in this
House that the amendments T am now with-
drawing from Sections 104 and 105, and
placing in Section 145, were made. The
trouble has arisen because the mmendments
were not made to the proper sections of the
Aet, not that the customs mills would not
treat the ore at the price. If they could get
the royalty as weli as the price, they would
be prepared to treat the ore under those
conditions, The Act was so amended, how-
ever, that they were debarred from the royal-
ties. I am glad the House has accepted the
Bill with so little discussion,

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Rill passed through Committee without
debhate, reported withont amendment, and
the report adepted.

BILL—MINE WORKERS' RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT.

Recond Reading.
Debate resumed from 24th August.

MR. F. C. L. SMITH (Brownhill-Ivanhoe}
[7.35]: I support the second reading. It is
essential that the Act should be amended in
this direction. When the mine workers' re-
lief measure was first under diseussion, mem-
bers were under the impression that thosq
people, in connection with whom the guestion
whether they were T.B. cases or not had been,
raised, would still be entitled to come under
the provisions of the Miners’ Phihisis Aet.
Many men were declared to be suffering
from T.B., and could have been prohibited
by the Minister from working in the mining
industry, but were working in such places
as made it possible for them to continue to
work. It was axsumed by members that these
cases, when the dizease had made further
inroads and the men were no longer capable
of working, would come under Section 8§ of
the Miners’ Phthisis Act. Ag a resuli oft
tegal interpretation, I understand it was
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found not to be so. It was held that in their
case the gquestion of work bad been
raised and determined. The Aect re-
quires to be amended to give those
workers the rights they are entitled
to under the original Miners’ Phthisis
Act. Amendments are also necessary to
cover those who were prohibited from work)
between tie fime of the cessation of the old
Act and the proclamation of the new one.
The Bill before us makes the necessary pro-
vision to eover that point. It also provides
for compensation starting from the day the
miner ceases work. A ease came under my
ootice of a mine worker having ceased work
because he was not permitted to get bacl
the ticket which entitled him to return fo
work. He could not be re-employed as thg
Laberatory took fhe ticket from him. Somd
four or five weeks were required to settlg
the issue as to whether his compensation
should start from the day he ceased work. or
whether he would have to wait until he red
eeived the prohibition notice.  The Bill
elears up all diffienlties connected with such
cases, and provides that the mine worke
who is working, and is then prohibited froml
working, shall receive his compenzation from
the day on which he ceased to work, and
that if he is not working he shall receive it
from the day he gets his prohibition notice.
Under the Bill no complaints ean possibly
arise concerning the conditions for lump sum
settlements. I understand that either the
employer can make application for the set-
tlement of a compensation claim by a Inmp
sum, or the employee can make application
for a lump sum settlement under the old
Act. It is not quite clear, however, what
the compensation is to be, and the Bill will
make that clear. Certain clauses of the Bill
give the board power to supplement the com-
pensation in certain cases of hardship. That
is a very desirable provision. The power ig
extended to the board when the compensa-
tion allowable to the mine worker amounts
to £3 10s. or over, calenlated on the basis off
half wages and 7s. 6d. for each child. This i«
only in the case of hardship. This amend-
ment postulates that hardship only arises in’
connection with the number of children therd
are to support, and gives the board power
to deal only with such cases of hardship,
where the compensation will he £3 10s. oy
over. I should prefer an amendment giving
the board power to supplement the compen-
sation in any case of hardship. As things
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stand now, it will assist eertain employees
who, in the past, were on a betier wickat
than many of their fellow workerz. Com-
pensation at the rate of £3 10s. a week is
not only reached by means of the number of
childven there are to support, but by the
wages the employee wus receiving when
working as a mine worker. Take the case,
nnder the Act as it stands, of 2 man working
Lor tributers and receiving £1 a day for his
services. The siugle mau would receive £3 4
week under the Aet, (that being half
his wages) by way of compensation.
But o man on the Llasic wage of 14s, 4d.
would receive, if single, only £2 3s. per weel,
and if married he would still only receive
£2 3s. per week. That is either o glaring
anomaly or a glaring injustice. Personally
1 see no virlue in the provision for half
wages, though if may not be practicable to
fix compensation under the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act on any other basis. Still, it
is a pity that 2 flat rate cannot be arrived
af, entitling the injured worker to, say, £3
per week and 7s. 6d. for each child. After
ull, workers on 17s. 8d. and workers on 14s,
4d., if reduced to half wages with 7s. 6d. for
each child, will alike find it very hard indeed
to meet their obligations. On the various
rates of pay obtaining in the mining in-
dustry, ranging from 14s. 4d. to 20s. per
day, no man will receive nny benefit under
this Bill until he draws the £3 10s, per week
on the basis of caleulation I have outlined.
It iz not until we get to the man on 15s.
10d. with three children tfo support, and
therefore drawing £3 10s. per week, that any
benefit is derived. Thus the first man who
draws over £3 10s, per week as the result
of half wages and Ts. 6d. per child is the
man who formerly drew 16s. per day and
had three childven to support. TUnder this
Bill all the men over that rate and having
{hree ehildren to support will be entitled, if
the board consider the ease one of hardship,
to draw from the hoard an amount sufficient
to make up the compensation to £3 17s. 6d.
weekly.

The Alinister for Mines: There may be
extra dependants, but the board cannor go
beyond the amounnt fixed.

Mr. F. C. L. SMITH: Possibly an injured
worker might require special treatment, and
that might be considered a caze of hardshin.
The phrase “Cases of hardship” is fairlv
hroad. THowever. there is the man with a
wife and three children who formerly rve-
ceived 14s. 4d.: the total compensation he
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will receive under the Bill will be £3 3s. Ld.
per week., The man on 1is, 10d. with threce
children will receive £3 ¥s. The man on 15s.
with three children will receive £3 7s. §d.
The man on 15s. 4d. with three childrea wiil
1eceive £3 8s.%6d. The mav orn 15s. 104
with three children will receive £5 10s, In
none of those cases, whether bardship van be
proved or not, are the board empowered fo
wrant extra assistance; and this no matter
how great the hardship may be. It appears
Lo me that the ease of the man who has been
battling along in the mining industry on from
14z, 4d. to 16s. per day and is prohibited
from working in the industry, is like'y .o
present more features of hardskip than the
case of a man who has been carning up to
£1 per day. I showld like the Minister te
give consideration to that aspeet of the Tl
and see whether something cannot he done to
empower the hoard to extend their bene-
ficenee to eases of hardship, to men who have
always had a pretty hard lot, working for
14s. 4d., or 14s. 10d. per day in the indus-
try. Otherwise, the Bill is certainly an im-
provement on last session’s Act.  When
that Aet was passed, it was pointed out that
the legislation was experimental. T regavd
it as still in the experimental stage, and
mst that as time goes on we shall b2 abie
to make improvements which I consider
highly desirable and necessary.

MR. PATRICK (Greenough) [7.33]:
Hon, members will recolleet that the mam
object of last session’s Act was the takino-
over of a fund conducted on a voluntary
hasis, because there was always a danger
of one of the parties defaulting and the
whole svstem breaking down, It will he re-
collected, too, that Tast vear’s measure was
subjected to a considerable amount of eriti-
cism. There was some from the member for
Murchison (Mr, Marshall), and T think the
membher for Kaleoorlie (Mr. Cunningham)
said the miners had not asked for the meas-
ure and did not want it. The member for
Brown Hill-Tvanhoe (Mr. F. C. L. Smith)
said it was the stupidest Bill he had ever
seen. His main objection was, if T remem-
ber aright, that it would be impossible for
the board, with the finances at their disposal,
to earrv out the oblizations imposed on
them,

Mr. Marshall: But you have to remember

ithat the hoard will have no more responsi-
bility until three or four vears later.
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Alr, PATRICIK: Yet to-nighi the hon.
member in question said that the buard’s
cbligations under the Bill were not heavy
enough, The Minister said that if the pay-
ments made by the three parties to the
agreement were insufficient, the State would
have to come to the vescue and make up the
deficiency. I contend that such an industry
as the goldmining industry, with the price
of its product artifically enhanced, cannot
in fairness ask the State to contribute,

Mr. Marshall: Did you ever express that
view with regard to railways?

Mr. PATRICI: The mining industry
should carry its own burden. After all, the
Bill proposes only reasonable amendments,
mostly minor in character. From last ses-
sion’s criticisms one wonld have thought
that the measure was in every respect un-
satisfactory. I think the only mining mem-
her who debated the Bill reasonably was the
hon. member in eharge of the measure, The
proposed amendinent to Section 3 of the
Aet merely preserves the right of workers
to do light work on the surface when pro-
hibition is deferred. Another amendment
i5 that no beneficiary shall be a member of
the board, which is perfectly sound, Tt is
also just that a man should receive compen-
sation—

My, Marshall: Yon do not object fo share-
holders being on the board of directors of a
company, do you?

Mr. PATRICK: That is a different thing
altogether., The amendment proposes that
a man should receive compensation from the
time he ceases work, if he is prohibited from
continuing sueh work, and it takes some
time for him to be examined,

The Minister for Mines: It is not from
the date the man ceases work in all cases.
In some cases it is from the date the man
is examined.

Mr. PATRICK: The amendment relating
to the amount of ecompensation payable in
cases of extreme hardship is reasonable.
However, sueh an amendment would he
largely governed by the finances at the dis-
posal of the hoard. Here again the indus-
try should carry its own responsibilities, in-
stead of the State carrying them. If, as
the Minister said, it is necessary for the
sake of clarity to amend the conditions
in respect of workers voluntarily accepting
lump-sum compensation under the Workers’
Compensation Act, there can he no objection
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to that. On the whole it is evident that last
year’s measure is not so unsatisfactory as
some hon. members indicated at the time.
Every measure in actual practice diseloses
small defects, and the amendments proposed
by this Bill are merely minor amendmenis
which have heen found necessary. I sup-
port the second reading, but I hope the fin-
cial position under the Bill will be care-
fully watehed; perhaps the Minister will be
able to give us some information on thum
aspect. Naturally everyone sympathises with
the unfortunate men who, owing to the rav-
ages of disease, come on the funds of the
hoard. It is to be hoped that as (he mining
industry continues, conditions will se im-
prove that the need for this ¢lass of legisla-
tion will be largely if not entively obvisted.

HON. J. CUNNINGHAM (Kalgoorlie)
[7.597: I support the Bill, which has for
its purpose the amendment of the consoli-
dation Aet passed last year. 1t will be
remembered that T opposed that mensure. I
realised then that the measuve had been in-
troduced for the express purpose of reliev-
ing the Treasury from heavy ealls made
upon 1t in the cases of workers excluded
under the provisions of the Miners’ Phthisis
Aet. That was the real object of last year’s
Bill, As a result of the passage of that
Bill, workers have suffered. Payments under
the provisions of the Miners’ Phthisis Act
kave been redueed in accordance with tho
payments made under the Third Sehedule
to the Workers’ Compensation Act. We
knew the real objeetive of the Ministe:
and the Government who introduced the
consolidating Bill of last Parliament. The
amending legislation presented by the Min-
ister in the Bill hefore us now will have the
effect of removing a numher of anomalies
and will elarify certain provisions of the
parent Aect. With regard to the proposal
to vest the hoard with power to subsidise
payments te workers securing assistance
from the Mine Workers’ Relief Fund, I am
glad to have the assuranee of the Minister
that that provision is not intended to apply
only to workers who, after the provisions
of the Workers' Compensation Act and the
Miners’ Phthisis payments have failed. be-
ecome dependent on the Mine Workers” Re-
lief Fund. T was under the impression that,
in accordanee with the wording of the pro-
vision, the payment of £750 would have to
be exhausted hefore any additional subsidy
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would be pavable and therefore the subsidy
wouid be payable only to workers in re-
spect of the scale in connection with the
Mine Workers' Relief Fund. We have the
assurance of the Minister that that is noi
the position, and 1 therefore support the
second reading of the IBill,

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [82]:
When the Mine Workers' Relief Act was
before Parliament last year, 1 strongly op-
poused its provisions on three grounds. Iu
the first place, I objected to the workers he-
ing obliged to contribute one-third of their
own heuefits; sceondiy, [ objected to those
benefits being reduced and, thirdly, that we
did not know what the beneficiaries would
receive at the expiration of the time in-
volved in the payment of the compensation
of £750 in weekly payments or in a lump
sim. The member for Greenough (Mr. Pat-
rick) seems to know little or nothing about
the legislation. I fail to see eve to eye with
him in respeet of all he appears to view as
good in the Bill. The workers have suf-
fered beecause of the Mine Workers’ Relief
Act.  According to my reading of the mea-
sure, it means that three or four years
hence, when the henefits payable under the
Third Schedule of the Workers' Compensa-
tion Aet te men who were formerlvy pro-
vided for under the Miners’ I’hthisis Act,
which does not now apply, have lapsed, the
beneficiaries will not receive anvthing like
the amounts that would have been payable
under the old Act.

Mr. Patrick: Then you still attack the old
Act?

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes; I am consistent.
The memher for Greenough arguned that he-
cause gold at the moment has materially in-
ereased in value, the gold mining industry
should stand on its own legs. T agree, in
principle, with the argument that when the
amount, payvable for the product of industry
is in exeess of the cost of production, the
industry involved should stand on jts own
legs, but did the member for Greenough and
others interested in agriculture, adopt that
attitude and sce to it that the wheatgrowing
industry stood on its own legs and refused
to take concessions from the railways at a
time when 9s. a bushel was paid for the pro-
duct of their industry?

Mr. Patrick: At no time did T receive 9s.
a bushel for my wheat, so T cannot say.

AMr. Thorn: Perhaps the hon. member
himself did.
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AMr. MARSHALL: At least I attempt td
be consistent. When the gold mining indus-
try receives a fair reward for its product,
then I agree that it may be expected to stand
on its own feet. I want members of the
Opposition to be consistent and to adopt a
similar attitude when those they are alleged
to represent receive an excessive price for
their wheat. 1 merely draw attention to that
phase in order to indicate how inconsistent
some members really are. We will have an
opportunity to diseuss that phase when an-
other Bill is placed hefore us to-morrow
night. T still stand definitely opposed to the
parent Aect, but I can agree to support the
amendments that are included in the Bill
with one exeeption. It may be thai the Min-
ister will be able to correct me if I have
misinterpreted his remarks. The Bill is
fairly complicated and it requnires some study
to enable a member to appreciate what effect
it really will have on the parent Act. When
he moved the second reading of the Bill, the
Minister said that a slight penalty would be
imposed upon the beneficiary who might de-
sire to accept his compensation in a lump
sum. I want to ascertain what position is
likely to arise under the Bill, and 1 shall
state a supposititious case to the Minister, T
do not know whether it would be possible
under the Bill, but if what T suggest is cor-
rect, I desire to know from the Minisier if
it 15 in accordance with what he has in mind.
In quoting the instance, I will assume that
an individual who computes his benefits and
desires to aceept a lump sum in settlement
will get a 50 per cent. decision, That means
that if he is entitled to the full £750, his
payments will be cut down to £375. We
will say that he has already received £144
in weekly payments spread over six months,
If the amount were to continuc to be pay-
able at the rate of £3 10s. & week, without
compufing the benefifs with a view to settle-
ment on a lump sum basis, the full amount
would last the man for approximately four
years. At the erd o thei period, he would
then be able to transter to the benefifs avail-
able under the scale of payments by the
Mine Workers’ Relief Board. Should the
man, however, compute his benefits and se-
cure a 50 per cent. decision, that would mean
he wounld receive £375, of which £144 had
already been paid to him. That would leave
him with a balance of £231. The man would
probably desire to draw that amount with a
view to investigating it so as to make pro-
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vision for his wife, TUnlike the position
under the Miners’ Phthisis Act, wherein pro-
vision was made for a wife, the Aet we are
amending makes no such provision. There-
fore a married man would probably desire to
take the course of action I have indicated.
Whereas under the Miners' Phthisis Act if a
man died from tuberculosis, hiz wife would
be entitled to £2 a week; under the Minz
Workers’ Relief Aect, she would reeeive no-
thing. Let us assume that the man’s invest-
ment failed and within six months his £231
was gone and he had no income whatever.
If T interpret the provisions of the Bill cor-
rectly—this is the only objection I have to
the Bill itself—it would mean that the
worker would have to remain off the relief
for a period of more than nine months. As
I read the Bill, the Minister would say to
such a man, “As you have agreed to a lump
sum payment, you cannot go on the Mine
Workers’ Relief Fund until such fime as a
period will elapse as will be necessary for
the full £750 to be worked off at the rate of
£3 10s, a week.,” Tf that is the meaning of
the amending legislation, I do not agree
with it. It would be bad enough if the Min-
ister were to say that such a man should not
heecome entitled to the benefits of the Mine
Workers' Relief Fund until such titne had
elapsed as the amount of the money actually
to be reccived—in the case I have indicated
the amount was £231—had been wiped oft
ai the rate of £3 10s, a4 week. I ask the
Minister if that i1s what his Bill means.

The Minister for Mines: Partly and partly
not, because it would be impossible for a
man to gef a 50 per cent. decision.

Mr. MARSHALL: I shall not enter into
details. I am dealing with the princ¢iple in-
volved. If that iz the position, T ask the
Minister if he considers it fair.

The Minister for Mines: Personally I do.

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not, and I will
ask members who represent goldfields con-
stituencies whether they approve of it.

Mr. F. C. L. Smith: He gets his full com-
pensation, less the eapital value,

The Minister for Mines: It is impossible
to get a 50 per cent. decision under the Act.

Mr. MARSHALL: T do not say it is, but
I do contend that it is possible for 2 man
to compute his benefits and accept a lump
sum much below £750.

The Minister for Mines: It would be pos-
sible, but hardly probable.
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Mr. MARSHALL: That is what I am
afraid of; it could happen. The Minister
will have an opportunity of explaining the
position later on, I still adhere to my objec-
tion to the parent Act and while T will
support the second reading of the Bill, L
regard the amendments as reasonably good
ones to a particularly bad parent Aect.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
8. W. Mnnsie—Hannans—in reply [8.15]:
I thank members for the manner m
which they have received the Bill
Only two complaints have been made,
the first by the member for Brown
Hill-Ivanhoe (Mx. F. C. L. Smith)
regarding the empowering of the board te
increase the payment over and above the
£3 10s. a week in cases of hardship. T was
not asked by any party—hoard, mine owners
or unions—to de other than what I have pro-
vided in the amendment. When the parent
measure was before us, I analysed it fairly
securately in my second reading speech. 1
took seven points against the Bill and five
of them were rectified. It was thought that
the point regarding the payments had also
been rectified, but actually it was not. Under
the Workers’ Compensation Act, when a man
is drawing his £750, he is prohibited from
drawing a larger sum than £3 10s. per week,
regardless of his responsibilities. That is
the maximum he ean draw under the
Workers’ Compensation Aect and under this
measure. It was poinied out that & man
might have a large number of children under
16 vears of age and that considerable hard.
ship might he eaused. The man would be
withdrawn from the mines and not allowed
to follow his oecupation, but the most he
could receive to support his family would
be £3 10s. a week. I was asked that, if there
were dependants to earry the amount above
the £3 10s., the board should be empowered
to pay up to the basic wage to which the man
was enfifled when prohibited from working.
That is the object of the clause. The mem-
ber for Brown Hill-Ivanhoe used sound argn-
ment, but be could have used the same argu-
ment against the basic wage. I realise that
a man on 14s. 2d. is not as well off as a
man on 17s. 4d., but I do not feel dizsposed
te ask the taxpayers to allow the board to
rectify anomalies in the various grades of
the basic wage for the mining industry.
It is unfortunate for the man on the hasic
wage, but we cannol rectify it under this
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measure. Consequently the whole argument
of the member for Brown Hill-Ivanhoe counld
have heen successfully raised against the pre-
sent grading of the Arbitration Court for the
basic wage, hut not against this Bill. Whex
a man is drawing the £750 under the
Workers' compensation Act, and the board
consider it a ease of hardship owing to the
number of dependants, they may, under the
amendment, grant up to the amount of basie
wage. The only other argument against the
Bill was that raised by the member for
Murchison (Mr. Marshall} regarding lump
sum settlements. He quoted a supposititious
case that would be impossible under this
measure. Under the Workers’ Compensation
Aet a man might he unable to work and
might appeal for a settlement. Fe may go
before a board of doctors and the board may
say he is 50 per cent. incapacitated from a
disease specified in the Third Schedale of
the Act. Therefore he would he entitled to
only 50 per cent. of the workers’ compensa-
tion. That, however, cannot happen under
this measure, The only men who can come
under the Act are those suffering from T.B.,
from miners’ phthisis plus T.B, or from
miners’ phthisis advanced. In each and
every one of those cases there can he no 50
per cent. incapaeitation. Directly a man is
declared vnder the Aet, he is entitled to the
fall £750. If a man applies for a lump sum
settlement and it is granted, he can never
come back on to the funds of the board.
[ have provided in the amendment that if a
man applies for a lump sum settlement and
gets it—he cannot do so until he has received
compensation for six months, becanse it is
under the Workers’ Compensation Act—he
shall have the same right as has the em-
ployer to go to the eourt for a lump sum set-
tlement, and the only deduction that can be
made then is the capitalisation of the amount
over the period that it would have taken him
to draw it at the rate of half wages plus so
much for each child. T wish to discourage
to a certain extent applications for lump
sum seltlernents. I do that in the interests
of the men and particularly of their wives
and families. All men who receive lump
sum settlements may not use the money to
advantage. At the same time, I am snxions
te give a man the right to a lump sum set-
tlement when he is likely to use it to advan-
tnge. In thosze cireumstances, he has a right
to get it. The employer has the right to take
a man to court and compel him to aceept a
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lump sam settlement. When the amount is
exhausted, at the rate he was receiving, the
man is entitled to go on the relief fund, bui
if a man elects to take a lump sum settle-
ment, he caunot go on the fund. I wish to
give him the right to appeal for a lump sum
seftlement and then go on the fund when
he has exhausted the full £750 at the vate of
£3 10s. a week, or whatever amount he was
receiving. The 50 per cent. settlement can-
not happen under this measure. It could
happen under the Workers’ Compensation
Act. A case was brought to my notice at
Kalgoorlie recently. A man was certified
by the laboratory aunthorities to be suffering
from silicosis early, and that is not compen-
sable under the Workers' Compensation Aet.
He hecame so ill that he eould not work. Ha
revigited the laboratory recently and i
complaint was still certitied as silicosis early.
He conld not work, and decided to appeal fo
the comrt for workers’ compensation. The
insnrance eompany took the laboratory de-
cision that he was suffering from silicosis
early and desired to have the man’s dis-
ability assessed bhefore they would pay. He
went hefore a board of doctors who unani-
mously agreed that the man was tofally in-
capacitated by silicosis. On the board’s de-
eision, he i3 entitled to the full £750, but he
does not come under this measure. He wiil
bhe paid under the Workers' Compensation
Act in the ordinary way, That was an extra-
ordinary ease. I do not know whether the
laboratory authorities would still say he was
suffering from silicosis early., I was asked
why that man could not come under the
Mine Workers’ Relief Aet. The answer is
that T cannot serve him with a prohibition
notice. The only people who can be brought
mnder the Act are those suffering from T.B.,
T.B. with silicosis early or advanced, and
advanced silicosis. The rest come under the
Workers’ Compensation Act.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committlee.

Bil) passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopied.

House adjourned 8.30 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—BULK HANDLING.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE asked the Chief
Seeretary: Will he be good encugh to lay on
the Table the report concerning bulk band-
ling, compiled and presented by the depart-
mental committee?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: This
request will receive early consideration and
decision by the Government.

QUESTION—STATE EMPLOYEES.
As to finencial emergency reductions.

Hon. E. . HARRIS asked the Chief
Secretary: 1, When is it anticipated that the
Government will fulfil its promise to State
employees to restore all or any portion of
the 18 per cent. to 2214 per cent. of finan-
cial rmergency reduction in wages and/or
salaries? 2, How much of the money pro-
posed fo he collected by the passage of the
Financial Emergeney Assessment and Emer-

gency Tax Bills, now before Parliament, will

be utilised to relieve those employees?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
No such promise was ever made. 2, The
money reeeived from the Financial Emer.
gency Tax will be paid inte Consolidated
Revenue, and will be utilised by the Govern-
ment in the divections which they consider
to be the most important in the interests of
the State,

QUESTIONS (2)--NECESSITOUS
FARMERS.
As to Commonweulth Financial Relief Act.

Hon. I. CORXELL asked the Chief Secre-
Secretary: If it can be done, will the Chief
Secretary be good enough to furnish the



