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poultry producers I find they foo are in
agreement with the suggestion.

Hon, J. M. Macfarlane interjected.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: The hon. member is
raking up the decision of the Faull Court in
Victoria, but that decision will be very
quickly aliered by legislation. An amend-
ing Bill is being introduced. Some technieal
point was raised in conunection with the
Queensland Aet.  Advantage was taken of
that point; but, as I bave said, legislation
is being introdueced ito overcome the diffi-
eulty. T submit the Bill in the reasonable
hope that it will be passed. The conten-
tions part is that relating fo the poll for
the board, and this the producers are pre-
pared to aceept. Should members consider
other amendments desirable and necessary,
they will meet with my approval. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by the Chief Secretary, debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT—ROYAL SHOW.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W. H.

Kitson—West) [8.19]: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Thursday, the 5th October.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 8.19 p.m.

e —————T—
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

BILL--ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Introduced by My. Marshall and read a
first time.

BILL—TRAMWAYS PURCHASE ACT
AMENDMENT,

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

BILL—INCREASE OF RENT (WAR
RESTRICTIONS).

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX.
Second Reading,

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willcock—
Gleraldton) [4.36] in moving the seeond
reading said: This is the usual annnal Bill
that fixes the rates of land tax and income
tax for the current financial year. The rates
are the same as those levied last year and
for several years past, except that the rebate
of 20 per cent. on income tax that has been
allowed for some years has been reduced to
10 per cent. The necessity for this redue-
tion in the rebate was fully explained to the
House when 1 introduced the Budget on
Thursday last. The Government eonsiders
that this is the fairest and most equitable
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way of rasing the desired amount of extra
taxafion. It is not reasonable to continue
the whole of the rebate while taxpayers on
low incomes are subject to the finaneial
emergeney tax, which is an infinitely less
equitable form of taxation. Apari from
this alteration, the rates of taxation set out
in the Schedule do not differ from those of
recent years. Collections last year were as
follows:—Land tax, £115229; income tax,
£741,178. The estimate for the present year
is as follows:—Land tax, £112,500; income
tax, £750,000. The decline of £2,729 in
land tax is anticipated becaunse last year's
colleetions inelude sums outstanding, which
position will not arise this year. The altera-
tion to the rebate of income tax is expected
10 return an extra £35000, which will
slightly more than offset the loss in reeeipts
we expect to suffer because of the lower
incomes earned last year on which assess-
ments will be made this year. I do net
consider 1t necessary to diseuss the Bill any
further, as a similar measure has been
hefore the House for about 30 years, and all
:members ave aware of the principles under-
Jying it. I move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. C. G, Latham, debat:
adjourned.

BILL~--FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX.
Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willeoek—
Geraldton) [4.33] in moving the seeond
reading said: This is the annual measuare
regquired to fix the rates of financial emer-
gency tax. As announced in the Budget,
there is a small alteration in the rates pre-
seribed last year. A reduction of 1d. in the
pound will be made in the tax on those
people with dependants who are in the two
lowest grades. The existing tax of 4d. in
‘the pound on earnings up to £5 per week
-will be reduced to 3d., and the tax of 5d.

.~ _4n the pound on earnings up to £6 10s. per

-weck will be reduced to 4d. The only other
difference s that the commencing figure
for people with dependants will be altered
from £4 2s. to £4 3s. This is in gonformity
with the poliecy consistently followed since
1933 to exempt from the tax people on the
‘hasie wage and with dependants. Each year
as the basiec wage has risen the exemption
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figure for the purposes of this tax has fol.
lowed it. The metropolitan basic wage is
now £4 2s. 2d. so that the exemption is sei
down in the Bill at €4 3s. That is the ap-
proximate figure for an annual income of
£216. Last year the collections of financial
emergency tax amounted to £1,214,695, and
the estimate for this year is £1,140,000. Of
the cstimated reduetion, £35,000 is ac.
counted for by the remission of a penny ir
the pound on the incomes of the two lower
grades. The balance is due to lower incomes
on which the tax is levied. A fairly con-
siderable proportion of the finanecial emer-
gency tax is collected from persons wha
have an annual income, When they put ir
their returns, they are assessed on their
incomes and also as to their proportion of
the financial emergeney tax, whiech is not
collected in the ordinary way by weekly in-
stalments. I explained when delivering the
Budget that the Government again intends
te bring down a Bill to amalgamate the in-
come tax and financial emergeasy tax, and
collect the whole revenue by means of a
properly graduated income tax. Provigion
will be made in that measure for dedue-
tions of emergency tax from salaries and
wages to ccase when the new legislation
comes into force. Meanwhile 1t 18 necessary
to continue the financial emergency tax in
order to provide the (Government with the
necessary revenue. Most people know, to
their cost, of the existence of this tax, and
thoroughly understand its general prin.
ciples. I do not know that any taxing
measure is so well understood by everyone
in the community as is this one.

Hon, €. G. Latham: You ought to leave
well alone.

Mr. Sampson: This is the tax that was
to be temporary,

The PREMIER: The hon. member may
live in hope.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Was that not before
the election?

The PREMIER: No.- The hon. métmbér
will have an opportunity shortly of discuss-
ing that matter. I do not know that it is
necessary for me to add any more to what
I have said, for everyors knows about this
tax. I move—

That the Bill he now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. C. G. Latham, debate
adjourned.
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BILL—-FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon, J. C. Willeock—
Geraldton) [4.45] in moving the second
reading said: This is a short Bill to give
effect to the poliey I have outlined in con-
neetion with the exemption from paymeats
of financial emergeney tax of people with
dependants in receipt of the basic wage or
less. It provides that the exemption shall
be £4 3s. instead of £4 25, as was the ease
last year. This will bring the exemption
jnto conformity with the basic wage in the
metropolitan area, and is the only purpose
of the Bill. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. C. G. Latham, debate
adjourned.

BILL—--DEATH DUTIES (TAXING)
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willeock—
Geraldton) [4.46] in moving the second
reading said: When delivering the Budget,
T stated that the Government proposed to
introdnee legmslation to increase certain rafes
of probate duty. The purpose of this Bill
is to give effcet to that proposal. The
death duties in Western Australia are the
lowest in the Commonwealth, and are also
lower than those in New Zealand. The
duties at present levied are fixed by the Aet
of 1903. The maximum rates of duty in
the various States are as follows:—

Widow and

Children. Strangers,

per cent.  per eent.
South Australia 174 20
Victoria .. .. 10 10
New South Wales .. 25 25
Queensland .. .. 20 25
Tasmania . . 1214 15
New Zealand .. 30 30
Western Australia .. 3 10

I wish to be fair to New Zealand. In Aus-
tralia probate duties are levied hy the Com-
monwealth Government as well as by State
Governments, whereas in New Zealand only
one probate duty is levied by the Dominion
Government on all estates. That will ex-
plain the rate of 30 per cent. In Western
Australia, as T have shown, the maximum
rate in the case of widows and children is
5 per cent., and in the ease of strangers
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(persons ountside the family) it is 10 per
cent., which is much below the higher rates
elsewhere. I noticed in the Press recently
that the Premier and Treasurer of New
South Wales stated he was budgeting this
year for an additional £400,000 to be de-
rived from extra imposts in connection
with probate duty.

Mr. Raphael: I suppose he expects a
few bombs to be dropped around.

The PREMIER: No. He ezpects to re-
ceive that amount over and shove the total
from the rate now imposed. Our maximum
rates are about half the average rates that
now apply in the other States. The Com-
monwealth Grants Commission has com-
mented on this disparity, which redunces the
severity of our State taxation, and conse-
quently means a deerease in the amount of
the grant paid to us by the Commonwealth
Government.

Hon. N. Keenan: To which paragraph of
the Commission’s report are you referring?

The PREMIER : T ean give the hon. mem-
ber the appropriate reference later. The
Commission offers general criticism with re-
gard to State taxation, and quite rightly has
drawn atfention to the different aspects of
taxation levied by the States, with e view to
abtaining a better perspective of the whole
position.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I thought the grant
was a question of the needs of the States
rather than anything else.

The PREMIER : If the States have needs,
and make no effort to overcome those needs,
they must be penalised. We are penalised
now hecause of what is termed “the severity
of taxation” in Western Australia. The
Commission said it conld not recommend to
the Commonwealth Government that grants
be paid to the smaller States that levied
taxation on rates lower than those in other
States. That being so, in view of the needa
to which the TLeader of the Opposition re-
ferred, the least the claimant State cuuld
do was to impose taxation of a severity sim-
lar to that operating in other States. Fail-
ing that, the claimant State would not receive
a like degree of assistance. At any rate,
the State will suffer a severe reduction in
the grant authorised by the Commission.
There is no legitimate reason why our rates
of probate duty should be so low compared
with those applying in the other States, and
the alterations I propose will not only return
extra revenue estimated at £35,000, but will
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bave a beneficial effect on cur future Com-
monwealth disabilities grant. The maxi-
mumn duty at present levied in Western Aus-
tralia is 10 per cent. on an estate of a value
of over £20,000, The Bill provides for the
rate to be increased by one-half per cent. in
respect of every £5,000 by which the total
value exceeds £20,000, with a maximum rate
of 20 per cent. on estates valued at over
£120,000.

Hion. C. G. Latham: The probate rate will
be 10 per eent. on the estates of the lower
value,

The PREMIER: That will be the rate
when the estate is valued at between £20,000
and £25,000. The probate duty inereases
at the rate of one-half per cent. for every
additional £5,000 in value above £20,000.
Thus the probate duty will be ten per eent.
when the estate is valued in excess of £20,000
and if the value is more than £25,000 the
rate will be 10% per cent.; if the estate is
valued at more than £30,000, it will be 11
per cent., and so on until the maximum of
20 per ¢ent- is reached on estates valued at
over £120,000. At present half rates of
duty are chargeable to the widower or
widow, parent or issue resident in Western
Australia, with a maximum of five per cent.
irrespeetive of the value of the estate. The
proposal in the Bill is to alter that arrange-
ment by allowing half rates of duty up to
a maximum of £4,500, and any amount above
this fizure will pay full rates of duty. In
the other States the reduced rates apply to

the following figures:— .
New South Wales 5,000
Victoria ‘._’,000
Queensland 5,000
South Australia 2,000
Tasmania .- 2 000

The figure of £4,500 prowded in the Bill
represents a dividing line in our seale of
rates for probate duty and that is the appro-
priate point at which the concession rates
will stop. I wish to make the point elear
that the Bill in no way affects any estate
of a value less than £4,500.

Hon. C. ¢. TLatham: The raté does not™

operate until the estate is worth over £4,500.

The PREMIER: Yes. For estates between
£4,500 and £20,000, the rates are unaltered
except that the Bill seeks to dispense with
the present concession of half rates to
widows and children. For estates over
£70,000 in valne, the scale of rates is ex-
tended by one-half per cent. for every

98:

£5,000, to a maximum of 20 per eent. o
estates over £120,000. The Bill does nol
effect much alteration and does not apply
to small estates at all. I think hon member:
now have a clear congeption of what the
measure means and I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr, Willmott, debate ad
Jjourned.

BILL—ADMINISTRATION AQT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willcock—
Geraldton) [450) in moving the seconc
reading said: This measure is complement
ary to the Bill T have just placed befor
members. Section 98 of the Administratio
Act provides that where heneflcial interes
passes to parcnt, issue, hushand, wife an
issue of husband or wife, probate duty shal
be calenlated at half rates. In accordane
with the proposals I have already ontline
to the House, the Biil I am dealing with nov
contains an amendment to Section 98 t
provide that it shall not apply where th
total value of the estate exeeeds £4,500.
wish to inform members that although th
Administration Aet and all its subsequen
amendinenis have been re-printed with th
seation numbers altered, the re-print has no
been included in any sessional volume o
statutes. Should any member desire t
refer to the original Aet he will find that th
appropriate section is Seetion 39 of A«
No. 28 of 1934, as it appears in the 193
volume of statutes. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Willmott, dehate a¢
journed.

BILL—DAIRY INDUSTRY ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTUR,
{Ilon. F. J. 5. Wise—Gascoyne) [4.57] 1
inoving the second reading said: The ol
jeet of the Bill is to effect certain improve
ments in the dairying industry and th
quality of dairy produets, Dairying 1
Western Australia, as elsewhere througl
out the Commonwealth, is impertant an
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has become one of the key industries of
Australia. The reeord of progress in this
State during the few years of development
has certainly been very creditable. Com-
monwealth statistics demonstrate the greal
imporianee of the industry. Over £300,000,-
000 has been invesied in dairy farms, stock
and equipment, and the value of factories
and lands, buildings and so on associated
with the industry has been stated at ap-
proximately £6,000,000. The annual wages
puid exceed £1,500,000 and recent fgures
show that over 500,000 people are main-
tained in the dairying industry throughout
the Commonwealth. The development of
the industry in Weslern Australia has been
remarkably rapid. In 192425 only about
740 tons of butter were produced here,
whereas last year’s production exceeded
the consnmption by more than the total
production for 1924-25. The necessity has
arisen for butter imports mainly becanse
the time of produetion here has not been
coincidental with the period of the
maximom demand.  Storage has been
resorted to with a view to making pro-
vision for requirements and definife pro-
gress has been made in that direction.
In addition to supplies required for
local consumption and for storage pur-
poses, the export of a certain quantity of
butter has been necessary. The totsl value
of that commodity produced in Western
Australia last year was £1,127,000, and the
imports last year were 550,000 Ibs. less
than the imports for the preceding year;
s0 that we are making definite progress.
The total value of butter imported into the
State last year was £149,250, whereas, as
members are well aware, the figure until
very recent years was much over £500,000
per annum. The growth of the industry is
very well shown by the increase in the
number of dairy eattle in the State. Tn the
year I have previously nuoted, 1924-25,
there were oniy 60,000 dairy cattle in the
State, that iz, milking and dry cows. The
figure is now over 128,000.

The history of the Dairy Industry Act
te which this Bill applies and which it
secks to amend, is that it is almost a re-
plica of the Dairying Industry Aet passed
years ago in New South Wales. It was
ahout 1919 or 1920t when the Supervisor of
Duirying was appointed in this State; and
when he came—as those who were asso-

New Zealand and other countries.
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viated with the industry and those who
were members of the House at the time
know——conditions were rather desperate.
The produet was second rate, and that is
complimenting it; generally the industry
was nporganised, The new supervisor, in
an endeavonr to organise the industry, real-
ised that legislation had to be introduced
in this State, and the Dairying Industry
Act of New South Wales was enacted al-
most word for word. We have not amended
it in the way in which it has been amended
in other States, and this Bill, ineorporating
some improvements to the Dairying In-
dustry Act of New South Wales, really
seeks lo introduce practices here which
have been approved in the other Btaies,
The-
amendinents I suggest should, I think, be
regarded by hon. members in the light of
an endeavour to bewefit the industry and
to ecarry into elfect the intentions of the
originali Act. The amendments are all de-
signed to follow current and suceessful
practices in the industry in the other
States.

The dairving industry—particularly the
production of butterfat—varies, insofar as
the producer is concerned, from any other
indostry, Dbecanse the producer has an
interest in his product until the complete
artiele is manufactured. It is unlike wool,
the grower of which is not particularly in-
terested in the suit of clothes that is made
from it. The producer of buiterfat is in-
terested in the actusl receipts from the com-
modity after it is finally marketed. After
allowing for cost of transport and manufac-
ture, he actually receives the bhalanee as
payment for his butterfat. This industry is
therefore on an entirely different basis fromt
other primary produacing indastries. where
the interest in the commodity ceases almost
immediately it leaves the producer’s pro-
pertv. Manufacturers of butterfat do not
buy it from the farmers, the reason being
fairly obvious. In the first place, unless a
guarantee of quality could be given in con-
nection with so perishable a ecommodity and
one sop suseeptible to contamination. the
risk would be too great for the manufacturer.
What veally bappens is that the manufac-
turers, the people who treat the produet,
convert it inte butter and place it on the
market, are actually intermediaries in the
industry. The farmer pays the cost of
manufacture and all other incidental costs.
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Obviously, thercfore, the manufacture must
he placed on a basis of ceonomy, on such a
hasis that will give the producer, without
inereasing the eost to the consumer, the best
possibte return. Quality i1s the keynote of
-dairy produets; and it is necessary to insisi
that the good work whieh has been done to
build up the industry in the State should
«continue, heeause the strides made in recent
vears in the quality of this commodity have
been remavkable. The fact that butter 1s
palatable or unpalatable of course affects its
sales, and this is an incentive for manufac-
turers fo produce an article of the highest
possible quality. In addition to the demand
for home consumption, it is encutnbent on
us to produce the highest quality butter for
export, because only an article that it 1s
possible to store for long periods is snitable
for the export market, and that market 1s
becoming very important to us. The posst-
bility of inereasing our exports depends on
the quality of the produce, and the ameud-
ments that the Bill endeavours to place in
the parent Act are aimed at two funda-
mentals, firstly, to secure a fair share
of the gross proceeds for the farmer and at
the same time protect the manufacturer;
and, secondly, based on the experience of
other eountries and States and adjusted for
local conditions, to ensure that the highest
possible quality produet is available for Yocal
-consumption and export.

Loegislation in all countrics dealing with
the striet supervision, manufacture and sale
of this product, is remarkably uniform. It
matters not  whether such legislation is
Danish, American, New Zealand or that of
the other States of Australia. There is uni-
Formity tn the provisions for controlling,
hygicne, grading, testing and general sanita-
tion in the industry. Under the heading I
have mentioned of economic production and
effecting economies within the industry, the
Bill aims fustly at the registration of fae-
tories and seeondly at conditions governing
the transport of eream. Conditions govern-
ing the transport of cream, in addition to
effecting cconomy in the industry, will quite
wobvipusly affect the quality of the product
-which, as I have mentioned, is so hinportant.
The general move in the butter indusiry of
other countries—very sueeessful countries in
‘butter production—is to reduce the number
of factories, to insist thai not only the best
possible machinery is installed in them and
the best factory practice adopted, but that—
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particularly where seasonal eircmmstances
cause terrific variation in prodnction—costs
of overheads and of manufncture should be
reduced to an absolute minimum. That ap-
plies particularly to Western Awnstralia,
where in the snmmer months some alleged
dairy farmners almost go out of business.
They turn their cows ont and make no pre-
tence of milking them during summer
months, Where such seasonal eonditions
prevail, it is necessary to effect the greatest
possible economy in the cost of factories and
in the number of factorie: operating  This
practice hns heen in vogue in Queensland
and in New Zealand for several years, with
the result that a great improvement has
followed thera.

Power is sought in the Bill to cancel
liecenses in respeet of proseeutions affecting
the grading, the payment for butterfat on
a partieular basis, and the mixing of eream.
The cxisting law does not give power to
eancel a license. In the ease of registration
of factories, the Bill will apply to new pre-
mises only. Serious diffienlty has been ex-
perieneed owing to the evasion by some
manufacturers of certain necessary provi-
sions of the Dairy Industry Aect. In incor-
porating n provision to cancel licenses, we
shall not affect at all the manufacturer who
is playing the game, but we shall certainly
put an end to questionable praetices at pre-
sent oxisting in the industry.

In sceking to obtain eentrol of transport,
we are endeavouring to overcome the present
system whereby the factories pay all {rans-
port eosts, whether they be cconomieal or
not, and whether or not there is serious
overlapping of transport routes. At pre-
sont no regard at all is paid to the distriel
or the distanee from which cream supplies
are drawn. To-day on one eream route four
or five vechicles may be carting cream tn
four or five factories. Some of the vehieles
run half-full, others earry only a few cans.
All that is a tax upon the industry, BE=-
amples ean be given of cream that is eol-
leeted and transported past four or five
factories hefore it reaches its destinatioa.
The farmer, whether he lives within ten
miles or one hundred miles of the factory,
is paying cxactly the same rate for the
transport of his produet as does the farmer
who is foolish enotngh to send his cream
past four or five factories. It does not
affect the farmer, becanse the manufacturer
takes charge of the transport for him and
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merely pays him his butterfat price, less
manufacturing costs and average transport
vosts. Therefore, it has become nobody's
business, But when we realise that the pre-
sent average cost of transporting eream is
threc-farthings to a penny per 1b. for but-
terfat, it is obvious that some control is
necessary in the prescribing of transport
routes and in insisting that a new system be
introdueed. There is no provision in the
Bill to prevent any farmer so desiring from
carting his own eream. Provision is made
to meet any emergency such as flooded roads
or breakdown; there will he no hardship in
that respect,

Mr, McLarty: Mav the farmer supply any
factory he wishes?

The MINISTER ¥OR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. We realise that an overlapping of
routes is necessary. Where three or four
heavily-laden vehicles ave required on a
route, or where overlapping is in the inter-
ests of the industry, that iz provided for and
can easily be arranged. One provision in
the Bill deals with the deviation of eream.
The member for Murray-Wellington just
asked whether a farmer would be permitted
to supply any factory. He may, but a
farmer snpplying eream to one factory must
give 28 days’ notice of his intention to trans-
fer to another faetory.

Mr. J. H. Smith: I know many farmers
who supply two factories.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURY:
That is s0. Usually, when a farmer sup-
plies two factories, the consignments are
split; the farmer is not changing from ona
factory to another. This lemiglation is
aimed at improving quality. Generally it
is to the earcless man, whose eream is graded
second, who supplies eream of poor quality
and hecomes dissatisfied with the fnctory ta
which he has heen delivering, that an induce-
ment is held out to supply a factory which
might he a hundred miles away. The in-
duecement is an assurance that the farmer
will be paid for first quality cream if he
supplies that factory. In practice we have
found that officers of the dairying branch
have great difficulty in sceuring an improve-
ment in the conditions on a farm because
the farmer can produce slips from the fae-
tory showing that his eream has been ¢lassi-
fied as first grade, though it is obvious to
ihe inspector that under such conditions the
man cannot produce cream of that grade.
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Therefore it is very necessary that the
olticers should have an opportunity to clean
up this diffiecnlty and generally improve the
quality of the product.

A desire to change from one factory to
another arizes from one of two reasons. Per-
haps one factory is paying a price legiti-
mately higher than is another factory, and
of course there would be no objection to a
farmer’s sending his ercam to the factory
offering the higher price. The other reason
for changing would be that the farmer was
heing paid 2 low price for poor quality
cream, and because of propaganda, he is
indueed to send his product to another
factory, and thus changes month by month
from one factory to another. This is not
in the best interests of the industry. On
the manufacturing side, the position is more
serions. The mavufaciurer who pays the
highest price for a seeond-grade ecream
mixes the second-grade with the first-grade
and, because of that process, turns out an
article that is not first-class. When the
butter made from such eream leaves the
churn, provided the manufacturer has a
ready sale locally for the eommeodity, he is
able to ‘““get away’’ with it. This legisla-
tion iz designed to put an end to that prac-
tice; we aim at prohibiting & factory from
paying the top price for <etond-grade
cream and at preventing the mixing of
choice and second-grade cream.

In all countries where the dairying in-
dustry has become a factor, particularly of
export importance, the result has been
achieved by rigidly controlling the grading
of cream, In view of the strides being
made by the industry in this State and the
improvement in the quality of the pro-
fluet, we ave hoping that when this measure
is incorporated in the Act, we shall be able
to cffeet further improvements. Recently I
had a conversation with the Queensland
Minister for Agriculture. This provision
has operated in the northern State for a
year or two, and whereas 25 per cent. of
the cream of Quneensland was referred to as
roving ercam—changing from one factory
to another, not affecting the output of any
factory, but veally an attempt to evade
proper dairy sanitation and grading—to-
day only about 1 per eent. of the Queens-
land production changes from factory to
factory month by month, and the quality
of the ouwt-turn has been improved tre-
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mendously, That indieates what we aim at
achieving here. If we consider the history
of the industry in Queensland, we must
admit that many of the reforms instituted
there are worthy of being adopted here.

Last year Queensland exported over
2,000,000 boxes of butter——a record for any
State of the Commonwealth. The estimated
quantity to he exported this year is
2,300,000 boxes. The dairyving industrv has
heecome to Queensland of greater import-
ance than even the wool industry. Those
are large fignres; the progress year by year
has been marked. Exports from Queensland
this year will be 200,000 hoxes more than
the quantity shipped last year. That is a
tribute to the methods adopted ir Queens-
Iand, and this fact is emphasised by the
knowledge that Queensland, in spite of her
large export, has only .27 per cent. of
pastry butifer. There is another State—I
shall not name it—which in its exporis has
28.7 per cent, of pastry butter. Yet Queens-
land, with its large export of over 2,000,
000 boxes, has a shade over one-quarter of
1 per cent. of pasiry butter. Another State,
where the methods are not quite the same,
exported 28.8 per eent. of pastry quality.
The Queensland dairy cheque this year will
be about €10,000,000, which amount iz in
exeess of the value of its wool production.

The growth of the industry in Queens-
land is remarkable, but I believe that many
of us will live to see an almost equally sat-
tsfoctory expansion in this State. The in-
ereased produetion in the Sonth-West and
the fact that we know so much more about
that territory—as well as the methods that
ought to be applied to it—than we knew
a decade ago indicates that we should
achieve in a few vears the goal that Queens-
land has already wrcached. Whoever is
Treasurer of the State at that time will
doubtless be very pleased if our dairying
industry reaches anything like the propor-
tions of that of Queensland.

The Bill provides that a farmer must
give 2B days’ notice bhefore changing his
factory, and a copy of the notiee must be
sent to the department. This will afford
officers of the department an opportunity
to correct any fault, I learn that many
farmners in Queensland, after having given
notice of their intention to change from
one factory to another, have been enabled
so to improve the conditions of production
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within the 28 days that the change has not
heen made.

A new principle is introduced by the
proposal to establish a fund to be known
as the Dairy Produee Improvement Fund.
Pavients to the fund arve to be made by

the  farmers  themselves, I wish
to make clear that all the improve-
ments  songht under this  Bill will
not affeet the price of the commodity.

That is a very important point. All the
charees and economies will work back; the
eain will accrue to the farmer by ceonomies
in his transport and by added returns be-
eause of the uplift in quality. The only
effect this can have on the consumer is that
if the quality is markedly improved, more
butter will be consumed by those who can
afford it, which will be to the advantage of
the industry. The difference lbetween the
prineiple of this proposed fund and present-
day practice can be cxplained in a few
words. Tt is a responsibility of the Govern-
ment to the general taxpayer and to the
ecommunity generally to supervise and con-
trol the industry to the greatest possible
extent by utilising experienced officers to
derl with the major difficulties of produe-
tion and manufacture. All such benefits
advantage the whole of the community, but
what we are aiming at by this measure is to
benefit the farmer himself, The idca is that
a maximum levy of 1d. in the £1—in other
words, one two-hundred-and-forticth part of
the total value of the product—will he paid
into a fund, which will be used foxr the em-
ploxment of dairy instructors under the
Act. Before the farmer veeeives the final
payment for his product, there witl be de-
ducted from his cheque a sum equal to not
more than 1d. in the £1. Butter fat is
1s. 4d. a 1b,, and members can work out the
amount Ffor themselves. It will mean a
rmaximum levy of one-fifteenth of one
penny per Ib. To the farmer, it will
represent a very small tax, almost wun-
noticeahle, but hecause of the volume of
our production, it will give ns a fund suf-
ficient to finance the cmployment of four
additionn] inspectors to deal partieularly
with dairy sanitation, improvement of
quality, cheek grading, and genceally the
improvements enumerated in the Bill,

AMr. MceLarty: How much do you cstimate
will be eollected?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Our total production is valued at about
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£1,127,000, but that amount includes the
value of farm butter produced. Still, the
fund, according to the officers of the depart-
ment, will be sufficient to enable us to em-
ploy four inspeetors, Provision has becn
made in the Bill to prevent any eriticism on
the ground of accumulation of funds. Afier
consultation with the Superintendent of
Dairying over the week end and before the
final draft of the Bill was approved, I
decmed necessary the inclusion of a pro-
vision that would obviate any fear of eriti-
¢ism on the score of amassing or accumulat-
ing money in the fund. This has been done
by limiting the amount in the fund to £1,000.
The levies will be dedncted monthly and
paid into the fund, so that while buiter
production continues and this amend-
ment applies, the money will be available.
There is no reason to accumulate more than
immediately visible requirements. So we
have provided that the fund shall not be
more than £1,000 at a time. If it does ex-
ceed that amount, the provision for pay-
ment shall cease. The speeial trust ae-
count will he eontrolled by the Minister,
and the Bill makes provision that it will
not he possible to pay officers at present
employed under the Act out of this partien-
lar fund. Members will notiee that the Bill
lays down that officers now rightfully em-
ployed by the Government in the interests
of the industry shall not, and eannot, he
paid ount of this trust fund. I have ex-
plained that the method of colleetion is
simple. At specified periods, monthly or
three-monthly according to the particular
eircumstances of the supply, factory man-
agers will pay into the trust fund the
amounts so eollected. We holieve there will
be almost immediately a general improve-
ment in the quality of the product which
has become so important to Western Ans-
tralin. Tt 1s our intention to appoint four
competent oflicers as soon as possible,

We anticipnte that some people who are
not playing the game in the industry will
sec certain  objections to this legislation.
We have anticipated their objections. We
already know what they will be. However,
T am sure that any member of the House
who will impartiatly analyse the provisions
proposed to be incorporated in the Act will
approve of them. T have mueh pleasure in
moving—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

On motion by Mr. MclLarty, debate ad-
journed,

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—WORKERS’ COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reuding.
Debate resumed from the 28th September.

MR. WATTS (Katanning) [53.32]: On
a couple of previous occasions when amend-
ments to the parent Act have been brought
down by the Minister, at least substantial
parts of the measures which he produced
were considered worthy of the support of
both sides of the House. I regret to say
that on this occasion I cannot view the
measure as eoming in that category. The
greater part of the Bill is directed maiply
at inereasing the work te he done by in-
surers in regard to giving policies of in-
surance to employers to cover their workers
against injury. Whilst I admit that there
is some neeessity for policing the compul-
sory provisions of Secetion 10 of the Act,
which are now, after a very long and quite
unneeessary period, to be of some foree and
effeet so far as the Act is concerned, the
proposals of the Bill, at any rate to a con-
siderable extent, zo mueh too far. I would
he guite prepared to agree—and to that end
I shall support the second reading of the
Bill—to the proposal for the vesting in
some person, power to ask employers to
produce their policies or eover nates. Be-
yond that T really see no necessity for the
Bill.

As to the proposal to cause incorporated
insuranee offices to prepare lists of em-
ployers and employees and the other in-
formation contained in proposed new Sec-
tion 10b, the effect would be greatly to in-
crease the work which has to he done i
insuranece offices, with no ncecessary returm
as reeards ability of the depariment to
police the Act. Tt is highly necessary in
this country just at present to take any
action we can for the purpose of prevent-
ing premiums and the cost to indusiry of
workers’ compensation from rising. A re-
forence to that aspect is made in the repert
of the Commonwealth Grants Commission.
If we are to take the reports of the Com-
mission as of econsiderable value in cases
where it heeomes necessary to inerease taxa-
tion, then T sunggest they should he ae-
cepted as of equal value in regard to their
observations on workers’ compensation and
the cost of that insurance in this State. T
refer to page 57 of the report, as follows:—

Our investigation of the provisions of the
Workers’ Compensation Act of Western Aus-
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tralia leads us to conclude that the benefits
conferred are on a much higher seale than
those of the other States—

1 admit that this is good policy, and I do
not complain up to that point. 1 must read
more of the report in orvder to state my
case.

—and that this imposes a charge upon

industry proportionately much greater than
that imposed by corresponding Acts upon
dompetitors in the other States of the Com-
monwealth. The liberality of the Western
Australian Aect in comparison with the Vie-
torian Act is shown by a comparison of the
premiums charged in each industry to insnre
workers. The rates are on the average twice
as high as in Vietoria. . . . .
The report goes on to admit that rates may
be higher partly on account of additional
claims dune to the provisions of the Aect
itself, but it adds that there is little pros-
pect of an inerease of secondnry industries
in Western Australia unless some of the
charges npon those industries, imposed by
statute and otherwise, are reduced. Accord-
ingly there is no occasion whatever to enter
to-day into any proposition likely even in
a small degrec to inerease the burden upon
industry. The Minister is well aware that
he is using such efforts as he ean to enlarge
secondary industry in Western Australia. 1
commend him for his efforts.

The proposals of new Scction 10bh are, in
my opinion, unlikely to assist in the polie-
ing of the Act to any greater extent than
the powers of the suggested inspector, or
whatever the officer may be ealled, undor
an earlier part of the measure. However,
the powers are to be inereased considerably,
as must be apparent from a careful perusal
of them; and the work that will have to be
done in insurance oflices, and the returns
that will have to be made, and the persons
who will have to be employed—either ad-
ditional persons, or those now engaged on
overtime work, to do what is required—mnust
ingrease largely. The only possibility aris-
ing out of this is increase of the cost to
industry. I has been suggested to me that
the real idea underlving the proposal is to
give an opportunity for these eoncerned in
the operation of industrial unions to know
more about the business of employers wha
have to take out workers’ compensation
policies, I am disinclined to believe that
that intention does lie behind the measure.

The Premier: Then why mention it?

Mr. WATTS: I may point out that many
people who have considered this legislation
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entertain that suspieion, as is evident from
the fact that four or tive of them have
vaiced it to me since last Thursday. I have
replied to them that I am disinclined fo
hold that view; but the Minister may have
te mect that cootention in another place.
Forewarned ts forearmed, and possibly the
suggestion is worthy of his consideration. I
have furnished the Minister with some
amendments I have in mind regarding this
matter. I do not think the greater part
of the Bill will assist much. I am prepared
to give the Minister the power he wants of
inspection over employers to see that they
have policics in force. That is under the
earlier part of the Bill, With the other
reservations I have made. I shall support
the second reading.

MR, McDONALD (West Perth) [5.41]+
I propose to support the second reading of
the Bill. Parliament has decided to imple-
nient the seetion by which insurance of this
kind is made compulsory. It is done by
Seetion 10 of the Act, which is expressed in
very bald terms, simply setting out the
principle. T appreciate that some measure
of inspection is neecessary to enable the
operations of the section to be policed. It
is not unreasonable, as proposed by the
earlier part of the Bill, that inspectors—who
are sworn to secreecy—should he able to in-
vestigate cmployers and ascertain whether
the employees are covered by the necessary
insurance. In that respect 1 have felt some
concern at the comprehensive nature of the
clause. The provisions in the Bill appear to
me possibly to go rather beyond what is re-
quircd for the purposes of inspection. The
inspector is entitled to require the produc-
tion of nol only policies or contrasts of in-
surance but any hooks, accounts, registers,
records, doecuments or writings which are
kept by or in the custody of any ineor-
porated insurance company and which re-
late to the insurance of employees by em-
ployers under the provisions of Section 10
of the Act. The variety of documents and
records to which the inspector has the right
to resort appears large. I shall return to
that aspect in a moment.

The second portion of the Bill refers to:
information being obtained by the inspector
from the insurance company. I have no
great objection to the insurance companies
being ealled upon to give necessary informa-
tion, but here again I am not satisfied com-
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etely that the powers of the inspector are
not greater than should be required for the
purposes of his office. I have been rather
disturbed by the proposal of the Bill that
every year the insuranee companies should
make out and furnish to the departmoent re-
turns not only of the names, addresses,
oreupations and other partieviars of the
employers but also of the names, addresses,
occupations and other particulars of all the
employees who are covered by insurance.
According to the census of 1933, it would
mean that every year the insuranee eom-
panies would need to make out lists contain-
ing approximately 130,000 names. Those
would be for the names, addresses and ocen-
pations, and, as the Bill says, “particulars.”
Tn 1933 employment was at a low ebb, com-
paratively; and probably if we took corres-
ponding figures to-day it would mean that
there would need to be recorded and sent in
every year, under the Bill, perhaps 140,000
full names, oceupations, addresses and par-
ticnlars. That is an extensive job. My at-
tention, like that of the member for Katan-
ning {Mr. Watts), has heen attracted to the
remarks of the Commonweaith Grants Com-
missioners concerning the bandieap of
workers’ compensation insurance costs in the
establishment of industries in Western Aus-
tralia, and in the competition of our indus-
tries with industries established in the other
States. Some figures were given in the re-
port as to the comparative cost per head of
workers’ compensation in this State and in
the Eastern States. Speaking from recol-
lection, I think it costs Western Australia
10s, 11d. per head for workers’ compensa-
tion—the Minister will correet me if my
recolleetion is wrong. A comparative list
has shown that in this State we stood far
above the costs in any other State and the
costs in New Zealand for workers’ compensa-
tion. The line went down in a steep spiral
from the Western Australian figure uniil in
some States the eost per head was a mere
fraction, something like & quarter or a third,
of the cost per head here. While I support
adequate benefits and protection of workers
against aceident, I do feel that Parliament
can easily place on the eompanies an addi-
tinnal hurden which will mean inereased cost
in workers’ insuranee. The f{otal ecost,
naturally, is made up of claims and ad-
ministrative costs, plus any profit the insur-
ance companics may make.
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In this State workers’ compensation is
shown to have been cut to the bone as far
as costs are eoncerned; in other words, if
companies’ losses in administration costs
equal their premiums that is just about all
thex can do. It we impose added burdens
and expense on ecompanies, they must in-
evitably be met by an increase in rates
and that again will react against our eap-
acity to maintain our existing industries
in competition with those of the Fastern
States and will be against the prospect of
establishing industries in the future, So I
would like the Minister, when replying, to
tell the House whether there has been any
opportunity to consult the companies on
this point, whether they have been advised
as to what should he produced to an in-
spector to cnable him to have a reasonable
opportunity to find out what he wants to
find out so as to be able to police the Act;
and further, whether the insurance e¢om-
panies have expressed their willingness to
furnish returns. Since the introduction of
the Bill T have not been seen or even re-
ferred to by any insurance company. Tt
may be that they are aequiescing in the
Minister’s proposals. They have not ap-
proached me in any way. T shall support
the second reading and 1 am prepared to
support any reasonable means for obtain-
ing the required information from an em-
ployer and if necessary from the insuvr-
ance company. But what T do feel con-
cerned about is, first, the exhaustive de-
seription of documents and books that the
inspeetor may eall for, and seceondly, the
prospeet of insurance companies every
year having lo incur the expense involved
in compiling a list of 140,000 names.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly) [35.48]:
Briefly 1 desire to support the remarks of
the member for Katanning {Mr. Watts) in
drawing attention to the hardship the Bill
is going to cause the average farmer. We
must remember that the average farmer,
while he may be a competent farmer, is
not an acconntant, and if we are to give
cffect to the numerous regulations that we
are bringing in, he will have very little
time in which to do his farming work. As
pointed out by the member for Katanning,
if the Bill becomes law the farmer will
have to take the pay sheet for every em-
ployee during the year and show the
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amount the employee was paid, and what
would be more giffieult, he would have to
go to a contractor such as a chaff entter
and ascertain the nnmber of his employees,
the rates of their pay and the hours of
work. Undcr the Aet that was passed last
year a farmer ts rendered liable if the con-
tractor fails to insure his men.

The Minister for Labour: That was not
passed last year.

Mr. SEWARD: Perhaps it was not
passed; at any rate, it was before this
House., All the same, these numerous de-
tails constitute diffienlties. 1 do not wish
it to be thought that I am making excuses
for evading workers’ compensation; I eon-
sider the Aet is a just one and should be
given effect to, but more simply. For in-
stance, a farmer could notify the depart-
ment in writing that he had taken out his
workers’ compensation policy and give the
name of the company. But if he is to keep
& record of his various employees, he will
not, as I have already said, have too much
time to devote to farming operations.
Again, there is a clause in the Bill which
gives an inspector power to at any time
enter premises and take possession of
booka. That too will be an inconvenience to
some farmers. An inspector may visit a
farm and it will mean that the farmer will
be obliged to stop work to accompany the
inspeetor to the house for the purpose of
getling him the informatior. that he is
after. That again will be a hardship and
s0 I sece that there will be a continual ces-
sation of work to attend to the require-
ments of the officers. The position could be
met in an easier way thar that proposed.
I do not oppose the Bill, but an alteration
should be made so that the results may be
attained in an easier manner,

THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR (Hon.
A. R. G. Hawke—Northam—in peply)
[6.52] : Hon. members who have diseussed
the Bill have not 1 think, viewed it from
important angles. The fear is .expressed
that some employers will he called upon to
produce certain documents and that some
insurance companies will he ealled upon to
provide certain returns once in each year.
The main object of the Bill is to assist the
Government in ensuring that the maximum
number of workers in industry will ha
covered under the Workers' Compensation
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Act. Members seem to think that an army
of inspectors will be appointed and that all
the time they will be travelling from em-
ploxer to employer and that it will be their
duty and particular delight to ecall upon
every employer to produce every decument
and hook he might have for the purpose -f
carrving on his business, and that generally
speaking this legislation will be nsed for the
purpose of eansing no end of inconvenience,
trouble and expense to employers and insur-
ance companies, Opinions of that deserip-
tion are completely overdrawn and they
exaggerate to a great degree those things
that will in fact happen when the Bill
hecomes law. JFirst of all it has to he
remembered that a great majority of em-
ployers insure their workers against aec-
dent. Every employer of financial standing
does that beeause it is the law and becanse
from his point of view it is the sensible and
safe thing to do. Therefore we can safely
remove from eonsideration 80 per cent..of
the employers of the State. The remaining
20 per cent. it may be said adopt methods
of avoiding their responsibilities under the
Workers’ Compensation Act and it is that
small number of employers that will have to
be dealt with under the provisions of the
Bill. Perhaps the greatest numher of em-
ployers who avoid their responsibilities
nnder the Workers’ Compensation Act may
be found on the goldfields of this State.
They may start to work a show and employ
a few men or they may employ a fair num-
ber of men. At the same time those em-
ployers may not have any financial stability
worth speaking of and do not bother about
insuring their men. Then if any cmployee
mects with a serious aceident and he is not
covered by insurance, he cannot obtain any
compensation and, as the person employinyg
him may bhe a man of straw, it will not be
worth while instituting proceedings at law.
Some provisions of the Bill appear to
give a rather wide power of investigation
to the inspectors to he appointed; but T
point out that the very wide powers of in-
vestigation are essential when we are deal-
ing with persons of the tvpe to whom I have
just referred, persons who will adopt any
method for the purpose of avoiding legal
responsibility and covering their workers
with a poliey of insurance against accident.
The member for Pingelly (Mr. Seward) has
taken an altogether unreasonable view in
suggesting that the provisions of the Bill
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will make it obligatory for farmers to keep
a comprehensive system of aceounts in the
carrying on of their activities. The Bill
does not say that any farmer shall keep
any account or do anything move than he
has been accustomed to do; it merely states
that an inspeetor appointed under the pro-
visions of the Bill shall have the right to
demand the production of whatever books or
aeconnts may be available,

Mr. Seward: And if he has not any?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: If x
farmer has not a wages sheet or books or
records, then he will not be able to produce
them and he will not suffer any penalty.

Mr. Watts: Would not such farmers come
under paragraph (i)?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: No.
An inspector will have the right to demand
-+whatever records or books are available and
that it may be found necessary to serutinise
for the carrying on of the investigation.

Mr. Doney: But the demand would imply
some penalty, would it not?

Mr. Watts: The farmer would have to
keep records anyway.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: A
farmer could not produce what he did not
have, and he could not he penalised for not
producing what could not he produced,

Mr. Marshall: Well, he produees wealth
though he has no money,

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Any
farmer whose employees were insured wonld
have no difficulty in satisfying an inspeetor
to that effect. The farmer whose employees
were not insured would not be able to pro-
duce proof of their having been insured
and any farmer failing fo insure his men
would be equally liable with any other em-
ployer. 1 think every member of the House
would desire that any employer, irrespec-
tive of whether he he a farmor or a store-
keeper, should be treated equally in that
respect. Some ceoncern has heen expressed
regarding the additional expense that will
be imposed upon insurance companies by
the passing of this measure. Tt is remark-
able that whenever any legislation is intro-
duced to deal with insurance companies in
any shape or form, even to the slightest ex-
tent, the question of additional cost to the
companics is raised.

Mr. Thorn: By whom is it raised?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Usually
by members sitting in reasonable proximity
to the hon. member.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Thorn: That is all right; that is one
way out of it.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: The
preparation of the necessary returns by in-
surance companies, as provided for in the
Bill, may entail some slight additional ex-
pense; but I would point out that the in-
surance companies transact this business
during the year, and records are kept of the
business so transaeted. Every transaction
of insurance under the Workers' Compensa-
tion Aect carried out by a company is
recorded, While the companies are so ve-
cording those transactions, surely it will not
be difficult for them to make an extra copy
or progressively to prepare during the year
the statement that will have to be provided
in a complete form at the end of the 12
months? I am eonvinced that mot muech
additional work, and certainly not much
additional expense, if any, witll be necessary
as a result of the provisions contained in
the Bill. The returns we propose to ask
the companies to provide will obviate =
good deal of investigation on the part of
inspeetors, and will save employers from
being worried and harassed by inspectors
calling upon them and asking them to pro-
duee wages sheets and other books and
documents. Probably the insuranee eom-
panies doing workers’ compensation busi-
ness in Western Australia, ineluding the
State Insurance Office, already ecover up
to 90 per cent. of the employers of the
State. If the particulars covering the insar-
ance of those employers can be obtained,
as they should be, in the systematic man-
ner proposed in the Bill, there will be left
for consideration by inspectors approxi-
mately only 10 per cent. of the total em-
ployers of the State. Thus the provision re-
garding the returns to be made available
by the companics would seem {o be neces-
sary and helpfal. T trust members will
keep in the forefront of their minds the
all-important objeetive that the Bill seeks
to achieve, namely, that of ensuring that
the benefits of the Workers’ Compensation
Act shall be conferred upon every worker
in the State.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commilttee.
Mr. Marshall in the Chair; the Minister
for Labour in eharge of the Bill,
Clause 1-—agreed to.
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Clause 2—New scetions:
Mr. WATTS: I move an amendment—

That in line 1 of paragraph (a) of Subsce-
tlon 2 of propesed new bel.tloll 104, the words

‘‘at any reasanable time'” bhe strmk out, and
that the words ‘‘between the hours of 9
o'elock in the morning and 5 oclock in the
afternoon of any day on which the premlscs
are ordinarily opened for business’' be in-
serted in lieu.
Those are the times during whieh an in-
spector would wish to call upon the em-
ployer.

The MINISTER ¥FOR LABOUR: I ean
hardly believe that the member for Katan-
ning is serious in moving his amendment.
I think we had better leave the words ‘fat
any reasonable time” in the clause, The
member for Pingelly pointed out that if an
inspeetor were to have the right to call upon
a farmer during the day-time to produce
evidenee that his workers were insured, the
farmer would be spending more time pro-
ducing evidence in regard to this, that and
the other thing than on the real activifies
of the farm. So 1 hope I will kave his
support in resisting the amendment since, if
it is carried, an inspector will not be able to
interview a farmer except between the hours
of 9 am. and 5 p.m.

Mr. Seward: He could call at lunch time.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: It
would he undesirable to tie inspectors down
to carrying out their inspections between
the hours specified. I caunot imagine any
inspeetor working at other than reasonable
times.

Mr. WATTS: In moving my amendment
1 had in mind employers engaged in some
form of business other than farming. In
my innocence I failed to vealise that the
Minister’s objeetives were apparently dir-
ccbed more at those engaged in agrieultural
pursuits than at other employers. I sub-
mit, however, that it would be quite reason-
able even in the ense of a farmer to expect
an inspeetor te attend the farmer’s pre-
mises during decent hours. I know one in-
- specior in a eountry town who arrived at
9 o’clock in the evening when the boss was
working on his own and expected to bw
supplied with information as to what had
been done with regard to wages and so on
during the last couple of years. There can
he no objection to an inspector’s being asked
to de his business in the ordinary working
hours in whieh he i commonly employed.

[36]
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Therefore 1 do not propose to admit that I
am not serious in moving my amendment, a5
the Minister would like me to do.
Amendment put and negatived.
Progress reported.

BILL—INDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE

ACT CONTINUANCE.

Returned from the Council
amendment.

withouat

ADJOURNMENT—ROYAL SEOW.

THE PREMIER {(Hon. J. C. Willeock—
Gernldton) [6.13]: I move—

Thut the Honse at its rising adjoura till
4.30 p.m. on Thursday next.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6.14 pm.

)
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 1.30
p-m., and read prayers.

ASSENT TO BILLS,

Message from the Lieut.-Governor re-
ceived and read notifying assent fo the fol-
lowing Bills:—

1, Plant Diseases Act Amendment,

2, Reserves (No. 1),

3, Swan River Improvement Act Amend-

ment.

4, Geraldton

Extension.

Harbour Works Railway



