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position. We can sometimes pass legisiation
that will destroy methods which have baeen
in vogue, whether beneficial or inimieal; for
whilst the hire-purchase system may have
resnited in malpractice on the part of some
vendors—I do not say of all, for some have
ziven fair and reasonable eonsiderstion to
the purchasers—we mnst not forget that the
bire-purchase system has heen responsible
for innnmerable sales, thereby creating an
increased cirenlation of eapital, providing
work and considerably augmenting the
aggregate wages pnid. So when we have one
set of conditions on one side and another on
the other side, we have to weigh those two
and consider whether if the henefits which
have been derived from hire-purchase were
entirely eliminated, it would not bhe a loss
to the community at large, despite the nd-
mitied defects of the system. I have heard
of many instances that do not reflect credit
on the vendors, and so 1 have sometimes
thought we might pass a law that would
remove hire-purchase denlings entively. We
could quite easily do that by the pussing of
a simple oue-clause Bill making it unlawful
for auy pevson to sell or dispose of or hire
2oods under the hire-purchase svstem. But
what would be the resuit? That in place of
having the hire-purchase system. we would
get the system which the Minister pointed
ont used to be in vogue hefore the bire-
purchase system eame into general use, That
was that a man would purchase certain
naachinery required for his farm, would he-
come the eventnal purchaser of it. The
vendor of that wachinery would give the
purchaser time for payment, in the same
way as is provided by the hire-purchase sys-
tem. But the vendor would say, “I will sell
it o you and give yon time for payment,
but you must give me a bill of sale over it.”
The purchaser would become the nominal
owner of the article, but a hill of sale would
he created and he wonid be snbjeet to the
terms of that bill of sale. That, probably,
would be the resnlt of the passing of this
Bill. So I think it would he worth while
to mske a elose investigation into the posi-
tion that would be created if the Bill were
to pass, and at the same time consider
whether the community would be benefited
or prejudiced by the passing of such a

measure. 1 am not extending any sympathy
whatever towards any hire-purchase firm

who have acted untairly towards a hire-
purchaser: on the contrary, 1 should like to
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see them wiped off the slate altogether if
that were possible: for the men or firm
actuated hy wrong motives is not worthy of
much consideration. But I am regarding it
from the standpoint of the interests of the
general community, and T think a seleet com-
mittee would do a great deal towards clear-
ing the atmosphere. T impress upon inem-
bers that the passing of the Bill will net
eliminate the existing evil in'its entirety, for
in all probability it will mean a reversion to
the system of purchase under a bill of sale.
As we know. to-day if a man purchases a
house property, usunally it is done hy means
of u deposit and deferred payment of the
balance. Should the selling price of the
house be £500, the purchaser may pay a
deposit of £50 and give a mortgage for the
remaining £450. We are all familiar with
the power of a mortgagee. The holder of
a bill of =ale has exactly the same power,
namely the right to seize and sell if the debt
is not paid. There is the position. There are
many considerations which would arise in an
investigation such as T propose. T support
the second reading, and T shall be pleased to
hear whether Sir Charles Nathan at the
proper time will move to send the Bill to a
seleet committee.

On mwotion by Hon. J. M. Drew,
adjourned.

debate

House adjourned at 6.12 p.m.
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QUESTION—ABORIGINES AND HALF-
CASTES.

Mr. J. I. MANN asked the Chief Secre-
tary: What were the numbers of aborigines
and half-castes, respectively, in the magis-
terial distriet of York and the police dis-
trict of Quairading on 30th June, 19307

. The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: In

the York magisterial district, including the
police distriets of York, Beverley, Brookion,
Pingelly, Corrigin, Quairading, Bruce Rock
and Narembeen, approximately, 742; in the
Quairading police distriet, 383.

QUESTIONS (2)—FORESTRY AND
AGRICULTURE.

As to Release of Land.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Forests: 1, Has he noted the remarkable
snccess of Western Amstralian apple grow-
ers in the recent Imperial Fruit Show, par-
tieularly of Mr. Geo. Simpson, a grower of
Karragullen? 2, In view of this and other
suecesses and the advance in apple produc-
tion being made through the hills districts,
and parficularly in view of the exceedingly
long period required for the production of
marketable jarrah, will he give more gener-
ous consideration to the release of country
al present held for forestry purpeses, but
suitable for apple production?

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, All applications for land
considered suitable for eultivation in and
around State forests, as well as other Crown
land, receive very careful consideration, and
I am satisfied that the departments con-
cerned are making genuine efforts to work
together in the hest interests of the State as
a whole.

Relative Value of Production.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Agrieulture: Will he econfer with the Min-
- ister for Forests and submit a figure show-
. ing the approximate relative velue per scre
_of production from (a) land suitable for

fruit prodnction and at present held for

forestry purposes; (b) relative periods in-
" volved in the produetion of fruit and mar-
ketable timber; (¢) position overseas in re-
gard to Western Australian apples and tim-
ber; (d) whether present methods involy-
ing royally payments make it possible for
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Western Australia to compete overseas with
other countries for the supply of timber?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (for the
Minister for Agriculture) replied: I will
ask my colleague the Minister for Forests,
to give further consideration to the matters
raised when formulating his forest poliey
Owing, however, to the time and labom
necessary to prepare the figures referred to
I am unable to comply with this request.

QUESTION—FARMING INDUSTRY,
PRIMAGE DUTY.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Has he any information as to thi
statement appearing in the Eastern Pres
that primage duty on eornsacks, super-bags
phosphatie rock, sulphur and nitre amount
ing to £159,750 had been collected from th
farming industry since the tax was insti
tuted? 2, Is it correet that the Prime Min
ister has refused to refund this taxation o
wheat growers? 3, The tax now being abol
ished, will the Government make the strong
est possible protest ageinst this burden o
a bankrupt industry, and ask that th
£1.39,750 he refunded? .

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied
1, No official information has reached th
Government yet. 2, Answered by No. 1. &
The matter will he taken up with the Fed
eral authorities.

QUESTION—WOOROLOO SANA-
TORIUM.

Mr. THORN asked the Minister fo
Health: 1, How many men are employe
in the boiler room at the Wooroloo Sans
torium? 2, Has any reduction of the stal
heen made recently, and when? 3, Whs
was the reason for reducing the staff? 4, 1
it a fact that overtime is paid? 5, If st
what amount of overtime has been paid dw
ing the last six pay periods?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH re
plied: 1, Two—one man and one junior. |
Yes. Sinre the introduction of oil burner
the stafl has heen reduced from two men't
one man and one hoy. 3, The eause of th
reduction of staff was the installation of o
hurners in the hoilers in place of wood fue
4, The men in the boiler room work seve
dayvs per week, and wnder the award the
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receive pay at the rate of time and a halt
for Sunday work. This arrangement ap-
plied to the emplovees both hefore and after
the installation of oil burners. No acinal
overtime has been paid. 5, Answered by
No. 4.

LEAVE OF ABSENOE.

On motion by Mr. North, leave of ab-
sence for two weeks granted to the
Minister for Agriculture, Mr. Ferguson
{Irwin-Moore), on the ground of urgent
publie business.

BILL—WOREKERS®' COMPENSATION.
In Commitiee.

Resumed from the previous day. Mr.
Richardson in the Chair; the Minister for
Works in charge of the Bill.

First Schednle {partly considered):

Hon. S. W. MUNSIE: I move an amend-
ment-—
That after ‘‘requisites,”” in line § of para-

graph (¢) of the provise to Clause 1, the
words ‘‘(including erutches) '’ be inserted.

It is only fair that crutehes should be in-
cluded.

Amendinent, put and passed.

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: I move an amend-
ment~~

That after *‘‘treatment,”” in line 7, the
words ‘‘and the fravelling expenses of the
worker whilst proceeding to any place for
treatment, together with the remuneration
and travelling expenses of anv
attendant’’ be inserted,

necessary

This is & necessary provision.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I have
a similar amendment to move later and
will acecept the hon. member’s amendment,

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. 8. W, MUNSIE: T move an amend-
ment—

That in line 14 of paragraph (¢) the words
‘fifty-two pounds ten shillings'’ be struck

out with a view to inserting ‘‘onc hundred
pounds.’’

The Act provides for medieal expenses up
to £100. Tt has been alleged that some
doctors have made a welter of the medical
expenses provision, and there has been a
general feeling that this has been the cause
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of the increased cost of workers’ compen-
sation. In my opinion that is quite wrong.
If there was exéravagance previously,
there will be the same opportunity for ex-
travagance by providing £52 10s. I believe
that the bulk of the medical expenses is
made up of amounts ranging from £3 to
£10. T agree that the Act should be tight-
ened up, and I believe the Minister will
get the reduection of cost he desires with-
ont reducing the amount provided for medi-
eal expenses. The Bill provides for the
amount of £52 10s. being excessed with the
approval of the Minister. A strong argu-
ment for the retention of the £100 is that
cases occur in which time would not permit
of application to the Minister for an in-
crense in the expenses allowed. On the
second rveading the member for South Fre-
mantle mentioned a case where an aero-
plane had hbeen engaged 4o bring the
patient to Perth for necessary medical
attention. The waste has occurred in the
smaller amounts, as the figures quoted by
the Minister himself proved. In the major-
ity of cases the expenses were less than £15
15s. The Minister said thai 93 per cent. of’
the claims had been for minor accidents,
and ¥ repeat that it is in eonnection with
these the waste has oceurred.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
stated to the House on the second reading
that 93 per cent. of the claims made were
in respeet of temporary disablernent, and
that the average amount paid for tempor-
ary disablement was £8 1s. 1d. under the
1912 Act, and £8 18s. 9d. under the exist-
ing Aet. I also stated that in connection
with medieal expenses for claims under the
Second Schedule in the case of Government
workers, the average under the present Act
was £51. Although the Aet specially limits
the expenses, the State Insurance Office
have asked me to approve of further ex-
penditure in order to save payment of com-
pensation for disabilities which should not
exist. In one case the expenditure of £7 Ts.
additional saved the payment of an
amount of £375 under the Secornd Schedule.
That case discloses the reason for the sav-
ing elause in the Bill. T know that a man
with a compound fracture of the leg can-
not be cured at a cost of £52 10s, How-
ever, the British Medical Association when
interviewing me said the £100 without a
safeguard was a blunder in the Aet, and
that this maximum of £100 might without
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hardship to anyone be reduced to £50, No
Australian Aet is as liberal as the Bill in
this respeet. The Minister would naturally
give his approval for a larger amount than
£52 10s. if the board recommended it. I
have stated 'that Queensland allows no
medieal or hospital fees. That statement
has been twice denied by the member for
Sonth Fremantle. I have therefore taken
the trouble to telegraph to Queensland on
the subjeet. Apparently I have {o make
my points on documentary evidence. As
regards our Second Schedule, the average
cost of medieal and hospital expenses in the
past has been £51, which amonnt would be
additional to any payment under the
‘Second Schedule. The following telegram
was sent by Mr. Huelin, the Secretary of
our Medical Department, to the Under See-
retary, Chief Secretary’s Department, Bris.
hane:—

Asgerted here that hogpital treatment in
public hospitals Queensland free to all
patients., Is this so, and does system apply
to workers’ compensation ecasea?

‘The reply received from the Under Secre-
tary, Brisbane, reads—

Usual charge is 9s. daily. All patients ad-
mifted are required to pay according to their
ability.

"Phereupon the following message was sent
from this end—

Thanks for vour wire. Statement being
repeated here in Parliament that workers’
eompensation cages your State receive free
hospital treatment. Kindly state if correct,

I will now read a letter from Mr. Huelin,
Jated the 22nd uliimo and addressed to the
(overnment Statistician—

With reference to your further inquiry this
morning in regard to the Queensland practice
relating to hospital charges, T have received
the following further telegram from the
Assistant Under Secretary, Chief Secretary’s
Department:—**No provision in Queensland
law for making hospital treatment charge on
workers’ compensation. Hospital authorities
colleet charges whenever possible. Letter
following.”’

‘The letter from Queensland stated—

With reference to your telegram of to-day’s
date, addressed to the TUnder Secretary,
Chief Secretary’s Office, asking for particu-
lars of the procedure followed in this State
with regard to the hospital treatment of
workers’ compensation patients, T have the
honour, by direction, to inform you that
neither the hospital mnor workers’ compensa-
tion lawa of this State have any provision
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making hospital treatment a charge on work
ers’ compensation benefits. There is a prac
tice which is followed in Brisbane and i1
other centres whereby the Hospital Board ha:
an arrangement with the Stute Insuranc:
Office or its local agent under which the hos
pital authorities are notified of the receip
or granting of claims for compensation i
their particular distriets, and are thereby en
abled to take measuves to ohtain payment o
the hospital charges, Tt may be mentioned
that all hospitals have the statutory right t:
recover feea by legal process, and there ia n
recagnised right to free treatment cxcep
with respeet to those people who are unabl
to pay any portion of the prescribed charges
Many heepital authorities in thia State hawv
complained of the absence of some legislativ,
provision whereby hospital fees will be
charge against workers’ compensution beme
fits, and payable directly to the hospita
authority. The method followed at presem
has the effect of enabling a certain propor
tion of the fees in respect of workers’ eom
pensation patients to be collected, but ther
are a great number who entirely escaps thei
responsibility.

There is o good deal more of the letter
which however I will not read. I may men
tion the letter states that last year a Bil
was introduced into the Queensland Parlia
ment providing for medical benefits, bu
was dropped at the first reading. I als
have the regulations under the Queenslan
Workers’ Compensation Act, and regulatiol
20 provides in respect of medical and sur
gical attendance and hospital treatment—

An emplover authorised by the Commis
sioner may, on behalf of the Commissione:
make arrangements or agreements with an;
medical practitioner or any hospifal or othe
institution for providing medieal and surgica
attendance, treatment, and aid to any injure
worker out of the compensation payvable ¢
such worker. In cases of emergency wher
the Commisgioncer is satisfied that in th
interests of an injured worker it was neces
sary that immediate action should be taker
the Commiggioner may ratify any arrange
ment or agreement made by the employer o
his hehalf for providing medical and surgica
attendance, treatment, or aid to such worke
out ¢f the compensation payable to him,

The position is quite clear. Not only i
there no free hospital treatment in Queens
land, but there is no free medieal treatment
and the Queensland Commissioner has th
right to deduct medical expenses from th
compensation payment. Apart from Ner
South Wales and the Commonwealth, m
Australian State allows any medieal or hos
pital expenses. New South Wales allow
£25 for doctor, £25 for hospital, and £
10s. for ambuolance. 1 agree that in som
cases £52 10s. is not sufficient to cove
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those expenses, The presumption is that
the fiaing of the sum operates as a check,
and that no doctor will be able to eollect
more than £25 without the permission of
the commissioner. When we come to dis-
cuss the Second Schedule, let us realise the
fact that the average amount which has
been paid for medical and hospital expenses
is £51, and that this is in addition to the
amount payable under the Second Schedule.
I hope the amendment will not bhe earried.

Mr. ANGELO: In moving his amend-
ment the member for Hannans said he did
not agree with the suggestion that the £100
stonding in the present Act has been re-
sponsible for some of the high accounts of
doctors. I have seen many accounts ren-
dered by medical men in workers’ compen-
sation ceses, and I have come to the con-
clusion that the £100 fixed by the Aect has
had a considerable effect on a certain section
ol the medical fraternity in the direction of
increasing their bills. Older members of
the Hounse may recollect that a few years
ago I read out numerous aceounts which
had been received by an insurance company
from medical men. Quite a number of these
accounts were for £99 and over. I remem-
ber one account for removing the tip of a
finger, which ran to £99 165, The Leader
of the Opposition, who was then Premier,
thanked me for bringing the matter before
the House. T feel certain that if the provi-
sion for £100 were fo remain in the Act,
it wonld be to the detriment of the worker,
because the medical charges paid would come
ont of the compensation he received subse-
quently.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Certainly not.

" Mr. ANGELQ: The ecommission and the
medieal board will exercise supervision
over the medical nceounts that will be ren-
dered, and in those cirenmstances I do not
see why any partieular amount should be
mentioned in the Bill. 1 eertainly prefer
£52 10s. to the £100, and will vote against
tke amendment.

Mr., EENNEALLY: The amendment is
essential if the interests of the workers are
to be conserved. I ean recall our experience
in earlier days when we had to go eap in
hind to employers to urge them to grant
addittonal relief to men who were seriously
i1jured.

Mr. Sampson: The opportunity for hos-
pital and medieal service is greater now
than in those days.

3
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Mr. KENNEALLY: The opportunity
made greater because the amount available
has been reduced!

Mr. Sampson: The Minister has power
to excess the amount.

Mr. KENNEALLY: 'The injured man
will have no knowledge as to whether the
Minister will agree to excess the amount.

Mr. Sampson: 1t has been said often
onongh during the debate that the Minister
will eertainly excess the amount when eir-
cumstances justify him in doing so.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The worker may not
know that the Minister will agree to that
course until the stage has passed at which
medieal or surgical attention would prove
benefieial to him, and he may in consequence
he maimed for life.

Mr, Sampson: The Minister will be sym-
pathetie.

Myr. KENNEALLY: But the Minister may
not be there for long, and if we are to jndge
him hy the way he bhas eut down
the amounts in the Second Schedule, he
may not prove sympathetic. If the pro-
vision for £100 were left in the measure,
it would save the injured worker not merely
physical suffering hat acute mental strain.
The Minister has not given us any particular
reasons for the reduetion he has suggested.

The Minister for Works: T read the letter
from the British Medieal Association, in
which thex advised that £562 10s. war enough.

Hon. A. McCallum: What vight had the
BALA. to determine that?

Mr. KENNEALLY : Did the Minister as-
ceetain the injured worker’s point of view?
On the conmmittee, of which he has spoken
=0 muel, various interests were represented,
hut not those of the worker.

The Mintster for Works: That statement
is not eorrect, and you know it.

Mr. KENNEALLY : 1f the Minister de-
siredd to he fair, he should at lenst have
made provision Lor getting the worker's
views.

The Minister for Works: I availed myself
of the services of one pentleman to whom
vour Mmister furnished credentials enabling
him to make inguiries in all parls of the
world.

Mr. KENNFALLY: [ am not questioning
that gentleman’s qualifications at all; I un-
derstand he is a medical man of concziderable
experience and undoubted ability, bui he
does not represent the workers of the State.
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The Minister fortified himself with the re-
presentations of the British Medical Assoeia-
tion.

The Minister for Works: A deputation
fruin that body waited npon me,

Mr. KENNEALLY : And so did a depa-
tation from the Underwriters’ Association,
Both bodies were represented on the eom-
mittee, but not the workers. Personally 1
want to be able to say that although there
have heen alterations made in the Aet, Par-
limnent has been bumane in providing suf-
ficient woney to prevent an injured worker
from having to worry as to how his medical
and hospital accounts will he met. By suf-
fering a reduction of wages by 50 per cent.
and being able to draw up to £3 10s. only,
during the period of incapacity, the worker
is handicapped sufficiently already. 1 do
not want this measure to say to the worker,
“You are guing to have a few medical ex-
penses to meet when vou have recovered
from vour injuries.” So I hope the amend-
meni restoring the £100 will be carried. It
has been argued that the sum of €100 lends
itself to exploitation. But the contention
of the Minister is that these new provisions
in the Bill will restrict opportunity for ex-
ploitation. 1 think they will. If so, if we
have this safeguard against exploitation
there is ne need to cut down the amount
allowed tor medieal expenses. After all, it
is of httle advantage that the Minister
should have power to exeess the amount,

The Minister for Works: The Minister
has no power to excess it (o-day.

*Mr. MILLINGTON: The Minister, al-
though he proposes to reduce the amount
allowed for medieal expenses from £100 to
50 wruinens, still insists that the injured per-
son shall have proper medical attendance.
So hiz reason for reducing the amount must
be that he proposes to pnt a check on the
charges made by some members of the medi-
cal profession. The general impressiom is
that the practice is to overcharge. In my
view, extortionate charging is not confined
to the medical profession. I eould refer to
other professions whose members charge ex-
tortionate fees. The medical profession, on
the other hand, stands alone for henevolent
and philanthropie acts. One cannot get free
advice from the members of any other pro-
fession that T can think of, vet with mem-
bers of the wedieal profession it is the nsual
practice that those who ecannot pay must
receive service free. Now we ave told there
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is to be a special check placed upon members
of the medical profession awd a certain
amount of ignomy cast upon them., Records
show that the overcharges for medical
attention have not been made in the range
between 50 guineas and £100. So the pro-
posed reduction is not a safeguard atter all
What relation would either £100 or 50
guineas have to the average workers' com-
pensation case? Neither one amount nor the
other would be a check on the medieal
charges, which are more likely to he less
than £10. Since the fees charged by the
medieal profession are to be scrutinised,
there is no need to reduce the amount al-
lowed for medical expenses,

The Minister for Works: The B.M.A. are
doing that now.

Mr. MILLINGTON: If a rapacious medi-
eal man knows that his account is to be sub-
ject to examination hy men who will im-
mediately detect an overcharge, it will be a
deterrent against excessive charging. With-
out the proposed serutiny, the reducing of
the amount to 50 guineas would not he a
deterrent to a medical man inelined to high
charges. There should be some means of
determining whether workers’ compensation
cases are charged more than ordinary cases
Y see no reason why a worker should be
charged more because he is secured, than if
he were paying for medieal services pri-
vately. Tn the past there has been on the
part of certain medieal practitioners a dis
position to get the full amount available
under the Aect. In future, no doubt, there
will be much stricter supervision over those
accounts, which in itself will be a check or
exploitation.  Moreover, in view of the
general economic depressiou, a special effor!
will be made to keep all expendifure withir
bounds. The Minister should devise mean:
for an examination of accounts, and the
drawing up of a schedule beyond which doe
tors eannot go for an ordinary attendance
Now that the premiums will be less and
striet economy will be praetised in resped
to the fund, members of the medieal profes
sion will have to £all. into line. It
would be just as necessary to spend
£100 in some cases as three or fow
guineas in another ease. The reduction of
the allowance to 50 guineas will eertainl;
not eonstitute a cheek upon the wastage tha
has ocenrred in the past.

Hon. M. F, TROY: If there has been a
exploitation of the workers’ compensatio
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scheme by the medieal profession, snrely the
Minister can quote some instances of this.
To reduce the amount allowed in the
schedule to 50 guineas will be an injustice
to & large number of people in this conntryy.
In many cases it will be wholly inadequate
to meet the charges it will be necessary to
incur, and the balance will have to be paid
by the worker. Sometimes it is necessary
to rush a specialist to a country case by
acroplane. Jt surely canmot be expected
thet the £32 10s. would also cover that. The
Bill does not go as far as the Aect it attempis
to replace. Apparently, the Minister's view
is limited to what has bheen done elsewhere.
He instruets a clerk io send a telegram (o
find ont what has been done in some other
State.

The Minister for Works: I did that in
order to reply to certain statemenis made
here.

Hon, M. F. TROY : Because certain rhings
are done elsewhere, there is no reason why
we should do them here. The allowance of
£100 has been available for three or four
years and has proved very beneficial. Grave
risk will be inemred by hundreds of people
in the country if they are denied the help
they shonld get when they meet with an
aecident in a centre where there is no medi-
cel or haspital aid.

The Minister for Works: The Bill pro-
vides for reasonable travelling cxpenses
quite apart from the 50 gmineas,

Hon. M. F. TROY: What if the aceident
occurred on a station 300 miles from Perth,
and an aeroplane had to be requisitioned to
convey a specialist to the spot?

The Minister for Lands: That weuld be
deemed a reasonable expense.

Hon. M. F. TROY : The hoard might
determine otherwise. There has heen mno
agitation for a rveduction in the ameount.
What induced the Minister to do this? He
has no practieal experience of any exploita-
tion of this fund. Who asked him to make
the reduction? It was certainly noi made
an issue at the last general elections. We
are summoned to a speeial session and we
are told this iy the important measnre for
us to deal with, but Government supporters
during the elections did not breathe a word
regarding it. The Minister has not con-
ceded anything; he is {aking something
away, and it will do much harm to a de-
serving section,
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Mr. PANTON: I am rather surprised at
the Minister’s obstinacy, if 1 may use that
word,

The Minister for Works: No, that is not
right,

Mr. PANTON: Perhaps it is the ineor-
rect word to wse, now that I come to think
it over. But the Minister must realise, with
the machinery in this Bill, that there is
little or no chance of any of the alleged
exploitation we hear so much about taking
place. Surely if the Medical Board are
going to be worth anything at all they wilk
supervise the charges made by the medieal
fraternity. If there is to be a full-time
inan on that board, it will be one of his
jobs. The seven per cent. of cases that came
under the Second Schedule and numbering
13,200, which the Minister told us about,
were State Insurance Office cases, and we
know that that office had insured praetie-
ally the whole of the timber workers. It
was from this section that all the complaints
came.

The Minister for Works:
Bunning’s were self-insured.

Mr. PANTON: It was from the timber
mills that most of the complaints eame,
and it was urged that if the amount were
reduced below the £100 there wounld not be
s0 many of those eases. That is absurd be-
cause any reduction’ will not prevent people
so inclined cutting off their toes. My advice
is that of some 800 accounts that were
serutinised by the British Medieal Associa-
tion very few, if any, were found to be over-
charged. T am advised also that medieal
practitioners impose their charges in aecord-
ance with what the individual would be earn-
ing, and not because of the fact that be was
entitled to so much, Therefore I fail to
see where all the agitation, about which
we have been told, has come from. Under
the existing Act the Minister has all the
machinery he requires to control the charges.
It seems to me that the accusations that
bave been made against the profession have
been taken very seriously by this Parlie-
ment; in fact, Parliament has come to the
conclusion that those aceusations have been
proved. If the amount is redueced, that, in
effect, is what we shall be saying. I do not
think the Minister has any intention of pub-
lishing such a thing to the world at large.
Rather should we say that the medieal pro-
fession has given us a fair deal and will
continne to do so in the future.

Millars and
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Mr. HEGNEY: The Minister told us
that be was not so keen on the subject of
the provision for medical expenses, and we
find that at the conference he had with mem-
bers of the British Medical Association, Dr.
Anderson stated that this particular pro-
vision in the 1925 Aet was the major blun-
der of that measure. It has been proved
that only in a very few cases were the medi-
cal eharges excessive. Consequently the pro-
vision in the Bill we are now dealing with
is absolutely contrary to the Minister's own
statemen{, and not in sccordance with the
facts of which we are aware. The workers
are now to be penalised, not because of
their own extravagance, but beeause of that
alleged against the medical men. I have in
mind the case of a man who met with an
aceident to his foot and he was for over
two years trying to get it right again, He
exceeded the full amount of £100, and after
having been treated at one hospital be went
to the public hospital where it eost him
£28. The man was uneble to pay the ac-
count, Five specialists said that they could
not cure the foot, and some of them wanted
to amputate 1t. Others also declared that the
foot would not get better. In that case the
amount of expenses exceeded considerably
the £100. There are manv such eases. There
is no warrant for the proposed reduction,
even on the Minister’s own admission.
Workers received a measure of justice
nnder the existing Act, whereas previously
they suffered injustice beeause of the in-
adequate provision made for them. Now it
is intended fo reduce the amount and again
penalise them. In very few instances has
the provision been exploited, and the law
should not be altered to meet s few exeep-
tional instances. To reduce the amount
would be a retrograde step for which there
is no warrant.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: T am surprised
that the amount should have been reduced.
The cost of workers’ compensation has been
high, and it has been alleged that the medi-
cal expenses were partly responsible for the
high cost, but other steps have been taken
to keep down the cost and there is no need
to reduce the medical expenses. A medieal
board will be appointed to whom the com-
mission responsible for making payrments
can refer each case. When a bill of legal
costs is presented, it can be taxed by the
Master of the Supreme Court to check over-
charging. Similarly any tendency by doe-
tors to overcharge under this measore ean
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be dealt with by the medical board, who will
be able to make an intelligent decision. In
the past there may have been justification
for reducing the amount and requiring the
Minister to approve of any exeess, but now
that the work is to be taken over by the
medieal board, there is no need for the Min-
ister to interfere.

The Minister for Works: The Minister
would do as the board recommended.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK.: Then why make
the alteration? The board will ensure that
there is no exploitation. In cases it may be
necessary to exceed the 50 guineas. I as-
sume that the Minister would be gnided by
the experts. That being so, why not allow
the £100 to stand? With a mediecal board
to safegnard the position the amount is not
of great importance. Is there to be any
tentative anthority with regard to excessing
the amount?

The Minister for Works: The words
“with the approval of the Minister” should
come out, so that the matter will be left to
the board.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: If it is left to
the discretion of the board to allow ex-
penses to any amount—— .

The Minister for Works: That is what
the Bill provides. )

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: Then why in-
sert a particular amount? Undoubtedly
the Government will appoint =& board in
whom we have confidence and, that being
so, there should be no need to stipulate the
amount. No one would question the deci-
sion of fhe board on the matter of a eostly
operation., If the average cost has been
£5]1, many cases must bave cost much less,
while a fair number must have cost as much
as £60, £70, £80 or £90.

The Minister for Works: A lot have cost
£100.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: Perhaps, with
the limit of £100, a fair charge in some cases
would have been £125, but the doctor, to
avoid circumlocution, may have reduced it
to £100. The board would challenge any
charge that was too high.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. MARSHALL: My electorate, more
than any other in the State, will be affected
by this provision, hecause of the long dis-
tance that injured workers will have to travel
in order to reach the city. The Minister
says this is the most liberal of all medical
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allowances within the Commonwealth, and
he has referred to the Eastern States in
order io build up an argument for the re-
duction of the amounts, whereas he could
have found innumerable excuses to increase
them. He has stated he wants to prevent
the exploitation of these medical expenses,
and his Bill bristles with provisions to that
end. Notwithstanding these safeguards, he
has reduced the amount to 50 guineas. There
ean be no possible chanee of the fund being
exploited once this Bill is in operation.
What more does the Minister want? I am
inclined to think the statements coneerning
exploitation hy members of the medical pro-
fession have heen exaggerated. I suspeet
the Minister has been influenced by outside
propaganda. TUnder the Bill, all expendi-
ture of this kind will hbe controlled hy the
medical board, and even the smallest ac-
counts will he reviewed. There can be no
necessity to reduce the allowance on the
score of exploitation, and I hope it will be
vestored to the £100. Tf the amount is left
at 50 guineas, the injured worker will never
know whether the hoard will exceed it, and
may hesitate to ineur that expense which
will , be necessary to' restore him to
health, We should not always be a
body of copyists waiting for other
eonntries to give uws a lead. Could
we expect the United States or Canada, or
the small, thickly populated countries, to
adopt similar laws to ours? Our laws would
not he applicable to their conditions. In
thickly populated conntries medical and hos-
pital faecilities are always at hand. But a
man injured in the Kimberleys or at Wynd-
ham would have to travel thousands of miles
to Perth for treatment. Our position ean-
not he comparved even with that of any of
the KEastern States. The Minister should
allow the amount appearing in the present
Act to appear in this Bill,

AMr. CORBOY : 1 do not agree with either
the clause as drafted, or with the amend-
ment, though 1 support the amendment as
the lesser of two evils. On the Minister's
own arguments, what is the need for alter-
ing the existing law? He says he will have
a medical board to prevent robbery of the
funds, and yet he fixes the maximum of £52
10s. I care not what the amount may be,
there s no necessity for a limit. If by the
spending of money on transport to another
centre or on the serviee of a specialist a
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life ean be saved, the necessary expendi-
ture should he ineurred, even if it amounts
to £300 instead of £52 10s.

Mr. Angelo: The Bill allows that.

Mr. CORBOY: No.

AMr. Angelo: With the approval of the
Minister.

Mr. CORBOY: I am not prepared to ac-
cept the hon. member’s assurance. It sur-
prises me that the hon. membher, coming
from an electorate as remote as my own,
should make such a suggestion.

Mr. Angelo: Earlier in the evening T sug-
gested that there should be no limit.

Mr. CORBOY: While the member for
South Fremantle was the Mimster adminis-
tering the Workers' Compensation Act, an
aceident ocewrred in the south end of my
electorate, and the only doctor available de-
manded that fifty guineas should be
telegraphed to Southern Cross hefore
he left for the loeality of the accident.
Thus the whole amount proposed by the Bill
was at once wiped out. The same sort of
thing oceurred at Hopetoun. The doctor at
Katanning refused to leave for the purpose
of attending a case until he got Afty guineas
by telegraph. The man was dead ten minutes
before the doctor arrived at Hopetoun. The
position as regards these aceident cases is
complicated by a multiplicity of ecanses.
First of all, the local Lospital at Southern
Cross, hecause of the aetion of the Minister
for Health, is no longer a hospital avail-
able for residents of the distriet in the sense
of dealing with cases that would come under
this measure.

The Minister for Lands: OF course it is.

Mr. CORBOY: It is not available, That
hospital, which is ostensibly a Government
hospital, is leased to a nurse and run as a
private hospital under her sole jurisdietion,
for her to do as she likes.

The Minister for Lands: No. She is under
an agreement. -

Mr. CORBOY: I am talking of what the
facts are, not of what the Minister thinks
they ought to be. For some two years now
the hospital has heen open only to maternity
cases, out of which the nurse is assured of
at least a fiver. The Southern Cross doctor,
who is a decent chap, has repeatedly gone
to the expense of taking to the Merredin
hospital, by his own car, cases which counld
not obtain treatment in the Southern Cross
hospital.
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The Minister for Lands: I will see that
a copy of your speech is sent to the matron
in charge of the Southern Cross hospital,

My, CORBOY: I am delighted to bear it.
The lady is a pal of mine, and she will be
pleased to read the speech. Tor the benefit
of the Minister, may I add that she is a dear
lady and nursed me at the war. She is a
charming woman, but under her agreement
with the Minister she is fully entitled to do
what in fact she is doing. The nearest hos-
pital, that at Merredin, is over 70 miles
away. On the other side, the Kalgoorlie
hospital is 130 or 140 miles distant. To
transport saccident cases to Merredin or else-
where, and to do all that the Bill specifies,
is absolutely impossible with an allowance
of £52 10s. )

The Minister for Lands: Travelling ex-
penses are not included in that amount.

Mr. CORBOY : Of eourse they are. Surely
the Deputy Leader of the Government knows
the details ¢f a Government Bill. The ¢lause
provides that there shall be supplied to the
worker in respeet of his injurv medicines,
medical or surgical requisites (including
crutehes now}, and medical or surgical at-
tendance on and treatment of the worker
(including first aid and ambulance or other
service to carry the worker to a hospital or
other place for treatment), hospital charges
for treatment and maintenance not exceed-
ing 10s. 6d. per day, and also including
treatment hy specialists when their services
are found neeessary, and the provision of
artificial limbs. All these things are to come
out of the £352 10s.! As regards my eiec-
torate, that provision is absolutely stupii.
The £52 10s. might be absorbed in cost of
transport to a hospital. There is no ambu-
lance in these places, and the disturbance
caused to the business of a motor hiring
garage in carrying out such a trip justifies
a high charge. Moreover, the doctor fre-
quently has to go out 50 miles into the bush
to meet a case eoming in. During the time
I have represented the electorate, there have
been two cases south of Southern Cross and
Marvel Loch in which a man's life was saved
by the fact that he was left in the locality
where the accident occurred until the doctor
arrived to bring bim in. So long as the Min-
ister has the control over expenditure whi:h
be says the Bill gives him, there can be no
need for any limit. Another objectionable
feature is that in the event of its being
necessary to incur an expenditure of more
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than £562 10s., the consent of the commission,
with the approval of the Minister, must be
obtained.

The Minister for Works: Yon can cut out
the reference to the consent of the Minister.

The Minister for Lands: Even so, the hon.
member must know that an adjustment
would be made afterwards, not before.

Mr. Panton: Yes, after the death of the
injured worker!

Mr. CORBOY : | said that this would
mainly affect grave cases, and certainly the
unfortunate individual would be in his grave
before any such adjustment could be mude.
Would anyone take the risk of spending £30
or £40 on the off chance of gaining the cou-
sent of the Minister to the expenditure?

The Minister for Lands: Of course you
know that, if it were & question of saving
life, thai risk wonld be taken.

Mr. CORBOY: In view of the provisions
in the Bill, no one would tzke that risk.

The Minister for Lands: It is not a ques-
tion of money at all, when a man’s life is in
the halance.

Mr. CORBOY : Of course, the question of
money does enter into the matter. I have
already quoted one instance about a deetor.

The Minister for Lands: What doctor
was that?

Hon. A. McCallum : Do not give the name.

The Minister for Lands: We¢ might asecer-
tain whether that doctor was paid a subsidy
by the Government.

Mr. CORBOY : At any rate, I do not
think T should diseclose the name. Not cven
a senior officer in the 1ublic Serviee would
be prepared to ineur heavy expenditure in
the cirenmstances, let alone a private in-
dividual. For my part, I do not think it
necessaty to specify any amount, seeing that
sufficient safeguards are provided to see
that expenditure is kept within reasonable
limits.

Hon. A. M¢CALLUM: We are desling
with one portion of the Bill that was
featured in the Press propaganda, paid for
by the insurance companies, in counection
with whieh ariicles appeared in the “West
Austratian” so frequently.

Mr. Corboy: Consider the dictatorial
article in yvesterday’s issue, for a start!

Hon. A. McCALLUM: The insurance
eompanies adopted that attitude in order to
draw attention away from their own actions
in inereasing insurance costs themselves.
They set out to ereate prejudice and foment
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the right atmosphere, in the midst of which
Parliament might be called upon to deal
with this question. They saddled the medi-
cal fraternity with the charge of having
made a welter of the £100 provision. The
Press articles always included an appeal to
the worker, who was advised that the medi-
cal men had got the benefit of the £100, not
the workers., There was never any inten-
tion to provide money for the workers under
this heading, but merely for the payment of
services rendered. I do not contend that
some doctors have not received more money
under this heading than they were entitled
to. T know there have been such instances,
and that some workmen have acted in con-
cert with the doctors in order to secure
their ends. On the other hand that does not
furnish an adequate reason for reducing the
amount. The offer that T made previously
on behalf of the Opposition that we would
help the Government fo tighten up control
and to seeure such hetter supervision as
would make abuses impossible, still stands.
On the other hand we will not agree for one
moment to the proposal to decrease the
amount available. Why have not the Gov-
ernment set out to formulate a scheme that
would secure better confrol and prevent
such abuses as I have referred to? I have
cited instances to show that, for the mere
want of a few pounds to pay for operations
when they were necessary, there are men
maimed and erippled to-day who are an
sconomic burden not only upon their fami-
lies but upon the State as well. The Min-
ister himself has proved that £52 10s. will
not be sufficient, because he said the average
had been nearly £561, and that the majorify
of the ceses eost less than £10. That means
to say that the few that involved greater
expendibure, were the serious ecases. The
object of the Bill should be to make such
provision as will enable an injured worker
to Teeover as soon as possible so that he
may again take his place as a producing
unit in the community. There should be no
limit set for the amount available for ex-
penditure-in that direction. I have already
referred to the accident to the lad on &«
station in the North-West when his skull
was fractured as the result of a kick from
a horse, and an operation was necessary
within 48 hours in order tn save his life.
The amount provided, £52 10s., eould not
possibly cover the expenses involved in
dealing with such an accident. The prac-
tice in the past has been for the manager of
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the station where the accident ocvurs to
guarantee payment to W.A. Airways for
acroplane services, and that was done be-
cause of the knowledge that £100 was avail-
able to cover such expenses, The provision
of £52 10s. will entirely alter the position,
and station managers will not be able to
give sueh guarantees. 1 have interviewed
pastoralists, and bave also consulted W.A.
Airways, The company informed me that
no aeroplane would be able to leave Perth
on such missions in future until the com-
puany had been guaranteed payment for the
services rendered. It could not be expected
that the company would act otherwise. Par-
liament has no right to call wpon station
owners, W.A. Airways, or anyone else to
make workers’ compensation a charity stunt.
People are entitled to be paid for serviees
rendered, and we must expect reasonable
business precautions to be taken in that
direction. In many instances if a doctor has
te go from a town to an out back station he
nust engage an seroplane if one is available.
When the doctor decides that a patient must
be taken by aeroplane to Perth for an
operation within 48 hours, before that can
he done a telegram must be sent to Airways,
they have to find out where the money will
come from, and then the commission has
to be approached. The eommission, seeking
information, will wire to the doector, the
doector will wire back to the commission,
wherenpon the commission, if they are all in
town, may agree. Then they have fo get
the Minister's approval, after which they
have to notify Airways to send up the plane
and get the patient. That is the procedure
that wil} have to be followed, and it will
mean a minimum of from two to three days
before all that ¢an be done, It means that
an injured man who must be operated on
within 48 hours, will not be given a fighting
chanee for his life. Last night, when dis-
cussing the waiting time, the Minister said,
“Here is the latest Commonwealth Aqt.
Let us adopt that.”” The very law he wus
quoting last night, the Commonwealth Aect,
provides for £100. Why, then, does not
the Minister, since he wanted us to follow
that Act last night, agree to be guided
by it to-night? The Minister read out cor-
respondence between his officials and Queens-
land in an attempt to disprove the state-
ment I made that under the Workers' Com-
pensation Aect injured men were treated
without charge in the Queensland hospitals.
My statement was made on the anthoritv
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of & man who was a member of the Queens-
land Government that passed their existing
law. Recently I was in Sydney with him,
when we discussed the provisions of his
Act and he gave me all the details, I have
not any doubt that the information he guve
me i5 a correct interpretation of what actu-
ally happens.

The Minister for Works: In Queensland
they are all charged 9s. per day, but if a
man cannot pay, the money cannot be eol-
lected.

Hon. A. McCALLUM : The Queensland Aet
provides that where total or partial ineap-
acity for work is the resnlt of an aecident
to the worker, & swm not exeeeding £1 per
week during incapaeity shall be paid, with
such necessary medical comforts and medi-
cine as the commission may consider reason-
able. They get that. Will the Minister
deny it?

The Minister for Works: Read Section
28. Here is the Act.

Hon. A, MecCALLUM: I am reading from

the Aect. Then the Minister said the New
South Wales Act provides for £52 2s. But
that is only part of the case. Another sec-

tion of the Aect provides that if a wovker
iz a subscriber to a public hospital and so
entifled to treatment for the amount of his
subseriptions, or if he is m contributor to
any loeal medical fund and is entitled by
reason thereof to treatment in a public bos-
pital, it shall not affect the liability of an
employer under the scheme. So the injured
worker gets the benefit of that provision in
addition to the £562 2s.,, whereas under our
Act he gets no such advantage. If a man
is treated under a local medieal fund, he
can get nothing under our Aet, but in New
South Wales the injured worker gets the
penefit of treatment under the local fund
in addition to the £52 2s

The Minister for Works: So it is here.

Hon. A, McCALLUM: Nonsense! Our
workers get no such advantage, If they
are paying into a medieal or hospital fund,
they ecannot be recouped under our Act.
Any member representing an outhack dis-
triet with a loeal fund will confirm that. So
what is the use of the Minister saying that
injured workers in this State have all the
advantages to be derived in New South
Wales? Treatment under a loeal fund is
never reconped under our Act.

Mr. Marshall: That is quite correct.
Under our Act no liability has ever been
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paid to the funds at Wiluna and Meeka-
tharra.

The Minister for Works: They have never
been charged.

Mr. Marshall: Of course they have been
charged.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: }Miss Holman was
on my doorstep day after day in reference
to the local funds at the timber mills.
Quite recently I have had a letter
from Collie asking how the loeal fund
was to operate under the new Bill. On
another occasion I went to Nannup to en-
lighten the people there as to the
operation of their fund. So it is of no use
the Minister putting up that argument.
When it sunits the Minister he wants the
latesti Commonwealth Aet, but when he
finds that the Commonwealth Act provides
for £100, he does not want that provision.
Many eountries follow the idea expounded
by the member for Yilgarn and set no limi-
tation whatever upon the cost of the treat-
ment accorded the injured worker. Owing
to propaganda, the people of this State
have become convineed that our £100 is ex-
ceptional, that nowhere else is so liberal a
provision made. We boast of Australia’s
heing in the van of social progress.

Mr. H. W. Mann: Would it not be wise
to eonsider the position of the Australian
States?

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I have quoted the
Commonwealth Act, and New South Wales
makes better provision than we do.

The Minister for Works: I do not agree
with that.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: Either the Min-
ister cannot or will not see the point., The
Minister's statement last night should de-
cide the question. Which is the latest Act?
It is a Commonweslth Aect, which makes
provision for £100. It is necessary to know
the attitude of hospitals. If a man re-
ceived free hospital treatment, he would
not be provided for under this legislation.
Who would regard the Balkans as ahead
of Australia?

Mr. H W. Mann:
conditions there.

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: Judging by the
Bulgarian workers who have come here, we
would regard them as people who would
accept conditions much below ours. Yet in
Bulgaria a worker is treated until his in-
jury is healed. In British Columbia pro-
vision is made as long as and whenever re-

We do not know the
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quired to eure and heal the injury. The
amount of £100 is neither exeeptional nor
unreasonable. Consider the items to be
charged against the 50 guineas—medicine,
medical and surgieal attention, requisites,
treatment including first aid and ambu-
lance, and the cost of transport to the
place of treatment. A single operation
might exhaust the 50 grineas and, to ex-
ceed that sum, the approval of the Minis-
ter must be obtained. Cases in the out-
back country that should eommand our
greatest sympathy will be penalised by the
limitation. It is a soul-less proposition.
The amount should be unlimited, as it is in
many other countries.

The Minister for Railways:
debate.

Hon. A. McCALLUM:
very long as yet.

The Minister for Railways: [ do not like
the “yet.” Is that a threat or a promise?

Hon, A. McCALLUM: We have not ocen-
pied more time than was nccessary. It is
a rotten proposition.  The Bill has heen
brought down in a session when we were to
deal with unemployment, finance and allied
problems, and by a Government pledged
not to interfere with industrial eonditions.
The Government have been 12 months in
office and have not a proposal te deal with
the financial or economic position. Last
session their prineipal Bill was an awmend-
ment of the Arhitration Act to  deprive
workers of henefits.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member must
adhere to the amendment.

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: This Bill is in
keeping with the Government's other aets
to lower the conditions of the workers. The
Government have no idea, programme, policy
or suggestion to deal with unemployment or
finance. The hest they can suggest is to beat
down the injured worker by £50. To meet
the economic needs of the State, they wounld
take benefits from the men most in need of
heip. There will be little inducement for
nmen to work in the hack eountry if sueh
conditions are to prevail, Before Parlia-
ment met, propaganda in favour of the Bill
was earried on and was well paid for.

The Minister for Works: How do vou
mean paid for?

Hon. A. McCALLUM: I am not suggest-
ing that the lon. member had anything to
do with paying for it, but he can rest as-
sured it was not done for love of the work.

Like this

It has not been
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It was done for substantial return, The
public have been led to believe that the £100
medical expenses represented a terrific im-
post on industry and that it was the one
blemish on the existing Aet. I would have
liked to assist the Minister to tighten up
control of the medical service. The Minister
said the Bill would give effective control.
I cannot believe that it will,

Mr. Corhoy: If that is so, he does not need
the limit for medical expenses.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: No; he should ex-
ercise power through the medical board to
prevent any excessive charges being imp
posed. This proposal may lead to loss of
life and to men being maimed, hent and
crooked and a burden to the country for the
rest of their lives instead of being cured
and returned to industry,

Mr. RAPHAEL: The Minister told us on
the second reading that the doctors would
be prevented from robbing the workers.

The Mimister for Works: 1 did not say
they were rohbing the workers.

Mr. RAPHAEL: That is my interpre-
tation of the Minister’s remarks. The Min-
ister led us to believe there was no loophole
in the Bill. The wmount of £180 was pro-
vided, not so much for the worker in the
metropolitan area, as for the worker in
the outback parts of the State. The Min-
ister has gone all over the world for exam-
ples.

Mr. Millington: He has searched the
world for bad examples.

Mr. RAPOAEL: And has found them.
No amount can be too great for the rehabili-
tation of a worker injured in industry. We
are told that 50 guineas should be sufficient.
I know a boy who got a grain of sand in the
ear. It led to double masteid and pncu-
monia, and the expenses for doctors
and hospital were in the vieinity of £200.
That was the sum I had to pay out my-
self. For the Minister to suggest that
£52 10s. would be sufficient for a man who
had been badly smashed up in a mining
aceident is absurd. He said not one man
in the Lahour movement had been taken
into the Government’s confidence in re-
spect to the contents of this Bill. That
is so. Had we known what it contained we
should not have been wasting all this time
and putting the country to so mueh ex-
pense.
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Mr. Panton: Speak for yourself.

Mr. RAPHAEL: The Minister is estab-
lishing a medical hoard to review all the
expenditure and keep it within bounds, and
in the same breath he is eutting down the
allowance by practieally half. His attitude
is wholly illogical,

Mr. SLEEMAN: A most convincing case
against the Minister’s proposal has been
put up froum this side of the House. T am
only sorry private members opposite have
not had anything to say on the question.
The sum of fifty guineas is wholly inade-
yuate to cover the expense involved in a
serious aceident, and it is unjust to the
worker that the allowance should be cut
down. The Minister said party polities
would be set aside in connection with this
Bill. I now ask members opposite to adopt
that suggestion and to vote honestly as they
feel they should vote on this question.

Mr., WITHERS: This reduction in the
medieal allowances is undoubtedly directed
ut the medical profession the members of
which will be the only people o benefit
from it, seeing that the worker will get
nothing whatever. The Minister is creat-
ing a medical board by which all accounts
will be carefully scrutinised. That heing
s0. there is no room for argument in fav-
our of reducing the amount. If any ex-
ploitation has occurred, it has been over
small sums up to £15. The machinery of
the Bill will enable all expenditure to be
fully eontrolled, and will also prevent malin-
gering on the part of any worker. I wish
to stress the necessily for reverting to the
original sum of £100 so that the interests
of the injured worker may not suffer.

Mr. CORBOY : The principle of dispens-
ing with any lmit whatever operates al-
ready iz many countries. I have found no
fewer than 21 of them.

The Minister for Works: But in some
of them the worker contributes to the fund.

Mr. CORBOY: 1 am awara that the
method of organising the fund varies in dif-
ferent countries. There is no limit in Bul-
garia. In Canada the various provinces
have their different methods, but largely the
same thing applies. In Alberta the amount
is at the diseretion of the Workers’ Com-
pensation Board. In British Columbia and
Manitoba the duration of treatment is “so
long as and whenever required to cure or
relieve the effects of the injury,” and
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there is no maximmm expenditure. New
Brunswick and  Ontaric  have  the
same  provision as  Alberta,  Denmark
treats the injury untit healed. The same
thing appliezs in France, where, moreover,
treatment jis repeated if subsequent review
shows it to be necessary. Treatment is also
renewed in Germany.

The Minister for Works:
many the worker contributes.

My. CORBOY: That has wothing to do
with the limit.

Hon. A, MeCallun: The German fund
covers not only aceident, but unemployment
and  sickness,

Mr. CORBOY : Great Britain gives treat-
ment until the injury is healed, with subse-
quent renewal of treatment if necessary.
In Hungury the position is the same. Even
Japan treats its industrial casnalies until
they ave healed, irrespective of cost. Many
minor European countvies have the same
provision, and so have the Netherlands,
Norway, Poland, Czecho-Slovakia, Sweden
and Switzerland. Surely it is not too much
to ask the Minister to agree to a provision
enabling us to treat omr industrial easual-
ties until they are healed, irrespective of
cost. Surely the worker has the right to
demand that. The Bill proposes that not
more than £52 10s. shall be expended in
putting right, as far as may be, even a man
who has lost a limb. I hope the Minister
will take a more remsonsble view of the
matier,

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

But in Ger-

Ayes 16
Noes 19
Majority against .. 3
AYES.

Mr. Corboey Mr. Panion

Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman

Mr. Jobnson Mr. Troy

Mr. Kenneally Mr. Wancbrough

Mr. Marghall Mr. Wlilleock

Mr. MeCallum Mr. Wilson

Mr, Millington Mr. Withers

Mr. Munsie Mr. Raphael

(Teller.}
NOES.

Mr Angelo Mr, Parker

Mr. Barnard Mr. Patrick

Mr. Brown Mr. Piesse

Mr. Doney Mr. Sampson

Mr. Griffiths Mr. Scaddan

Mr. Latham Mr. J. H. Smith

Mr. Lindsay Mr. Thorn

Mr, H. W. Manr Mr. Wells

Mr. J. I. Mann Mr. North

Mr. McLarty (Teler)
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AYES, Noes.
Mr, Collier Bir James Mitchell
Mr. Lamond Mr. Davy
Mr. Walker Mr. Ferguson
Mr. Cunningham Mr. J. M. Smitk
Mr. Coverley Mr. Teesdale
Miss Holman Mr. Keenan

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. KENNEALLY: 1 understood the
Minister to say that he was prepared to
detete the words “subject to the approval
of the Minister.” However, we cannot go
back.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
matter referved to by the member for East
Perth will be arranged later. I now move
an amendment—

That the following be added to paragraph

(e) of the provizo to Clause 1 of the
Schedule:i-*“Provided that, in so far as any
medical expenses claimed under this para-
graph exceed what, in the opinion of the
commission, would have been charged againat
a worker in a similar case to whieh this Act
did not apply, such expenses shall be dis-
allowed and shall not be payable under this
paragraph.’’
Although, as I have already explained, the
British Medical Association have agreed to
this provision, some doctors praectising in
Western Australia - do not helong to that
association. Moreover, the (Government have
had to pay 10s. 6d. per day in respect of
workers’ compensation patients while pri-
vate employers have secured the same ac-
commodation for 7s. 6d. per day.

Hon. S. W. MUNSIE: I agree with the
addifion proposed by the Minister, but wish
to be assured on one point. Suppose a doc-
tor attending an injured man who is entitled
to expenses under the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Act refuses to accept less than the
amount of the bill rendered, would the com-
mission only pay a proportion of the bill
and would the worker have to pay the
balance?

The Minister for Works: The man does
not pay it; tbe commission pays it.

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE : But what power is
there to say that the doctor shall not be en-
titled to what he charges?

The Minister for Works: That is why I
want the power here.

Hon. 5. W. MUNSIE: But this does not
give you the power to say that the difference
shall not be pavable. It merely says that
the commission shall not pay.

Mr. Parker: The commission will engage
the doctor, not the injured worker.
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Hon. S. W. MUNSIE: That is not so. In
most instances, the family doctor will bhe
called in after an accident and the commis-
sion will not enter into it nntil an operation
is necessary or experts are required. The
proviso will certainly prevent the payment
of exeessive charges by the commission, hut
it will not prevent a doctor aceepting pay-
ment of a portion of his aceount from the
commission and suing the worker for the
balance.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
doctor will have a claim on the commission.
‘What is sought to be provided for is really
the practice to-day. The British Medieal
Association has a committee to whom the
State Insurance Office and the private insur-
ance companies refer medical aecounts that
they regard as exeessive. I knmow of two
instances in which the accounts have been cnt
down by 50 per cent. There is no redress
against the worker.

Hon. A, MeCallum: You eannot stop a
doctor taking action against a worker nnder
the proviso.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
commission refused fo pay a bill because it
was excessive, would any court of law crder
the payment of the balance?

Hon, A. MeCallum : But the worker might
be called upon to ineur legal expenses if
action were taken against him,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Then
why do not the doctors take action to-day?
I have pointed out that the B.M.A. com-
mittee have cut down doctors’ acecounts in
many instances.

Mr. Panion: But that is merely a matter
of moral smasion, not legal.

Hon. A. MeCallum : There are a few cases
pending now.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
anticipate any trouble with doetors outside
the ranks of the B.M.A.

'The Minister for Lands: Surely a doctor
cannot claim from one body and then sue
someone else.

Mr. MARSHALL: I am with the Min-
ister in his attempt fo prevent exploitation,
but I am afraid the proviso is not clear
enough. It should be altered so as to make
it clear that the commission will not pay. on
the advice of the medical board.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
British Medical Association have a scale of
charges that their members are prepared to
accept and those charges are 25 per ceat.
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lower than those ordinarily levied. The com-
mission will have those rates before them,
and therefore T do not think the alteration
suggested is necessary. At a later stage, I
intend to move an amendment relating to the
medieal hoard.

Hon. A, McCALLUM: Thé position will
be mueh the same as that obtaining now.
The injured worker will call in his doctor,
who will subsequently send his bill to the
worker, who will pass it on to the commis-
sion. Should the commission deeide that
£15 was a reasonahle charge instead of the
£20 eclaimed by the doctor, the worker will
either have to pay the extra £5 or ineur
legal expenses in defending any action taken
by the doctor against him. The clause should
be amended to provide that no action shall
lie against the man in such eireumstances.

Mr. 1, W. Mann: That would not prevent
a doctor commencing an action.

Hon. A. McCALLUM : What doctor
would commence an action that he knew
could not sueceed?

The Minister for Works: You need not
continue. Move your amendment on my
amendment.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: T move an amend-
ment. on the amendmeni—

That at the end of the proviso the follow-
ing words be added:—*‘‘and mo actien shall
lie against the injured worker for any pay-
ment in addition to that admitted by the
commission.’’

Amendment on (he amendment put and
passed.

Mr. PANTON: I am glad to note that the
Government have staried on a price-fixing
campaign and have dealt with the medieal
fraternity as a start.

Hon. A. McCallum: And affecting a State
enterprise, too.

Mr. PANTON: The Government are
doing very well indeed. I want to know
on what the commission will base their
charges. As in other professions, so in the
medical profession, charges are made aec-
cording to the status of the doctor con-
eerned.

Hon. J. €, Willeock: No, ihe charges are
aceording to the state of a man’s banking
account.

Mr. PANTON: That has not been my
experience. My bank account has always
contained nothing, but that bhas not af-
fected my doctor’s bills.
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Mr. Marshall: That is all right. The
doctor has got nothing, so it does not mat-
ter.

Mr, PANTON: No doubt the doctor got
as much as is in the member for Mur-
chison’s head.

Hon. J. C. Willcock: But the doctors do
a lot of honorary work.

Mr. PANTON: This is not honorary
work. If a suburban praetitioner, who has
not been long in practice, is asked to
operate, his bill may be for £10. If a special-
ist from St. George’s-terrace is asked to do
the same operation, his bill may be any-
thing from £25 to £40. Does the Minister
expect the ecommission to base their fees
on what would be charged by a specialist
in St. George’s-terrace, or by what a sub-
urban doctor would charge? If a man
were hurt somewhere in the city, he would
be rushed to the nearest doetor, who might
be one of our most expensive specialists.
In that event, will the commission base
their allowance on the specialist’s fee, or on
the fee that would be charged by & sub-
urban doctor?

The Minister for Works: I would ex-
pect the chairman of the commission to
have a little ecommonsense.

Mr. PANTON: The medieal profession
do not have fized prices, like those in a
grocer’s shop. According to the doctor to
whom the injured man is taken, so will the
fee be.

The Minister for Lands: TProvided he
charges what he would charge if the in-
jured worker were not under the Aect, it
will be aceepted.

Mr. PANTON: Then if the vietim of
an accident be taken to a soburban doetor
who charges a fee of 7s, 6d., that is what
the commission will allow, whereas if he
be taken to a specialist whe will charge
two guineas, that will be the commission’s
allowance. In those circumstanees I hope
the injured man will always be taken to
the very best specialist. If the Minister
himself were going under an operation the
fee would not trouble him very much, he
would go to the best specialist. Still, T do
not think there should be a differentiation in
the medical expenses allowed.

The Minister for Works: The B.M.A,
have agreed to the seale of fees.

Mr. PANTON: Will the scale be sub-
ject to the proposed 20 per cent. reduetion
which we are told is to be applied to every-
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thing? If theve is going to be any differ-
entiation in fees, it will be very unfair to
injured wovkers.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
amendment will prevent any medical man
from inereasing his fees simply because the
injured worker is under the fund. The
ordinary reasonable doetor wili not be
affected by it, but if we should get a doc-
tor who is determined te work the fund
for all he is worth, this will prevent him
from doing it.

Mr. KENNEALLY: T favour the prin-
ciple contained in the clause, because it is
neeessary to have some control over people
who make unduly high charges. I am not
concerned about the differentiation in fees,
for I hope that the workers will get the best
of medical attention. Buf if the amend-
ment be passed in its present form, it will
in effect prevent a doctor from being paid
anything; if the fee he charges is too high
the whole of his elaim will be disallowed.
The amendment should be made to read
that only the claim so far as it is exces-
sive should be disallowed.

The Minister for Lands:
exaectly the same thing.

Mr. KENNEALLY: No, for under this
if an excessive bill were put in, nothing at
all would he paid. I suggest to the Minister
that his amendment will not get him where
he wants to go, nnless he insert the words
“excess expenses.” We do not want to pen-
alise the doctor by refusing fo pay any part
of his excessive claim.

Mr. SAMPSON: The hon. member is
quite wrong. If he reads the amendment
carefully he will see what is intended. What
is to be disallowed is that part of the claim
which exceeds what the Commission econ-
siders reasonable.

Mr. Marshall: What surprises me, is that
vou should be right.

Mr. SAMPSON: So long as the hon.
member thinks I am wrong, I am pretty
safe.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
member for East Perth wants me to amend
the amendment at a point which we have
passed. The chairman wonld not permit it.

Mr. Kenneally: No, I merely want you
to undertake to have the amendment made
at a later stage.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: I
think the word “excess” should be inserted.
I will have inquiries made, and if I find it
is 50 I will provide accordingly.

it would mean
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Amendment, as amended, put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In para-
graph (d) there is a typographieal error. I
move an amendment—

That in line 3 of paragraph (d) ‘'he’’ be
struck oat and *‘it’’ inserted in lien.

Amendment put and passed.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I

move an amendment
That after ‘“may’’ in line 5 of paragraph

(d) the words ‘‘with the concurrence of the
ehairman of the medieal board®’ he inserted.

That will give the chairman a say in it.

Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: Now I
wish to add a provise dealing with the pro-
poesed panel of doetors. I move an amend-
men{—

That the following proviso bhe added to
paragraph (d)}:—*‘Provided that the medical
board shall, if required so to do by the
worker, furnish such worker with the names
of three medical practitioners from whom he
may choose one who shall he substituted in
place of the practitioner cheosen by the com-
mission."?

I think that meets the wishes of those mem-
hers who have suggested the panel.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: The amendment
meets the objection I raised on the seeond
reading. T sugeested five, but three will he
aceeptable.

Amendment put and passed.

On motions by the Minister for Works,
Schedule further amended by striking out of
lme 2 of Clause 10 the word “mutnal”; by
striking out of paragraph (e) of Clanse 14
the word “ecommissioner” and inserting
“commission”; and by inserting after “com-
mission” in line 3 of Subelause 1 of Clause
15 the words “acting on the adviece of the
chairman of the medical board.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I move
an amendment—

That the following provise be added to
Subelause 2 of Clanse 15:— ‘Provided that
the right of the worker to compensation shall
not be affected by such refusal unless it ecan
ba proved that his physical condition was
prejudiced or apgravated or his recovery
seriously retarded thereby, or that the risk
of such treatment was inconsiderable.’’

The proviso is based on Regulation 29(d)
of the Queensland Act. If a worker will
not accept the adviee of the specialists on
the medieal board and a panel of three doc-
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tors to have an operation, and if it can bp
proved that his eondition has been aggra-
vated bv such refusal, he should not receive
compensation.

[Mr. J. H. Smith took the Chair.]

Hon. A. MeCallum: Who will hear the
case?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
onus of proof will be on the board and the
case would be decided in a court. The
worker would be well protected. There
must be some control because an operation
costing £30 might restore a man to health,
whereas his refnsal to undergo an opera-
tion might ibvolve compensation to the ex-
tent of several hundred pounds.

Mr. RAPHAEL: I oppose the amend-
ment. The Minister does not know what he
is doing.

The Minister for Works: I would not go
to you to find out.

Mr. RAPHAEL: Perbaps ‘I could in-
form the Minister. The widow of a de-
ceased worker might have to prove the ease
in eovrt. The worker is not given a chanee.
It is a disgrace to suggest such an amend-
ment. Many men have refused to have an
injured limb amputated, despite surgical
advice, and have been glad that they did not
follow the advice.

The Minister for Works: The board
would have to prove that they were right.

Mr. RAPHAEL: The board will be on
the right side because they will have the
medical profession behind them. The hoard
can say to a worker, “Either do as we would
have yon do or be shot down.” What chance
has an injured man in a hospital to prove
his case.

The Minister for Works: He would have
to be well enough to attend the court.

Mr. KENNEALLY: In so far as the
amendment deals with medieal and surgieal
treatment, it will improve the measure, but
I shall later move to add a proviso to dis-
tinguish between surgieal treatment and
surgieal operation. If the Minister will
agree to that, I shall support his amend-
ment. A man should not be compelled to
nndergo an operation involving the loss of
a limb. .

The Minister for Works: The commis-
sion have to prove that he was wrong in not
allowing the limb to eome off.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The period when
the worker would have to make the decision
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would have passed. The risk of treatment
would be inconsiderable if it meant binding
an arm that was broken. The onus should
be upon the man himsel? to prove that this
was not the right thing to do. I give fo no
man the right to say to another, “You must
have that limb off.”

The Minister for Works: We do not want
that right; but if a case is aggravated by a
man’s refusal {o have a limb off, the fund
should not be called upon to pay. The
man himself must take the risk.

Mr. KENNEALLY: 1 want to protect
the man when he reaches the stage of being
ordered to undergo the operation. He should
be able to say whether he will take the risk
of dying, of carrying a limb that may not
be of much use, or taking the chance of
ulfimately having a good limb for the rest
of his life. Some doctors have been quite
wrong when they have declared that if a
limb 3id not come off the patient would die.
The worker should have the right to keep
his limb if he wishes to take the risk.

The Minister for Works: That is right.

Mr. KENNEALLY : I therefore propose,
if the Minister's amendment is earried, to
add words to the effect that nothing in the
Act shall limit or suspend the worker’s
right to compensation by reason only of his
refusal to submit himself to or undergo any
surgical operation.

The Minister for Works: An operation
imay mean many other things than taking =
limb off.

Mr., KENNEALLY: I was referring to
amputations.

The Minister for Works: I might aceept
that if it applied to amputations.

Mr. EENNEALLY: I will make the
alteration.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following words be added to the
subelause:—*‘Provided further that nothing
in this Aet shall limit or suspend the work-
er’s right to compensation under this Aet by
reason ouly of his refusal to submit himself
to or undergo any surgical operation neces-
gitating amputation.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: Subelause 3 of
Clause 15 provides & penalty for non-com-
pliance with Subelanse 1. The amendment
which was inserted after paragraph {(d) in
the preceding clause is necessary here.



[11 Juns, 1931.]

The Minister for Works:
ment has already been made.

Hon, 8. W. MUNSIE: In another clause;
and if it was necessary there, it certainly
is necessary here. I move an amendment—

That the following be added to Subclause
8 of Clause 15 of the schedule:—*‘and shall,
if the worker objects to the medical praeti-
tioner chosen by the commission, nominate
three medical practitioners from whom the
worker may select one, who shall thereupon
be substituted for the practitioner chosen by
the commission.’’

That amend-

Amendment put and passed,
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I move

an smendment—

That in line 2 of Clause 16 of the schedule
the word '‘employer’’ be struck out, and
figommission’’ inserted in lieu.

The employer does not enter into this Bill
at all.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I move an amend-
menf—

That the following be inserted te stand
as Clauses 21, 22, and 23 of the Tirst
Schedule:—

21, Where the amount of compensation
under thia Act has been ascertained, or any
weckly payment varied, or any other matter
decided under this Act by agrecment or any
agre.ment, whether purporting toe be made
unde" this Ac¢t or not, has been entered into
whereby a worker agrees to compound for any
clzim or right to compensation uander this Act,
a memorandum thereof shall be sent, in
mannet preseribed by Rules of Court, by any
party interested, to the clerk of the local
court, who shall, subject to such rules, on
being satisfied as to its genuineness, record
such memoranlum in a special register with-
out fee, and therecupon the memerandum shall
for all purposes be enforceable as a local court
judgment: Firovided that—

{a) No such memorandum shall be re-
corded before seven days after the despateh
by the clerk of the court of notice to the
parties interested:

{b) Where a worker seeks to record a
memorandum of agreement between the
Commission and himself for the paymeant of
eompensgation under this Act, and the Com-
mission, in accordance with Rules of Court,
proves that the worker has in fact returned
to work and is earning the same wages as
he did beforc the accident, and objects to
the recording of such memorandum, the
memorandum eshall only be recorded, if at
all, on such terms as the magistrate, under
the circumstances, may think just:

(¢) The magistrate may at any time
rectify the register:

fd) Wher-~ it appears to the clerk of the
court on any information which he econ-
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siders sufficient, that an agreement as to

the redemption of a weekly payment by a

lurap sam, or an agreement as to the

amount of compensation payable to a per-
son under any legal disability, or to de-
pendants, ought not to be registered by
reason of the inadequacy of the sum or
amount, or by reason of the agreement hav-
ing been obtained by fraud or undue in-
fluence, or other improper means, he may
refuse to record the memorandum of the
agreement sent to him for registration, and
in that case shall refer the matter to the
magistrate, who shall, in accordance with

Rules of Court, make sueh order (including

an order as to any sum already paid under

the agreement) as under the circumstances
bhe may think juat:

(e) The magistrate wmay, within aix
montha after a memorandum of an agree-
ment as to the redemption of a weekly pay-
ment by a lump sum, or of an agreement as
to the amount of compensation payable to
a person under any legal disability, or ta
dependants, has been recorded in the regis-
ter, order that the record be removed from
the register on proof te his satisfaction
that the agreement was obtained by fraud
or undue influence or other improper means,
and may make such order (including an
order as to any sum already paid under the
agreement) as under the circumatances he
may think just.

22, An agreemoent as to the redemption of
a weekly payment by a lump gum if not
registered in accordance with this Aet shall
not, nor shall the payment of the sum payable
under the agreement, exempt the Commission
from liability to continue to make that
weekly payment; and an agreement as to the
amount of compensation to be paid to a per-

son under a legal disability or to dependants,

if uot so registered, shall not, nor shall the
payment of the aum payable under the agree-
ment, exempt the Commission from liability
to pay compensation, unless, in either case, it
ig proved that the failure to register was not
due to any neglect or default on its part.
23. From and after the commencement of
this section, no agreement to which section
twenty-one of this sehedule is applicable
shall be binding on or enforceable against the
parties or admitted to be good or valid unless
it is registered ag provided in that section.

This long amendment is lifted bodily from
the existing Act.

The Minister has advised
me that he will aceept it. It simply con-

tinues the practice of the existing law with
regard to lump-sum agreements,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Origin-

ally the Parliamentary Draftsman thought

these provisions unnecessary. Since then it
has been found that the work entailed in
stight. Therefore the amendment may as
well be inserted.

Amendment put and passed.
Schedule, as amended, agreed to.
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Second Schedule:
Item, Losx of oue leg weur hip, £600:

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: On the second
reading I drew attention to the very sub-
stantial reductions which the Second Sched-
nle makes 1n compensation payments as cow-
pared with the existing Act. In some cases
those reductions amount to hundreds of
pounds. A feature of the debate which ab-
solutely surprised members on this side of
the Chamber was the emphatic nature
of the -challenges made by the Min-
ister for Works and the Attoxrney Gen-
eral that we should express our intention
of voting against the second reading.
Qur ohjective is to get back to the money
payments provided in the schedule to the
existing Act. Those set out in the schedule
in the Bill are not regarded as fair or equit-
able. The latesi Workers’ Compensation
Act passed in Australia is the Federal
Workers' Compensation Act of 1930. It
was a substantial testimony to the schedule
it our Aect that the Federal Government
lifted our Second Schedule bodily and in-
eorporated it in their Act. The Minister
said that the schedule in the Bil! was based
on scientific reasons. So was the schedule
i our Act. A conference of medical men
considered the whole position and the sche-
dule I refer to was the result. In New
South Wales and Queensland, their sche-
dules are practically the same as owrs, al-
though there are a few items that differ.
The schedule in the Bill has been consider-
ably lengthened because a new system has
been iptroduced of payments for paris of
limbs, whereas formerly the payment was
for the limbs as a whele. In those cireum-
stances, it is rather diffienlt to amend the
sthedule becanse we cannot sirike ont iterns
relating to payments for parts of limbs.
For that reason, I have picked oui a few
items in respect of which test votes will
decide the position regarding other ifems. I
have accordingly chosen Item 7, which pro-
vides for a payment of £600 for the loss of
one leg near the hip. I move an amend-
ment—

That the words ‘*near hip’’ be struck ont,

The MINISTER FOR WOQRKS: In the
course of his earlier speeches, the member
for South Fremantle said that a eonference
of medieal men that sat in Melbourme, had
decided the rates set out in the Second
Schedule in the Aet. I endeavoured to find
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confirmation for that statement, but there
iz no file in the department desling with
that conference, nor do any of the officers
know of any suech gathering. There was
certainly a conference on industrial hygiene
in Melhourne, but that had pothing to do
with the Workers' Compensation Act sche-
dule. The hon. member said that the New
Soutlk Wales, Queensland and Common-
wealth Aets were the same as ours,

Hon. A. McCallum: I did not.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member did in his second reading
speech, The next day he made a personal
explanation to the effect that there were some
items that were different. The Queensland
Act was passed in 1916, which was a long
time before the supposed conference that
was held in Melhourne. Qur Aet was passed
in 1924, the New South Wales Act in 1926
and the Commonwealth Act in 1830, I gave
members some information regarding the
Queensland position, but 1 did not go far
enough. T compared the premiums paid in
Queensland with those paid in Western Aus-
tralia, but I did not point out that Queens-
land eovered men in receipt of up to £525
a year, whereas our Act covered only those
receiving up to £400 a year. Therefore, that
makes more difference than I suggested
earlier. I have the Queensland scheduie
here, and I want to compare the items with
those in our schedule.

Hon. A. MeCallum: We are dealing with
one item. Are you going to discuss the
schedule as a whole?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
member for Fremantle will not allow me fo
deal with the matter fully, I know I must
deal with the one item, TUnder our Aect,
the compensation for the loss of a leg is
£600, whereas in the Queensland schedule
the amount provided is £562 10s. The
member for South Fremantle quoted from
diseussions that had taken place in America
regarding the permanent disabilities sche-
dule, and it will be noted that after a long
investigation it was decided there that the
loss of a leg at the hip, or an arm near the
shoulder, should be compensated at the rate
of 50 per cent, of the maximum amount
allowed. That is the provision in America
and Canads to-day. On that basis our
schedule should provide for £375. In deal-
ing with workers’ compensation, we have
already committed ourselves to heavy lia-
bilities compared with these operating in the
other States of Aunstralia. The figures in-
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cluded in the schedule are on the
hasis of percentage disabilities. If the
tctal amount is much higher, the percent-
age will have to be higher as well
The Bill was founded on Borradel ideas,
Dr. Borradel being recognised as the greatesi
expert in the world on workers’ compensa-
tion. So I think I ean say this schedule has
a scientific basis. Let me indicate how it
compares with the Second Schednle in the
Queensland Act. For limbs and arms the
Queensland average is £122, whereas the
Western Australian average is £246, So,
too, in a number of ecomparable items the
same difference and even wider differences
obtain. One of the real reasons for our
difficulties is the very large amount that has
been paid for the loss of small jeints. A
number of the Australian States pay nothing
whatever for the loss of joints of the toes.
Certainly I cannot accept the amendment.

Mr. KENNEALLY : The Minister has not
yet given any reason why he should make
snch drastic amendments in the schedule.
Although there is no drastic eut attempted
in the item under consideration, yet if the
itern were accepted by the Committee, it
would postulate the idea that we are pre-
pared to accept a number of further items
in which drastic cuts have been made. Why
should we say that if a person loses a leg,
unless he loses it from near the hip he will
not geb compensation? The Minister has
quoted from various reports, in one of which
it was suggested that in some instances the
loss of a leg mnear the hip has been com-
pensated at half rate.

The Minister for Works: That is the con-
sensus of opinion of the experts,

Mr. KENNEALLY: Evidently those ex-
perts have not made their influence felt in
Australia.

The Minister for Works: They are mak-
ing it felt now.

Mr. KENNEALLY : The Minister pro-
poses to put Western Australia in the van in
that respect. Whenever any expert comes
along with a proposal to reduce the condi-
tions enjoyed under industrial legislation,
the Minister 15 prepared to put Western
Australia in the van. But the Minister is
not prepared to rush into the lead when it is
proposed to improve those conditions. The
schedule is one long list of proposals to take
away benefits from the people. The Min-
ister when moving the second reading said
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this was a workers’ measure, not an em-
ployers’ measure.

The Minister for Works: I have heard
that 122 fimes.

Mr. KENNEALLY: And the Minister is
going to hear it many more times, both here
and outside. On that occasion he went on to
say further that this was a measure to lift
the burden off industry, but not to take from
the compensation payable to injured men.
As a matter of fact, the Minister does pro-
pose to take away altogether the amount
previously payable for the loss of the first
joint of certain toes.

The Minister for Works: Western Aus-
tralia and New South Wales are the only
two States that pay for the loss of joints of
toes.

Mr. KENNEALLY : Despite the fact that
the Minister declared he would not reduce
the compensation payable, we find his every
move is in the direction of reducing the
benefits previously enjoyed by injured work-
ers. If we leave in these words “near hip,”
we shall indicate that if the leg is not lost
near the hip, some lesser amount will be
paid in compensation.

The Minister for Works: Yes.

Mr. KENNEALLY: That is my objee-
tion.

The Minister for Works: A man having
the hip joint would be better off than one
without it.

Mr. KENNEALLY: To slice up the
lzmbs of a worker as the Minister suggests
should not be supported by the Committee.
It is wrong to provide that an inch of
flesh more or less shall be compensated
more or less.

Mr. SLEEMAWN: 1 support the amend-
ment. This is the worst part of the Bill.
It has a flavour of Chicago about it. One
would think if was an extract from “The
Jungle” A worker who tumbled into a
barrel of lard would be provided for, but
not a man who lost portion of a finger
which went into a sausage machine. If the
definition be retained the Minister should
stipulate the number of inches from the
hip.

Mr. MARSHALL: I support the amend-
ment. Most of the burden to industry has
been due to the cost of administration, and
not {0 the compensation paid for injury.
Looking at the schedule, one would con-
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clude that if a worker lost his leg near
the hip joint, he would receive £600. That
is not so, hecause there would be dedue-
tions for weekly payments. The injured
man might be incapacitated for a long time
before the payment of a lump sum was
considered, and probably would get only
€200 or £300. The idea underlying the
schedule is wrong, If a worker loses a leg
immediately above the kuee, he is no bet-
ter off than if it were amputated near the
hip. The artificial limb is aitached to the
body, and there is no advantage from the
balance of the limb so long as the hip
joint remains. Yet the schedule diserimin-
ates between “near the hip” and “just
above the knee” to the extent of £125 It
will be difficult to decide to which rate of
compensation an injured worker is entitled.
The medieal board will probably have to
decide how many inches of leg must be
sacrificed in order to save £125. I pro-
test against the reductions, The Minister,
when introducing the Bill, said there would
be no interference with the benefits. If the
Minister gets bis way, the workers will loge
a great deal as compared with the existing
law. 1 oppose the schedule lock, stock and
barrel. It reeks with anomalies, incon-
gistencies and injustices and will seriously
prejudice the interests of those affected.
There will be more ampntations just above
the knee than just below the hip because
of the possibility of saving £150 in each
case. Every move of the Government tends
to deprive this seection of the community
of the few henefits that have been secured
for it during the past few years.

Mr. PANTON: The schedule is a dis-
grace. We have arrived at the business
of selling workers’ legs at so much per
pound. It must be obvious to the Govern-
ment that it makes very little difference
whether a leg is taken off just above the
knee or just below the hip so far as its
usefulness is concerned. A man cannot get
mueh use from an artificial leg, because
of the constant trouble that occurs with
the stump of his own leg. In these cases
men -are constantly having to go into hos-
pital for an operation of some kind, and
most of the time they have not the fall
use of the artificial limb. The arguments
of the Minister are fallacious. Doetors have
told me that fully 8 inches of the original
leg must be left in order to ensure the pro-
per use of an artificial limb. They agree
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that only rarely does a stump heal suffi-
ciently to enable the artificial leg fo be per-
manently worn. In most cases, too, the
patient is suffering all the while and is un-
able to follow any oceupation. He will
have drawn his compensation, and although
he is continually in hospital, he will have
no money left. If a leg comes off anywhere
above the knee, the injury should be treated
as if the entive leg had gone. Once a leg
is oft above the knee the position is im-
possible for the man affected.

Hon. A. MeCALLLUM: This is a system
of paying for a man’s leg according to
inches. The Minister said the schedule was
based on a scientific division of the leg into
upper thirds and lower thirds, each of the
six sections being paid for differently. The
Queensland Aet simply provides £562 com-
pensation for the loss of a leg. The New
South Wales Act says, “Loss of a leg, £600.”
The Commonwealth Act is the same as our
existing Act in this respect, “Loss of a leg,
€600 The Commonwealth Aect is the lat-
est measure, having been passed at the end
of last year. These Aects have not been
passed without expert advice. I know the
origin of the schedule under discussion, and
the basis from which it has heen derived.
Not another Workers’ Compensation Aet
divides the leg into six different pieces to
be paid for at different rates. Under the
sthedule, it a man in Western Australia
loses his leg somewhere above the knee, he
will receive £200 less compensation than
elsewhere in Australia. In Queensland the
compensation for the loss of the fall leg
is £37 10s. less than here, but when one
zets down below the knee the amounts here
are considerably below the Queeasland com-
pensation—as low as £475, £450, and £390.
Yet the Minister says this is a Bill which
does not take away benefits from the worker.
We are as much as £200 helow New South
Wales and £1562 10s. below Queensland. The
leg is a vital limb, and ir many industries
as important as the arm. The unskilled
labourer in particular will fee]l these re-
ductions keenly,

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

Ayes .. . .. .. 15
Noes .. .. .. .. 19
Majority against .. ..o 4
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AYES.

M1, Corboy Mr. Panton

Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman

Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy

Mr, Kenneally Mr. Wansbrough

Mr. Marshall Mr., Wlileock

Mr. MeCallum Mr., Wilson

Mr. Millington Mr. Rapbael

Mr, Munsle (Teller.)
NoES,

Mr. Aangelo Mr. Parker

Mr. Barnard Mr. Patrick

Mr, Brown Mr. Piesse

Mr. Doney Mr. Richordson

Mr. Grifithe Mr. Sampson

Mr. Latham Mr. Scaddan

Mr. Lindsay Mr. Thorn

Mr. H. W. Mann Mr. Wells

Mr. J. I. Mann Mr. North

Mr. McLarcy (Telter.)
PAIRS,

AYES. NoEs.

Mr. Collier Sir James Mitchell

Mr, Lamond Mr. Davy

Mr, Walker Mr. Ferguson

Mr. Cunningham Mr. J. M. Smith

Mr. Coverley Mr, Teesdale

Misas Holman Mr. Keetan

Amendment thus negatived.
[Mr. Richardson took the Chair.]

Item, Loss of one leg at or just above
knee, £475:

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: I move an amend-
ment—

That **£475°’ be struck out and ‘£600°’
inserfed in liew.
If the amendment be agreed to, it will bring
the rate a little nearer to what we desire.
If a leg is lost near the hip, £600 is pro-

vided, whereas if the leg is taken off just.

above the knee the unfortunate worker will
receive £125 less. He has to lose that
amount merely for the sake of a few inches
that maey be of little use to him. For a
gorresponding loss under the Queensland
Aet, £562 is provided, while in the New
South Wales Act apd the Commonwealth
Act, the compensation provided iz £600.
This differentiation is assessing the value
of a man’s leg by inches with a cantion.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I hope the Minister
will agree to the amendment. Although the
Bill provides for the payment of £475 for
the loss of the limb just above the knee, it
has to be remembered that after spending
a long fime in hospital and then procuring
an artificial limb to attach to the stump,
he will lose a large proportion of the com-
pensation provided. He may not net more
than £250, if as much as that.

Mr. MARSHALL: T do not think there
is any justifieation for so marked a differ-
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ence in the compensation because of the
loss of a limb just above the knee as com-
pared with the loss of the limb just below
the hip. At the same time, I congratulate
the Minister on his consistency because he
is adhering to his advocacy of payment by
results. If the leg is taken off just above
the knee, the man gets £475 whereas if
taken off just below the hip, the amount is
£600. In neitber case is the portion of the
leg that remains of much use to the man.
That is borne out by the experience of &
number of returned soldiers. One man who
may be seen walking around the streets of
the city on erntches, has two artificial limbs
but he can wear neither of them on the
stump of bis leg. The cost of treatment
and so forth will leave very little of the
£475, 1 object to any reduction on the
existing schedule. Surely to God the Min-
ister should be satisfied with his Bill, for
he has got all he has any right to ezpect.
I look upon the whole schedule with a great
deal of disgust.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The material avail-
able for present-day writers seems to be
ample for a re-writing of the ‘‘Merchant
of Venice.’”” We have an exeellent Shy-
lock ready to take part in the prodnetion,
and he is supported by a number of others
prepared to deal with human flesh, Al
that is required i3 someone to come to
Judgment with a verdiet that will give
satisfaction to the Committee. 1t is ser-
iously proposed by Shylock that if there is
a couple of inches difference in the length
of the stump of a lost leg the present com-
pensation shall be reduced hy £125. That
ig the position in whieh the Minister places.
himself by clinging to the proposed sche-
dule. For the difference of a few inches in
the length of that stump there is to be a
difference of £125 in the compensation pay-
able.

Hon. A. MeCallum: Abount £18 per inch.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Even our farmer

friends will not say that meat is worth
that mueh.
The Minister for Works: Tt would be a

good thing if sheep were that price.

Mr. KENNEALLY: What opportunity
has a man minus a leg to earn bis living?
If a man with a family of three or four
loses his leg he goes into hospital, where he
remains for many months using up most
of his compensation money, and then comes
out of the hospital to face the world with
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but one leg and tries to waintain his family.
Are we to be prepared to deal in human
flesh in a manner that proves we have no
consideration for the welfare of the in-
jured worker? The Committee, by their
decision on this item, are going to give an
answer to that question.

Mr. Brown: The injured worker may
be able to have an artificial leg fixed more
satisfuetorily because of the extra bit of
stump.

Mr. KENNEALLY : Then why not say to
the vietim, “You have lost your leg and
been crippled in industry, but industry is
giving you a reasonable amount of money
with which to embark upon the task of keep-
ing your family going.” I do not want to
see an injured worker beggared in the way
the Minister desires. I will support the
amendment,

Hon. M. ¥. TROY: I hope the Minister
will agree to reinstate the £600. That is
the fizure under the Aects of New South
Wales and the Commonwealth, while in
Queensland, which has a Government similar
to ours, the amount is £502. 1 cannot under-
stand the mentality of people who approve
of legislation of this kind. The Minister
said the Government desired to relieve in-
dustry. If the item were reduced by £125,
by what fraction would industry be relieved ?
Would one man more he employed as a
result? Not one. Not many workers lose
‘a leg. Suppose 20 lost a leg, would the
reduction affect industry? It would have no
influence at all.

Mr. Kenneally: Perhaps it is thought
they have been chepping off limbs as a pas-
time.

Hon. M. P. TROY: I have not heard of
20 aceidents in this State involving the loss
of a limb. Consequently, industry eannot
be burdened by the compensation, and there
ecan be no saving worth considering. Is
£425 sufficient compensation for the loss of
a limb?

The Minister for Works: Ten thousand
pounds would not be sufficient.

Hon. M. F. TROY: Yet, in view of that
admission, the Minister proposes to reduce
the amount from £600 to £475. What a
logical outloock! He allows himself to be
used by the Employers’ Federation fo reduce
this miserable amount. I hope he is proud
of the proposal. Does the Minister realise
that we are giving considerable time and
attention to people who are coming to the
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State, not for their health but for financial
reasons, We have been dealing with legisla-
tion to protect farmers from their creditors.
The people whom the Minister represents
are asking for security. For what? To
secure their homes and livelthood. If a
worker loses a limb, he is to he passed out
into the world with £425. It is amazing
that members opposite will lend themselves
to such paltry and contemptible legislation.
In 99 per cent. of the ocenpations, a worker
who loses & leg is handicapped for life. All
ke can do is to walk about Perth until his
compensation is exhausted, and then nothing
remains buf nisery for him and his family.
His ambitions in life are entirely frusirated.
Returned soldiers who lost a leg in the war
have approached me for work as caretakers.
When Minister for Lands, 1 got 2 job for
one man, but he had to do some lifting and
one night he slipped and fell. He was han-
dicapped even for that job. This part of
the session, when we should be consider-
ing finance and unempleyment, is being de-
voted to further limiting the opportunities
of workers injured in industry, The only
thing the Government are doing is to pen-
alise some unfortunate who has been injured
by an aceident. The Minister will be able
to zo to the cockies of Wyaleatchem, Gob-
blegutting, and Benjaherring and say, “Look
what I did; I reduced the burden on indus-
tl‘y.”

The Minister for Works:
them cockies.

Hon. M. F. TROY : Well, wheat farmers.

The Minister for Works: Gohblegutting is
not in my electorate.

Hon. M. F. TROY: If some unfortunate
cripple walked into the hall the Minister
could say, “I took £225 from that man’s
compensation.” He may not survive very
long, but it can always be said of the Min-
ister, #“That is the man who reduced work-
ers’ compensation.” Inostead of giving
benefits, he has taken them away. This will
be his great achievement in life, though it
will be something of which he cannot be
prond.  The relief to industry, however,
will be infinitesimal.  When he came to
Parliament he used to make speeches at
Country Party gatherings, taking his eol-
ieagues to task for not giving the farmers
bhetter treatment. Now he is seeking oppor-
tunities and privileges for his own people,
but taking away the rights of the sick and
injured workers. The eredit he will get for

Do not eall
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this will never give him any satisfaetion.
He will know he has accomplished nothing.
The Government have no authority what so-
ever from the people to bring down this
legislation.

Mr. PANTON: What is meant by “just
ahove the knee”? Does the Minister refer
to the bone or the flesk? How much per
pound of flesh or bone will this compensa-
tion represent? Will the leg be measure:d
by the flesh or by the bone? This is a mat-
ter of pounds, shillings and pence to the
worker. If we are going to deal with this
matter in poundage of flesh or inches of
bone, why should there be only four divi-

sions from the hip to the knee at the rate

of £25 for each division? Let us divide the
leg into an eighth or a sixteenth of an inch.
The Minister said the schedule was scientifi-
cally based. 1 presume that the scientist or
genius who suggested this to the Minister
advised him also whether the loss of the leg
just above the knee is to be ecomputed from
the point of the flesh or from the point of
the bone. It makes all the difference. We
ought to have a new set of amendments alto-
gether, a set based on half inches. I do not
at all approve of the Minister's scale. It
provides less money for the loss of two

bones than for the loss of one. I fail to
understand how members opposite ean
silently vote on such questions. TIs any

farmer opposite able to tell me how a man
with only one leg is to plough?

Mr. Sleeman ealled attention to the state
of the Committee.

Quorum formed,

Mr. PANTON: Obviously, Ministerial
members do not want to hear anything on
this subjeet. Legislation which values parts
of a man’s leg is indeed extrsordinary legis-
lation. I have never yet seen a man who
could last more than a week or two on an
artificial leg, which incidentally costs about
£27. After that, he had to go into hospital
or resort to erutches until the stump healed
again.

Mr. PIESSE: I am deeply impressed
with the arguments of hon. members, par-
ticularly those on the Qpposition side, as to
this schedule. It seems to me that the argu-
ments used on the present item might bave
been applied to earlier items. Most of the
speakers have overlooked the faet that the
smounts payable under the schedule do not
provide compensation in full. We are
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Geeply sympathetic towards workers’ com-
pensation,

Mr. Panton: The workers do not want
sympathy, but help.

Mr. PIESSE: The Bill does not attempt
to provide full compensation. How could
£750 be regarded as full compensation for
the loss of both eyes?

Mr. Panton: Let us make the amount
£1,000.

Mr. PIESSE: Beeing that discretionary
power has been given to the medical board
a5 regards hospital fees, it does nob seem
illogical to suggest that the Minister might
consider giving the board diseretionary
pawer, oun a pereentage basis, to deal with
cases which may be more desexrving than
others under any particular item. I en-
tirely agree that that £475 is not adequate
¢ompensation for the loss of a leg. I do
not want to embarrass the Minister and it
would be wrong for me, as a private mem-
ber, to accept the responsibility of moving
to incresse the amount without being backed
up by skilled scientific authorities. Gov-
ernment members are anxious to provide the
fullest compensation possible to injured
workers, but we cannot forget that for a
long time past there has been a keen de-
sire to seeure relief to certain industries,
particularly the primary industries, from
the overburdening cost of workers’ compen-
sation. The primary industries have been
passing through diffienlt times.

12 o’clock (midnight).

Mr. Panton: And the workers have not.

Mr. PIESSE: Unfortunately they have
suffered, too. It must be remembered that
if we kill the goose that lays the golden
eggs, there will not be the wherewithal o
provide compensation. Everyone will ad-
mit that the amounts specified for eompen-
sation are not nearly enough. Unless the
Minister can see his way clear to increasr
those amounts, T am afraid they will have
to stand.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The member for
Katanning has no desire to embarrass the
Minister or the Government.

Mr. Piesse: Or industry either.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Apparently he has
no compunction in embarrassing the injured
workers. He admits that the compensation
provided is not enough, but yet he is anxi-
ous that the Minister shall not be ruffled.
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Mr. Piesse: You know that the Workers'
Compensation Aet is responsible for hun-
dreds of men being out of work tn-day.

Mr. Sleeman: Nothing of the sort.

Mr. Piesse: You know it is.

Mr. Sleeman: I suppose if wages were
reduced you would employ fewer men.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. Sleeman: How can I keep order in
view of such statements?

Mr. KENNEALLY: The compensation
provided is not enongh, yet the member for
Katanning will vote to reduce the amount
under the item before the Committee by
£1251 1 want to meke it elear to the Com-
mittee that if the class war that has been
carried on regarding the Bill and others
we have deslt with, continues to the extreme
limit, I hope the necessary action will be
taken promptly to restore the position of
the workers when members of the preseat
Opposition take over the reins of Govern-
ment. If the Government force through this
eloss of legislation, let them look ont for
what they will get when they are on the
Opposition side of the House.

Hon, M. F. Troy: They got on the Gov-
ernment side of the House by unserzpulous
means.

Mr. KENNEALLY : The present Govern-
ment have passed more class legislation than
any other Government that have been in
power in this State.

Hon. M. F. Troy: That is quite correct.

Mr. KENNEALLY: If Government mem-
bers stand firmly behind the Government in
their support of legislation of this type, they
need not squeal when they experience simi-
lar treatment by present Opposition mem-
bers. If they openly declare class warfare
here and intend to go to extremes, let
them do so. Onece we get into power agaiu,
we will know what to do. Apparently we
are making Parliament a class-war tribunal.
If that is what Parliament is to be converted
into, let it be understood. Above all, the
member for Katanning does not desire to
do anything that will ruffle the feelings of
the Minisfer!

Mr. Piesse: You ean pay only what in-
dustry ean afford.

Hon. A. McCallom: Industry here pays
less than industries anywhere else in Aus-
tralia.

Mr. Piesse: Ounr industries are earning
less.
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Mr, KENNEALLY: The member for
Katanning should book himself off for a
week and find ont where he stands, He was
returned to Parliament largely by the votes
of workers on a distinet promise that he
would protect their industrial conditions,
Now he intends to vote to reduce the amount
of compensation by £125, although he agrees
the compensation fixed is not enough.
The hon. member ought te consider how
he stands in relation to what he promised
the workers at the elections.

Mr. Piesse: There is not ome item in
the schedule carrying sufficient compensa-
tion for the loss sustained.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Yet the hon. mem-

" ber is prepared to sit there and vote for

reduction, in some of the items, to the
extent of 33 1/3rd per cent. As for the
Minister, he deserves {0 be tormented by
the ghosts of erippled workers.

Hon. A. MeCallum: Tney will dig him
np when he goes down to Karrakatta.

Mr, KENNEALLY: I feel at times that
I should like to see some people in the
position of the eripples from whom they
propose to take compensation.

Mr. Marshall: They would be great red-
raggers then.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Minister pro-
poses to rob the people who fall by the
wayside in industry. There has heen no
argument advanced as to why we should
vote for a reduction in this eompensation.
However, that will not matter muck to
members who, like the member for Katan-
ning, think the amount provided is not sof-
ficient but nevertheless propose to vote fo
reduce it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I move—
That the Committee do now divide,.

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

Aves 18
Noes 15
Majority for 3
AYES,
Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker
Mr. Barnard Mr. Patrlek
Mr. Doney Mr. Plesse
Mr. Grifiths Mr. 8ampson
Mr. Latham Ar. Scaddan
Mr. Lindeay Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. H. W. Mann Ar orn
. T 1. Mann Mr. Wells
Mr. McLarty 3r. North
‘ (Tellar.}
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NoEs,
Mr. Corboy i Mr. Panton
Mr. Megaey ' Mr. Raphael
3Mr. Johneon Alr. Sleemon
Mr. Kenneally Mr. Troy
Mr. Marshall Mr. Wansbrough
Mt. McCallum Mr. Wilicoek
Mr. Milington Mr. Wllson
Mr. Munsie {Teller.)
PalRs,
AvES. NoEs,
Sir James Mitchell Mr. Collier
Mr. Davy Mr. Lamond
Mr, Ferguson Mr., Walker
Mr, J. M, Smith Mr. Qunningham
Mr. Teesdala My. Coverley
Mr. Keenad Mr. Withers
Mr. Brown Mlss Holman

Motion thus passed.

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

Ayes .. . .. .. 15
Noes e .. .. .. 18
Majority against .. .. 3
. AvES,
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr. Raphael
Mr. Jobnson Mr, Sleeman
Mr. Keoveslly Mr. Troy
Mr. Marshall Mr. Wan brough
Mr., McCallum Mr. Willeock
Mr. Mlllington Mr. Wilson
‘Mr. Munste {Teller.)
NoEs.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker
Mr. Barnard Mr, Patrick
Mr. Doney Mr. Piesse
Mr. Grifiiths Mr. Sampson
Mr. Lotham Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Lindsay Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. H. W, Mabn Mr. Thorn
Mr. J. I. Mann Mr, Wells
Mr. McLarty Mr. North
(Teller.)
PAIRS
Avps, NOES.
Mr. Collier Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Lamond Mr. Davy
Mr, Walker Mr, Ferguson
Mr. Cunaingham Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Coverley Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Withers Mr. Keenan
Miss Helman Mr. Brown

Amendment thus negatived.

Item, Loss of ome leg just below Kknee,
£450:

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

That the words ‘‘one leg just below knee
£450°" be struck out, and the words ‘‘the

lower part of a leg £562 10s.°” inserted in
Heu.

The Minister proposes io make a reduc-
tion in this item of £112. It is a substan-
tial and amazing reduction, especially com-
ing from s Government who gave it forth
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that there would be uno reduction in the.
benefits to workers. We are getting far be-
low what is provided in other parts of
Australia. Thig is the first time an attempt
has been made to divide up arms and legs
as has been done in this schedule. The
New South Wales Act has been in force
since 1926, and though a Nationalist Gov-
ernment amended it in 1929, the schedule
was not altered. The Commonwealth as
late as August last adopted our Second
Sebedule holus bolus. The Commonwealth
had the schedules of all the States and the
advice of experts, and must have been satis-
fied that our schedule was fair and equit-
gble. It hag been urged that industry must
be relieved and that insurance costs more
here than in the other States. In New
South Wales considerably lower premimms
are charged than here, but that State pays
more than £100 in excess of what the Min-
ister proposes for this particular injury.
Consequently it is not on the items of com-
pensation in this schedule that the loeal
premiums have been fixed. There is no
doubt the rates have been fixed by people
with ulterior motives and without regard
to the risks. I know the Minister will not
listen {o reason. He is determined that the
schedule shall be passed. It is a repalsive
and repugnant schedule, providing that
every inch of a man’s leg or nrm shall make
a difference to the compensation., The leg
is divided into eight parts, four above and
four below the knee. One would think that
no other Act had been submitted to the
opinion of experts. Will the Minister claim
that this one of all the measures is right?
This schedule will result in & great deal of
dissatisfaetion, discontent, and argument, as
to the partieular part under which a par-
ticular injury will be brought. The exist-
ing schedule has worked well and very few
law cases have oceurred on account of its
fack of ambiguity.

Myr. KENNEALLY: If the amendment
is not carried the injured worker will
suffer to the extent of £112 10s. This
schedule will ultimately become known as
the sehedule of diminishing flesh, under
which every Shyloek will get his pound of
flesh. The Minister has omitted all refer-
ence to the loss of blood. Could he not
have divided that up as he has divided uwp
the flesh of the leg? Could he not adjust
the compensation according to the amount
of blood a man loses? Even the farmers
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who are supposed to be crying out for re-
lief from this burden of compensation will,
I am sure, turn against this proposal.

Hon. M. F. TROY: Does not the Minis-
ter propose to give some reason for the
rejection of this amendment?

Mr. Kenneally called attention to the
state of the Comumittee

Quorum formed.

Hon. M. F. TROY: I would point out,
M. Chairman, that the House was mnot
complete becawse nll the members in the
Chamber were not in their places. I ask
you to refer that point to the Speaker.

The CHAIRMAN: It is evident the
Speaker counted the House, for he declared
that a quorum was present.

Hon. M. F. TROY: I ask you, Mr.
Chairman, to call the attention of the
Speaker to the point I have taken. Mem-
bers who came into the Chamber did not
take their seats, but stood at the back of
the Chamber. I Jmow it has been the'
custom for members to enter in a langmid
sort of way and for the Speaker to say,
“I see a gquorum present.”

The CHATRMAN: I am afraid [ eannot
accept the hon. member’s suggestion. T re-
gard it as quite outside my province as
Chairman to carry such a suggestion to the
Speaker after he has counted the House and
satisfied himself of the presence of a
quoram,

Mr. SAMPSON: Perhaps the member for
Mt. Magnet would agree to let the matter
stand over until a quarter of an hour has
elapsed. The opportunity can then be
taken. Iis suggestion places the Chairman
of Committees in an awkward situation, as
the Speaker is the Chairman’s superior.

Hon. M. F. TROY : You realise, Mr.
Chairman, that when the Speaker comes into
the House at the commencement of the sit-
ting members are in their seats. The House
is not properly constituted until members
are in their seats. I hope the Minister will
extend some courtesy to members on this
side, and that when amendments are moved
he will at least give reasons why they should
be agreed to or should not be carried. The
Minister apparently is too saperior to reply.

Mr. Parker: What about the time?

Hon. M. F. TROY : What has the time to
do with the subject? Did the member for
North-East Fremantle promise his eonstitu-
ents that he would support this Bill?

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Works: What ha< that
to do with the clause?

Hon. M., F. TROY : N¢ hon, mowher
would support the Minister on this subject.

The Minister for Works: 1 object to these
personal remarks, and ask that they be with-
drawn.

The CHAITRMAXN: The Minister has ob-
jected to the hon. member’s remark.

Hon. M. F. TROY : What remark?

The Minister for Works: That no hon,
member would support the Minister,

Hon. M. F. TROY: [ said that ou this
subject no hon. member would support the
Minister.

The Minister for Works: [ ask for a with-
drawal.

The CHAIRMAN : The Minister has asked
for a withdrawn). [ must ask the hon, inem-
ber to withdraw the remark.

The Minister for Works: On a poiné of
order, Mr. Chairman. You have asked the
hon. member to withdraw, and he delib-
erately flouts your ruling. I want to know
why vou do not make him withdraw.

The CHAIRMAN: I am sure the hon.
member will withdraw.

Hon. M, ¥. TROY: | will withdraw if
the remark is disorderly. 1 want you to %ull
me under what Standing Order the remarvk
is disorderly.

The Minister for Works: 1t is a dirty in-
sinnation.

Hon. M. ¥. TROY : | subnit, Sir, that yvou
cannot name me. [t has happened in New
South Wales that the Speaker named a
wember, and that action was taken and dam-
ages were given against the Speaker. So
that, wmerely hecause the Minister de-
mands——

The Minister for Works: On a point of
order——

Hon. M. K. TROY : There is no pint of
order.

The CHAIRMAXN : The Minister has risen
to a point of order.

The Minister for Works: [ want to know
whether the hon. member is in order, after
you have given your decision and asked him
to withdreaw, in talking to von about lexal
action.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon, member
knows perfeetly well it is the rustom and
usage of this House—I believe it hax been
the costom and usage for many yvears—that
when an hon. member oljects to any remark
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made about him, for the hon. member who
made it to withdraw it.

Hon, M. ¥, TROY: I would not like to
embarrass you, Sir; but I have a perfect
right to reply. It would be perfectly un-
reasonable on my part to withdraw some-
thing simply because another member said
it was a reflection on him. I did not say
the Minister was a dishonourable man. I
said no hon. member would support him 1n
this.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister has ob-
Jeeted to those words, and so as to maintain
the decorum of this Chamber the hon. mem-
ber should, I think, withdraw the remark.

Hon. M. F. TROY : If you say it is a
matter of courtesy, T will withdraw; but if
the Minister raises the question again

The Minister for Works: 1 object.

Hon. M. F. TROY : Bit down! What
business have you to object? You have no
reason to objeet at all.

The Minister for Works: It 1s indecent.

Hon. M. F, TROY : The Minister is a
little medioerity from Gobblegutting,

The Minister for Works: Wait till I get
you outside, youn insignificant rat! I will
show yvou when I get you outside.

The CHAIRMAN: Oxrder! I cannot allow
this unseemly conduet. .

The Minister for Works: Stop the hon.
member! I will not take any lessons from

Hon. M. F. TROY: It is a perfect dis-
grace to hear the Minister. If he wants to
hear his reputation outside, I will go to him
in the country.

The Minister for Works: Surely business
can go on without this kind of thing.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must not reflect on the Minister.

Hon. M. F. TROY: Let him keep quiet.

The Minister for Works: Youn keep quiet.

Hon. M, F, TROY: The Minister has not
the courtesy to stand up and reply to amend-
ments moved, because he has behind him a
majority who are prepared to support any-
thing, who are never in the Chamber, who
are outside, who come in and vote solidly
and stubbornly for the Government and
then walk out again. They vote for legisla-
tion which they promised they would not
_support. I would not feel so strongly about
this if it were not taking away from injured
people the compensation they now enjoy
under the laws of the country. Why does
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not the Minister get up and reply? Let
him show what relief this legislation will
provide. Of course he will prove it to the
satisfaction of his own party. Just imagine
£450 compensation for the loss of a leg!
What a magnificent offering to men who are
crippled for life! Does the Minister know
that these injured men will for the rest of
their days be most severely handicapped in
life’s battle? Does he know that they have
wives and children dependent upon them,
and that the whole family will be bandi-
capped? Surely the Minister has some
humanitarian feelings. He was a worker
himself a few years ago, and he may be
a worker again, in which event he may re-
quire the henefits of this legislation. Had
the Government included in their policy
their intention to amend the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act, I wonld not bhave felt so
heated. I would respect them for carrying
out their duty. On the other hand, this is
quite eontrary to their expressed policy.
They promised that they would not intro-
duce legislation to deprive the workers of
the benefits they enjoyed. They secured
office by means of unserupulous promises,

each one of which they have broken, Hon-
ourable men!  Honourable fiddlesticks!
Work for alll Money for all! Look at

what they are doing! They look upon them-
selves as having been called to office by God
Almighty.

The Minister for Works: You complain
about my not fighting.

Hon. M. F. TROY : You are not capable
of fighting. It passes my comprehension
how any reasonable, decent-minded men
could support a proposition for such paltry
ecompensation. They regard it as something
heroie, this depriving eripples of industry
of £125. So the Minister sits there, stub-
bornly pushing through this miserable pal-
try legislation, and applying the gag to have
his way. Apart from the Employers’ Fed-
eration, no one has asked for this legislation.
I am astounded that the Government should
lend themselves to such a move. The mem-
ber for Nelson will gzo down to his electorate
and shed tears while he tells the timber
workers how he sat up all night to deprive
them of some of their compensation.

Hon. A. McCallum: Yes, taking £125
from crippled men!

Mr. Kenneally: Getting their pound of
flesh.
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Hon, M. F. TROY: Of all the Govern-
ments of Australia, only the Western Aus-
tralian Government counld do this sort of
thing. This class war has been aggravated
by the Government as never hefore in this
Chamber.

Mr. Kenneally: Crueifying the workers.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The Minister is adam-
ant, but I am optimistic enough to think
that there will be sufficient members on the
Government side of the House to help us
to pass the amendment. [ can imagine the
howl that would be raised hy the returned
soldiers if they were to be told that they
would receive £450 only for the loss of a
leg below the knee. We can make a com-
parison between the treatment aecorded
those who went away to fight for their
country and those who have been crippled
in indwstry. A relurned soldier who lost
8 leg at the war receives a pension of two
guineas & week for life, his wife one
gninea a week and 7s. 6d. a week for each
child. The man who is crippled in
industry should be treated equally fairly.
I refuse to believe that returned-soldier
members are likely to vote for any differ-
ence between the man crippled in industry
and the man ecrippled in fighting for his
country. The refurned soldier, in addition
to his pension, got free hospital treatment
when his leg was amputated, and gets free
hospital treatment again whenever there is
any trouble in consequence of the amputa-
fion. Moreover, he gets his artificial leg
tree, but it is not so for the man erippled
in industry. I believe the returned soldiers
in the House will not follow the Minister
on this oceasion, but will see to it that the
man crippled in industry gets a fair deal.

One o'clock a.m.

Mr. HEGNEY: The lMinister ought to
have submitted some figures as to the num-
ber of major cases dealt with during the
past 12 months. On the second reading he
caid that 93 per cent. of the claims made
were in respect of temporary disablement.
That left 7 per eent. to be counted as major
cases. Then in the statement which Dr.
Holland made in conference with the Min-
ister, he said that most of the eases were
minor cases, and that the medical accounts
ranged from £2 to £10. From all that, it
seems clear that the major cases were but
a very small percentage of the total cases
dealt with. If the Minister would but sub-

[ASSEMBLY.]

mit figures giving full information o the
Committee, he might possibly be able to .
prove his case. TUndoubtedly the schedule
means substantial reduction in compensa-
tion. The Government and their supporters
when on the hustings declared they were not
going to tamper with industrial legislation.
If the thousands of workers whe put the
Government into office could be assembled
here to-night, I am certain the fate of the
Government would be sealed. The Minister
has put up no case to warrant the redue-
tions proposed in the schedule. On his own
showing, only 7 per cent. of the cases dealt
with last year were major cases. It is evi-
dent the Government are going to foree
these items through, and unquestionably the
workers will suffer marked reductions in the
compensation to be paid to those of them
who sustain injury in industry.

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

Ayes .. .. .. 16
Noes . .. 18
Majority against 3
Avss,
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy
Mr. Kenneally Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Marshall Mr. Willcock
Mr. McCallum Mr. Wilson
Mp, Millington Mr. Raphael .
Mr. Muasle {TsHer.}
Noks.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker
Mr. Baraard Mr. Patrick
Mr. Doney Mr. Piesse
Mr, Griffiths Mr. Sampson
Mr. Latham Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Lindsay Mr. J. H. Smlth
Mr. H W. Mann Mr. Thorn
Mr. 1. L Maon Mr., Wells
Mr. McLarty Mr. North
(Teller.’
PAIRE.
AYFES. NOES,
Mr. Collier 8ir James Mitehell
Mr., Lamond Mr. Davy
Mr, Walker Mr. Ferguson
Mr, Cunningham Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Coverley Mr. Teesdnle
Mise Holman Me. Keenan
Mr. Withers Mr. Brown

Amendment thus negatived.

[Mr, J. H. Smith took the Chair.]

Ttem, Loss of foot at ankle, £390:

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I move an amend- -

ment—

That the wordas ‘“at ankle £390°' be struck
out, and ‘°£525°’ inserted in lieu.
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The Minister proposes a veduetion of £135
on the existing item, which would make the
compensation for thig injury £60 less than
is paid in Queensland and £135 less than
is paid under the Acts of the Commonwealth
and New South Wales. There is no doubt
abeut the ruthlessness of the eut. This is
further emphbasised by the fact that latey
on provision is made for the loss of toes,
which would really mean the loss of half
a foot, as if it were merely the loss of a
toe, What is the reason for paying a man
who lgses a foot in Perth £135 less than a
man suffering a similar injury in Sydney?
Pwo men might be working side by side on
a road, one employed by the Telegraph De-
partment and the other by the Main Roads
Board, and if each lost a foof, one wonldl
receive £135 more than the other. Even the
Nationalist Government in New South
Wales did not attempt to reduce the sched-
ule. I could understand some modification
being suggested for minor aecidents, especi-
ally on the information supplied to the
Minister by the medical anthorities, but
toose items have been expunged and the
major items have been reduced. No man
would wilfully chop off his foof. The Gov-
ernment are prepared to keep members here
throughout two nights in one week in order
to take this money from the vietims of our
industrial system. In the 10 years I have
been a member, I do not think we have been
enlled npon to sit up twe nights in the one
week.

The Minister for Lands: Beeause we al-
ways allowed your legislation to go through,

Hon. A. McCALLUM: This session was
summoned for other purposes, but the only
way in which the Government can suggest
denling with the economic position is to rob
the maimed of some of their compensation.
1 hope it will not be long before we have
an opportunity to restore the position to
what it was. No one can say that the exist-
ing schedule pays a man for all that he
loses; how much less does this new schedule
do so? Is £750 equitable compensation to
a man for the loss of bis eyesight? Is there
any reason why a man working in this
State should receive less compensation for
the loss of a foot than if he were working
in New South Wales?¥ We are told that
the schedule is scientifically arranged. Tt
is immeasarably below the standard of any
other schedule of its kind in Australia. T
am not prepared to accept the word of any
medical man as to this being a fair way to
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guuge the amount of compensation that
should be paid for injury. Neither the
workers nor the employers have been con-
sulted. The schedule is more difficalt to
undeystand than any I have ever seen. In
fuct, not a good word can be said for it.

Mr. MARSHALL: I wish to enter a final
protest against the proposed reductions.

Mr. Kenneally: Why final?

Mr. MARSHALL: Because I have eome
to the conclusion that words are wasled,
particularly in view of the utterances of
the member for Katamning, who indicated
that he could not assess sums sufficient to
compensate for industrial injuries, but counld
silently support the proposals of the Gov-
croment, The hon. member's sympathy with
injured workers can be compared to ceme-
tery worms advocating eremation. The Min.
ister quotes the legislation of other States
in support of his proposals, but this sche-
dule is hundreds of pounds below the cor-
responding legislation of other States and
the Commonwealth. He does not even reply
to arguments used in support of amend-
ments.  Ministerial members generzaily are
gilent. Although one of them shed croco-
dile tears over the insufficiency of compen-
sation, vet he was willing to take something
off the amount. Whenever burdens are to
be removed from industry, it is the workers
who must make the saerifice. The member
for Katanning knows the heavy burdens in-
surance and interest impose on industry,
but he has no word of protest to utter in
those respeects. ] may point out that the
farming industry employs less labour than
any other industry of equal importance.

Mr. KENNEALLY: This item proposes
to take away £150 from an injured worker.
That is the proposal of the Minister who
said he was going to lift the burden off
industry withount reducing the compensation
payable to workers. In addition to the
pecuniary compensation proposed by the
schedule, the worker is to have the sympathy
of the member for Katanning. No doubt
an industrial eripple norsing a joint from
which a limb has been cut will feel greatly
consoled by the svmpathy of Ministerial
members when he is unable to keep his
family owing to the cutting-down of the
compensation. The item under consideration
proposes that £390 shall be paid for the loss
of a leg. Do hon. members realise what
the loss of a limb means, or how long it
takes a man who loses a leg to recover
from the wound itself? Do they realise that
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while he is trying to recover from
the wound, he receives only half wage«?
When the half-pay the injured worker will
reeeive while he is laid aside and all the
other expenses in which he will be involved
are deducted from the £390 fixed as com-
pensation, he will be expected to maintain
his wife apd family on the balance. 1t is
quite conceivable that the whole of the
amount will be eaten up before he is fit
for work. This is proposed by a Govern-
ment returned to power on & promise that
they would not interfere with the benefits
enjoyed by the workers. The Minister has
reached out hiz rapacions paw to take
money out of the pockets of injured worlkers.
Those unfortunate individuals, however,
will be able to rejoice in the fact that they
have the sympathy of the member for
Katanning who does not desire to ruffle
the Minister.

Mr. Sleeman: And he ealls himself an
independent.

Mr. KENNEALLY : He was returned by
the votes of the workers on the ground
that he would not agree with any inter-
ference with industrial conditions. One is
becoming hopeless of securing a vote that
will proteet the interests of Lhe warkers.
The Minister said that £10,000 was not
sufficient to compensate & man for the loss
of his leg, yet now he says £350 is sufficient.
He haz not given the Committee any cvi-
dence to warrant such a reduction. He re-
ferred to persons who were prepared to
lop off portions of their limbs in order to
get compensalion, but he has not furnished
us with any evidence to prove that indi-
viduals have indulged in that questionable
pastime. Even so, the Minister could not,
on those grounds, justify the item under
diseussion.

The Minister for Works: When I at-
tempted to, I was told I was making a
second reading speech, and I stopped.

Mr. KENNEATLY : It is a pity the AMin-
ister has not stopped in his desire to take
money out of the pockets of eripples. Ap-
parently the intevests of the workers and
the maimed are of secondary consideration.

Mr. PANTON: The more I admire this
scientifie schedule, the more puzzled am
T over the chart supplied for the informa-
fion of members. I should like the Min-
ister to tell us something about this chart.
How is the end of a leg, as shown in the
chart, to be fitted with an artificial foot?

[ASSEMBLY.]

It simply could not be done; the foot would
have to be taken off g litile higher up. The
more I study the chart, the more con-
vineed am I that the secientists have
worked it out on a basis of pounds of Hesh
and inches of bone.

Mr. Kenneally: They have treated the
bone as soup hbones!

Hon. A. McCallum:
the marrow?

Mr. PANTON: I am sorry the Minister
cannot explain this charge; he has ducked
out of his seat so as to avoid it. The vie-
tim of an accident is taken into a private
hospital, where he has to stop at four
guineas per week until the doetors ceriify
they ean do no more for him, Then he has
to get his artificial foot and painfully learn
to use it. What T am trving to get at is
how much of the £39¢ will be left for him
after he has deducted the amount he has
Jost in half wages.

The Minister for Works: On an aver-
age, 14 per cent. of the total compensation
paid goes in the weekly wages.

Mr. PANTON: That eonveys nothing,
because under the present Aet we start
with the first joint of a litile toe and go
right round to the first joint of a little
finger—all are Second Schedule cases,
minor cases of toes and fingers, But when
it romes to taking off 4 man’s foot or leg
it will be interesting to know what it will
cost him by the time he gets out of hos-
pital. 1 am curious to hear from the Min-
ister, for T ean see quite a lot of questions
that will be asked of members by their con-
stituents. We are entitled to know why
there should be a difference of £10 hetween
the ankle and a few inches above.

Hon. A, MeCallum: There are five differ-
ent pavments for amputations hetween the
ankle and the knee.

Mr. PANTON: On the chart there are
but three. So apparently the chart is wrong.
It proves my contention that it is based
on pounds of flesh and inches of bone.

Hon. A. McCallum: And pints of blood

And what about

2 d'elock a.m.

Mr. PANTON: They are thrown in
Thy not adopt more divisions? Suarely the
more a man loses, the more he is entitled
to. Why adopt joints as a basis, as agains
flesh lost? 1T suggest to the Minister fm
Lands not to risk a stiff neck throngh Teck:
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ing at the clock so much. It is all very well
for members on the Government side to
deplore the time oceupied by the Opposi-
tion, We are here to represent the workers.

The Minister for Lands: You are doing
it very well.

Mr. PANTON: I am sorry | ennnot re-
turn the compliment. The member for Mid-
dle Swan said the workers had been re-
sponsible for putting members opposite into
office. To that I would reply with a biblieal
quotation, “Forgive them for they kmew not
what they were doing.” I had to get my
leg bound up to-day and was informed that
there is another surgical operation in store
for me. I do not ecome under the Workers’
Compensation Act.

Mr. Angelo: Next month yon will he
within the limit of remuneration.

Mr. PANTON: I have undergone some
cperations, and may have to face move, and
1 can imagine the feelings of a worker in
industry when he meets with an accident.
If I lost my leg even now, 1 shounld be in
a much better position than the average
worker who loses a leg. I appeal fo the
Minister to give reasonable considerarion to
injured workers.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I hope the amendment
will be agreed to. Do membhers consider ihat
£390 is ndequate compensation for the loss
of a foot? By the time the deductions
were made, the worker would probably have
nothing to colleet. Ninety-five per cemt. of
the unfortunate workers who lose a foot
are unable to return to their oceupations.
Years ago a miner lost a foot and has never
since been able to work in the mines. Heo
has had to get assistance from the Child
Welfare Department. A man in Fremantle
lost a leg, and the only job he has had for
six or seven years has been as night watch-
man when sewerage work has been under-
taken at Fremantle. As soon as the job
was finished, he could expeet no more em-
ploywent uniil the sewerage work was re-
sumed. If such a man were not given a
reasonable chance by way of compensation
fo help himself, the Government would have
to help him in some other way. He should
not have to look to the Child Welfare De-
partment for help.

Mr. HEGNEY : The main reagon for re-
ducing the compensation is to ease produc-
tion costs. The Minister has tightened up
the provisions relating to administrative
eoste,
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The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member can-
not discuss that.

Mr. HEGNEY: The Minister has also
adopted provisions to prevent malingering.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member must
confine himself to the amepdment.

My, Panton called attention to the state
of the Committee.

Guorum formed.
[3fr. Richardson took the Chair.)

Mr. HEGNFEY: Under this provision the
imjured worker stands to lose £135. The
number of sueh cases as these would be very
small; that being so the mdividual con-
cerned should not be asked to make this big
kacrifice. I wish to enter my strong protest
ngainst the proposal.

Mr. MILLINGTOXN: It is most diffi-
calt to assess the value of a foot or of an
ankle that may he amputated. If a2 man is
thus deprived of the full use of his limbs,
he is in most eases unable to follow his
ordinary oceupation. We can imagine the
plight of the timber worker or miner who
has lost his Toot. Mueh of the amount of
compensation set down in the schedule
would be ecaten up dnring the time he was
recovering, and within 12 months there
would he nothing left. Being unable to
Follow his usual occupation he becomes to
all intents and purposes an industrial dere-
lict, and a charge upon the State. Is not
that the main factor in assessing the value
of an injury? There have been allegations
as io men deliberately maiming themselves.
Has there been an instance of a man cutting
off his foot in order to gain even the former
amount of compensation? No one has sug-
gested that the smounts at present granted
are excessive. The (iovernment should look
round for some other means of economy.
Industry is under no serious disability in
providing compensation for men severely
injured. The Minister knows that very
rarcly indeed can a disabled worker, espec-
tallv one nf mature years, acruire another
trade by whieh to muintain himself and his
family. The people most to he considered
are those who through no fault of their own
meet with a serions aceident and are thereby
debarred from earning their living.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: What difference will
the proposed reductions make in the prem-
iums?
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Mr. MILLINGTON: I believe that
economies can be ecffected, and that with
board control the presen{ sehedule can be
maintained without inerease of premiums.
By cutting down wasfe an nnnecessary load
will be lifted off industry. We are quite
in aceord with suggestions for obviating
waste. To that extent the Government are
right. But they are wrong in beginning
their economies with the man who suffers,
who is permanently di-ahled. Why this ser-
ious drop of £1357 1 do not think there
have heen complaints from any cmployer
or insurance company. Wonld employers
eridge paying the premiwms required to
maintain the old rates of compensation? I
cannot believe it.  The accidents here in
view are not of a trifling character; then
why whittle down the compensation? No-
thing is worse than to deprive men of their
hope in life. A man whe has worked tor a
number of vears in the mining industry, and
owing to miners’ disease hecomes unable to
earn his living in a mine, is like a fish out
of water; it is most difficult to place him
anywhere else. The same remarks apply to
a timbey worker or farm worker who is
thrown on the world. As regards major ac-
cidents the schedule should remain as it was,
If the Minister were asked to value the loss
of his foot, 1 am satisfied be would not
agree to accept £390. No one would de-
prive himself of his foot for the sake of
even £525. If the Bill is passed the Min-
ister will find, in view of the safeguards
that are provided, that no one will impose
on the funds by cut{ing off a portion of a
limb for the sake of the compensation pro-
vided. Even the Federal and State Gov-
ernments in their search for avenues of
economy, have not suggested sach a large
proportion off workers’ compensation. The
Minister has out-Heroded Herod becaunse he
has suggested that the injured workers shall
lose more than it is proposed the commun-
ity shall relinguish in order to help Aus-
tralia out of her present economie Aiffienl-
ties. We should consider the experiences
of cripples themselves, T would prefer to
permit them to assess the value rather than
fo accept the dicta of scientists, experts or
actnaries. Even with the compensation
provided for a man who loses his foot, after
12 months the money will have disappeared
and the cripple will be thrown on the eold
world. Rather than penslise meimed in-
dunstrial derelicts, the load should be borne
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by the community as a whole. Cannot the
Minister consider u better way of accom-
plishing necessary economies by asking the
people as a whole to bear it? If we do not
provide reasonably for the derelicts of in-
dustry, they will simply become an added
charge and burden on the Government. The
Treasurer has to find at least £500,000 tor
sustenanee for able-bodied unemployed
men, and the Bill will simply mean that
the cripples of industry will add to that
burden. The Government are not far-see-
ing enough. Parliament is the custodian ot
the public purse and will be blamed if
annecessary expenditure is imewrred. And
here iz a charge that can be shected home
{o the Government—*“Why is it you are =o
anxious to relieve private employers of
their responsibility to pay for the indus-
trial derelicts when you know you will be
saddled with their maintenance?” I will
be a dereliction of duty if the Government
by this measure velieve those wha should
pay of their responsibility, and teke over
the responsibility themselves. We will as-
sist the Government in making economies;
any scheme to velieve the Government purse
will mect with the sympathetic considera-
tion of this side ol the House. But when
I see the Government heading for addi-
tional expenditure, it has to be pointed out.
I have never heard an employer complain
that a man who loses his leg or meets with
any other serious accident is overpaid under
workers' compensation. Yet we find that
the first action in this special session of
members on the Government side is to whit-
tle away payments to injured werkers. I
warn the Minister that this will damn his
reputation. He will be known as the man
who deprived injured workers of fair com-
pensation for their injuries. I am deter-
mined it shall not be said the Minister did
this unknowingly. Even though kit may
take some time, I believe that eventually
the efforts we are making to save the Min-
ister from himself will bear good fruit, and
and so this night will not have been wasted.

Mr, RAPHAEL: I am opposed to any
apecific amount being paid to an injured
worker. It would be better to allot fbe in-
capacitated man a small pension, as in the
case of retwrned soldiers.

The Minister for Works: Pensions will
be cut down by 20 per cemt., but this com.
pensation will not be.
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Mr. RAPHAEL: The Minister does not
know what is going to happen. If a
worker in the agricultural industry were to
lose a foot, he would no longer be any good
to the farmer. What, then, ought to be
paid for the loss of that man’s foot?

The Minister for Lands: I wonld pay a
fair amount for the loss of a tongue or two.

Mr. RAPHAEL: If the Minister for
Works would put some statistics before us,
his proposals might receive more eonsidera-
tion from this side than they are getting.
The Minister has had pushed on to him the
votten job of reducing the workers, bui it
is & pity he should have made an onslaught
on all the items in the schedule. To reduce
the whole of the schedule as the Minister
has done——

The Minister for Works: The maximum is
the same.

Mr. RAPHAEL: Well, the Minister has
reduced practically the whole of the sche-
dule. If the idea is to make the fund 2 snec-
cess at the expense of the workers, it would
have been more creditable to leave the whole
" business alone. Returned soldiers on the
Government side know how serious it is for
a man to lose a limb, and they should there-
fore imsist upon adequate compeusation
being provided for an injured worker. For
the Minister to adopt such a dogmatic atfi-
tude is intolerable. Members on ithe Gov-
ernment side should lend a willing ear to
reasonable arguments. The Minisier hns
given way on a few detnils, but he has re-
fused to eoncede snything in hard cash, He
might well unbend a little in the interests of
the workers. The amendment would not
cause a big drain on the fund. A man draw-
ing eompensation under this item wonld have
Yittle Lo collect after the deductions hind heen
made.

The Miunister for Lands rose to speak.

Mr. RAPHAEL: 1 point out, Mr, Chair-
man, that I have not yet vesumed my seat.
T appeal to the Minister to eonsider the wife
and fomily of an injured worker.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: T hope the Min-
ister will consider the point that the loss of
the foot at the ankle would be as great a
disadvantage to the individual as loss at the
middle third. TIf the argument applics to
the top of the leg, it must apply at the other
extremity.

Mr. SAMPSON: The member for South
Fremantle is wrong. The greater the por-
tion of leg lost, the greater the shock to the
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system and the greater the danger of tuber-
culosis of the hone supervening. The nearer
the injury to the extremity, the less would
be the harm done to the system.

3 o’clock a.m.

Amendment put, and & division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. . .- .. 13
Noes .. - .. .. 18
Majority against .. .. 3
AYES.
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panion
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy
Mr. Kenneslly . Mr, Wansbrough
Mr. Marshall My, Willecock
Mr. MaCallum Mr, Wilson
Mr. Miillngton Mr. Raphael
Mr. Mupsie {Teller.)
NoEs.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker
Mr. Barnard Mr. Patrick
Mr. Doney Mr. Piesse
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Sampson
Mr, Latham Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Lindeay Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. H. W. Mann Mr. Thorn
Mr. J. I. Mann Mr. Wells
Mr. McLarty Mr. North
{Telor.)
PAIBRS,
AYES Nogs.
Mr, Collter 8ir James Mitchell
. Lamond Mr. Davy
M- G Ingha ) mith
. o m . J. M. 8mjl
Mr. Coverley My. Teesdale
Holman Mr. Keenan
Mr. Withers My, Brown

Amendment thus negatived.

Ttem, Loss of arm at or above elbow, £475:

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I move an amend-
ment—

That the words ‘‘arm at or above elhow
£475°° be struck out, and ‘‘either arm or of
the greater part thereof, £675’’ inserted
in lieu.

This is a reduction of £200 on the existing
rate. Tt is merely the pruning knife to cut
off that sum. No reasons have been ad-
vanced why this is being done, or why the
worker in this State shouvld be £200 behind
either the Commonwealth or New South
Wales. This lifts the burden off industry
with a venpeance, but places it on the in-
dividual. Tt is the largest reduction of any
of the items in the schedule. What is the
explanation of this amount of compensation
being so much below the amounts granted by
other States ? Queensland awards £562,
New South Wales £675: we offer £475. This
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schedule will go down in history ns the most
iniquitous proposal ever inflicted on the
workers. Its sole objective is to take away
money from the injured worker so that
someone else may benefit, The reductions
in the sehedule will not save much; it is in
other respects that substantial savings will
be made. Say 20 men lose the greater part
of the arm in the eourse of a vear, and that
each of them is deprived of £200; how will
that benefit industry when spread over all
its branches? Buf the reduction means a
great deal to the man who has suffered the
loss of an arm. People are fo he degraded
and rendered miserable for the rest of their
lives, without any particular advantage io
anybody. Queensland allows more for a
right than for a left arm, but does not draw
these other distinetions. The Minister's
second reading speech gave no hint to the
people that £200 was to be taken from a man
who lost an arm or the preater part of an
armn. The faet of a =mall stump being left
does not vepresent much advantage to the
maimed worker. The bad feature of these
proposals i= that the workers in industry
even now do not know of them. They have
been misled by Press propaganda to the
effect that eompensation is not to be reduced.
If the injured man hecame septie, the whole
of his compensation wounid be cut out in
treatment. Ameriea allows a period of con-
valesgence extending over 888 days Ffor such
an injury as this, The Minister will simply
force the schedule through, having the nura-
bers to do it. All we can do is to onter our
protest and let the people know what is
happening.

Mr. Panton called attention t» the siate
of the Committee.

Quorum formed,

Mr. SLEEMAN: What occupation could
a man suffering from the loss of an arm
expect to follow? He could not eontinue in
the timber industry, nor as a seaman. There
would be little for such a man on the wharf
and s farmer’s son suffering from such a
disability would not be an efficient worker.
Such men must become an added burden to
the community. The compensation provided
is not adequate to cover all the expenses
the unfortunaite worker will have to meet,
let alone enable him to maintain himsgelf and
his family. Most of the discussion has re-
lated to male workers, but let hon. members
realise what will be the position of females
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who will be affected. Take a pretty girl 17
years of age who may lose her arm. Her
matrimoenial prospects will certainly be dim-
inished. Every girl anticipates that at some
time she will become a bride, and even
should a girl realise her ambition, what a
disability the loss of her arm must preve.

My, Marshall: Af any rate, she could not
throw the rolling pin at her husband :o
well.

Mr. SLEEMAN : This is no laughing mat-
ter! low would any hon. member feel if
bis daughter was brought home minus an
arm? 1 appeal to the Committee to agree
to the amendment, for the amount of eow-
pensation provided for the loss of an arm
is £475 or £200 less than is provided for in
the present Act, which was not unduly gen-
erous.

My, RAPHAEL: In most walks of life,
it will be almost impossible for a man to
continne his ordinary avocation if he loses
an arm. The Government are only transfer-
ring their respensibility from one depart-
ment to another. If the Minister is going
to transfer that responsibility to the Child
Welfare Depavtment, he will find himself
upr against another Minister. The Govern-
ment are committing a serious error in at-
tempting to make this fund a suceess at the
expense of the workers. The Minister that
will even attempt to achieve success at the
cost of the workers is nof the right man for
the job. When the Press were advocating
a reduction in workers’ compensation, they
did net imagine the Glovernment were going
to take from the workers in order to bolster
up the fund. If the insnrance companies,
with their huge administrafive costs, have
shown a sinall loss on workers’ compensation
business, the Government ought to be able
to make a small profit, having regard to the
substantielly reduced administrative costs.
Under this schedule of compensation, what
does the Minister expect an injured worker
to keep his wife and family on? But the
Minister does not care about that; all that
he wants to do is to hound down the workers.

Mr. KENNEALLY: T again ask the Min-
ister how he is going to substantiate the
statement that he wounld not take from tke
injured worker in an attempt to relieve in-
dustry of the burden of workers’ eompen-
sation. 'When on the seeond reading the
Minister said he was not going to rednce the
compensation payment, he was making a
statement which he knew to be incorrect.
Only to-day when T was with some of the
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uneinployed in East Perth 1 was approached
by one Boswell, a man from the group set-
tlements who has had the misfortune to lose
a bhand. Under the existing schedule he re-
ceived £600. After the accident he endeav-
oured to make good on the groups, but most
of his money went west, and since then he
has been trying to earn a living for his
family. @He has not been successful
Recently he had a job gweeping
the sireets in Perth on twe or three
nights a week, for which he was paid
£1 7s. 6d. weekly. Now, however, he
has had to be discharged, simply because
of his disablement. He is begging the
right to live. His children are being assisted
by the State. Meanwhile, the Minister pro-
poses to Iift the burden from industry and
place it on that man and his fellows. The
same man was in the court the other day
pleading with the magistrate to save him
from being turned oot of his home. Yet it
is proposed to cut £200 off the inadequate
amount that man actually recived in com-
pensation for his injury. One of the worst
disablements a man can suoffer is the loss of
a hand, particularly the right hand. If T
were drawing np a compensation schedule,
T wonld place the loss of a right hand much
higher than it is here. My experience in
trying to put into employmeni returned
soldiers is that the greatest difficulty is in
find a suitable oeenpation for a man who
bas lost a hand, partieularly the right hand.
What has become of the Minister’s promise
that the benefits to the workers would not
be reduced? The Minister’s statement to
the House was entirely wrong. Almost
every item in the schedule is being reduced.
The member for Katanning has handed out
quantities of sympathy and his attitude is
evidently suppoifed by ihe automatons on
the Government side. I do not know what
is going to happen to some of the workers
who lose a hand if they have to live on £200
less than the amount which hitherto has
proved insufficient. If any item calls for
an increase, it is this one. On scarcely one
itemm has the Minister attempted to justify
the reduction. The effect of the Minister’s
proposal will be to relieve industry of por-
tion of the burden and place it upon the
people of the State. The existing Aet pro-
vides £675 for this injury; the Common-
wealth Act also provides £675, and now the
Minister proposes to redumee it to £475.
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There is something radically wrong when
the Minister does not offer the semblance
of an excuse for the reduction.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1
move—

That the Committee do now divide. -

Motion put and a diviston taken with the
following result:—

Avyes - .. P i)
Noes .. .. 15
Majority for 2
AYES,
Mr. Angelo Mr, Patrick
Mr. Barnard Mr. Piesse
Mr. Doney Mr, Sempson
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Scaddan
Mr, Latham Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Lindeay Mr. Thorn
Mr. J. I. Mano Mr. Wells
Mr. McLarty Mr. North
Mr, Parker : {Teller.)
NOES.
Mr, Corbay Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Johnson Me. Troy
Mr. Kenneally Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Marshall Mr. Wileock
Mr. McCallum Mr. Wilson
Mr, Millington Mr. Raphael
Mr. Munsie ellor.)
PAIRS.
AYES, Nogs.
Blt Jomes Mitchell Mr. Colllar
e i Lo
. Ferguson 3 er
Mr. J. M. Smith Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Teeadale Mr. Coverley
Mr, Keenan Miss Holman
Mr. Brown Mr. Withers

Motion thus passed

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

Ayes 15
Noes 17
Majority against 2
AYES,
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy
Mr, Kenneally Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Marshall Mr. Wlllcock
Mr. MeCallum Mr, Wilson
Mr. Millington Mr. Raphael
Mr. Mungile (Teiler.)
Noes.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Pairick
Mr. Barnard Mr. Piesse
Mr. Doney Mr. Sampson
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Seaddan
Mr, Latham Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Thorn
Mr. J. 1. Mann Mr. Wells
Mr. McLarty Mr. North
Mr. Parker (Teller.)

®
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Parns. AYES.
AYES, NOES. , .
AMr. Qollier Sir James Mitchell E (l‘!“.}:gbx?g; gg gimét'nouf'n
Mr, Lamond b 3rr. Davy Mr. Johnson ey Tr(::y
M. Walker r. Ferguson Mr. Kenneally AMr. Wansbrough
M. Cunningham Mr, J. M. Smith Mr. Marshall Mr. Wiitcock
AMr. Coverley Mr. Teeadale Afr. MeCallum Mr. Wilson
Mis3 Holmun Mr. Keensn Mr. Atilington \r. Raphool
Mr. Withers Mr. Brown Mr. Munsie i (Teller.)
Amendment thus negatived.
Noks.
Item, Loss of hand at wrist, £400: Mr. Angelo . Mr. Vorker
. Mr. Darnard " Mr. Patrick
Hon, A. MeCALLUM: I move an amend- 3r. Douey 1 Mr. Plesse
2. Grifthy My, Sampson
ment— %r. Tatham + Mr. Scaddan
That ‘*£400'’ be struck out and ‘‘£600°? M;: :][‘{'P‘{\',’-‘fymm, ' %g "fhg;l:’m“h
inserted in licu. ¥r .g{ };nhgnnn i h{r. gqvnn?l .
. T. .
This represents another loss of £200 to the ! crany | Ble. Nort (Pelier.)
worker, compared with the existing rate,
the Commonwealth law and that of New PAlLs, .
AVER i NoLs.
South Wales. Ar. Calller $Ir James Mitchell
Mr. Hegney: It represents a reduction of i jamond R AR Tt A
331 Mr. Cunningham i Mr. J. M. Smith
13Va per cent, . Mr, Coverley ! Mr, Teesdale
Hon, A, McCALLUM: It is the second Aliss_Holman ' Mr. Keenan
Mr. Withers ' Mr. Brown

item in this schedule under which the worker
will lose £200.

"Mr. KENNEALLY: How much more
ugeful ig an arm taken off at the wrist than
near the elhow? Is a worker betfer able to
follow his ordinary oceupation in the former
case than in the latter? The Minister gave
the House an entirely wrong impression in
his second reading speeeh. The Bill is seri-
ously affecting the interests of the worker
and depriving him of much that he now
possesses. This Bill is a resuli of the in-
vestigations of the Committee on which
every other side but Labour was represented.
Every move of the Minister is designed to
take from ounly one section of the eom-
munity—the workers. It seems more than
a coincidence that on the committee mainly
respousible for the schedule there was neo
representative of the workers.

The Minister for Works: The employers
were not represented.

Mr. HEGNEY : I protest against the re-
duction proposed. As one goes down the
list, the percentage of reduction increases.
In the two previous items the reductions
were 25.7 and 29.6 per cent.; here the re-
duetion is 33.33 per cent. The Minister
has not indicated the basis on which he
reduces. YWhy are not the reductions on a
flat rate?

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

Ayes .. .. .. .. 15
Noes .. . .. .. 18
Majority against .. .. 3

Amendment thus negatived.

ftem, Loss of forearm at upper third,
£450 .

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Under our pre-
sent law the amonnt is £600. In Queens-
land the amount is £525, and in New South
Wales £600. Under the Commonwealth
Act the amount is £600, I move an amend-
ment—

That *‘forearm at upper third, £430°77 be
strock ount, and ‘‘lower part of either arm.
either hand, or five fingers of cither hand
£600°* inserted in liew.

Mr. KENNEALLY: No doubt it is =
forlorn hope to ask the Minister to listen
to reason. The manner in which the sche-
dule is eut about does not permit of genuine
comparisons being made. The schedule
contains 43 subdivisions as against 21 in the
old schedule, and this makes it difficult to
identify the exact injury. Under our exist-
ing Aet and under the Commonwealth law
practically the same injury earries £600
compensation, as against £450 here pro-
posed. Another £150 out of the pockets
of the injured workers, and no apology from
the Minister at 2ll! We have not noticed
any attemmpt on the part of the Govern-
ment to take money out of the pockets of
any other seetion of the community; it is
always out of the pockets of one section.
Then, when the Minister follows it up by
calling conferences at which interests other
than those of the workers only are present,
be maekes the position worse. If this is
the class-biassed attitnde of the Govern-
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ment, then as they give, so shall they re-
ceive,

The Minister for Works: You know, of
course, that we have taken a lot out of the
pockets of the insurance companies and the
doctors as well

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Minister has
shown us that the private insurance com-
panies made a loss of £73,000 on this class
of business during four years.

The Minister for Works: Still, they are
anxious to retain the business.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Minister means
that he is taking over the losses of those
ecompanies, apart from the State Insurance
Office. That statement is on a par with
another he made, that e would not relieve
the burden of industry at the expense of
the worker. Instead of industry looking
after its eripples, the Minister’s proposals
mean that our charitable institutions will
be called upon to undertake the task.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I move—
That the Committec do mow divide.

Motion puf, and a division taken with
the following result.—

Ayes - - .- .. 18
Noes .. .. .. .. 15
Majonty for .. .. 38
AYES.
Mr. Angelo Me, Parker
Mr. Barnard Mr. Patrick
Mr. Done Mr. Piease
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Sampson
Mr. Latham Mr. Scoddan
Mr. Lindsay Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. H. W. Mann Mr. Thorn
Mr. J, I. Mann Mr. Wells
M. McLarty Mr. North
(Tetler )
NoEs.
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr, Sleeman
Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy
Mr. Kenuneally Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Marghall Mr. Wiileock
Mr. MeGallum Me. n
afr. Millington Mr. Raphael
Mr. Munsle (Tetier.)
PATES.
AYES. NoES
Sir James Mitchell Mr. Cotlier
Mr. Davy Mr. Lamond
Mr. Fergusen Mr. Walker
Mr, J. M. Smith M.
Mr. Teesdale Mr. Covetley
Mr. Eeenan Misa Holman
Mr. Brown Mr. Withers

Motion thus passed.
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Amendment put, and a division takey
with the following result:—
Ayes .. .. . .. 15
Noes .. . . .. 18

Majority against .. .. 3

AYES,

Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton

Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman

Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy

Mr. Kenncally Mr. Wansbrough

Mr. Marghall fr. Willcock

Mr, McCallum Mr. Wikon

Mr. Milllngton Mr. Raphanel

Mr. Munsie (Teiler.}
KOES.

Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker

Mr. Barnard Mr. Patrick

Mr. Doney Mr. Plesse

AMr. Grifiiths Mr. Sampson

Mr. Latham . Scaddan

Mr. Lindsay Mr. J. H. Smith

Mr. H. W, Mann Mr. Thorn

Mz. J. 1. Mann Mr. Wella

Mr. McLarty Mr

(Teller)
PAIRS,
AYES, Noes.

AMr. Colller 3ir James Mitchell

Mr. Lamend Mr. Da

Mr. Walker Mr. Ferguson

Mr. Cunningham Mr. J. M. Smith

Mr. Coverley Mr. Teesdale

Miss Holman Mr. Keenan

Mr. Withers AMr. Brown

Amendment thuos negatived.

Item 19, Lossz of one eye by enucleation,
£300:

Hon. A. McCALLUM : There is something
startling here, a reduction of £375 on the
existing schedule, No provision is made for
the loss of an eye with serious diminution
of the sight of the other eye, The best here
provided is the loss of one eye by enuclea-
tion. The reduection of £300 is outrageous,
the absolute limit. I move an amendment—

That ¢‘by enucleation, £300°’ be struck

out, and ‘‘with sertous diminution of the sight
of the other eve, £673°’ be inserted in lieu.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
deals with one eye only., In the event of
anything happening to the sight of the other
eye, it is duly provided for here. If both
eyes were gone the compensation would be
£750.

Hon, A. MeCALLUM: The Minister is
incorrect. The eourts have held that if a
man has lost the sight of one eye and the
sight of the other eye is diminished, the
second loss is far more serious than the first.
That is why other Acts make provision in
the schedule in accordance with my amend-
ment. The foot-note was inserted for a
specific purpose, and one only needs to ex-
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amine it to appreciate the significance. I
know the position because I have represented
men in the courts and similar decisions
have been given in other States. The foot-
note operates only when one of two good
eyes has been injured.

Mr. KENNEALLY : Surely the Minister
will not contend that the foot-note, used
previously with the then list of items, would
apply now when an item has been omitfed.
The Commonwealth sehedule contains a sim-
ilar foot-note. Yet the Minister is relying
on the foot-note to provide an adeguate
amount when there is an omission from the
items. Owing to that omission, the loss of
the sight of one eye and serious diminution
of the sight of the other will be eompen-
sated at the rate of not £675 but £300, It
is a serious reduction for the Minister to
insist upon. It is little short of tragieal
that at this hour of the worning, when
most members are paying no attention to
the business, such serious inroads should be
made on the rights of the workers.

Mr. Sleeman: They want to see the hlind
robbed.

Mr. KENNEALLY : If members were in
the Chamber to hear the discussion, they
would not he impervious fo reason. The
member for Middle Swan mentioned that
the reductions mounted by an ascending
scale to 33 per cent. This redue-
tion rises to 50 per ecent. Is it pos-
sible for the Minister to plumb deeper
depths of repudiafion and degradation?
Surely £300 would not adequately com-
pensate anyone for the loss of one eye and
the serious diminution of the sight of the
other,

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister’s
amendment appearing on the Notice Paper
should be taken before that of the member
for South Fremantle.

[Mr. J. H. Smith took the Chair.]
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T move
an amendment—

That after ‘“loss of '’ the words ‘'sight of *’
be inserted.
I want to make sure that it is the loss of
the sight of the eye that is covered by this
amount.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: I will now again
submit my amendment, In this case the
eye may remain but there is no sight in it,
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and the extra £30 is given for the disfigure-
ment.  What is the Minister going to do
about the case of a man having a serious
diminutiou in the sight of one eye, and
being left with only that much sight?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
understand why that is not already pro-
vided for. For the total loss of the sight
of an eye the compensation in New South
Wales is £375, Vietoria £180, Queensland
£300, South Australia £230 and Tasmania
£180; and for the loss of the sight of one
eye with a serious diminution of the sight
of the other, in New South Wales the com-
pensation is £675, Victoria £450, Queens-
land £562 10s., South Australin £525 and
Tasmania £450. Aecording to the foot-note,
if the eye was half gone the worker would
receive £450 and not £300, 1If the item is
passed I will consult withk the doetor on
the subject.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I do not agree with
the Minister’s version of the foot-note. The
extra money would be half of £270 and not
hnlf of £300. If one eye goes and there is
a diminuntion in the sight of the other, the
amount to be paid should be greater,

The Minister for Works: I have already
agreed with that. Tt would be on the per-
centage of this schedule.

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

Ayes ., .. .. .. 15
Noes .. .. .. .. 17
Majority against .. .. 2
AYEE
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr. Raphae!
Mr. Johoson Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Eenneally 8 ¥
Ma, 1| Mr. Wanshrough
Mr. McCalun Mr. Willcock
Millington Mr, Wilson
Mr. Munsie {(Teller.)
NOES.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Patrick
Mr. Barnard Mr. Pleasp
Mr. Doney Mr. Richardgon
Ifr. Latham Mr. Sompson
Mr. Eindsay Afr. Scaddan
Mr. J. 1. Mann Mr. Thorn
Mr. McLarty Mr, Wells
Mr. North 3fr. Grifithg
Mr. Parker (Teiler.)
PAIRE,
AYEF NOES.
Mr. Collier Sir Jomes Mitchell
Mr. Lamond Mr. Davy
Mr. Walker | Mr. Ferguson
Mr. Cunningham Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Coverley | Mr. Teesdale
Miss Holman | Mr. Keenan
Mr. Withers Mr. Brown

Amendment thus negatived.
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Item, Complete loss of hearing, both ears,
£150:

Hon. . MeCALLUM: It there is the
slightest indication of any hearing what-
ever, the man may get no compensation at
all. The Act speaks of loss of the industrial
use of hearing. Under tlis Bill it is neces-
sary to re-establish judicial interpretations
which have been obtained at the cost of
thousands of pounds. 1 remember a claim
in the conrts on the ground of complete losz
of «ight in one eye, and the judge ruled that
becanse the elaimant could just distinguish
movement of the fingers of a hand held up
before himn, he was not btind. Tnsurance eom-
panies have no souls, and drive the hardest
of bargains. They are out for all the profits
they ean make. I do not anticipate that the
proposed commission would be as hard as
the insuranee companies. “Complete loss of
hearing™ is a phrase of which the meaning
would have to he ascertained through the
eourts. Let us adhere to the old wording,
which has been interpreted by the courts
already. I move an amendment—

That the words *‘Complete loss of hearing,

both ears’’ be struck out, and ‘‘Loss of hear-
ing’’ inserted in lieu.

Later I shall move an amendment dealing
with the amount.

3 oclock, a.m.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The explanation ad-
vanced by the member for South Fremantle
shonld appeal to the Minister. Even though
he may not be able to agree to any alteration
to the amount of compensation specified,
the force of the argument regarding deaf-
ness must be recognised. Surely it is not
the intention of the Minister that the worker
must be unable to hear the loudest noise
imaginable hefore he can be paid the full
compensation !

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If a
person has lost his hearing eompletely, the
compensation will be £450, but the First
Schedule contains a provision for the pay-
ment of a percenfage varying according to
the degree of deafness,

Hon, A, MeCallum: But that does not
meet my argument regarding the degree of
deafness for the purposes of a man’s oceu-
pation.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I realise
that in some occupations, a worker will re-
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quire to have better hearing than in others.
The Medical Board will deal with the de-
gree of deafness, and I think the position is
clear.

Mr. SLEEMAN: It would be dangerous
to leave the item as it is worded in the
schedule. I know of oune lady who cannot
hear without the use of an ear trumpet, but
once she is in a railway train, she can hear
quite clearly without that artificial aid.
What would be her position?

Mr. MARSHALL: Take the position of
battery hands whe frequently become deaf
because of the nature of their occupation.
The result is that in the mill those men ean
hear better than they could when their hear-
ing was unimpaired.

The Minister for Works: T will aceept the
amendment,

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I move an amend-
ment—

That ‘‘£450°° be struck out and ‘‘£600°7
inserted in licw,

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Minister should
be prepared to listen to resson on this
amendment. If a man is completely deaf,
surely he has sufficient handicap. He will
not have mueh chance in life if his com-
pensation is reduced to £450.

The Minister for Works:
liberal.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Thke people of the
community will searcely agree with that.
The amount is £60) in the Commonwealth
Act, and for the last six years it has been
£600 in this State. Is it not essential that
a man or woman losing his or her hearing
should be adequately recompensed, whether
working for the Commonwealth or for the
State? I hope the amendment will be
agreed tfo.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS. Here
are the figures in the other States for the
loss of hearing: New South Wales, £600;
Viectoria, £300; Queensland, £375; South
Australia, £350; and Tasmania, £300.

It is very

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

Ayes 15
Noes 18
Majority against 3
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AYES. NoEs.
Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton Mr. Angele Mr. Parker
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman Mr. Barnard Mr. Patrick
Mr. Johnson Mr. Froy Mr. Brown Mr. Plesse
Mr. Kenneally AMr, Wansbrough Mr. Doney Mr. Richardson
Mr. Marshall Mr. Willcock Mr. Gritfithe Mr. Ssmpson
Mr. McCallum Mr. Wilson Mr. Latham Mr. Scaddan
Mr, Mibington Mr. Haphoel Mr. Lindsay Mr. Thorn
Mr. Mfunsie {Teller.} Mr. H. W. Mann Mr. Wells
Mr. J. 1. Mann Mr. North
NoES. (Telier.)
Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker
Mr. %mgnn.rd Mr. Patrick AvEs Paige. Noxs
Mr. Grifiina Ar. Richardson Mr. Coller Str Jumes Mibchell
Mr. Latham Mr. Sam Mr. Lamond Mr. Davy
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Scaddan Mr, Wallter Mr. Ferguson
Mr. H. W. Mann Mr. Thern Ar. Cunzlogham Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr, J. [. Mann Mr. Wells glﬁﬁscﬁv?ﬂev ﬁ %eesdm
. . N olman . Keenan
Mr. MeLarty Ar. North (Teller.) Mr. Witherz Mr. McLarty
Pamns. Amendment thus negatived
AvES. NoEa. .
Mr. Collier Sir Jomes Mitchell Schedule, as amended, put and a division
Mr Lamond Mr Bord son taken with the following result:—
Mr. Cunnlngham Mr. J. M. Smith
ﬁ}’ Cﬁ\'elrley Mr, Teesdale Ayes e e .. 18
83 Holman Mr. Keenan
Mr, Withers Mr. Brown Noes "t o o 16
Amendment thus negatived. Majority for .. 8
Item, Complete loss of hearing, one ear, AYES.
£150: Mr. Angelo Mr. Packer
E %nnmrd %g %Ftrlck
TowWan . e8se
Hon. A. McCALLUM: I move an amend- Mr, Doney Mr. Richardsoa
ment— - My, Latham Mr. Sampson
- . ann . L)
That ‘‘Complete’’ be struck out. Mr, J. I. Moann Mr. Wells
Mr. North Mr. GrlmthsT e
Amendment put and passed. (Teller.)
NOES.
Item, Loss of other than great toe with  Mr %’;:&, %?j'%’fﬁ‘,’;‘n
. Mr, Johuson r. Troy
metatarsal, £90: E ﬁenn ﬁe:]_llly ﬁ gmnsbrgugh
X : 0!
Hon. A. MecCALLUM: I move an amend- w7 ﬁ:{é’mum . Wﬂs:(‘m]
Mr. Milington . Raphae!
ment— Mr. Munsie (Teller.)
That ‘‘other than great toe with meta- PAIRS,
tarsal’’ be struck out, and ‘‘a toe other than AYES. NoOES.
a great toe, or the joint of a finger'’ Dbe in- g’a{f- .)’Dames Mitchell E Ic‘gmerd
3 3 . vy . yrilizig
serted in lieu. Mr. Ferguson Mr. Walker
. . - Mr. J. M. Smith Mr. Cunningham
There is speeial provision for the great toe. Mr. Teesdale Mr. Coverley
= s Mr. Keenan Miss Holman
In the schedule the toes and joints are so ifr. MoLarky Mr. Withers

itemised as fo be confusing and the poor
“dago” who cuts off the top of his toes will
get nothing at all now.

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

Ayes .. . .. 15
Noes .. .. .. 18
Majority sgainst .. 3
AYES.

Mr. Corboy Mr. Panton

Mr. Hegney Mr, Sleeman

Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy

Mr. Kenneally Mr. Wansbrough

Ar. Marsholl Mr. Wiltcock

Mr. McCallum Mr. Wilson

Mr. Millington Mr. 1]

My, Munsie {Teller.)

Scbedule, as amended, thus passed.

Third Schedule:

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Y understand that
the remaining amendments standing in my
name caonot be embodied in the Bill be-
cause it is considered that they should more
rightly be placed in the Health Aet.

The Minister for Works: I am prepared
to meet you on that.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: There are many
different centres, parfieularly mining and
timber, where the employer is responsible
for both water supply and sanitation. If
anything goes wrong with either of these
things, any of these diseases may become
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prevalent. The Health Department desired
we should include these diseases in our Act.
I apree they more righily belong to a health
law, but as we bave no health law into which
they could go they should appear in this
Bill. I move an amendment—

That ,an asterisk be placed against the fol-
lowing deseriptions of disease:—

Arsenic, phosphorus, lead, mereury, or
other mineral poisoning.
Anthrax.

Poisoning by benzol or its nitre and amido
derivatives (dinitro-benzol, anilin, and
others).

Poisoning by 'earbon bisulphide.

Poisoning by nitrous fumes.

Poisoning by cyanogen compounds.

Poisoning by carbon monoxide,

Chrome uleeration,

Compressed air illnesa.

Trade spasms and eramps.

Pneumoconiosis.

Miner’s phthisis.

Ankylostomiasis.

Nystagmus,

Dermatitia.

Amendment put and passed; the schedule,
as amended, agreed to.

New clause:
Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I move—

That a new clause, to stand as Clause 18,
be inserted as follows:—

48. (L) Every cmployer ghall forthwith
send written notice to the Registrar of
Fricndly Societies whenever it comes i{o his
knowledge that any worker employed by him
iz suffering from a discase mentioned in the
third schedule to this Act, and such notice
shall state the namc and address of the
worker and the time when the disablement
began.

Penalty: Fifty pounds.

{2.) Whenever such notice as aforesaid re-
lates to a disease, the name of which is
marked with an asterisk in the third sche-
dule, it shall be the duty of the Registrar to
forward a copy of the notice to the Commis-
gioner of Public Health.

(3.} It shall be the duety of every mediecal
practitioner who attends a patient suffering
from a disease mentioned in the third
schedule, which he has reason to believe was
contracted by reason of the nature of the
employment, to notify in writing the Com-
missioner of Public Health,

Penalty: Fifty pounds.

{1} Every cmployer shall forthwith send
written notice to the Registrar whenever it
comes to his knowledge that any worker em-
ployed by him has suffered personal injury
by accident within the meaning of section
thirty-six, and such notice shall state the
name and address of the worker and the
nature and cause of the aceident and the
time when it happened.

Penalty: Fifty pounds.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I want
to prevent as much duplication as possible.
It would be desirable that the employer
should give notice of Third Schedule dis-
eases direct to the commission, who would
then pass on the information to the Health
Department.

New clause pnt and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

BILL—SPECIAL LEASE (ESPERANCE
PINE PLANTATION) ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Returned from the Counecil without amend-
ment.

House adjourned at 5.38 am. (Pridey}.

TRegislative Council,
Tuesday, 16th June, 1931
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—EDUCATION, SECONDARY
SCHOOLS.

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM
agked the Minister for Country Water Sup-
plies: What was the cost to the Education
Department of secondary education, which
ineludes six State High Schools and a
Modern School, leaving out all elementary
schools, backblocks teaching, technical
school, and training teachers, for the year
ended 30th June, 19309



