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position. We can somnetimes pass legislation
that will destroy methods which have been
in vogue, whether benieficial or inimnical; fur
whilst the hire-purchasse system may have
resuilted. in malpractice on the part Of some
vendors-I dto not say of all, for some have
given fair and reasonable consideration to
the purchasers-wre must not forget that the
hirepurchase system has been responsible
for innumera9ble sales, thereby creating an
increased circulation of c apital, providing
work and] considerably augmenting the
aggregate wages paid. So when we have one
set of conditions oIL one side and another on
the other side, we have to weigh those two
and consider whether if the benefits which
have been derived from hire- purchase were
entirely eliminated, it would not be a loss
to the community at large, despite the ad-
milled defects of the system. I have heard
of many instances that do not reflect credit
on the vendors, and so I have sometimes
thought we might pass a law that would
remove hire-purchase dealings entirely. We
could quite easily do that by the passing of
a simple one-clause Bill making it unlawful
for any person to sell or dispose of or hire
goods nder the hire-purchase system. But
what would be the result? That iii place of
having the hire-purchase system., we would
get the system which the Minister pointed
out used to he in vogue bef ore the hire-
purchase system caie into general use, That
was that a man would purchase certain
machinery required for his farm, wvould be-
come the eventual purchaser of it, The
vendor of that machinery would give the
purchaser time for payment, in the same
way as is provided by the hire-Iturchase sys-
tern. But the vendor would say, "I will sell
it to you and give Yon tone 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 bill of sale would
be created ait] hie -would be subject to the
terms of that bill of sale. That, probably,
would he the result of the passing of this
Bill. So I think it would hie worth while
to mnake a close investigation into the posi-
tion that would be created if the Bill were
to pass, and at the same time consider
whether the coniuicinitv would be benefited
or prejudiced b 'y the passing of such a
mneasure. I amn not extending any sympathly
whatever towards an :y hire-purchase firmi
whvlo have acted unfairly towards a hire-
purchaser-. on the contrary, 1 should like to

see themn wiped off' the slate altogether if
that were possible: for the man or firmn
actuated by wrong motives is not worthy of
much consideration. But I am regarding it
from the standpoint of the interests of the
gleneral comnnunity, and I think a select comn-
mittee would do a goreat deal towards clear-
ing the atmosphere. T impress upon mecni-
hers; that the passing of the Bill will not
eliminate the existing- evil inmits 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 umanm purchases a
house property, usually' it is done by means%
of a deposit and deferred payment of the
balance. Should the selling price of the
house he £.500, the, purchaser may pay at
deposit of £50 andi give a mortgagec for tile
remaining £450. We are all familiar with
the power of a mortgagee. The holder of
a bill of s'ate has exactly the same power,
namely the right to seiz~e and sell if the debt
is not paid, There is the position. There are
nmnny considerations which would arise in an
investigation such as I propose. 1 support
the second reading, and I shall be pleased to
hear whether Sir Charles Nathan at the
proper time will move to send the Bill to a
select committee.

On miotion by H4on. J. 31. Drew, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 6.12 p.m.
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QUEBTION-AEORIGINES AND HALF'- Western Australia to compete overseas with
CASTES. other countries for the supply of timber?

Mr. .3. 1. 'MANN asked the Chief Secre-
tary: What were the numbers of aborigines
and half-castes, -respectively, in the magis-
terial district of York and the police dis-
trict of Qusirading on 30th June, 19307

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: In
the York magisterial district, including the
police districts of York, Beverley, Brookton,
Pingelly, Corrigin, Quairading, Bruce Rock
and Narembeen, approximately, 742; in the
Quairading police district, 383.

QUESTIONS (2)-FORESTRY AND
AGRICULTURE.

As to Release of Land.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Forests: 3, Has he noted the remarkable
success of Western Australian apple grow-
ers mn the recent Imperial Fruit Show, par-
ticularly of Mr. Geo. Simpson, a rower of
Karragullen? 2, In view of this and other*
successes and the advance in apple produc-
tion being made through the hills districts,
and particularly 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
at present held for forestry purposes, buit
suitable for apple production?

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, MlI applications for land
considered suitable for cultivation 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 best interests of the State as
a whole.

Relative Value of ProductiCon.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Agriculture: Will he confer with the Min-
ister for Forests and submit a figure show-
iug the approximate relative value per acre
of production from (a) land suitable for
fruit production and at present held for
forestry purposes; (h) relative periods in-
volved in the production of fruit and mar-
ketable timber; (c) position overseas in re-
gard to Western Australian apples and tim-
her; (d) whether present methods involv-
ing royalty payments make it possible for

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (for the
MiNnister for Agriculture) replied: I will
ask my colleague the Minister for Forests,
to give further consideration to the mattes
raised when formulating his forest policy
Owing, however, to the time and inboui
necessar-y to prepare the figures referred to
I am unable to comply with this request.

QUESTION-FARMING INDUSTRY,
PR2IMAGE DUTY.

71r. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister foi
Lands: 1, Has he any information as to thi
statement appearing in the Eastern Fres
that primage duty on cornsacka, super-bags
phosph~tic rock, sulphur and nitre amount
ing to £1.59,750 had been collected from thi
farming industry since the tax was insti
tuted? 2, Is it correct that the Prime Min
ister has refused to refund this taxation 0]

wheat growers? 3, The tax now being abol
ished, wvill the Government make the strong
est possible protest against this burden oi
a bankrupt industry, and ask that th
£159,750 be refunded?

The MINISTER FOR LANDJS -replied
1, No offii information has reached th
Government yet. 2, Answered by No. 1.
The matter will be 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 Sane
torium?- 2, Has any reduction of the stai
been made recently, and when? 3, Wha
was the reason for reducing the staff? 4, 1
it a fact that overtime is paid? 5, If? s(
what amout of overtime has been paid din
ing the last six pay periods?

The 'MINISTER FOR HEALTH r(
Plied: 1, Two-one juan and one junior. '
Yes. Since the introduction of oil buraci
the staff has been reduced fromn two meant
one man. and one boy. 3, The cause of ft
reduction of staff was the installation of o
burners in the boilers in place of wood fue
4, The mnen in the boiler room work ,eve
.lays per week, and under the award tin'
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reeive pay at the rate of Lime and a half
for Sunday work. This arrangement ap-
plied to the employees both before and -after
the installation of oil burners. No actual
overtime has been paid. 5, Answered by
No. 4.

LEAVE OF AESENOE.

On motion by Mr. North, leave of ab-
sence for two weeks gi~anted to the
Minister for Agriculture, Mr. Ferguson
(Irwin-Moore), on the ground of urgent
public business.

BILL- WORKERS' COMPENSATION.

In Committee.

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

First Schedule (partly considered):-

Hon. S. W. MUNSIE: I move an amend-
ment-

That after "'requisites,"~ inl line 6 of para.
graph (c) of the proviso to Obtusec 1, the
words ''(inelusding cruitches)'* be inserted.

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

Aiedment put and passed.

Hon. S. W. MIUNSIE: I1 move an amend-
mekt--

That after ''treatinent,'' inl line 7, the
words ''and the travelling expensesS of the
worker whilst proceeding to any place for
treatment, together with the renl11unerationl
and travelling expenses of any ncceSaarLy
attendant'' be inserted.

This is a necessary provision.

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

Amnendiuent put and passed.

Ron. S. W. MUNSTE: I move an amend-
ment-

That in line 14 of paragraph (e) the words
"fifty-two pounds ten shillings'' be struck
out with a view to inserting ''one hundred
pounds."I

The Act provides for medical expenses up
to £100. It 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

of the increased cost of workers' compen-
sation. In my opinion that is quite wrong.
If there was extravagance previously,
there will. be the same opportunity for ex-
travagance by providing £62 L0s. I believe
that the bulk of the medical expenses is
made up of amounts ranging from £3 t&~
£10. I agree that the Act should be tight-
ened up, and I believe the Minister will
get the reduction of cost he desires with-
out reducing the amount provided for medi-
cal expenses. The Bill provides for the.
amount of £52 10s. being exeessed 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 permnit
of application to the Minister for an in-
crease in the expenses allowed. On the,
second reading the member for South Fre-
mantle mentioned a case where an aero-
plane bad been engaged to bring the
p~atient 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 that 93 per cent. of'
the claims had been for minor accidents,
and I repeat that it is in connection with
these the waste has occurred.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
stated to the House on the second reading
that 93 per cent. of the claims made were
in respect of temporary disablement, and
that the average amount paid for tempor-
ary disablement was £8 Is. id. under the
1912 Act,"and £E5 18s. 9d. under the exist-
ing Act. I also stated that in connection
with medieal expenses for claims under the-
Second Schedule in the ease of Government
workers, the average under the present Act
was £51. Although the Act 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 £C7 7s.
additional saved the payment of an
amount of £375 under the Second Schedule.
That case discloses the reason for the sav-
ing clause in the Bill. I know that a man,
with a compound fracture of the leg can-
not be cured at a cost of £52 los. How-
ever, the British Medical Association whenr
interviewing me said the £100 without a
safeguard was a blunder in the Act, and
that this maximum of £,100 might without
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hardship to anyone be reduced to £50. No
Australian Act is as liberal as the Bill in
this respect . The Minister would naturally
give his approval for a larger amount than
£52 10s. if the hoard recommended it. I
'have stated ?that Queensland allows no
medical or hospital fees. That statement
has beau twice denied by the member for
South Fremantle. I have therefore taken
the trouble to telegraph to Queensland on
the subject. Apparently I have to make
my points on documentary evidence. As
-regards our Second Schedule, the average
-cost of medical and hospital expenses in the
past has been £51, which amount would be
additional to any payment under the
'Second Schedule. The following telegramn
was sent by Mr. Huelin, the Secretary of
-our Medical Department, to the Under Sec-
retary, Chief Secretary's Department, Bris-
bane:-

Asserted here that hospital treatment ini
public hospitals Queensland free to all
patients. Is this so, and does system apply
to workers' eomipensation cases?

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

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

'Thereupon the following message was sent
from this end-

Thaniks for your wire. Statement being
repeated here in Parliament that workers'
compensation cases your State receive free
hospital treatment. Kindly state if correct.

T wvill now read a letter from lMr. Huelin,
-dated the 22nd ultimo and addressed to the
Government 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
collect charges whenever possible. Letter
following.''

'The letter front Queensland stated-

With reference to your telegram of to-days
.date, addressed to the Under Secretary,
Chief Secretary's Office, asking for particu-
lars of the procedure followed in this State
with regard to the hospital treatment of
workers' compeusatiou patients, I have the
honour, by direction, to inform you that
neither the hospital nor workers' compeusa-
-tion lawrs or this State have any provisioii

making hospital treatment a charge on work
ers' compensation benefits. There is a prac
tice which is followed in Brisbane and ii
other centres whereby the Hospital Board ha
an arrangement with the State Insuranci
Oflice or its local agent under which the hos
pital authorities are notified of the receip
or granting of claims for compensation ii
their particular districts, and are thereby en
abled to take measures to obtain payment o
the hospital charges. It mnay be mentione4
that all hospitals have the statutory right ti
reover fees by legal pirotess, and there is ai
recognised right to free treatment exeep
With respect to those people who are unabI
to pay any portion of the prescribed chargeE
Many hospital authorities in this State hayi
complained of the absence of some legislativi
provision whereby hospital fees will be
t-harge against w orkers' comipensation boec
fits, and payable directly to the liospita
authority. Tme method followed at preseni
has the effect of enabling a certain propot
tiou. of the fees in respect of workers' coin
pensation patients to be collected, but ther,
arc a great number who entirely escape tbei
responsibility.

There is a good deal more of the lettes
which however I will not read. I may men
tion the letter states that last year a Hi]
was introduced into the Queensland Penis
mneat providing for medical benefits, bu
was dropped at the first reading. I also
have the regulations under the Queenslani
Workers' Compensation Act, and regulatioi
20 provides in respect of medical and sux
tecal attendance and hospital treatment-

An employ' er anthorised by the Coinmia
sionier may, on behalf of the Gommnissionei
make arrangements or agreements with an;
medical practitioner or any- hospital or othe
institution for providing medical and surgica
attendanice, treatment, and aid to any injure'
worker out of the vompensation payable t
such worker. lit cases of emergency wher
the Commissioner is satisfied that in th
interests of an injured worker it was nee
sary that immediate action should be taker
the Commissioner may ratify any arrange
wnict or agreement made by the employer oi
his behalf for providing medical and surgics
littendance, treatment, or aid to such worke
out of 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 medical treatment
and the Queensland Commissioner has thi
right to deduct medical expenses from th,
compensation payment. Apart from Nev
South Wales and the Commonwealth, ni
Australian State allows any medical or boas
pital expenses. New South Wales allow
£25 for doctor, £25 for hospital, and £
10s. for ambulance. I agree that in som
eases; £52 ]Os. is not sufficient to cove
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those expenses. The presumption is that
the filing of the sum operates as a check,
and that no doctor will be able to collect
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 be carried.

Mr. ANGELO: In moving his amend-
ment the member for Hannans said he did
not agree with the suggestion that the £100
.standing in the present Act has been re-
sponsible for some of the high accounts 6f
doctors. I have seen many accounts ren-
dered by medical meii in workers' compen-
sation cases, and I have come to the con-
elusion that the £100 fixed by the Act has
had a considerable effect on a certain section
of the medical fraternity in the direction of
increasing their bills. Older members of
the House may recollect that a few years
ago I read out numerous accounts 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 16s. The Leader
of the Opposition, who was then Premier,
thanked me for bringing the matter before
the House. I feel certain that if the provi-
sion for £100 were to remain in the Act,
it would be to the detriment of the worker,
because the medical charges paid would come
out of the compensation he received subse-
quently.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: ,Certainly not.

Mr. ANGELO: The commission and the
medical board will exercise supervision
over the medical accounts that will be ren-
dered, and in those circumstances I do not
see why any particular amount should he
mentioned in the Bill. I certainly prefer
£52 10s. to the £100, and will vote against
the amendment.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The amendment is
esential if the interests of the workers are
to be conserved. I can recall our experience
in earlier days when we had to go cap in
hind to employers to urge them to grant
additional relief to men who were seriously
ii. jured.

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

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: It has been said often
enough during the debate that the Minister
will certainly excess the amount when cir-
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
medical or surgical attention would prove
beneficial to him, and he may, in consequence
be maimed for life.

'Mr. Sampson: The Minister will he symn-
path etic.

'Mr. KENNEALLY: But the Minister may
not be there for long, and if we are to judge
him by the way he has cut down
the amounts in the Second Schedule, be
may not prove sympathetic. If the pro-
vision for £100 were left in the measure,
it would save the injured worker not merely
physical suiffern g buat acute mental strain.
The Minister has not given us any' particular
reasons for the reduction he has suggesited.

The M-inister for Works: I rend the letter
from the British Mledical Association, in
which they, advised that £52 10s. was enough.

Hon. A. McCallumn: What tight had the
B.-MA. to determine that?

Mr. KENNEALLY: Did the Minister as-
vertain the injured worker's point of view?
Oil the commuittee, of which lie has spokeni
so nmuch, various interests were represented,
bu~t not those of the worker.

The Minister for Works: That statement
is not correct, and you know it.

Mrfi. KENNEALLY: If the M1inister de-
sired to he rai', hie should at least have
inatde provision for' getting the worker's
views.

The Mlinister for Works: I availed myself
of [lie servie., of one gentleman to whom
you Minister furnished credentials enabling
hit to make inquiries in all parts of the
world.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I am not questioning
tha t gentlenian's qualifications at all; I an-
derstand he is a medical man of considerab~le
experience mid undoubted ability, bitt he,
tdoe, not represent the workers of the State.
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The Minister fortified himself with the re-
Piresentations of the British Medical Associa-
tion.

The "Minister for Works: A deputation
from that body waited npon ma.

Ar. KE-NNE ALLY: Aind so did a depu-
tation tromi the Underwriters' Association.
Both bodies were represented on thle com-
inittee, but not the workers. Personally I
waut to be able to say that although thiere
have beten alterartions made in thle Act, Par-
liament has beeni humane in providing sut-
ficient nioney to prevent an injured wvorker
from having to worryv as to how his medico]
and hospital accounts will lie met. By suf-
fering at reduction of w'ages by 50 per vent.
and being able to draw up to £3 10s. only.
during the period of incapacity, the worker
is handicapped sufficiently already. I dto
not want this measure to say to the worker,
"You are going to have aL few medical ex-
penses to mueet when1 you hamv recovered
from your injuries." So I hope the amend-
ment tre.torinig the £C100 will lie carried, It
has been argued that the sunra of ClO0 lends
its~elf to exploitation. Buit the contention
of thle Minister is that these new provisions
in the Bill will restrict opportunity for ex-
Ploitalion. I think tewill. If so, if we
have this; safeguard against exploitation
there is nLO need to cat down the amount
-allowed for medical expense:,. After all, it
isz of little advantage that the Mlinister
should hiave power to excess the amount.

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

M 3r. MILLINGTON: Thle MAinister, al-
though lie proposes to reduce the amnount
.allowed for medical expenses, from £100 to
50 trinens, still insists that thre injured per-
son shall have proper medical attendance.
So Ui4 reasonl for reducing the amount must
he that hie proposes to lint a cheek on the
tharges made by some members of the medi-
-cal profession. The general impression is
that the piractice is to overcharge. Ia my
view, extortionate charging is not confined
to the medical profession. I could refer to
other professions whose members charge ex-
tortionate fees. The medical professioan, on
tile other hand, stands alone for benevolent
and philanthropic acts. One cannot get free
-advice from thle mcnrbers of any other pro-
fession that I can think of, yet with Mnem-
hers of the mtedical profession it is thle usual
practice that those who cannot pay rnub
receive service free. Now we are told there

is to be a special check placed upon memnbers
of the medical professioni andt a certain
amount of ignomy cast upon them. Records
show that the overcharges for medical
attention. have riot been miade in) the range
between 50 guineas and £100. So tire pro-
posed reduction is not a safeguard alter all.
Whiat relation would either £100 or 50
guinecas hrave to tire average workers' com-
pensation caseT Neither one amount nor the
other would ba a check on the medical
charges, which are more likely to be less
than £10. Since the fees charged by the
medical profession arc to be serutinised,
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-
cal man knows that his account is to he sub-
ject to examination hr men who will im-
mediately detect an overcharge, it will be a
deterrent against excessive charging 'With-
out the proposed scrutiny, the reducing of
the amount to 50 guineas would not be a
deterrent to a medical muau inclined to high
-charges. There should be some means of
determining whether workers' compensation
cases are charged more thanr ordinary case.
I see no reason why a worker should be
charged more because he is secured, than if
lire were paying for medical services pri-
vately. In the past there has been on the
part of certain mnedical practitioners a dis-
position to get the full amount availabkc
under the Act. In future, no doubt, then(
will be much stricter supervision over thos(
accounts, which in itself will be a cheek or
exploitation. Moreover, in view of th(
g&aeral economic depression, a special effor
will be made to keep all expenditure withir
bounds. The -Minister should devise mneani
for an examination of accounts, and th4
drawing up of a schedule beyond which doe
tors, cannot go for an ondinary attendance
Now that the premiums will be less an
strict econromy will be practised in rasped
to the fund, members of the medical profes-
sion will have to fall. into line. 11
would be just as necessary to spend
£100 in some eases as three or fow
guineas in another ease. The reduction oi
the allowance to 50 guineas will certainlb
not constitute a cheek upon the wastage tha
has occurred in the paat.

Hon. M. F. TROY: If there has been am
exploitation of the workers' compensatioi
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scheme by the medical profession, surely the
Minister can quote some instances of this.
To reduce the amount allowed in the
schedule to 50 guineas will be an injustice
to a large number of people in this country.
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
aeroplane. It surely cannot he expected
that the £E52 10s. would also cover that. The
Bill does not go as, far as the Act it attempts
to, replace. Apparently, the Minister's view
is limited to what has been done elsewhere.
He instructs a clerk to send a telegram to
find out what has been done in some other
State.

Tbe Minister for Works:. I did that in
order to reply to certain statements made
here.

Hon. M. F. TROY: Because certain things
are done elsewhere, there is no reason why
we should do them here. The allowance o f
£100 has been available for three ar four
years and has proved very beneficial. Grave
risk will he incurred by hundreds of people
in the country if they are denied the help
they should get when they meet -with an
accident in a centre where there is no mcdi--
cat or hospital aid-

The Minister for Works: The Bill pro-
vides for reasonable travelling expenses
quite apart from the 50 guineas.

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

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

Hon. M. F. TROY:- The hoard might
determine otherwise. There has beent no
agitation for a reduction in the amount.
What induced the Minister to do this? He
has no practical experience of any exploita-
tion of this fund. Who asked him to make
the reduction? It was certainly not made
an issue at the last general elections. We
are summoned to a special session and we
are told this is the important measure 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 taking something
away, and it will do much harm to a de-
serving section.

[1191

Mr. PANTON: I am rather surprised at
the M1inister's obstinacy, if I may use that
word.

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

Mr. PANTON: Perhaps it is the incor-
rect word to use, now that I come to think
it oven. 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 wfll
supervise the charges made by the medical
fraternity. If there is to be a full-time
nan oii 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 eases, and we
knoew that that office had insured practic-
ally the whole of the timber workers. It
was from this section that all the complaints
came.

The Minister for Works: Millars and
Bunning's were self-insured.

Mr. PANTON: It was from the timber
ills that most of the complaints camne,

and it was urged that if the amount were
reduced below the £100 there would not be
so many of those cases. 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
scrutinised by the British Medical Associa-
tioni very few, if any, were found to be o-ver-
charged. I am advised also that medical
practitioners impose their charges in accord-
ance with what the individual would be earn-
ing, and not because of the fact that he 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
have been made against the profession have
been taken very seriously by this Parlia-
miert; in fact, Parliament has come to the
conclusion that those accusations have been
proved. If the amount is reduced, 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 medical pro-
fession has given us a fair deal and will
continue to do so in the future.
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Mr. HEGNEY: The Minister told us
that he 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 Act was the major blun-
der of that measure. It has been proved
that only in a very few cases were the medi-
Cal charges excessive. Consequently the pro-
vision in the Bill we are now dealing with
is absolutely contrary to the Minister's own
statement, and not in accordance with the
facts of which we are aware. The workers
are now to be penalised, not because of
their own extravagance, but because of that
alleged against the medical men. I have in
mind the case of a man who met with an
accident to his foot and he was for over
two years trying to get it right again. He
exceeded the full amount of Z100, and after
having been treated at one hospital be went
to the public hospital where it cost him
£28. The man was unable to pay the ac-
count. Five specialists said that they could
not cure the foot, and some of them wanted
to amputate it. Others also declared that the
foot would not get better. In that ease the
amount of expenses exceeded considerably
the £100. There are many such eases. There
is no warrant for the proposed reduction.
even on the Minister's own admission.
Workers received a measure of justice
under the existing Act, whereas previously
they suffered injustice because of the in-
adequate provision made for them. Now it
is intended to 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 a few excep-
tional instances. To reduce the amount
would he a retrograde step for which there
is no warrant.

Ron. J. 0. \VILLCO CK: T amn surprised
that the amount should have been reduced.
The cost of workers' compensation has beeu
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 medical
board will he appointed to whom the com-
mission responsible for making payments
can refer each ease. When a bill of legal
costs is presented1 it can be taxed by the
Master of the Supreme Court to check over-
charging. Similarly any tendency by doc-
tors. to overcharge under this measure can

he 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 excess, hut now
that the work is to be taken over by the
medical board, there is no need for the Min-
ister to interfere.

The Minister for Works: The Minister
would do as the hoard 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 guided by
the experts. That being so, why not allow
the £100 to stand? With a medical board
to safeguard the position the amount is not
of great importance. Is there to he any
tentative authority 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.

Ron. J. 0. 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. WILLO OCR: Then why in-
sert a particular amount? Undoubtedly
the Government will appoint a hoard in
whom we have confidence and, that being
so, there should be no need to stipulate the
amiount. No one would question the deci-
sion of the board on the matter of a costly
operation. If the average cost has been
.C51, many eases must - have cost much less,
while a fair number must have cost as much
as £60, £70, £80 or £90.

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

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCR: Perhaps, with
the limit of £e100, a fair charge in some eases
would have been £E126, hut the doctor, to
avoid circumlocution, may have reduced it
to £100. The board would challenge any
charge that was too high.

*iiting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. MIARSHALL: M1y electorate, more
than any other in the State, will be affected
by this provision, because of the long dis-
tance that injured workers will have to travel
in order to reach the city. Thle 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 to build Ill) 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 miedical expenses,
and lisk Bill bristles with provisions to that
etid. Notwithstanding these safeguards, hie
has reduoced thep amiount. to 50 guineas. There
can be no possilble chance of the fund being
exploited once this Bill is in operation.
What more floes, the M1inister want? I ani
inclined to think the statements concerning
exploitationi by members of the medical pro-
fession have been exaggerated. I suispect
the 'Minister has, been influenced by outside
propagandaq. Under the Bill, all expendi-
ture of this kind will he controlled by the
medical board, and even the smallest ac-
counts will be reviewed. There can be no
Itecessit-v to reduce the allowance on the
score of exploitation, and I hope it will be
restored to the £100. If the amount is left
ait 56 guineas, the injured worker will never
know whether the hoard will oxceed it, and
way hesitate to inicur that expense which
will ,be necessary to' restore him to
health. We should not always be a
body of copyists waiting for other
countries to give us 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 be. applicable to their conditions. In
thickly populatted countries medical and hos-
pital facilities are always at hand. But at
wan injured in the IKimberleys or at Wynd-
ham would have to travel thousands of miles
to Perth for treatment. Our position can-
not be compared even with that of any of
the Eastern States. The Minister should
allow the amount appearing iii the present
Act to appear in this Bill.

Mr. CORBOY: I1 do not agree with either
the clause as, drafted, or with the amend-
ment, though I support the amendment as
the lesser of two evils. On the Ministers
own arguments, what is the need for alter-
ing the existing law? He says he will have
a medical boar d to prevent robbery of the
funds, and yet he fixes the maximum of £52
10S. I care not what the amou'nt may he,
there is no necessity for a limit. If by the
spending of money on transport to another
centre or on the service of a specialist a

life can be saved, the necessary expendi-
ture should be incurred, even if it amounts
to £300 instead of £52 10s.

Mr. Angelo: The Bill allows that.
Mr. CORBOY: No.
Mr. 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. member, coming
from an electorate as remote as my own,
should make such a suggestion.

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

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

The Minister for Lands: Oif course it is.

Mr. COBOY: It is not available. That
hospital, which is ostensibly a Government
hospital, is leased to a nurse and run as a
priv'ate hospital under her sole jurisdiction,
for her to do as she likes.

The Minister for Lands: No. She is uinder
an agreement.

2Mr. COIRBOY: 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 been open only to maternity
cases, out of which the nurse is assured of
at least a fiv-er. 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, eases which could
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.

Mr. CORBOY: I am delighted to hear it.
The lady is a pal of mine, and she will be
pleased to read the speech. For 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, hut under her agreement
with the Minister she is fully entitled to do
what in fact she is doing. The nearest hos-
pita, that at Morredin, is over 70 miles
away. On the other side, the Ralgoorlie
hospital is 130 or 140 miles distant. To
transport accident cases to Mferredin 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 course they are. Surely
the Deputy Leader of the Government knows
the details of a Government Bill. The clause
p~rovides that there shall be supplied to the
worker in respect of his injury medicines,
medical or surgical requisites (including
crutches 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 charires
for treatment and maintenance not exceed-
ing 10s. ad. per day, and also including
treatment by specialists when their services
are found necessary, and the provision of
artificial limbs. All these things, are to eome
out of the £52 10s.! As regards my elec-
torate, that provision is absolutely stupid.
The £52 10s. might be absorbed in cost of
transport to a hospital. There is no ambu-
lance in those 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 coming in. During the time
I have represented the electorate, there have
been two eases 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 him in. So long as the M1iii-
ister has the control over expenditure wh;:h
he says the Bill gives him, there can he no
need for any limit. Another objeetionul&l
feature is that in the event of its being
necessary to incur an expenditure of more

than £52 10s., the consent of the eomlnissi-ul,
with the approval of the Minister, must hle
obtained.

The "Minister for Works: You can cut out
the reference to the consent of the Mini-ster.

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

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

Mr. COR.BOY : I said that this would
mainly affect grave eases, and certainly the
unfortunate individual would be in his grave
before any such adjustment could be made.
Would anyone take the risk of spending CJO0
or £40 on the off chance of gaining the coia-
sent of the -Minister to the expenditure?

The Minister for Lands: Of course you
know that, if it were a question of saving
life, that risk would he taken.

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

The Minister for Lands: It is not a ques-
tion of money at alt, when a iuan's life is in
the balance.

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

The Minister for Lands : What doctor
was thatI

Hon. A. McCallum: Do not give the name.
The Mlinister for Lands: We might ascer-

tain whether that doctor was paid a subsidy
by the Goverminent.

Mr. CORBOY : At any rate, I do not
think I should disclose the name. Not even
a senior officer in the Public Service would
be prepared to incur heavy expenditure iii
the circumstances, let alone a private in-
dividual. For my part, I do not think it
necessary to specify any amount, seeing that
sufficient safeguards are provided to see
that expenditure is kept within reasonable
limits.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: We are dealing
with one portion of the Bill that was
featured in the Pres propaganda, paid for
by the insurance companies, in connection
with which articles appeared in the "West
Australian" so frequently.

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

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: The insurance
companies adopted that attitude in order to
draw attention away fromu their own actons,
in increasing insurance costs themselves
They set out to create 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 alwvays 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 uinder
this heading, but merely for the payment of
services rendered. T do not contend that
some doctors have not received more money
tinder this beading than they were entitled
to. I 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 I made previously
on behalf of the Opposition that we would
help the Government to tighten up control
and to secure such better 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 control 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 crippled to-day who are an
economic burden not onl& 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 £51, and that the majority
of the cases cost less than £10. That means
to say that the few that involved greater
expenditure, were the serious cases. The
object of the Bill should be to make such
provision as will enable an injured worker
to recover 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 a
station in the North-West when his shill
was fractured as the result of a kick from
a horse, and an operation was necessary
within 48 hour.% in order to save hi, life.
The amount provided, £52 10s., could not
possibly cover the expenses involved in
dealing with such an accident. The prac-
tice in the past has been for the manager of

the station where the accident octurs to
guarantee payment to W.A. Airways for
aeroplane 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 such guarantees. I have interviewed
pastoralists, and have also consulted W.A.
Airways. The company informed me that
no aeroplane would be able to leave Perth
on such missions mn future until the com-
pany 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 upon station
owners, W.A. Airways, or anyone else to
make workers' compensation a charity stunt.
People are entitled to be paid for services
rendered, and we must expect reasonable
business precautions to be taken in that
direction. In many instances if a doctor has
to go from. a town to an out back station he
must engage an aeroplane 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
be 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 commission, seeking
information, will wire to the doctor, the
doctor will rrire back to the commission,
whereupon the commission, if they are all in
town, may agree. Then they have to 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 will have to be followed, and it will
mean a minimumi of from two to three days
before all that can be done. It means that
anr injured man who must be operated on
within 48 hours, will not be given a fighting
chance for his life. Last night, when dis-
cussing the waiting time, the IMinister said,
"Here is the latest Commonwealth Act.
Let us adopt that." The very law he was
quoting last night, the Commonwealth Act,
provides for £C100. 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 Act injured men were treated
without charge in the Queensland hospitals.
My statement was made on the authority
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of a manl 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 mue all the details. I have
not any doubt that the information he gave
me is 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 col-
lected.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: The Queensland Act
provides that where total or partial incap-
acity for work is the result of an accident
to the worker, a sum not exceeding E1 per
week during incapacity shall be paid, with
such necessary medical comforts and medi-
cine as the commission many consider reason-
able. They get that. Will the Minister
deny it?

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

Hon. A. MeCALLIUM: I ala reading from
the Act. Then the Minister said the New
South Wales Act provides for £52 2s. Put
that is only part of the case. Another sec-
tion of the Act provides that if a worker
is a subscriber to a public hospital and so
entitled to treatment for the amount of his
subscriptions, or if he is a contributor to
any local medical fund and is entitled by
reason thereof to treatment in a public hos-
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 £-52 2 s., whereas under our
Act he gets no such advantage. If a man
is treated under a local medical fund, he
can get nothing under our Act, but inl New
South Wales the injured worker gets the
benefit of treatment under the local fund
in addition to the £52 2s.

The Minister for Works: So it is here.
Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Nonsense! Our

workers get no such advantage. If they
are paying into a medical or hospital fund,
they cannot be recouped under our Act.
Any member representing an outback dis-
trict with a local fund will confirm that. Sci
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 local fund is
never recouped under our Act.

Mr. Marshall: That is quite correct.
Under our Act no liability has ever been

paid to the funds at Wiluna and Mocks-
thar-n.

The Minister for Works: They have never
been charged.

M1r. 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 local fund
was to operate under the new Bill. Onl
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 suits the Minister he wants the
latestj Commuonwealth Act, but wvhen he
finds that the Conmmonwealthi Act provides
for £100, lie does not want that provision.
Many countries follow the idea expounded
by the mnember 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 convinced that our £100 is ex-
ceptional, that nowhere else is so liberal a
provision made. We boast of Australia's
being in the vann of social progress.

Mr. H. W. 'Mann: Would it not be wise
to consider thle 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 Commonwealth Act, 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. ',%ann: We do not'know the
conditions there.

Ron. A. McCALLVM: 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-
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quired to cure and heal the injury. The
amount of £100 is neither exceptional nor
unreasonable. Consider the items to be
charged against the 50 guineas-medicine,
medical and surgical 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 guineas and, to ex-
ceed that sum, the approval of the Minis-
ter must be obtained. Cases in the out-
back country that should command our
greatest sympathy wvill 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: Like this
debate.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: It has not been
very long as yet.

The Minister for Railways: I do not like
the "yet." Is that a threat or a promise?

Hon. A. MeCALLtYM: We have not occu-
pied more time than was necessary. It is
a rotten proposition. The Bill has been
brought clowvn in a session when we were to
deal with unemployment, finance and allied
problems, and by a Government pledged
not to interfere wvith industrial conditions.
The Government have been 12 months in
office and have itot a proposal to deal with
the financial or economic position. Last
session their principal Bill wvas an amend-
ment of the Arbitration Act to deprive
workers of beniefits.

The CHAIRMAN': The lion. member niust
adhere to the amendment.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: This Bill is in
keeping wvith the Government's other acts
to lower th conditions of the workers. The
Government hanve no idea, programmne, policy
or- suggestion to deal with unemployment or
finance. The best they can suggest is to beat
down the injured worker by Z50. To meet
the economic needs of the State, they would
take benefits froin the men most in need of
help. There will be little inducement for
men to work in the back country if such
conditions are to prevail. Before Pnrlia-
mnent met, propaganda in ravour or the Bill
was carried on and was well lpaid for.

The Minister for Works: flow do you
mean paid for?

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

It was done for substantial return. The
public have been led to believe that the £100
medical expenses represented a terrific ini-
post on industry and that it was the one
blemish on the existing Act. 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. IMcCALLIJM: No; he should ex-
ercise power through the medical board to
prevent any excessive charges being iniF
posed. This proposal may lead to loss of
life and to men being maimed, bent and
crooked and a burden to the country for the
rest of their liv'es instead of being cured
and returned to industry.

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

The Minister for Works: I did not say
they were robbing the workers.

Mr. RAPHAEL: That is my interpre-
tation of the Minister's remarks. The M1in-
ister led us to believe there was no loophole
in the Bill. The amount of £100 w~as 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. IMillington: He bas searched the
world for bad examples.

Mr. RAPHAEL: 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 mastoid and pneu-
monia, and the expenses for doctors
and hospital were in the vicinity of £200.
That wams the sumt I had to pay out my-
self. For the Minister to suggest that
£52 los. would he sufficient for a man who
had been badly smashed up in a mining
accident is absurd. He said not one man
in the Labour 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 much ex-
pense.
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Mr. Panton: Speak for yourself.
.Mr. RAPHAEL: The Minister is estab-

lishing a medical board to review all the
expenditure and keep it -within bounds, and
in the same breath he is cutting down the
allowance by practically half. His attitude
is wholly illogical.

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

Mr. WITHERS: This reduction in the
medical aflowances is undoubtedly directed
at the medical profession the members of
which will be the only people to 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 being1
so. there is no room for argument in f av-
our of reducing the amount. If any ex-
ploitation has occurred, it has been over
smnall sums up to £15. The machinery of
the BiUl will enable all expenditure to be
fully controlled, and will also prevent malin-
gering on the part of any worker. I wish
to stress the necessity for reverting to the
original sum of £100 so that the interests
of the injured wvorker may not suffer.

LMr. CORBOY: The principle of dispens-
ing- with any limit, whatever operates al-
ready in 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:- I am aware 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 discretion 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,7 and

there is nio 1maxiimuml expenditure. New
Btrunswiek and Onaruio havec thu
sameli pm uvision .; Alberta, Dennark
treats the injuiry uintil healed. The same
thing applies in France, where, moreover,
treatment is repeated if subsequent review

hos it to be necessary. Treatment is also
renewed ini Germany.

The 'Minister for Works: But in Ger-
mnany tlhe worker contributes.

Mr. CORtBOY: That has nothing to do
with the limit.

Hon. A. MeCalluin: The German fund
c-overs not only accident, but unemployment
and sickness.

'Mr. CORBOY: Gryeat Britain gives treat-
iwit antil the injury is healed, with subse-

q~uent renewal of treatment if necessary.
InI Hungar~y tile position is the same. Even
Japan treats its industrial casualties until
they are healed, irrespective of cost. Many
minor European countries have thu same
provision, and so have the Netherlands,
Norway, Poland, Czecho-Slovakia, Sweden
and Switzerland. Surely it is not too much
to ask the Ilinister to agree to a provision
enabling us to treat our industrial casual-
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 manl
who has lost a limb. I hope the Minister
will take a more reasonable view of the
matter.

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

Ayes
Noes

-. .. ~.. 1.6
19

Majority against.

M r. Corboy
'Ar. Hegney
Mr. Johnson
M r. Kenneally
Mr. Marshall
Mr. ?.(,Callum
Mr 'Millington
Mr. Mansle

M.r A ngelo
'Mr. Barnard
Mr. Brown
'Mr. Donpy
M r. GrIffith:
Mr. Latbam
Mr. Lindslay
Mr. H-. W. Marn
Mr. J,1. Mann
Mr. MeLarty

Ayma.
Mr. Panton
Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Tray
Mr. Wanshrough
Mr. Willack
M r. Wilson
Mr. Witbera
Mr. Raphael

(TeUer.)

NOES.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
'Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.

Parker
Patrick
Please
Sampson
Scaddan
3. H. Smith
Thhrn
Wells
Norib
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Pomns.
Avts. NOS:

Mr. Collier Sir James Mitchell
Mr. LAmond Mr. Dlavy
Mr. Walker Mr. Ferguson
Mr. Cunningham Mr. J1. M. Smith
Mr. Cnverley Mr. Teesdale
Miss Holman Mr. Keenan

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I understood the
Minister to say that he was prepared to
delete the words "subject to the approval
of the Minister." However, we cannot go
back.

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

That the following be added to paragraph
(c) of the proviso6 to Clause 1 of the
Schedule:-''Provided that, in so far an any
medical expenses claimed under this para-
graph exceed what, in the opinion of the
commission, would have been charged against
a worker in a similar ease to which this Act
did not apply, such expcnses shall be dis-
allowed and shall not be payable under this
paragraph. I

Although, as I have already explained, the
British Medical Association have agreed to
this provision, some doctors practising in
Western Australia do not belong 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
addition 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 wvorker have to pay the
balance?7

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

Hon. S. 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. S. W. MUNSIE: But this does not
give you the power to say thnt the difference
shall Ilot be payable. It mierely' say.% that
the commission shall not pay.

'Mr. Parker: The commission will engage
the doctor, not the injured worker.

Hon. S. W. MUNSIE: That is not so. In
most instances, the family doctor will he
called in after an accident and the commis-
sion will not enter into it until an operation
is necessary or experts Rye required. The
proviso will ertainly prevent the payment
of excessive charges by the commission, but
it will not prevent a doctor accepting pay-
ment of a portion of his account 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 Medical
Association has a committee to whom the
State Insurance Office and the private insur-
ance companies refer medical accounts that
they, regard as excessive. I know of two
instances in which the accounts have been cut
down by 50 per cent. There is no redress
against the worker.

Hon. A. McCallum: You cannot stop a
doctor takingr action against a worker under
the proviso.

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

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

The MINISTER FOR WORKS :Then
why do not the doctors take action to-day?9
I have pointed out that the B.M.A. comi-
mittee have cut down doctors' accounts in
many instances.

Mr. Panton: But that is merely a matter
of moral suasion, not legal.

Hon. A. McCallum: There are a few eases
pending now.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
anticipate any trouble with doctors 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 to prevent exploitation,
hut 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 cent.
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lower than those ordinarily levied. The com-
mission will have those rates before them,
and therefore I do not think the alteration
suggested is necessary. At a later stage, I
intend to move an amendment relating to the
medical board.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: Thii position will
be much the same as that obtaining now.
The injured wvorker will call in his doctor,
who will subsequently send his bill to the
worker, who wvill pass it on to the commis-
sion. Should the commission decide that
£16 was a reasonable charge instead of the
£20 claimed by the doctor, the worker will
either have to pay the extra £6 or incur
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 ian in such circumstances.

Mr. If. IV. Mann: That would not prevent
a doctor commencing an action.

Ron. A. McCALLUM : What doctor
would commence an action that lie knew
could not succeed?

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

Hon. A. McCALLTJM: I move an amend-
ment on the amendment-

That at the end of the proviso the follow-
ing words be addcd:-"aad no action 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 started on a pi-ice-fixing
campaign and have dealt with the medical
fraternity as a start.

Hon. A. Mc~allum: 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 ac-
cording to the status of the doctor con-
cerned.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: No, the charges are
according 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 has not af-
fected my doctor's bilks.

Mr. Marshall: That is all right. The
doctor has got nothing, so it does not mat-
ter.

IMr. PANTON: No doubt the doctor got
as much as is in the member for Mar-
chison 'a head.

Eon. J. C. Wilicoek: But the doctors do
a lot of honorary work.

Mr. PANTON: This is not honorary
work. If a suburban practitioner, 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 commission 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 doctor, 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 a sub-
urban doctorl

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

Mr. PANTON: The medical profession
do not have fixed 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: Provided he
charges wvhat he would charge if the in-
jured worker were not under the Act, it
will be accepted.

Mr. PANTON: Then if the victim of
ail accident be taken to a suburban doctor
who charges a fee of 7s. 6d., that is what
the commission will allow, whereas if he
be taken to a specialist who will charge
two guineas, that will be the commission's
allowance. In those circumstances 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, I 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 scale of fees.

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

The -MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
aueudnint will prevent any medicalma
from increasing his fees simply because the
injured worker is under the fund. The
ordinary reasonable doctor will not be
affected by it, but if we should get a doc-
tor who is determined to work the fund
for all he is worth, this will prevent him
from doing it.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I favour the prin-
ciple contained in the clause, because it is
necessary 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 wvorkers will get the best
of medical attention. Bitt if the amend-
ment be passed in its present form, it wilt
in effect prevent a doctor from being paid
anything; if the fee he charges is too high
the whole of his claim will be disallowed.
The amendment should he mnade to read
that only the claim so far as it is exces-
sive should be disallowed.

The Minister for Lands: It would mean
exactly the same thing.

Mr. K-ENNEALLY: 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, unless he insert the words
"excs expenses." We do not want to pen-
alise the doctor by refusing to pay any part
of his, excessive claim.

Mr. SAMPSON: The bon. muember is
quite wrong. If he reads the amendment
carefully lie wVill see wvhat is intended. What
is to he disallowed is that part of the claim
which exceeds what the Commission con-
siders reasonable.

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

Mr. SAMPSON- So long as the hon.
member thinks I ami 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 would not permit it.

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

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
think the word "excess"' should he inserted.
I will have inquiries made, and if I find it
is so I will provide accordingly.

Amendment, as amended, put and passed.

The MiNISTER FOR WORKS: In para-
graph (d) there is a typ~ographical error. I
move an amendment-

That in line 5 of paragraph (d) "'ie"' be
struck out and ''it'' inserted in lieu.

Amendment put and passed.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
move an amendment

rThat after ''may''* in line 5 of paragraph
(d) the words ''with the concurrence of the
chairman of the r,,rlica] board" he inserted.

That Wvill give the chairman a say in it.

Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Now I
wish to add a proviso dealing with the pro-
posed panel of doctors. I move an amend-
met-

That thte following proviso he 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 be substituted in
place of the practitioner chosen by the com-

I think that meets the wvishes of those mem-
bers whvlo have suggested the panel.

Hon. A. MoCALLIIM: The amnendment
ineets the objection I raised on the second
reading. I suggested five, but three will be
acceptable.

Amendment put and passed.

On motions by the Mfinister for Works,
Sehedule further amended by striking out of
line 2 of Clause 10 the word "mutual"; by
striking out of paragraph (c) of Clause 14
the word "commissioner" and inserting
"9commission"; and by inserting after "com-
mission" in line 3 of Subelause 1 of Clause
15 the words "acting on the advice of the
chairman of the medical board."'

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I move
an amendment--

That the following proviso be added to
Subelause 2l of Clause 15:-"Providcd that
the right of the worker to compensation shall
not be affected by such refusal unless it can
be proved that his physical condition was
prejudiced or aggravated or his recovery
seriously retarded thereby, or that the risk
of such treatment was inconsiderable."1

The proviso is based on Regulation 29(d)
of the Queensland Act. If a worker wfi
'lot accept the advice of the specialists on
the medical board and a panel of three doe-
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tars to have an operation, and if it can b4
prioved that his condition has been aggra-
vated by such refusal, he should not receive
compensation.

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

Hon. A. Mcallumm: Who will hear the
caet

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
onus of proof will be on the board and the
ease would be decided in a court. The
worker would be well protected. There
must he some control because an operation
costing £30 might restore a man to health,
whereas his refusal to undergo an opera-
tion might involve 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: Perhaps -I could in-
form the Minister. The widow of a de-
ceased worker might have to prove the ease
in court. The worker is not given a chance.
It is a disgrace to suggest such an amend-
ment. Many men have refused to have an
injured limb amputated, -despite surgical
advice, and bare been glad that they did not
follow the advice.

The Minister for Works: The hoard
would have to prove that they were rfight

Mr. RAPHAEL: The board will ha on
the right side because they will have the
medical profession behind thern- The board
can say to a worker, "Either do as we would
have you 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 medical and surgical
treatment, it will improve the measure, but
I shall later move to add a proviso to dis-
tinguish between surgical treatment andi
surgical operation. If the Minister will
agree to that), I shall support his amend-
ment. A man should not be compelled to
undergo an operation involving the loss of
a limb.

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

Mr. KEXNEALLY: The period when
the worker would have to make -the decision

would have passed. The risk of treatment
would be inconsiderable if it meant binding
an armu that was broken. The Dus should
be upon the man himself to prove that this
was not the right thing to do. I give to no
man the right to say to another, "You must
have that limb off."

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

Mr. KENNEA.LLY: I want to protect
the man when he reaches the stage of being
ordered to undergo the operation. He should
he able to say whether he will take the risk
of dying, of carrying a limb that may not
he of much use, or taking the chance of
ultimately having a good limb f or the rest
of his life. Some doctors have been quite
wrong- when they have declared that if a
limb did 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. KCENNEALLY: I therefore propose,

if the M3inister's amendment is carried, to
add words to the effect that nothing in the
Act shall ]imit 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
may mean many other things than taking a
limb off.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I was referring to
amputations.

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

Mr. KENNEALLY:- I will make the
alteration.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I move an amend-
ment-

That the following words be added to the
sabclause:-" Provided further that nothing
inx thin Act shall limit or suspend the work-
er's right to compensation under this Act by
reason ouly of his refusal to submit himself
to or undergo any surgical operation neces-
sitating amputation.

Amendment put and pass.ed.

HRoni. S. W. ' fU NSIE: Subelause 3 of
(lause 15 provides a penalty for non-com-
pliance with Subelause 1. The amendment
which was inserted after paragraph (d) in
the preceding clause is necessary here.

a 3 1Q4
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The Minister for Works: That amend-
ment has already been made.

Hon. S. 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 Subelause
8 of Clause 15 of the schedule:-''and shall,
If the worker objects to the medical practi-
tioner chosen by the eomimission, nominate
three medical practitioners from whom the
worker may select one, who shall thereupon
be substituted for the practitioner chosen by
the commission"

Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I wove
an amendment-

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

The employer does not enter into this Bill
at all.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. McCALLtJM: I move an amend-
went-

That the following be inserted to stand
as Clauses 21, 22, and 23 of the First
Schedule:-

21. Where the amount of compensation
under this Act has been ascertained, or any
weekly payment varied, or any other matter
decided ujnder this Act by agreement or any
ngrement, whether purporting to be made
jinde thi9 Acet or not, has been entered into
whereby a worker agrees to compound for any
claim or right to conmpensation under this Act,
a memrorandum thereof shalt be sent, in
manner prescribed by Rules of Court, by any
party interestedp to the clerk of the local
court, who shall, subject to such rules, on
being satisfied as to its genuineness, record
such ,uemoranlum in a special register with-
out fee, and thereupon the nmemorandum shall
for all purposes be enforceable as a local court
judgment: Piovided that-

(a) No such memorandum shalt be re-
corded before seven days after the despatch
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 payment of
compensation 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 before the accident, and objects to
the recording of such memorandum, the
memorandum shall only be recorded, if at
all, on such terms as the magistrate, under
the circumstances, may think just:

(c-) The magistrate may at any time
rertify the register:

(d) WIher- it appears to the clerk of the
court on any information which he con-

siders sufficient, that an agreement as to
the redemption of a weekly payment by a
lump sum, 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 hay-
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 such order (including
an order as to any sum already paid under
the agreement) as under the circumstances
he tnay think just:

(o) The magistrate may, within six
months after a memorandum of an agree-
mieat as to the redemption of a weekly pay-
ment by a lump sum, or of an agreement as
to the amiount of compensation payable to
a person under any legal disability, or to
dependants, has been recorded in the regis-
ter, order that the record be removed from
the register on proof to 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 circumstances he
may think just.
22. An agreement as to the redemption of

a weekly payment by a lump sumn if not
registered in accordance with thin Act shall
not, nor shall the payment of the sum payable
tinder 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 dependents,
if act so registered, shall not, nor shall tho
payment of the sum payable under the agree-
ment, exempt the Commission from liability
to pay compensation, unless, in either case, it
is 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 schedule is applicable
shall bea binding on or enforceable against the
parties or admitted to be good or valid unless
it is registered :as provided in that section.

This long amendment is lifted jbodily from
the existing Act. The Minister has advised
me that he will accept 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
slight. Therefore the amendment may as
well be inserted.

Amendment put and passed.

Schedule, as amended, agreed to.
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Second Schedule:

Item, Loss of one leg near hip, £600:

Hon. A. McCALLUM: On the second
reading I drew attention to the very sub-
stantial reductions which the Second Seh~d-
isle makes in 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 wade by the Min-
ister for Works and the Attorney Gen-
eral that we should express our intention
of voting against the second reading.
Our objective 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 latest Workers' Compensation
Act passed in Australia is the Federal
Workers' Compensation Act of 1930. It
was a substantial testimony to the schedule
in our Act that the Federal Government
lifted our Second Schedule bodily and in-
eorporated it in their Act. The Minister
said that the schedule in the Bill was based
on scentific reasons. So was the schedule
iu 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 ours, 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 iiroduced of payments for parts of
limbs, whereas formerly the payment was
for the limbs as a whole. In those circum-
stances, it is rather difficult to amend the
schedule because we cannot strike out items
relating to payments for parts of limbs.
For that reason, I have picked out a few
items in respect of which test votes will
decide the position regarding other items. I
have accordingly chosen item 7, which pro-
vides for a payment of £000 for the loss of
one leg near the hip. I move an amnend-
ment--

That the wordsg "near hip'' be struck ont.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In the
course of his earlier speeches, the member
for South Fremantle said that a conference
of medical men that sat in Melbourne, had
decided the rates set out in the Second
Schedule in the Act. I endeavoured to find

confirmation f or that statement, but there
is no file in the department dealing with
thtat conference, nor do any of the officers
know of any such gathering. There was
certainty a conference on industrial hygiene
in Melbourne, but that had nothing to do
with the Workers' Compensation Act sche-
dule. The hon. member said that the New
South Wales, Queensland and Common-
wealth Acts were the same as ours.

Hlon. A. McCallum: I did not.
The Mi1NISTER FOR WORKS: The

bon. 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 19016, which was a long
time before the supposed conference that
was held in Melbourne. Our Act was passed
in 1924, the New South Wales Act in 1920
nd the Commonwealth Act in 1930. 1 gave

meinbhem some information regarding the
Queensland position, but I did not go far
enough. I compared the premiums paid in
Queensland with those paid in Western Aus-
tralia, but I did not point out that Queens-
land covered men in receipt of up to £525
a year, whereas our Act covered oniy those
receiving up to £400 a year. Therefore, that
makes wore difference than I suggested
earlier. I have the Queensland schedule
here, and I want to compare the items with
those in our schedule.

Hon, A. McCalluma: 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 to
deal with the matter fuolly, I know I must
deal with the one item. Under our Act,
the compensation for the loss of a leg is
£600, whereas in the Queensland schedule
the amount provided is £582 10s. The
member for South Fremantle quoted from
discus9sions that had taken place in America
regarding the permanent disabilities sce-e
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 Canada 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 those operating in the
other States of Australia. The figures in-
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eluded in the schedule are on the
basis of percentage disabilities. If the
total 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 greatest
expert in the world on workers' compensa-
tion. So I think I can say this schedule has
a scientific basis. Let me indicate how it
compares -with the Second Schedule in the
Queensland Act. For limbs find arms the
Queensland average is £122, whereas the
Western Australian average is £246. So,
too, in a number of comparable 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 joints. 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
such drastic amendments in the schedule.
Although there is no drastic cut attempted
in the itemi under consideration, yet if the
itemn 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 get compensation? The Minister has
quoted from various reports, in one of which
it was suggested that in some instances the
loss of a leg near 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. ]KENWEALLY : 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 is 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

this was a workers' measure, not an em-
ployers' measure.

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

Mr. KIENNEAUJY: And the Minister is
going to hear it many more times, both here
and outside. Oh 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.

Air. KENLINEALLY: 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-
tien.

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

Mr. IENNEALLY: To slice up the
limbs 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.

31r. SLEEWAN: I support the amend-
ment. This is the worst part of the Bill.
Lt has a flavour of Chicago about it. One
would think it was an extract from "The
Jungle." A worker who tumbled into a
barrel of lard would he provided for, but
not a man who ]ost portion of a finger
which went into a sausage machine. If the
4lefinition 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 to the compensation paid for injury
Looking at the schedule, one would con-
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elude that if a worker lost his leg near
thle hip joint, he would receive £600. That
is not so, because there would he deduc-
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
immaediately above the knee, he is no bet-
ter off than if it were amputated near the
hip. The artificial limb is attached to the
body, and there is no advantage from the
balance of the limb so long as the bip
joint remains. Yet the schedule discrimin-
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 medical 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.
whoa introducing the Bill, said there would
be no interference with the benefits. If the
Minister gets his way, the workers will lose
a great deal as compared with the existing
law. I oppose the schedule lock, stock and
,barrel. It reeks with anomalies, i ncon-
sistencies and injustices and will seriously
prejudice the interests of those affected.
There will be more amputations just above
the knee than just below the hip because
of the possibility of saving £150 in each
ease. Every move of the Government tends
to deprive this section of the community
of the few benefits that have been secured
for it during the past few years.

Mr. PANT ON: 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
much 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 full
use of the artificial limb. The arguments
of the Minister are fallacious. Doctors 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

that only rarely does a stump heal suffi-
ciently to enable the artificial leg to be per-
mianently worn. In most eases, too, the
patient is suffering all the while and is un-
able to follow any occupation. He will
have drawn his compensation, and although
hie is continually in hospital, he will have
110 money left. If a leg comes off anywhere
above the knec, the injury should be treated
as if the entire leg had gone. Once a leg
is off above the knee the position is im-
possible for the man affected.

Hion. A. IRCAL bUM: This is a system
of payiug 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 Act simply provides £562 com-
pensation for the loss of a leg. The New
South Wales Act says, "Loss of a leg, £60."
The Commonwealth Act is the same as our
existing Act in this respect, "Loss of a leg,

M60." The Commonwealth Act is the lat-
est measure, having been passed at the end
of last year. These Acts have not been
passed without expert advice. I know the
origin of the schedule under discussion, and
the basis from which it has been derived.
Not another Workers' Compensation Act
divides the leg into six differeut pieces to
be paid f or at different rates. Under the

svidlit a mau 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 full leg
is £37 10s. less than here, but when one
g-ets down below the knee the amounts here
are considerably below the Queensland 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 mouch as £E200 below New South
Wales and £162 10s. below Queensland. The
leg is a. vital limb, and in many industries
as important as the arm. The unskilled
labourer in particular will feel these re-
ductions keenly.

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

Ayes
Noes

M.%aj ority a

19

gainst - .. 4
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AYEs. enee in the compensation because of the
Mi. Corboy Mr. Panton
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleelan loss of a limb just above the knee as corn-
Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy prdwt h oso h ibjs eoMr, Kenneally Mr. Wansbrougbpae wihtelsofheinbutblw
Mn. Marshall Mr. Willeock . the hip. At the same time, I congratulate
Mr. Metallum Mr. Wilson the Minister on his cnitcybecause heMr. Millngton Mr. Raptaeicnisec
my. Munsle (Teller.) is adhering to his advocacy of payment by

Noe., results. If the leg is taken off just above
Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker the knee, the man gets £475 whereas if

Mr aradMr atiktaken off just below the hip, the amount is
Mr. Brown Mr. Pitae

Mr. Doney Mr. Richardson £000. In neither ease is the portion of theMr. Griffiths Mr. Sampson lgta ean fmc s otemn
Mr. Latham Mr. Scaddan lgta ean fmc s otemn
Mr. Lindsay Mr. Thorn Ta sbreotb h xeineo
Mr. H. W. Mann Mr. Wells Ta sbreotb h xeineo
Mr. J.otann MreiNor.h nwnber of returned soldiers. One man who

Mr. o~aty (ellr.) may be seen walking around the streets of
PAnMS, the city on crutches, has two artificial limbs

Ayss. Note.
Mr. Collier Sir James Mitebell but he can wear neither of them on the
Mr. Laniond Mr. Davystm ofhslg Thcstftraen
Mr. Walker Mr. Fergusonstm ofhslg Tecstftraen
Mr. Cunningham Mr. T. M. Smith and so forth will leave very little of the
Mr. Coverley Mr. Tesdale £7.Iojc oayrdcino h
Miss flolmant Mr. KeenanE47.Iojctoayrdtin nth

existing schedule. Surely to God the Min-
Amendment thus negativcd. ister should be satisfied with his Bill, for

[Mr.Richrdsn tok tw Chir] he has got all he has any right to expect.
[Mr.Richrdso tok th Char.] I look upon the whole schedule with a great

deal of disgust.
Item, Loss of one leg at or just aboiie Mr. KENNEALaLY: The material avail-

knee, £475: able for present-day writers seems to be-
Ron. A. MeCALLUM: I move an amend- ample for a re-writing of the "Merchant

ment- of Venice. " We have an excellent Shy-
That ''£476'' be struck out and "£9600"P lock ready to take part in the production,

inserted in lieu, and he is supported by a number of others

If he medinntbe gred oit il brng prepared to deal with human flesh. All
If he menmet b ageedto itwil brng that is required is someone to come to

the rate a little nearer to what we desire, judgment with a verdict that will give
If a leg is lost near the hip, £600 is pro- satisfaction to the Committee. It is scr-
vided, -whereas if the leg is taken off just. iously proposed by Shylock that if there is
above the knee the unf ortunate worker will acopefinhsdfrneintelgh
receive £1-25 less. He has to lose that aouthe suof alst ifegece the reenthn
amount merely for the sake of a few inches pfestn shal s e g redu e by een £12. mha

that may be of little use to him. For a iesaepstion inal whic thdee Ministerplaes

corresponding loss under the Queensland is el bysining toic the propsed slce-.

Act, £562 is provided, while in the New hiule. Forlnggt the difernceofae inche-i
South Wales Act and the CommonwealthdueFo the lengthnc of tha stmptee intohe an

Act, the compensation provided is £600. diferlenceh of £125 inthempeenston pea

This differentiation is assessing the value ablfeec fL2 nte opnainp

of a man'Is leg by inches with a caution. abo. A eel bu 1 e nh

Mr. SLEEMAN: I hope the Minister Ms. ICENNEALLY:. Even our farmer
will agree to the amendment. Although the friends will not say that meat is worth
Bill provides for the payment of £475 for that much.
the loss of the limb just above the knee, it The Minister for Works: It would he a
has to be remembered that after spending good thing if sheep were that price.
a long time in hospital and then procuring Mr. CEINNEALLY: What opportunity
all artificial limb to attach to the stump, has a man minufs a leg to earn his living?
he will lose a large proportion of the com- If a mail with a family of three or four
pensation provided. He may not net more loses his leg he goes into hospital, where he
than £e250, if as much as that. remains for many months using up most

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not think there of his compensation money, and then comes
is any justification for so marked a differ- out of the hospital to face the world with
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but one leg and tries to maintain his family.
Are we to he 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
he able to have an artificial leg fixed more
satisfactorily because of the extra bit of
stump.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Then why not say to
the victim, "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. MA. F. TROY: I hope the Minister
wvil agree to reinstate the £600. That is
the figure under the Acts of New South
Wales and the Commonwealth, while in
Queensland, which has a C0overnnwnt 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 i-educed by £125,
by 'what fraction would industry be relieved?,
Would one man more be employed as a
result? Not one. Not many workers Jose
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 chopping off limbs as a pas-
time.

Hon. Mt. F. TROY: I have not heard of
20 accidents in this State involving the loss
of a limb. Consequently, industry cannot
be burdened by the compensation, and there
can 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 outlook!I He allows himself to be
used by the Employers' Federation to 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

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 livelihood. If a
worker loses at limb, he is to he passed out
into the world with £425. 1It is amazing
tint members opposite will lend themselves
to such paltry and contemptible legislation.
In 99 per cent, of the occupationsi, a worker
who loses a leg is handicapped for life. All
he can do is to walk about Perth until his
compensation is exhausted, and then nothing
remain,, lit misery for him and his family.
His ambitions in life are entirely frustrated.
Returned soldiers who lost a leg in the war
have approached me for work as caretakers.
When M1inister for Lands, 1 got a job for
one ina, but lie 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 unemployment, 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 accident. The 'Minister will he able
to go to the cookies of Wyaleatehem, Gob-
blegutting, and Benjaberring and say, "Look
what I did; I reduced the burden on indus-
try."

The Minister for Works: Do not call
them coekies.

Hon. 31N. F. TROY: Well, wheat farmers.
The Minister for Works: Gobblegutting is

not in my electorate.
Ron. MK. F. TROY: If some unfortunate

cripple walked into the hall the Minister
could say, "I took £E225 from that man's
compensation." He may not survive very
long, hut it can always be said of the Min-
ister, "That is the man who reduced work-
ers' compensation." Instead 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
proud. The relief to industry, however,
will he infinitesimal. When he came to
Parliament he used to make speeches at
Country Party gatherings, taking his col-
leagues, to task for not giving the farmers
hetter treatment. Now he is seeking oppor-
tunities and privileges for his own people,
but taking away the fights of the sick and
injured workers. The credit he will get for
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this will never give him any satisfaction.
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
above the knee"? Does the Minister refer
to the bone or the flesh? How much per
pound of flesh or bone will this coipensa-
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
mnatter in poundage of flesh or inches of
bone, why should there be oniy 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. I 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 computed from
the point of the fle ,h 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 can
silently vote on such questions. Is any
farmer opposite able to tell mue how a man
with only one leg is to plough?

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

Quorum formed.

Mr. PANT ON: Obviously, Ministerial
members do not want to hear anything on
this subject. Legislation which values parts
of a man's leg is indeed extraordinary 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 crutches until the stump healed
again.

Mr. PIESSE: I am deeply impressed
with the arguments of hon. members, par-
ticularly those on the Opposition side, as to
this schedule. It seems to me that the argu-
ments used on the present item might have
been applied to earlier items. Most of the
speakers have overlooked the fact that the
emounts payable under the schedule do not
provide compensation in full. We are

deeply 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. Hlow could
£750 be regarded as full compensation for
the loss of both eyes?7

Mr. Panton:- Let us make the amount
£C1,000.

Mr. PLESSE : Seeing that discretionary
power has been given to the medical board
as regards, hospital fees, it does not seem
illogical to suggest that the Minister might
consider giving the board discretionary
power, OiL a percentage basis, to deal with
eases which may be more deserving than
others under any particular item. I en-
tirely agree that that £475 is not adequate
compensation for the loss of a leg. I do
not want to embarrass the Minister and it
would be wrong f or me, as a private mem-
ber, to accept the responsibility of moving
to increase the amount without being backed
up by skilled scientific authorities. Gov-
ernment members arc anxious to provide the
fullest compensation possible to injured
workers , but we cannot f orget that for a
long time past there has been a keen de-
sire to secure relief to certain industries,
particularly the primary industries, from
the overburdening cost of workers' compen-
sation. The primary industries have been
passing through difficult times.

12 o'clocke (midnight).

Air. Panton: And the workers have not.
Mr. PIES SE: Unfortunately they have

suffered, too. It must be remembered that
if we kill the goose that lays the golden
eggs, there will not he the wherewithal to
provide compensation. Everyone will ad-
mit that the amounts specified for compen-
sation are not nearly enough. Unless the
Minister can see his way clear to increass.
those amounts, I 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 Act is responsible for bain-
dreds of men being out of work tn-day.

Mr. Sleeman: Nothing of the sort.
Mr. Piesse: You know it is.
M~r. Sicemnan: I suppose if wages were

reduced you would employ fewer men.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr. Sleenian: How can I keep order in

view of such statements?
Mr. KENNEALLY: The compensation

provided is not enough, yet the member for
Katanning will vote to reduce the amount
under the item before the Committee by
£C126! I want to make it clear to the Com-
mittee that if the class war that has been
carried on regarding the Bill and others
we have dealt 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 present
Opposition take over the reins of Govern-
ment. If the Government force through this
class of legislation, let them look out 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 unscrupulous
means.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The present Govern-
ment have passed more class legislation th an
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 Governmeont in
their support of legislation of this type, they
need not squeal when they experience sinai-
Jar treatment by present Opposition mem-
hers. if they openly declare class warfare
here and intend to go to extremes, let
them do so. Once we get into power aganu,
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 he understood. Above all, the
member for Katanning does not desire to
do anything that will ruffle the feelings of
the Minister!

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

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

Mr. Picnic: Our industries are earning

Mr. KENNEALLY: The member for
liatanning should book himself off for a
week and find out where he stands. He9 was
returned to Parliament largely by the voteh
of workers on a distinct promise that he
would protect their industrial cnditions.
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 to consider how
he stands in relation to what he promised
the workers at the elections.

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

Mft. KENNEA.LLY: Yet the bion. 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 to be tormented by
the ghosts of crippled workers.

Hon. A. McCallum: Tucy will dig him
up 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 cripples 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 wrho fall by the
wayside in industry. There has been no
argument advanced as to why we should
vote for a reduction in this compensation.
However, that will not matter much to
members who, like the member for Katn-
fling, think the amount provided is not suf-
ficient but nevertheless propose to vote to
reduce it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS;- I move--

That the Committee do now divide.

Question put, and a division taken with
the following result-

Ayes
Noes

Majority I

Mr. Angelo
Mr. Baornard
Mr. Doney
Mr. Grifliths,
Mr. Tatham
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. H. W. Mann
MT. J. 1. Mann
"Mr. Sclorty

18
15

.or . .. 3

11r. Parker
Mr. Patrick
Mr. Plaes
Mr. Sampson
'3r. Scaddan
Mr. 3. H. Smilth
Vr. Thorn
Mr. Wells
)Er. NSortli

(reJkr.)
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31r. Carboy

Mr. Johnson

Hr. Xashl

Mr. Munsle

AYES.
Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Davy
Mr. Ferguson
M r. 3. M. Smilth
Mr. TIeesdale
Mir. Keen
Mr. Brown

Nows.
11r. 1'anton
31r. Raplne
MT. 6leemal
MR. Troy

IMr. wansbs
Mr. 'wicoci
Mr- Wilson

FnAt a.
Nc

)4r. Colliei
Mr. Lamot
Mr. Waihe
Mr. Ounol
We. Cover

Mr. Witbe
miss Holmt

Motion thus passed.

Amendment put, and a dii
-with the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

Majority against ..

Mr. Corboy
Mr. Hiegney
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Keneally
Mr. Marshall
M~r, McCallum
Mr. Millington
'Mr. Munsle

Mr. Angelo
Mr. Barnard
Mr. Doney
Mr. C:rlffibs
Mr. Latbam
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. H. W. Miunn
Mr. J. 1. Mann
Mr. MeLarty

ArgEl.
Mr. Collier
Mr. Lamolad
Mr. Walker
Mr. Otinningbaum
Mr. Onverley
Mr. Withers
Miss Holan

Aviss.
Mr. Panto
Mr. Raphi
Mr. Sleew
Mr. Troy
Mr. Wan
Mr. Wille
Mr. Wilso

Notge.
Mr. Parke
Mr. Patric
Mr. Piess;
Mr. SmD
Mr. Scadd
Mr. T. H.
Mr. Thorn
Mr. Wells:
Mr. Nortb

Sir Jamss
Mr. Davy
Mr. Fergi
Mr. J. V.
Mr. Teend
Mr. Keen
Mr. Brow

Amendment thus negatived.

Item, Loss of one leg just
9450:

Hon. A. MeCALLUMi: I mov4
Ment-

That the words "one leg just
£450" be struck out, and the
lower part of a leg £562 10."
lieu.

'The MXinister proposes to mat
tion in this item of f112. It t
tia] and amazing reduction, esp
ing from a Government who g

that there would be no reduction in the.
I benefits to workers. We are getting far be-.
t low what is provided in other parts of

00511 Australia. This is the first time an attempt
k has been made to divide up arms and legs
(Teler.) as bas been done in this schedule. The

New South Wales Act has been in force
iss. since 1920, and though a Nationalist Gov-
ad erment amended it in 1929, the schedule

rga was not altered. The Commonwealth as
ley' late as August last adopted our Second

an Schledule holus balsa. The Commonwealth
had the schedules of all the States and the
advice of experts, and must have been satis-

sion taken fled that our schedule was fair and equit-
able. It has been urged that industry must

15 be relieved and that insurance costs more
18 here than in the other States. In New

18 South Wales considerably lower premiums

3 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-

is pensation in this schedule that the local
premiums have been fixed. There is no

brougit doubt the rates have been fixed by people
ock with ulterior inotives and without regard

n (ellr.) to the risks. I know the Minister will not
(Weler.) listen to reason. He is determined that the

schedule shall be passed. It is a repulsive
ek and repugnant schedule, providing that
a every inch of a man's leg or firm. shall make

Ian at difference to the compensation. The leg
Smith is divided into eight parts, four above and

four~ below the knee. One would think that
(Teller.) no other Act had been submitted to the

opinion of experts. Will the Minister claim

ous. that this one of all -the measures is right?
IMitebell This schedule will result in a great deal of

uson dissatisfaction, discontent, and argument, as
Smith to the particularpatudrwiha a-

alepatudrwihap-
an ticular injury will be brought. The exist-

ing schedule has worked well and very few
law cases have occurred on account of its

below knee, lack of ambiguity.
Mr. KERNEALLY: If the amendment

is -not cantied the injured worker will
3an amend- suffer to the extent of £112 10s. This

schedule will ultimately become known as
below knee the schedule of diminishing flesh, under

words "the which every Shylock will get his pound of
inserted 1D flesh. The Minister has omnitted all refer-

ence to the loss of blood. Could he not
Le a reduc- have divided that up as he has divided up

a substan- the flesh of the leg? Could he not adjust
ecially cam- the compensation according to the amount
ave it forth 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?

3f~r. Kenneallyl called attention to the
state of the Committee.

Quorumt formed.

Hon. Al. F. TROY: I would point out,
IA&t Chairman, that the House was not
complete because nil 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 quornm was present.

Hon. Mv. F. TROY: I ask you, Mr.
Chairman, to call the attention of the
Speaker to the point I have taken. Memn-
bers who came into the Chamber did not
take their seats, but stood at the back of
the Chamber. I krnow it has been lhe
custom for members to enter in a languid
sort of way and for the Speaker to say,
"I see a quorum prsn.

The CHAIRMAN: I aim afraid I[ cannot
accept the hon. member's suggestion. I 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
quorum.

Mr. SAMPSON: Perhaps the member for
11t. Magnet would agree to let the matter
stand over until a qnarter of an hour has
elapsed. The opportunity can then be
taken. His 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 wvill
extend some courtesy to members on this
side, and that when amendments are moved
lie will at least give reasons why they should
be agreed to or should not be carried. The
-Minister apparently is too superior to reply.

Mrx. Parker: What about the time?
Hon. Mi. F. TROY: What has the time to

do with the subject 7 Did the member for
North-East Fremantle promise his constitu-
ents that he would support this Bill?

The M1inister for Works: What lia that
to do with the clause?

Hon. 21. F. TROY : No lbon. mwuher
would support the 'Minister on this subject.

The Mlinister for Works: I object tot these
personal remarks, and ask that they he with-
drawn.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister has ob-
jected to the bon. member's remark.

H~on. Al. F. TROT: What remark?
The Minister for Works: That no hon.

meniber would support the Alinibter.
Hon. M. F. TROT: I said that on this

subject no lion. niemner would snpport the
Minister.

The Minister for WVorks: I ask for a with-
drawal.

The CHAIRMAN: The 1Minister has asked
for a withdrawal. I must ask the hon. maim-
her to withdraw the remark.

The Minister for Works: On a point of
order, M1r. Chairman. You have asked the
hon. member to withdraw, and he delib-
erately flouts your ruling. I want to know
why You do not wake him withdraw.

The CHAIRMAN: I amt sure the hon,.
meinber will withdraw.

Hon. 31. F. TROY: I1 will withdraw if
the remark is disorderly. I want you to twl
me tinder %irhat Standing Order the remark
is disorderly.

The Minister for WYorks: It is a dirty in-
sinuation.

Hon. It. 1". TROY: I1 submit, Sir, that you
cannot name me. It has happened in New
South Wales that the Speaker named a
member, and that action was taken and dam,-
ages were given against the Speaker. So
that, merely because the Minister de-
miands-

The Minister for WVorks: On a point of
order-

Bon. -11. 1F. TROT: There is no p uiit of
order.

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

The Mfinister for W~or.ks: I want to know
whether the hon. member is in order, after
you have given your decision and asked him
to withdraw, in talkiiig to you about leiral
action.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member
knows perfectly well it is the custom and
usage of this H~ouse-I believe it has been
the custom and usage for many years-that
when an hon. member objects to any remark
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made about him, for the hon. member who
made it to withdraw it.

Hon. M. F. 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 bon. member would support him in
this.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister has ob-
jected 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, I will withdraw; but if
the Minister raises the question again-

The Minister for Works: I object.
Hon. M. F. TROT : Sit down!1 What

business have you to object? You have no
reason to object at all.

The Minister for Works: It is indecent.
Hon. Al. F. TROYT The Minister is a

little mediocrity from Gobblegutting.
The Minister for Works: Wait till I get

you outside, you insignificant rat! I will
show you when I get you outside.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I cannot allow
this unseemly conduct.

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

Hon. M. F. TROT: It is a perfect dis-
grace to bear 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. Iff F. TROY: Let him keep quiet.
The Minister for Works: You 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

not the Mfinister 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
£E460 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 up)on them,
and that the whole family will be handi-
capped? Surely the Minister has some
humanitarian feelings. He was a worker
himself a few years ago, and be may he
a worker again, in which event he may re-
quire the benefits of this legislation. Had
the Government included in their policy
their intention to itinend the Workers' Com-
pensation Act, I would not have felt so
heated. I would respect them for carrying
out their duty. On the other hand, this is
quite contrary 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'I mens of unscrupulous promises,
each one of which they have broken. Hon-
ourable men! Honourable fiddlesticks!
Work for all! MNoney for all!i 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
compensation. They regard it as something
heroic, this depriving cripples of industry
of £125. So the Minister sits there, stub-
bornl 'y 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 go 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 £E125
from crippled men!

Mr. Kenneally: Getting their pound of
flesh.

3395
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Hon. M. F. TROY: Of all the Govern-
ments of Australia, only the Western Auis-
tralian Government could do this sort of
thing. This class war has been aggravated
by the Government as never before in this
Chamber.

Mr. Renneally: Crucifying the workers.
Mr. SLEEMAAN: The Minister is adam-

ant, hut 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. I can imagine the
bowl that would be raised by 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 accorded
those who went awvay to fight for their
country and those who have been crippled
in industry. A returned soldier who lost
a leg at the war receives a pension of two
guineas a week for life, his wife one
guinea a week and 7s. 6id. 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 nian crippled in industry
and the mail crippled in fighting for his
country. The returned 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-
tion. Moreover, he gets his artificial leg
free, but it is not so for the manl crippled
in industry. I believe the returned soldiers
in the House will not follow the Minister
on this occasion, but will see to it that the
man crippled in industry gets a fair deal.

mit figures giving full information to the
Committee, he might possibly be able to
prove his case. Undoubtedly 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 who 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 reduc-
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-
(lent the Govertnent are going to force
these items through, and unquestionably the-
workers will suffer marked redactions in the
compensation to be paid to those of them
who Sustain injury in industry.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the followving result:-

Ayes
Noes

15
18

Majority against .. 3

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Air.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Air.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

corboy
Hegney
Jdibnson
KenneallY
Marshall
Mecallual
Mlllington
Munsle

Angelo
Barnard
Dney
Griffith,
Latham
Lindsay
H. W. bian.
T. L. Mean
MeLarty

One o'clock am.

Mr. HEGNEY: The 'Minister ought to
have submitted some figures as to the num-
ber of major eases dealt with during the
past 12 months. On the second reading he
said that 93 per cent. of the claims made
were in respect of temporary disablement.
That left 7 per cent. 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 cases were
minor cases, and that the medical accounts
ranged from £2 to Z10. 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-

Aye~s.
Air. Collier
Mr. Lamond
Mr. Walker
Mr. CuoolJngham
Mr. Conerley
Miss Holman
Mr. Witliers

Ayes.
Mr.
M r'
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noss.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Penton
Sleentan
Troy
Wan shrough
Wilcock
Wilson
Raphael

(Tellecr.)

Parker
Patrick
Piesse
Sampson
Scaddan
J. ff. Smith
Thorn
Wells
North

(Toner.>

PAIRS.
Sir James.1 Mitchell

Mr. J.M.- ith
Mr. Teesdale
"Mr. Keenan
"Mr. G~rown

Amendment thus negatived.

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

item. Lossq of foot at ankle, £390:

Hon. A. McCALLtJM: I move an amend-
jilent-

That the words ''at ankle £390'' be struck
out, and ''9525'' inserted in lieu.
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The Minister proposes a reduction of £136
on the existing item, which would make the
compensation for this 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
about thle ruthlessness of the cut. This ig
further emphansised by the fact that later
on provision is made for thne 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 loses a foot in Perth £135 less than at
Juan suffering a similar injury in Sydney?~
Two 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 foot, one would
receive £135 more than the other. Even thle
Nationalist Government in New South
Wales did not attempt to reduce the sched-
ule. I could understand some modification
being suggested for minor accidents, especi-
ally on the in formation supplied to the
Minister by the medical authorities, but
those items have been expunged and the
major items have been reduced. No manl
would wilfully chop off his foot. The Gov-
ernment are prepared to keep members here
throughout two nights in one week in order
to take this money from the victims of our
industrial system. In the 10 years I hare
been a member, I do not think we have been
etilled upon to sit up two nights in the one
week.

The Minister for Lands: Because we al-
ways allowed your legislation to go through.

lion. A. 'McCALLUMN: This session was
summoned for other purposes, but the only
way in which the Government can suggest
dealing 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 voan say that the exist-
ing schedule pays a manl for all that he
loses; how much less does this "cev schledule
do so? Is £7150 equitable compensation to
a man for the loss of his 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. It
is immeasurably below the standard of any
other schedule of its kind in Australia. I
am not prepared to accept the word of any
medical man as to this being a fair way to

gauge the amount of compensation that
should be paid for injury. Neither the
workers nor the employers have been con-
sulfted. The schedule is more difficult to
understand than any I have ever seen. In
fact, not a good word can be said for it.

31r. MARSHALL: I wish to enter a final
protest against the proposed reductions.

Mr. Kenneally: Why final?
Mr. MARSHALL: Because I have come

to the conclusion that words are wasted.
particularly in view of the utterances of
the member for Katanning, who indicated
that he could not assess, sums sufficieint to
compensate for industrial injuries, but could
silently support the proposals of the Gov-
ermiment. The hion. member's sympathy with
iniu1red workers can be compared to ceme-
tery worms advocating cremation. The Min-
ister quotes tile legislation of other States
in support of his proposals, but this sc-he-
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 amiend-
amen ts. Ministerial members generally are
silent. Although one of themn shed croco-
dile tears over the insufficiency of compen-
sation, yet he was willing to take something
off the amiount. Whenever burdens art- to
be removed from industry, it is the workers
who must mnake the sacrifice. The member
for Kattanning knows the heavy burdens in-
surance and interest impose on industry,
but he has no word of protest to utter in
those respects. I may point out that the
farming industry employs less labour thani
any other industry of equal importance.

Mr. KENNEALLY: This item pr-oposes
to take away £150 from an injured worker.
That is the proposal of the lKinister wha
said he was going to lift the burden off
industr without 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. I-o doubt
anl industrial cripple nursing a joint from
which a limb has been cut will feel greatly
consoled by the sympathy of Ministerial
members when he is unable to keep his
family owing to thle cutting-down of the
compensation. The item under consideration
proposes that £300 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?1 Do they realise that
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while he is trying to recover from
the wound, he receives only half wageq?
When the half-pay the injured worker will
receive 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 and family on the balance. It 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 a promise that
they would not interfere with the benefits
enjoyed by the workers. The Minister has
reached out his rapacious paw to take
money out of the pockets of injured workers.
Those unfortunate individuals, however,
will be able to rejoice in the fact that they
have the sympathy of the member for
Ktanning who does not desire to ruffle
the Minister.

Mr. Sleeman: And lie calls 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 protect the interests of the workers.
The Minister said that £10,000 was not
sufficient to compensate a man for the loss
of his leg, yet now he says £350 is sufficient.
He has not given the Committee any cvi-
dence to warrant such a reduction. Hle re-
ferred to persons wvho were prepared to
lop off portions of their limbs in order to
get compensation, 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
discussion.

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

Mr. KENNEMLY: It is a pity the Minl-
ister has not stopped in his desire to take
money out of the pockets of cripples. Ap-
parently the interests of the workers and
the maimed are of secondary consideration.

Mr. PANTON: The more I admire this
scientific schedule, the more puzzled am
I over the chart supplied for the informa-
tion 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'!

It simply could not be done; the foot would
have to be taken off a little higher up. The
more I study the chart, the more con-
vinced api I that the scientists have
worked it out on a basis of pounds of flesh
and inches of bone.

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

Ron. A. 'MeCalluin: And what about
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 vic-
tie of anl accident is taken into a private
hospital, where he has to stop at four
guineas per week until the doctors certify
they canl do noe more for hint Then he has
to get his artificial foot and painfully learn
to "Me it. What I am trying to get at is
]how much of the £390 will be left for him
after he has deducted the amount he has
lost in half wages.

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

Mr. PANTON: That conveys nothing,
because under the present Act we start
with the first joint of a little 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 comes to taking off a man's foot or leg
it will ble interesting to know what it will
cost him by the time he gets out of hos-
pital. I am curious to hear from the Min-
ister, for I can see quite a lot of questions
that will be asked of members by their con-
stituents. We arc entitled to know why
there should be a difference of £10 between
the ankle and a few inches above.

Hon. A. MeCallum: There are five differ-
ent payments for amputations between the
ankle and the knee.

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

Hon. A. McCallur: And pints of blood,

.2 o'clock a.m.

Mr. PANTON: They are thrown in
Why not adopt more divisions? Surely ti
more a man loses, the more he is entitled
ta. Why adopt joints as a basis, as againsi
flesh lost! I suggest to the Minister fol
Lands not to risk a stiff neck through look
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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 occupied by the Opposi-
tion. We are here to represent the workers.

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

Mr. PANTON: I amu sor I ecannot Ye.-
turn the compliment. The member for Mid-
dle Swan said the workers had been re-
sponsible for putting members opposite nto
office. To that I would reply with a biblical
quotation, "Forgive them for they knew 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 come under the Workers'
Compensation Act

Mr. Angelo: Next month you will bep
w~ithin the limit of remuneration.

Mr. PANTON: I have undergone some
operations, and may have to face more, and
I can imagine the feelings of a worker in
industry when he ineets with an accident.
If I lost my leg even now, I should be in
a much better position than the average
worker who loses a leg. I appeal to the
Minister to give reasonable consideration to
injured workers.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I hope the amiendmnent
will be agreed to. Do members consider that
£:390 is adequate compensation for the less
of a foot? By the time the deductions
were made, the worker would probably have
nothing to collect. Ninety-five per cent, of
the unfortunate workers who Jose a foot
are unable to ret-urn to their occupations.
Years ago a miner lost a foot and has never
since been able to work in the mines. He
has had to get assistance from the Child
Welfare Department. A mnan 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 expect no miore ern.-
ployttent until the sewerage work was re-
sumed. If such a man were not given a
reasonable chance by way of compensation
to help himself, the Government would have
to help him in some other way. He should
not have to look to the Child Welfare De-
pa rtment for help.

Mr. HEGNEY: The main reason for re-
ducing the compensation is to ease produc-
tion costs. The Minister has tightened up
the provisions relating to administrative
cost-.

The CHAIRMEAN: The hon. member can-
not discuss that.

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

The CHAIRMfAN: The hon. member must
confine himself to the amendment.

Mr,. Panton called attention to the stilt-
of the C'omnmittee.

Quoruma formed.

[.1i. Richardsqon tool, the Chair.]

Mr. HEGNEY: Under this provision the
injured worker stands to lose £135. The
numbher of such cases as these would be very
smiall; that being so the individual con-
cerned should not lie asked to mnake this big
macrifice. I wish to enter mny strong protest
against the p~roposal.

'Mr. MtLLINGTON: It is most diffi-
cult to assess the value of a foot or of an
ankle that mar liv e amputated. If a mail is
thus deprived of the full usc of his limbs,
hie is in imost cases unable to follow his
ordinary occupation. We can imagine the
plighlt of the timber worker or miller who
has lost his foot. MuIch of thme amiount of
compensation set dowvn in the schedule
would be eatenl tip during the time hie was
recovering. antI within 12 mionths there
would be nothing left. Being unable to
follow hli., usual occupation lie becomnes; to
all intents and purposes, anl industrial dere-
lict, and ii charge upon thle State. Is not
that the mnain factor in assessing the value
of anl injury? There have been allegations
as to mnen deliberately maiming themselves.
Has there been anl instance of a manet cutting
off his foot iii order to gain even thme former
amount of compensation? No one has sug-
gested that the amnounts at present granted
are excessive. The Government should look
round for some other mecans of economy.
Industry is under no serious disability imp
providing compensation for men severely'
injured. Thme Minister knows that very'
rarely indeed can a disabled worker, espec-
iallyv one of mature years, acquire another
trade l6v whlicht to iuinmtain himself and his
family. The people most to be considered
are those who through no fault of their own
meet with a serious accident and are thereby
debarred from earning their living.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: What difference will
the proposed reductions make in the prem-
iums?

3399
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Mr. MILINGTON: I believe that
economies can be effected, and that with
board control the present schedule can be
maintained without increase of premiums.
By cutting down waste an unnecessary load
will he lifted off industry. We are quite
in accord 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 -abled. Why this ser-
ious drop of £135? I do not think there
have been complaints from any employer
or insurance company. Would employers
griidge paying the premiums 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 who has worked fr a
number of years in the mining industry, and
owing to miners' disease becomes unable to
earn his living in a mine, is like a fish out
of water; it is, most difficult to place hinm
anywhere else, The same remarks apply to
a timber 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 wvere asked to value the loss
of his Loot, I am satisfied he would not
agee to accept £390. No one would de-
prive himself of his foot for the sake of
even £525. If the Bill is passed the Mfin-
ister will find, in view of the safeguards
that are provided, that no one will impose
on the funds by cutting 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 such a large
proportion off workers' compensation. The
Minister has out-Heroded Beod because he
has suggested that the injured workers shall
lose more than it is proposed the commun-
ity shall relinquish in order to help Aus-
tralia out of her present economic difficul-
ties. We should consider the experiences
of cripples themselves. I would prefer to
permit them to assess the value rather than
to accept the dicta of scientists, experts or
actuaries. 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 cold
wo.7ld. Rather than penalise maimed in-
dunstrial derelicts, the load should he borne

by the community as a whole. Cannot the-
Minister consider a better way of accom-
plishing necessary economies by asking the
people as aL whole to bear itl f -we do not
provide reasonably for the derelicts of in-
dustry, they illi simply become an added
charge and burden on the Government. The
Treasurer has to find at least £500,000 for
sustenance 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 ih the custodian of
the public purse and will be blamed if
onnecessary expenditue is incurred. And
here is a charge that can be sheeted home
to the Goveument-"Why is it you are so
anxious to relieve privateo employers of
their responsibility to pay for the indus-
trial derelicts whenm you know you will be
saddled with their maintenance?" It will
be a dereliction of duty if the Government
by this measure relieve those who should
pay of their responsibility, and take over
the responsibility themselves. We will as-
sist the Government in making economies;
any s.cheme to relieve the Government purse
wilt meet with the sympathetic considera-
tion of this side of 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 uinder
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 workers. I
warn thie 'Minister that this will dawn his
reputation. He will he known as the man
who deprived injured workers of fair Com-
pensation for their injuries. I am deter-
mnined it shall not be said the Mfinister did
this tinknowingly. Ev~en though Kt may
rake some time, I believe that eventually
the efforts we are, making to save the Mli-
ister from himself w-ill bear good fruit, and
and so this night will not have been wasted.

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

The Minister for Works: Pensions will
be cut down by 20 per cent., but this corn-
pen sation 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 men's foot?

The Minister for Lands: I would 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 considera-
tion from this side than they are getting.
The Minister has had pushed on to him the
rotten job of reducing the worker;, hut it
is a 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 f und a suc-
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 ;houlul there-
fore insist upon adequate 2oinisation
being provided for an injured worker. For
the Minister to adopt such a dogmatic atti-
tude is intolerable. Members on the Gov-
ernment side should lend a willing gor to
reasonable arguments. The Minister has
given way onl a few details, hut he has re-
fused ko concede anything, iii hard casW:. 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 compensation under this itemn would hare
little to collect after the dePdurbn baid been
made.

The Minister for Lands rose to speak.
Mfr. RAPHAEL: I point out, 'Mr. Chair-

man, that I hare not yet resumed my sent.
I appeal to the 'Minister to consider the wife
and family of an injured worker.

Hon. A. MeCALLUMN: I hope the Min-
ister will consider the point that the loss of
the foot at the ankle would he as great a
disadvantage to the individual as loss at the
middle third. If the argument applies to
the top of the leg, it must apl)ly at the other
extremity.

Mr. SAMPSON: The member for South
Fremantle is9 wrong. The greater the por-
tion of leg lost, the greater the shock to the

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.

39 o'clock a.m.

Amendment mit, and a division taken with
the following result-

Ayes
Noes

Majority against

Mr. Corbor
Mr. Hegney
Mn. Johnson
Mr. Kenneally
M r. Meseall
Mr. McCallum
Mr. Millilngton
Mr. Munslo

Mr. Angelo
Mr. Barnard
Mr. Doney
Mr. Griffitbs
Mr. Latbamo
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. H. W, Mann
Mr. JT. L. Mann
Mr. MeLarty

Arts.
Mr. Coller
Mr. Lamond
Mr. Walker
Mr. nningham
Mr. Coverley
DOW Holman
Mr. Withers

15
18

.. 3

Ayzs.
Mr. PantonIMr. Sletman
Mr. Troy

IMr. Wansbrough
Mr. WIlleock
Mr. Wilson
Mr. aphael

(TlUrr.)

Note.
Mr. Parker
Mr. Patrick
Mr. Please
Mr, Sampson
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr, Thorn
Mr. Wells
Mr. North

(Teuer.)

PAUS.
NOes&ISir James Mitchell

lir. Diavy

IMr. Tesdale
Mr. Reenan
NzM. 'Brown

Amendment thus neatived.

Teem, Loss of arm at or above elbow, £175:

Hon. A. McCALLU3AI: I move an amend-
ment-

That the words "arm at or above elbow
£E475'' be struck out, and ''either arni or of
the greater part thereof, £675'' inserted
in lieu.

This is a reduction of 120U on the existing
rate. It 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 should be £200 behind
either the Commonwealth or Yew South
Wales. This lifts the burden off industry
with a vengeance, but places it on the in-
dividual. It 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?9 Queensland awards £562,
New South Wales £E675: we offer £475. This
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Schedule will go down in ii hitory as5 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 schedule will not sav-c much; it is iii
other respects that substantial saving-, will
lie wade. Say 20 men lose the greater part
of the arm in the course of a year, anid that
each of them is deprived of £C200; how will
that benefit industry when spread over all
its branches? But the reduction ineans, v
great deal to the mant who has, suffered the
loss of an arm. People arc to lie deg-raded!
and rendered miserable for the rest of their
lives, without any particular advantage to
anybody. Queensland allows more for a
right than for a left arm, but does not draw
these other distinctions4. The Mfinister's
second reading- speech gave no hint to the
people that £200 was to he taken fronm a man
who lost anl arm or the greater part of anl
arm. The fact of a smiall stumip being left
does not represent much advantage to the,
maimed worker. The bad feature of these
proposals is that the workers in ind~ustry
even now do not know of them. They have
been misled by Pres, s propanganda, to the
effect that comipensation is not to he reduced.
Tf the injured manl became septic, the wb:'e
of his compensation would he cut out in
treatment. America allows a period of con-
valescence extendinig over 888 dlays for such
an injury as this. The Minister will simply
force the schedule through, having the num-
bers to do it. All we can do is to enter our
protest and let the people know What is
happening.

Mr. Panton cailed attention t-) tile state
of the Committee.

Quorum formed.

Mr. SLEEMAN: What occupation could
a man suffering from the loss of an arm
expect to follow?9 He could not continue in
the timber industry, nor as a seaman. There
would be little for such a man on the wharf
and a 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 ail the expenses
the unfortunate worker will have to meet,
let alone enable him to maintain himself and
his family. Mofst of the discussion has re-
lated to male workers, but let hon. members
realise what will be the position of females

who wvill he affected. Take a pretty girl 17
years of age who may lose her arm. Her
matrimonial prospects will certainly be dimt-
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 prove.

31r. 'Marshall: At any rate, she could not
thn-ow the rolling pinl at her husband &o
well.

Mr. SLEEMNAN : This is no laughing mat-
ter! flow would any hon. member feel if
bis daughter was brought home minus an
a=n I appeal to the Committee to agree
to the amndmnent, for the amount of com-
pensation provided for the loss of an arm
is £475 or.V2th) less than is provided for in
the present Act, which wvas not unduly gen-
erous.

Mr. RAlPHAEL: In most walks of life,
it will be almost impossible for a man to
continue his ordinary avocation if he loses
ain arn. The Government are only transfer-
ring their responsibility from one depart-
ment to another. If the Minister is going
to transfer that responsibility to the Child
Welfare Department, lie will find himself
up against another Minister. The Govern-
meat are committing a serious error in at-
tempting to make this fund a success at the
expense of the workers. The Minister that
will even attempt to achieve success at the
cost of the workers is not thle right man for
the Job. WVhen 'the Press were advocating
a reduction in workers' compensation, they
did not imagine the Government were going
to take from the workers in order to bolster
up the fond. If the insurance companies.
with their huge administrative costs, have
shown a small loss on workers' compensation
business, the Government ought to he able
to make a small profit, having regard to the
substantially i-educed administrative costs.
Uinder this schedule of compensation, what
does; the M1inister expect an injured worker
to keep his wife and family oul But the
Minister does not care about that; all that
hie wrants to do is to hound down the workers.

Mr. KENITALLY: I again ask the Min-
ister how lie is going to substantiate the
statement that he would not take from the
injured worker in an attempt to relieve in-
dustry of the burdeut of workers' compen-
sation. When on the second reading the
Minister said he was not going to reduce the
compensation payment, be was making a
statement which he knew to he incorrect.
Only to-day when I was with some of the
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unemployed in East Perth I was approached
by one Boswell, a man from the group set-
tlements who has had the misfortune to lose
a hand. Under the existing schedule he rc-
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 bad a job sweeping
the streets in Perth on two or three
nights a week, for which he was paid
El 7s. fid. 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 lift 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 out of his home. Yet it
is proposed to cut £200 off the inadequate
amount that man actually recived in come-
pensation for his injury. One of the worst
disablements a man can suffer is the loss of
a hand, particularly the right hand. If I
were drawing up a compensation schedule,
T would place the loss of a right hand much
higher than it is here. My experience in
trying to put into employment returned
soldiers is that the greatest difficulty is in
find a suitable occupation for a man who
has lost a hand, particularly 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 Kittanning has Mnladed out
quantities of sympathy and his attitude is
evidently suppoi-fed by the automatons oa
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 L200
less than the amount which hitherto has
proved insufficient. If any item calls for
an increase, it is this one. On scarcely one
item 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 Act pro-
vides £675 for this injury; the Common-
wealth Act also provides £675, and now the
Minidter proposes to reduce it to £475.

There is something radically wrong when
the 'Minister does not offer the semblance
of an excuse for the reduction.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
move-

That the Committee do now divide.

Motion put and a division
following result:-

Ayes
Noes

taken with the

17
-. .. .. 15

Majority for

Mr. Angelo
Mr. Barnard
Mr. floocy
Mr. Grimfths
Mr. Latham
Mr: Lindsay
Mr. J. I. Mann
Mr. MoLarty
Mr. Parker

Mr. Corboy
Mr. Hegney
Mr. Johnson
Mr. IKenneally
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Mc~allum
Mr. Millington
Mr. Muale

AYES.
Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Davy
Mr. Ferso

rT. 3. 11Smth
Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Keenarn
Mr. Brano

Mre.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

NOES.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

2

Patrick
Plesse
Sampson
Scaddan
J. H. Smith
Thorn
Wells
North

(Teller.)

Panton
Sleemar.
Troy
Wan'sbrougbi
Willoock
Wilson
Raphael

(Tager.)

PNOSE.

Mr. Center
Mr. Loomond
Mr. Walker
Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Coverley
Wins Holmuan
Mr. Wither

Motion thus passed

Amendment put, and a
with the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

division taken'

-15

17

Majority against . . 2

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
WIr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Carboy
Heaney
Johnson
Kenneally
Marshall
McCallum
Millingtn
Munsie

Angela
Barnard
Doney
Gritfiths
Latham
Lindsay
J. 1. Mann
McLarty
Parker

AYES.

IMr.
Mr.
Mr.
M.

Mr.

NOES.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Panton
Sleelnan
Tray
Wansbrough
Wilicoek
Wilson
Raphael

(Teller.)

Patrick
Please
Sampson
Seaddan
3. H. Smith
Thorn
wells
North
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A YEFs.
r.Collier

'Mr. Lamond
Mr, WAlkfer
Mr. Cunninlhai
Vr. COVere
MR6s Hama
Mr. Wither
Amendment

Sir James Mitchell

31r. Ferguson1

Mr: Teesdale
Mr. Keeikai
Mr. Brawns

thus negatived.

Item, Loss of hansd at ioris, £,400:

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

That "f:400" be struck out and "£E600"'
inserted in lieu.
This represents another loss of £200 to the
worker, compared with the existing rate,
the Commonwealth law and that of New
South Wales.

Mr. Hegney: It represents a reduction of
'331/A per cent.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: It is the second
item in this schedule under which the worker
will lose £200.

1Mr. 'KENKTEALLY: How much more
useful is an arm taken off at the wrist than
near the elbow? Is a worker better able to
follow his ordinary occupation in the former
case than in the latter? The Minister gave
the House an entirely wrong impression in
his second reading speech. The Bill is seri-
ously affecting the interests of the worker
and depriving him of much that hie now
possesses. This Bill is a result 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 only one section of the com-
munity-the workers. It seems more than
a coincidence that on the committee mainly
responsible for the schedule there was no
representative of the workers.

The Minister for Works: The employers
were not represented.

Mr. HEGrNEY: 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-
duction is 33.33 per cent. The Minister
has not indicated the basis on which he
reduces. Why are not the reductions on a
flat rate?

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

Ayes .- . .. .15

Noes i.s . .1

Majority against . . --. 3

Mr, Carboy
Mr. Kegney
Mr. Johnson
31r. Kenneally
Mr. Marsal
Mr. McCallum
Mr. Mlilingroil

Mr. Agl
Mr. iDouey
Mr. CriffitH
M9r. ]athant
Mr., 1indsay
Mr. It. WV. N.im
Mr. J. 1. Mfann
Mr. McIArty

51r. Wollier
Mr. J~Amand
Mr. Walker
Mr. Cunninghamn
3Cr. covenley
Miss Holmanu
Mtr. Withers

A YES.

Mr. Fantm
Mr. Sleernan
Mr. Tray
Mr. WVsnsbruI&g
Mfr. IW1llerck
Mr. Wilson
Mr. Raphael

*(Tde,.)

Mr. Parker
Mr. PatId
Mr. Please
11't. Silipsait

* rf. Sradtlan
Mr. J. it. Smith
Ur. Thant
Mir. lts

IMr. North

P'AIRSA.

gIramea Mttchetl
Mr. Davy
Usr. Ferguson
Mr. J1. M. Smith
Mr. Tesadale
mr. Keenan
3Mr. BraWIL

Amnendment. thus negatived.

Item, Loss of forearm at upper third,
£450:

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Under our pre-
sent law the amount is £600. In Queens-
land the amount is £525, and in New South
Wales £60. Under the Commonwealth
Act the amount is £e600. I move an amend-
ment-

That 'forcarin at upper third, E450' b(
strucki out, and ''lower part of either armi
either hand, or five fingers of either hunri
£:600'' inserted in lieu.

Mr. KENNEALLY: No doubt it is a
forlorn hope to ask the Minister to listen
to reason. The manner in which the schle-
dule is cut about does not permit of genuine
comparisons being made. The schedule
contains 4.3 subdivisions as against 21 in the
old schedule, and this makes it difficult to
identify the exact injury. Under our exist-
ing Act and under the Commonwealth law
practically the same injury carries £:600
compensation, as against £45 here pro-
posed. Another £150 out of the pockets
of the injured workers, and no apology from
the Minister at all! We have not noticed
any attempt on the part of the Govern-
ment to take money out of the pockets of
any other section 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 thbose of the workers only are present,
he makes the position worse. If this is
the class-biassed attitude of the Govern-
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ment, then as they give, so shall they re-
ceive.

The M1inister 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 Mlinister has
shown us that the private insurance corn-
panies mode 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. KENKTEALLY: The -Minister means
that lie is taking over the losses of those
companies, apart from the State Insurance
Office. That statement is on a par with
another he made, that he would not relieve
the burden of industry at the expense of
the worker. Instead of industry looking
after its cripples, 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 Committee do now divide.

Motion put, and a division taken with
the following result:

Amendment put, and a division taker;
with the following result:-

Ayes . .. . .. 15
Noes . .. . .. 18

Majority against . .. 3

Mr. Curbo).
Mr. Hegney
Mr. Johnson
Mr. lcenneally
Mr. Marshall
Mr. McCallum
Mr. Mllington
Mr. Muzzle

Mr, Angelo
Mr. Demrnar
Mr. bone)'
Aft. Griffiths
Mr. Lathain
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. H. W. Mann
Mr. J. 1. Mann
MrE. Mciarty

AYEs.
31r. Collier
Mr. Lamond
Mr. Walker
Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Coverley
Mugs Hlolman
Mr. Withers

AYES.

Mr.
Mr.
MY.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

NOES,

Pantors
Sleelan
Troy
Wnnsbrough
Wiliock
Wilson
Ra~phael

(Teller.)

Mfr. Parker
Mr. Patrick
Mr. Please
Mr. Sampson
Mr. Scoaddan
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Thorn
Mr. Wells
Mr. North

P Al E.

Sir
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
mt.
AD.

(Teller.)

NOES.
James Mitchell
Davy
Ferguson
J. M. Smith
Teesdiale
Keen
Hrow.

Amendment thus negatived.

Item 19, Loss of
£300:

one eye by enucleation,

Ayes
Noes

Majority f

Mr. =ajad
Mr. oe
Mr. Griha
Mr. LAtham
Mr. Lindsay
Mr. H. W. Mean
Mr. J. L. Mann
Mr. Moierty

Mr. Corbo

Mr. Marshuall
Aft. McCallumn
Mr. Mllngtoo
Mr. Yunma

AYES.
Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Davy
Mr. Fergusion
Mr. J. M1. Smith
Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Keegan
Mr. Browrn

is Hion. A. -McCALLIUM: There is something
15 startling here, a reduction of £375h on the
- existing schedule. No provision is made for

or 3. . the loss of an eye with serious diminution
- of the sight of the other eye. The best here

AYES.provided is the loss of one eye by enuelea-
Mr. Parker tion. The reduction of £300 is outrageous,
Mr. Patrick the absolute limit. I move an amendment-
Mr. Fiemse
mr. Sampilson That ''by enucleation, £300'" be Struck
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. 3. H. Smith out, and ''with serious diminution of the sight
Mr. Thorn of the other eye, £67.5'' ho inserted'in lieu.
Mr. Wells
Mr. Worth TelrThe MINISTER FOR WORKS: This

No

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Pontin
Sleence.
Troy
Wanabrough
willcock
Wilson
Rphael

(Tellr.)

PAniS.
NOS.

Mr. Cornier
Mir. Lanmnd
Mr. Walker
Mir. Ounlhm
Mr. Ceverley
Miss Holumn
Mr. Witbien

Motion thus passed.

[120J

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 he
£750.

Hon. A. McCALLUMU: The Minister is
incorrect. The courts 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
wvill not contend that the foot-note, used
previously wvith the then list of items, would
apply now when an itemn has been omitted.
The Commonwealth schedule contains a sim-
ilar foot-note. Yet the Minister is relying
on the foot-note to provide an adequate
amount when there is anl 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 compen-
sated at the rate of not £675 but £00., It
is a serious reduction for the Minister to
insist upon. It is little short of tragical
that at this hour of the morning, when
most members are paying no attention to
the business, such serious inroads should be
made on the rights of the workers.

Mr. Slceinan: They want to see the blind
robbed.

Mr. KENNEALLY: If members were in
the Chamber to hear the discussion, they
would not be impervious to reason. The
member for Mfiddle Swan mentioned that
the reductions mounted by an ascending
scale to 33 per cent. This reduc-
tion rises to 50 per cent. Is it po-
sible f or the Minister to plumb deeper
depths of repudiation and degradation Y
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: I move
an amendment-

That after "less 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.
Hfon. A. McCALLUM: I will now again

submit my amendment. In this case the
eye may remain but there is no sight in it,

and the extra £ 30 is given for the disfigure-
mieat. What is the M1inister going to do
about -the case of a man having a serious
diminution 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 f or. For the total loss of the sight
of an eye the compensation in New South
Wales is £375, Victoria £180, Queensland
£800, South Australia £280 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 £C675, Victoria £450, Queens-
land £562 10s., South Australia £525 and
Tasmania £450. According to the foot-note,
if the eye was half gone the worker would
receive £450 and not £00,. If the item is
passed I will consult with the doctor on
the subject.

Mr. KEN7WEALLY: I do not agree with
the Minister's version of the foot-note. The
extra money would be half of £270 and not
half of £300. If one eye goes and there is
a diminution in the sight of the other, the
amount to be paid should be greater.

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

Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result.--

Ayes
Noes -17

Majority against..

Mr. Corboy
Mr. Hegney
Mr. Johnson
'Mr. Kenneally,
Us. Marshall
Mr. Mecalum
Mr. MI?~go
Mr. M nn

Mr. Angelo
Mr. Barnard
Mr. fancy
IV. Latam
Mr. lindsay
Mr. 3. 1. Mann
mr. Mclarty
Mr. North
Mr. Parker

AYES.
Mr. Collier
Mrt. ILamond
Mr. waukrr
)fr. cunninshaml
Mrs. Coverley
Miss Hohuso
Mr. Withers

Amendmnent thus

.. 2

AYES.
Mr. Panton
Mr. E~aphaei
Mr. seeinan

31. Wasrough
Mr. Wilicock
Mrs. Wison,

(Teller.)

mr. Patrick
Mr. Plessa
M1r. Itel'arson
Mr. Sampson
Mr: Scaddan
Mr. Thorn
Mr. wells
Mr: Griffiths

(Teller.)

PAM&a
Noaun-.

Sir Jaines Mtcheli
M.Davy

Mre Ferguson
Mr. J.t. Smith
Mr. Tecadale
Mr Keenan

I : Brown

negatived.
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lIte,,, Complete loss of hearing, both, ears,
£150:

Hon. A. MeCALLUAA: If there is the
slightest indication of any hearing what-
ever, the 'nan may get no compensation at
all. The Act speaks of loss of the industrial
use of hearing. Under this Bill it is neces-
sary to re-establish judicial interpretations
which have been obtained at the cost of
thousands of pounds. I remember a claim
in the courts on the ground of complete loss
of ight in one eye, and the judge ruled that
because the claimant could just distinguish
movement of the fingers of a hand held up
before him, he was not blind. Insurance corn-
pa~nies lhave no souls, and drive the hardest
of bargains. They are out for all the profits,
they can make. I do not anticipate that the
proposed cominmssion would be as hard as,
the insurance companies. "Complete loss of
hearing" is a phrase of which the meanng
would have to be ascertained through the
tourts. 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 ('toss of hear-
ing' inserted in lieu.

Later I shall move an amendment dealing
with the amount.

5 o'clock, a.mn.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The explanation ad-
vanced by the member for South Fremantle
should 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 before he can be paid the full
compensation!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If a
person has lost his bearing completely, the
compensation will be £E450. but the First
Schedule contains a provision for the pay-
ment of a percentage 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 occu-
pation.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I realise
that in some occupations, a worker will r--

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 oate lady who cannot
hear without the use of an ear trumpet, but
onee she is in a railway train, she can hear
quite clearly without that artificial aid.
What would he her position?

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

The Minister for Works: I will accept the
amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. A. MeCALLEIM: I move an amend-
ment-

flat ''U450'' be struck out and ''f60O''
inserted in lieu.

MY. KENNEALjLY: The Minister should
be prepared to listen to reason on this
amendment. If a man is completely deaf,
surely he has sufficient handicap. He will
not have much chance in life if his com-
pensation is reduced to £460.

The Minister for Works: It is very
liberal.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The people of the
community will scarcely agree with that.
The amount is £600 in the Commonwealth
Act, and for the last six years it has been
£000 in this State. In 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 to.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS. Heme
are the figures in the other States for the
loss of hearing: New South Wales, £600;
Victoria, £300; Queensland, £375; South
Australia, £350; and Tasmania, £C300.

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

Ayes .. . .15

Noes . .18

Majority against .. 3
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Mr. Coro
'r leny

Mr. Johsoan
Mr. Kenhally
Mr. Marshall
ir. McCall..

Mr. Milngton
Mr. Minaic

Area

IOE

Parker
Patrick
Pimsa
Richardson
Sa~ysen

Thorn
Wells
North

(Teller.)

30. Penton
Mr. Steepen,
Mrt. Tbroy s
Mr. Wanb. ug
Mr. Willeock
MY. Wilson

MR.laphael
(Teller.)

Broven
Doney
ontalths
Latham
LindsayM n11. W. Mn
3. 1. Mann

AYES.
Mr. Collier
Mr. Lamoad
Mr. Walker
Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Coverley
Miss Holmns
Mr. Withers

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
mi.
Mr,
Mr.

Ays
Mr. Collier
Mr. Lamond
Mr. Walker
Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Coverley
Miss Hlolman
Mr. Withers

PAIRS.

Noss.ISir Tomes MitchellIMr. Davy
Mr. FergusonIMr. J. Mi. Smith

IMr. Teesdale
Mr. Keenan

Amendment thus negatived

Schedule, as amended, put and a division
taken with the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

Amendment thus negatived.

18

Majority for .. 3

Item, Complete loss of hearing, one ear,
£150:

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

That 1tCornplete~l be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Item, Loss of other than great toe with
metatarsal, £90:

Honl. A. MeCALLUM: I move an amend-
ment-

That 'other than great toe with meta-
tarsal'' be struck out, and ''a toe other than
a great toe, or the joint of a linger"' be in.
serted ill lieu.

There is special provision for the grnat toe.
In the schedule the toes and joints are so
itemnised as to be confusing and the poor
"dago" who cuts off the top of his toes will
get nothing at all now.

Amendment put, and a
with the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

division taken

15
18

Majority against 3

Coro
Heny

Marsheally
McCallum
Millington
.Muncie

AYES.

Mr. Portion
her. Sleemn
Mr. Teoy
Mr. Wanabrough
Aft. Willeok
Mr. Wilson
Mr. Raphael

(Talkr.)

Mr.
Mr:
Mir
Mr.
mr.

Mr.
Mr.

Angelo

Brown
Bonsy
Lindsay
H. W. Mann
J. L. Mann
North

Mr. Carboy
Mr. Hegney
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Kenneally
Air. Marhall
Mr. MicCallumn
Mr. Mlltngton
Mr. Musle

AYES
Sit James Mitchell
Mr. Davy
Mr. Ferguson
Mr. Jr. M. Smith
Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Keenan
Mr. McLarty

As

NOES

P"R,

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
i.

Parker
Patrick
Plesse
Rlichardson
Sampson
Scaddan
Thorn
Wells
Gr1 iths

(Tellr.)

Mr. Penton
Mr. sleeman
Mr. broy
Mr. Wanabrough
Mr. Wwcoock
Mr. Wilson
Mr. Raphael

ES.

Mr. Waiker
Mr. Cunningham
Mr. C=ore
miss Hin
Mr. Withers

Schedule, as amended, thus passed.

Third Schedule:
Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I understand that

the remaining amendments standing in my
name cannot be embodied in the Hill be-
cause it is considered that they should more
rightly he placed in the Health Act.

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

Hon. A. McCALLIJM: There are many
different centres, particularly 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

Mr.
mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

NOES.
Mr. Parker
Mr. Patrick
Mr. rie
My. Richardson
Mr. Sampson
Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Thorn
Mr. Wells
Mr. North

(Tells'.)

PAIRS.
Noss.

Sir Jiae Mitchell
Mr. Davy
Mr. Fergu
Mr. IT. Mi. Smith
Af. Teesdale
Mr. Kceenan
Mr. MeLarty

MW.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr:
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr:

floney
Griffith.
Lathame
Lindsay
H. W. Man.
J. L. Mann
hCIcArtY

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Nil
Mr.
Mr.,
Mr.
Mr.
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prevalent. The Health Department desired
we should include these diseases in our Act.
I agree they more rightly belong to a health
law, but as we have 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 descriptions of disease: -

Arsenic, phosphorus, lead, mercury, or
other mineral poisoning.

Anthrax.
Poisoning by bensol or its nitro and amido

derivatives (dinitro-beozol, anilin, and
others).

Poisoning by 'parbon bisuiphide.
Poisoning by nitrous fumes.
Poisoning by cyanogen compounds.
Poisoning by carbon monoxide.
Chrome ulceration,
Compressed air illness.
Trade spasmns and cramps.
Pnunnocouiosis.
Miner'Is phthisis.
Ankylostomiasis.
Nystagmna.
Dermatitis.

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

New clause:

Eon. A. MeCALLtJM: I move--

That a new clanse, to stand as Clanse 18,
be inserted as follows,.-

48. (1.) Every employer shall forthwith
send written notice to the Registrar of
Friendly Societies whenever it comes to his
knowledge that any worker employed by himi
is suffering from a disease mentioned in the
third schednie to this Act, and such notice
shall state the name 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 namne of which is
marked with an asterisk in the third sche-
dnle, it shall be the duty of the Registrar to
forward a copy of the notice to the Connnis-
sioner of Public Health.

(3.) It shall be the duty of every medical
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 Comn-
mnissioner of Public Health.

Penalty: Fifty pounds.
(4.) Every employer shall forthwith send

written notice to the Registrar whenever it
comes to his knowledge that any worker em-
ployed by him has suffered personal injairy
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 accident and the
time when it happened.

Penalty: Fifty pounds.

'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 ipiformation to the Health
Department.

New clause pnt and passed.

Tile-agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

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

Returned from the Council without amend-
ment.

House adjourned at 5.38 acm. (Friday).-

Iteololative Council,
Tuusdr'y, 16th Junze, 1-931.

Questions:, Education, secondary schools
Azbitrntlon Court, costs.. ..

CeenIes stock route
Leavs of absence .. ..
Bills: Farmers' Debta Adlusmetuct Act

meet, 2R..............
Truffle Act Amendment, Tit., Corn.
Hfire-PLurchass Agrecioceuti, 211...

Amend-

FAes
3409
3410
341.0
3410

3410
3415
3426

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took tire
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUBSTION-EDJOATION, SECONDARY
SCHOOLS.

Hon. Sir EDWARD W ITTENOOMA
asked the Minister f or Country Water Sup-
Plies: What was the cost to the Education
Department of secondary education, which
includes six State High Schools and a
Modern School, leaving out all elementary
schoolsI backblocks teaching, technical
school, and training teachers, for the year
ended 30th June, 19307

3409


