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earliest opportunity to have the resolution
sent to the Prime Minister,

Question put and passed.

Mr. SPEAKER: There is not a dis-
sentient voice.

Mr. CORBOY: I hope, Sir, that if pos-
sible you will direct that your remark be re-
corded—*There is not a dissentient voice.”

Mr. SPEAKER: That will be recorded.

Houze adjourned at 847 pm.

Legislative Council,
Wednesday, Sth July, 1931.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Hon. Sir Edward Wit-
tenoom, leave of absence for six consecutive
sittings granted to Hon. A. Lovekin (Met-
ropolitan) on the ground of ili-health.

BILL—WORKERS' COMPENSATION.
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. G. W, MILES (North) [4.36]: I op-
pose the second reading of the Bill. If it
is not intended to establish another trading
concern or State utility, the Bill is cer-
{ainly designed to set up a State monopoly,
and that is my main reason for opposing
the measure. 1 admit it is necessary to re-
duce the cost of compensation insuragee to
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industry, but that can be done in a manner
other than that proposed in the Bill. The
Government, in introducing the measure,
have acted the part of confidence tricksters
towards the insurance companies. I hold no
brief for the companies, but it should be
remembered that they paid the Government
£5000 each, and the Government hold a
quarter of a million of their money in a
trust fund. At least, they are supposed to
hold it. Whether they hold it or not, the
companies have deposited the money. Under
the Insurance Companies Deposit Act it is
provided—

In this Act the words ‘‘insurance com-
pany’’ mean and include amny person or
body of persons, whether corperate or in-
corporate, mnot being registered under the
Acts relating to friendly societies or trade
unions, whether established before or after
the commencement of this Act, and whether
within or without Western Australia, who
carries or earry on within Western Australia
any kind of insuranee business cxecpt life
insurance,

The companies deposited their £5,000 each on
the strength of that Act, but the Govern-
ment, by introducing this measure, are seek-
ing to deprive them of participation in
workers' compensation insurance. It is a
breach of faith, and for that reason aleme
the House should not agree to the Bill. The
companies have probably brought this class
of legislation on themselves by reason of
their high overhead charges. I hope they
will see their way to curtail their overhead
charges. In the course of evidence given
before the Farmers’ Disabilities Royal Com-
mission yesterday, the chairman of the Un-
derwriters’ Association gave particulars of
the commission paid to agents. The follow-
ing is an extract from the newspaper re-
port:—

Agents were paid 20 per cent. commission
on firc erep business, 10 per cent. on hail, and
153 per cent. on building insurance. Witness
said that the Industries Assistance Board had
been allowed a rebate of 3¢ per cent. by the

associated companiea in consideration of their
doing all the work involved.

Mr. Farrall: Will you give the Primary
Producers’ Association a similar rebate?

Witness: If the P.P.A. would undertake the
compiling of the whole of the risks, the
arrangement would receive favourable con-
sideration.

Mr. Carlisle: After paying 30 per cent. to
the Industries Assistance Board, and 20 per
cent. to agents, a considerable portion of
vour bhusiness is re-insured —The risks are
distributed, but there is no profit or Joss made
on the transaction
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The Chairmaun of the Commission said the
farmer was in u parlous ¢ondition, and costs
must be reduced. The insurance c¢ompanies
must de¢ their part, or it was possible legisla-
tion might be introduced semewhat similar 1o
that now before Parliament.

The chairman was referring to legislation
for the reduction of interest rates.

Hon. H. Stewart: Was not he referring
to the Workers’ Compensation Bill?

Hou. G. W. MILES: T took it that he
was referring to other proposed legislation.
I have quoted that extraet to show that the
overhead expenses of the insurance com-
panies are too high. They have a number
of directors that they could do without;
they have figureheads whose salaries could
be reduced, and the commission paid to
agents could be reduced. The companies
should be in a position to quote lower rates
than those prevailing. Still, justice must
be done to the companies, especielly as they
have lodged deposits with the Government
in order that they might operate in this
State. We in Western Ausiralia are pay-
ing more for workers’ eompensation insur-
ance than is paid in other parts of Australia
and in other parfis of the world. Experi-
ence of the working of the Act shows that
an amendment is necessary. Mr. Seddon
fuoted details of fees collected by doctors
and hospitals under the existing Act. My
suggestion for solving that problem is to
introduce an amending Bill to put our com-
pensation legislation on the same basis as
that of Queensland, where doctors and hos-
pitals are paid out of the eompensation and
not out of the fund. That would enable
premiums to be redueed far below the level
at present ruling,

Hon. C. B. Williams: Why not appoint
a few State doctors and make it a State
department ¥

Hon. G. W. MILES: My, Nicholson has
pointed out that under this measure the
thrifty man will be expected to pay for the
thriftless. The Bill proposes the appoint-
ment of a hoard covsisting of the Govern-
ment Actuary, a representative of the em-
plovers, and & representative of the work-
ers. The board would strike a rate and
every worker would be covered by insurance.
1€ an employver could not afford to pay, the
employee would still reeeive compensation
in the event of injury, but the board wounld
have the right to re-assess other employers
and they would have to provide the pre-
miums for those who did not pay. That is

{COUNCIL.)

an eutively wrong prineiple, and the tax
would be one that industry could not pay.

Hon. J. Nicholson: And there would not
he the alleged saving,

Hon. G. W. MILES: Tbat is so. I in-
tend to deal with that aspect later. Another
reason why I oppose the Bill is that the
Government ocught not to propose the es-
tablishment of any trading eoncern or busi-
ness that will result in the number of civil
servants heing increased. The passing of
this Bill would mean the creation of a buge
department, and the civil servants employed
in it would receive all the leave and other
concessions now applying to the service.
That would be a further tax on the com-
munity. T want to see the Government get
out of all these things as quickly as possible,
and make the conditions of this country sueh
that private enterprise will eome in and
develop it, and thus ereate work for the un-
employed. The Bill does not tend towards
that end. :

Hon. C. B. Williams: Could not the
State Insurance Office carry on?

Hon. G. W. MILES: There are undoubt-
edly eapable men in the Publie Service. In
view of the opportunities outsideé, it sur-
prises me that some of them remain in the
service. I wish to quofe some cases addi-
tional to those cited by Mr. Seddon. Doe-
tors and malingerers have taken too much
out of the funds, and eansed premium rates
to be higher than necessary. The worker
does not receive the whale of the benefit
under the present system. The Aet has
been abused by doetors and hospitals. This
will be made plain by the following actual
cases i—

Case No. 1.

Received by— £ s d
Worker 1 5 3
Doctors 414 G

Total 519 9
~ QCase XNo. 2.
Worker .. . .. 2813 ¢+
Hospital c. .. .12 1o
Doctors .. .. .. 8011 &
Total .. .. T 510
Case No. 3.
Worker .. . .. 6 3 1
Hospital .. .. .. 12 8 v
Dottors .. .- .. 12 1 a
Total .. 3012 7,



[8 JoLy, 1931.]

Case No. 4.

Received bv— £ s d.
Worker .. .. .. 14 5 0
Hospital .. .. .. 18 7 &6
Doctors .. .- .. 14 3 6

Total N .. 4616 0

Case No. 5.
Worker . .. .. 16 0 0O
Hospital . - .. 11 8 0
Doctors e . .. 2110 6
Ambulance .. .. .. 11810
Tetal .. .. 5017 4

Case No. 6.
Worker . .. .. 410 0O
Doctors .. .. v 71T 6
Hospital .. .. .. 11 0 6
Total .. .. 23 8 0

Case No. 7.
Worker .. .. .. 73 2 @6
Doctor .. - .. 3216 8
Hogpital .. . .o 511711
Total . .. 167 17 3

Case No. 8.
Worker . s 3 0 0
Doctor .. .. . 414 0
Hospital .. . .. 8 1 ¢
Ambulance 1 0 0
Total .. .. 1616 0

Case No. 7 was a serious case. I regret to

add—because the majority of doetors are
more humane—that in this case the doctor
withdrew when the £100 was cut ont. There
ean be no doubt in the mind of any hon.
member that the existing Aet has been
abused.  Without redncing the Second
Schedule so much as proposed, if it were
provided that the worker should pay hos-
pital and medical fees oul of compensation,
there would be no such malingering as we
have heard of from some sections of the
House.. Doectors and hospitals would not
then be able to abuse the Act as has been
done in the past.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Why not?

Hon. G. W. MILES: Because the worker
would not allow them to do so. 1f doctors
and hospitals were dependent for payment
of their fees on the worker, they would not
have the present incentive to abuse the Aect.
The blot on the existing Aect is the £100 for
medical expenses. Another fanlt is that the
employer cannot insure his own son without
taking out a special policy. . My son recently
had a finger jambed in a harvester. He

" bound
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it up, applied lysol, and went
on with his work. The same injury hap-
pened to a worker the next day, and under
the Aet it cost £8 or £10. I believe other
members intend to bring forward sugges-
tions for adjusting minor items relating to
toes and fingers. A board should decide
the disability effeet created by the loss of a
finger or a toe, instead of amounts being
provided as in the Second Schedule to-day.
If a typist lost her finger, she should receive
more compensation than a lumper who
might have suffered a similar injury. Had the
Government given consideration to these
things instead of bringing forward this
socialistic scheme, they would have made
hetter use of their time. The reductions
which the Minister claims will result are all
under the Second Schedule. They will not
be due to the proposed monopoly. Again,
the Minister has put up an argument con-
cerning the cost; but the figures submitted
to the House are most misleading. It is
absurd to contend that the State can run
this insurance business at & cost of 4% per
cent. The Government could not run a
poultry farm, let alone an insurance bus-
iness; and I do not say this offensively of
the present Government or any other Gov-
ernment. (Governments have not the neces-
sary business training. HEven in introdue-
ing the Bill the Minister made a faux pas
when he spoke of saving 200 per cent. I
interjected at the time, “How could you do
that? Tt 1s impossible.”

The Minister for Country Water Supplies:
The words should have been the other way
round. Jt way a mistake on my part.

Hon. G. W, MILES: I know. However,
the Minister slso said that if the Govern-
ment got this monopoly, and insurance was
made compulsory, the costs were going to
risc to 10 or 12 per cent. That is 2 nice
statemont for a business man to make. The
Government are poing to dounble their turn-
over, and their overhead eosts are to go up
something like 150 per cent. Should a
House of review trust a Government who
put up such stnff? Instead of its being
the other way about, overhend expenses be-
ing reduced, they are to be put up 150 per
cent,

The Minister for Country Water Sup-
plies: I indicated that there were other
charges included in the percentage.
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Hon. . W, MILES: This indicates the
misleading manner in  which Government
figures are put up. The public cannot fol-
low them. I have here a Press cutting which
illustrates the position—

In the current issne of the ‘‘Retailers’
Budget,”’ the official organ of the Grocers’
Association of Western Australia, price-
cutting is described as ‘‘a dangerous prae-
tice.’” It is pointed out that business people
ent prices beciusc they want velume of turn-
over. ‘Volume,'’ it is said, ‘‘is very im-
portant, but volume hunting can be ecarried
to extremes. The keen business man or the
keen husiness organisation will get volume
by taking a fair profit on every unit sold and
by sound, aggressive salesmanship.’’ In
order to show the danger of using the easy
key of pricc-cutting to obtain increased
volume, the following table is published in
the ‘‘Budget’':—
fOn a 25 per vent. margin of profit a cut
0 —

5 pe. requires 18§ p.c. more volume.
8 » b §5§ " » »
10 n ” UO b HE] ”
]%i » ” 75 n kel »
15 ” s ] ]2 ” ” ”

The Government, on their own showing, pro-
pose that if they are given the whole of the
insurance business-—they eclaim to  have
practically half of it now—their costs will
go up 150 per cent.; whereas there should
be a reduetion of 10 per eent. Yet they ask
Parliament te give them a monopoly. This
State cannot afford to pay more in commpen-
sation than other States. Owing to the var-
ious States working under different Arbitra-
tion Acts, Western Australia is now pay-
ing more in wages than the other pavts of
Australia. Take the case of Queensland.

Honr. C. B. Williams: Queensland under
the present Government, or Queensland un-
der the previous Government?

Hon. G. W. MILES: Queensland has a
State monopoly in this respect, I am in-
formed. But in Queenstand there is neither
free hospital treatment mor Iree medieal
treatment, and the Queensland Commis-
sioner has the right to deduct medieal ex-
penses from the compensation pavment.
That is all ¥ ask for here. T ask for that
amendment to he made in the Workers’
Compensation Aet, not in this Bill, The
result would he a reduction of cost to the
employer, not to the insuranee ecompaneis,
who merely colleet from the cmployer. Tt
is industry that has to pay these charges,
which are the menns of creating additional
unemployment in the eonntry.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. C. B. Williams: Is it not better to
pool our resources?

Hon. G. W. MILES: The renson is, as I
have indieated, that the Government can-
not run a poultry farm, let alone an in-
surance busipess.

Hon. C. B. Williams: They run the State
Insurance Office cheaply.

Hon. G. W, MILES: Nothing of the
sort. The figures show that the receipts
are practically paid out in accident com-
pensation.

Hon. C. B. Williams: The private com-
panies showed a loss, and the State Insur-
ance Office, with 30 per cent. lower charges,
showed a protit.

Hon. (i. W, MILES: I will deal with
that if the homn. member will allow me to
continue, I will show that with competi-
tion better ferms are obtained than with
State monopoly. T have already mentioned
that under the Bill there is power to fix
a rate and then, if there is not sufficient in
the fund to meet claims, another assess-
ment may be levied on the employer. With
competition, premium rates ecan be re-
duced. Private companies—I am not speak-
ing of the underwriters, but of Lloyds and
of another company operating in this State
—are prepared to take into consideration
the personal equation. That is to say,
under the Government an employer in any
industry would have to pay the rate fixed
by the Government, say, 250s. per cent.
for an aerated water factory. With pri-
vate insurance companies the employer
who took every precantion to protect his
cemployees would get a ent rate, probably
half the ordinary rate, whilst the employer
who did not take such precautions would
have to pay the full rate. That is the
condition of things wnder competition.
With the Government in eontrol, everyone
must pay the same rate. I will now deal
with the compensation ruling in this State.
Western Anwnstralia pays more by way of
compensation than other parts of the world,
and the point is that we eannot afford to
do so. TWe have been told—

Under our Act. the compensation for the
loss of a leg is £600, whereas in the Queens-
land schedule the amount provided is £562
108. .. .. After a long investigation it was
deeided there (in Ameriea) 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
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is the provision in America and Canada to-
day. On that basis our schedule should pro-
vide for £373.

The Leader of the House quoted what oc-
curred in the United States. Most coun-
tries which have workers’ compensation
exempt farm hands, and Canada, domestics.
That is another reason why charges else-
where are lower. Again, for the loss of
arms the Queensland average is £122,
whereas our Western Australian average
is £240. Can Western Australia afford
those payments? Such things canse a
great deal of unemployment. We are bur-
dening industry too heavily. A number of
the Australian States do not pay anything
for the loss of joints of toes.

Hon. C. B, Williams: Will you agree,
then, to reduce that payment and inerease
the payment for the loss of legs and arms?

Hon. G. W. MILES: That might be con-
sidered. It would be more equitable for
the man who was totally disabled, or who
bad suffered a major injury that the
amount of compensation in such case shonld
be increased and the figure for the minor
injuries reduced. Mr. Drew, when diseuss-
ing the alterations to the Second Schedule,

- spoke about interfering with suffering
humsanity; at least that, I think, is
the term he mused. I believe medieal
men use that expression when eriti-
cising insurance compsanies; they de-
clare thet the companies make a profit
from suffering humanity, and I ean add
that the medieal profession live on suffer-
ing humanity. It has reached the stage
now that one must have a substantial bank-
ing account before he can have an opera-
tion even for appendicitis. If I had any-
thipg the matter with me, 1 would think
seriously about consulting a lawyer before
approaching a medical man, although in
either ecase the charges would be very high.
Mr, Kitson referred to the iniroduction of
the Bill as being a rdtrograde step. I
agree with him, and I trust the House will
not pass the second reading. If it should
reach the Committee stage, there will be
many amendments made judging by the
number that are already on the Notice
Paper, and then the Bill will go to a con-
ference, and the conference will not agree.
Then it will be the Bill, the whole Bill, and
nothing but the Bill, and it will be said
for all time that the Legislative Couneil,
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which has always opposed State trading
and State monopolies, had agreed to a
measure of this description. I ask mem-
bers to consider the matter seriously, and
by voting against the second reading show
that they do not approve of the prineiples
contained in the Bill. As to my friends,
the members of the Labour Party, I had
some doubt as to whether they would be
on deck when the division was taken. I
expressed that doubt earlier in the pro-
ceedings, but now 1 consider that they are
determined to vote against the second
reading.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Are you referring
to the Labour members here?

Hon. G. W. MILES: Yes. I had some
doubts as to whether what they had said
was merely propaganda.

Hon. C. B. Williams: You need not worry
about us; we will vote all right.

ton. G. W. MILES: 1 admire the hon.
member because he says what he means, and
1 agree with his eriticism and his reply teo
the Leader of the House who asked him to
sink bis eonvietions Dby assisting to puat
through a measure, the principle of which
he was against. En spite of all the redue-
tions that are taking place in Australia,
and the efforts that are being made to bring
down the cost of production and to restore
confidence, we find that the £400 wage limit
has been-incrensed to £300. My idea is that
the amount should be reduced instead of
being increased, unless the Government are
prepared to insert the amendment I have
suggested, that is. te provide for the pay-
ment for the doctor's services and hospital
attention from the compensation.  There
shouild be a 20 per cent. reduction instead
of an increase of 25 per cemt. 1 also agree
with Mr. Kitson tbat the period before the
payment of compensation should be three
days instead of seven. Payment could then
be made practically at ence from the com-
pensation instead of out of the fund.

Hon. €. B. Wiiliams: It would be
cheaper.

Hon. G. W. MILES: Partienlarly if the
hospital and the doctor were paid from the
compensation.

Hon. C. B. Williams: By your method
you will further reduece compensation.

Hon. G. W. MILES: Not if yon pay the
doetor and the hospital fees from the com-
pensation.
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Hon. . B. Williams: The patient bas to
pay.

Hon. . W, MILES: I want to see
equity and justice done fo the worker and
to suffering humanity, just as much as does
any other member of the House.

Hon. C. B. Williams: We do not want to
be too secialistie.

Hon. G. W. MILES: No, we need a little
competition. With regard to the employers
who are not in a position to pay, and who,
under the Bill will be obliged to pay, there
should be a scheme submitted to provide
for Government hospitals desling with their
employees’ cases, and if necessary, those
hospitals could he subsidised. If has been
suggested that a commission eonsisting of
the Government Actuary, a representative
of the underwriters and a business man
should be appointed to fix the rates. But
the key to the position is that the doctors
and hospitals are to receive payment out of
the fund instead of from the ecompensation.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Put up the hospital
iax and then guarantee accommodation for
everybody.

Hon, G. W. MILES: Yes, that would do,
but the Medical Association say that indus-
try should restore the worker’s heslth, just
as you bave to keep machinery in good
order. A certain amount should come omt
of the hospital fund, and the hospital tax
could be raised for that purpose. T do nol
know whether the £500 specified in the Bill
will apply to members of Parliament whose
salaries will have heen reduced to below that
fizure when the sdditional 10 per cent. is
agreed to. Who, then, will pay that? Wil
the taxpayers insure members of Parlia-
ment ?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
The hon. member is straying somewhat.

Hon. G. W. MILES: I do not think [
am.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Members
of Parliament are not workers within the
meaning of the Act.

Hon. G. W. MILES: I am sorry; [
thought that members of Parliament would
secure insurance at the expense of the coun-
try. Some years ago I used the phrase “Do
we want to insure the worker from the
cradle to the grave? That was on the ocea-
sion of the introduction of the amendment
to the Workers’ Compensation Act. At that
time the House was misled by our dear old
friend, the late Dr. Saw. We were under
the impression that all doetors were like Dr.

[COUNCIL.)

Saw, but the passing of the Aet proved that
there were many in the profession, as there
are in other walks of life, who will take
advantage of anything that comes their way.
That has been proved by the figures I have
quoted. Let me give an instance of what
oceurred at Midland Junetion recently as a
proof of my argument that the Bill needs
to be amended. During the luncheon hour
a worker was watching a cricket mateh, and
the ball struck him in the eye. As the law
stands—and it is an anomaly that was never
intended to exist—the man was entitled to
compensation, The whole thing is a farce.
It was pever intended by Parliament that
compensation should be paid in the event
of an accident of that deseription. When
the Aet was first introduced it did provide
that compensation was payable in the event
of an accident happening from the time a
mwan left his home until he returned at night.
He ecould go to a football match or call at a
hotel on the way to work and have two or
three spots, as some of us do, and then re-
ceive compensation for any accident that
might befall him. The whole thing is ridie-
ulous. When Mr. Seddon was speaking,
Sir Edward Wittenoom asked what Lloyds
had done, and whether thiey had invested
any money in the country. I desire to quots
llovds because they are not in the combine,
nad I wisk to have this put on record.
Lloyds are out to compete for any business
that is offering.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Only the good busi-
ness,

Hon. G. W. MILES: The Government re-
insare with Lloyds, not compensation but
other business. Apparently they cannof
afford to take the risks themselves. This is
a letter from Lloyds which I wish to read—

We wish to bring to your notice certain
facts which have not heen fairly stated in the
dehatea on the above Rill. Llayd's Under-
writers transact a verv important portion of
the insurance buriness generally, including
workmen’s compensation huosginess, in  this
State, Tt is well known that the rates charged
by Lloxds for all classes of business are con-
siderably less than those charged by com-
petitors. In fact, Llexds transact workmen's
compensation business at lower rates than
thoae quoted by the State office, Although
Lloyds is the largest insurancc organisation
in the world—our Company, as the local
broker for Llovds—has never heen consulted
hy the Minister on this suhject of the Bill
On the eontrary we have been grovped with
the tariff companies although the advantagos
offered by oor highiy important organisation
rre well known to the Government and to the
Giovernment Avtuary. We have no comnection
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with the Tariff Association, our figures
Adefinitely show that we henefit industry to
a degree not cven claimed before the pro-
posed mounopoly. Lloyds is famed for the
flexibilitv of its insuranee market. Tt is well
known that any reasonalle risk ¢an be under-
written there provided sufficient information
is available for the guidance of under-
writers. The Minister complains of the eom-
panies’ refusal to quote for miners’ phthisis
risk, This statement is unfair to our com-
pany as we have never been asked to «uote
on this buginess or approached in any way by
the Minister. If the Minister in ¢harge of
the Bill is prepared to give full statistical
information whiek the officials responsible for
the collation of data oun the subject have proe-
‘pared, we are willing to submit the whoele
matter to London for consideration.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom:
to London?

Hon. G. W, MILES: I will telt the hon.
member if he will allow me to finish., The
letter goes on—

Why go

We¢ cannot bind oursclves or promise that
Lloyds will quote for the business—in faet
we know this ¢lass of business will he very
unpopular amongst underwriters—but if the
Rill is framed aloug reasonabie lines, with
particular reference to the Third Schedule,
and full data is made available, we wonld
submit the matter to London with some ron-
fidence, provided that present conditions
under which the Act is administered by the
State office arc retained. We might state here
that we believe strongly that miners’ phthisis
risks are not insurancc risks at all, TIf it is
desired to give the wmine worker adequate
protection against ‘‘dust’’ discases, proper
proteetion can only be obtaiued through the
goundly bhased provident fund. [Insurance
only attempts to provide against contingen-
cies, not cvertaintics. 1t will be said that we
are not entitled to information concerning
third schedule risks. We claim that no single
private company could profitably set up the
intricate organisations inand specially skilled
staff required to do this business in the hope
of scenring one or two mining companies’
aceounts. It is said in support of this Bill
that the Government desires to benefit in-
dustry. This object is achicved by climinat-
ing the competition of our wuderwriters. Tt
is ‘‘achieved’’ hy perpetuating the ills of
rating wholly by class, vide Secctions 19 to 21
of the Bill. Lloyds not only underquote the
State oflice and other competitors, but rate
on individoal results as well as hy elasses.
This advantage will be lost to the eareful
emplover under the Bili. Our underwriters
allow the factory which is well conducted in
every way, lower preminms than one which is
not so well eonducted. Tt is alleged that tll_o
eyes arc picked ont of the business by pri-
vate concerns. Industrv constantly com-
plains that the good risks are made to carry
the bad ones in insurance. The Minister has
claimed that this Bill will enable the rating
to be struek on the merits of the case. In
other words, employers will be rated on re
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sults, If rates arc arrived at on the baais
of results, then the charge of picking the eyes
out of the business «oes not hold water; but
apparently the advantage claimed for the
henefit of industry disappears in practice
under the ¢lauges cited. 1t is a commercial
precept  that cfficient management should
secure its own benefits, The charge that the
companics pick the eves out of the business
by refusing specific ¢lasses of business, falls
to tho ground for the same reasons. We are
freely criticised because we do not employ
u large staff and erect palatial buildings. The
first rharge is fatuous as we must obviouslv
maintain a staff adequate for the business we
conduct.  With regard to the scecond, the
aetuul office spitre oceupicd by our organisa-
tion is more highly rated than a very large
majority of the tarifl companies. Lloyds was
“rationalised ** loug heforc the term was
coined in its modern sense, The funds of aur
underwriters are not tied up in frozen assets
of auyv deacription, hut are invested in
negotiable trustee staek, The liguid funds
total some £40,4010,000, whilst visible and in-
visible reserves amount to a rollossal sum.
The vommittee of Lloyds hold very many
millions of pounds worth of Australian stock,
Of vonrge these holdings have played a very
important part in providing funds for publie
works in all parts of Australia. This refutes
the statements alse freely made that our
moneys go out of Australia entirely. It
should be stated that wo insuranee organisa-
tion eould be said to offer wholly satisfactory
sceurity to its policy holders under modern
coniitions, unless its funds are held in more
than onc country, We might say that in
addition to bond holdings, there are large
liquid funds in Australia. In the cvent of
the Bill not heing entirely thrown out, we
desire to urge our c¢leaims that Lloyds under-
writers bhe permitted to transact workers”®
rompensation business in order to continue
giving its real awd bencficial ussistance to
industry, and to affect the dangers of
monopolistic control.

This eircular has been sent to members. T
have made it my business to get a little more
information, and have here a further state-
ment from Lloyds in reply to some of the
criticisms aimed at this organisation--

Before an individual ean beecome an  in-
dividoal wewmber of a syndicate at Lloyds,
he must show that he posscsses a clear estate
of at least £100,000 linnid assets. He must
drposit with the committee of Lloyds £20,000
cash and find a guarantee of an equal ameunt.
v addition, he mnst make a contribution of
capital to his underwriting syndieate which
is based in the following manner:—According
to the tetal eapital of a syndicate, the
amount of premium business which a syndi-
cate can write is determined actuarially, and
no syndicate is permitted to write any insur-
ance in exvess of the amount fixed by the
actuary at Lloyds; therefore each member of
the syndicate must maintain his capital con.
tribution at a tetal equal to his original con-
tribution. If an underwriting syndicate
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makes a loss, ezch member of the syndicate
must pay in cash to meet it. If a limited
liability company does make a loss, it is made
good in one of the following ways—(a) by
drawing on reserves, if any; (b) by raising
fresh eapital (not always possible), Failing
these resources the funds of the company dis-
appear. No underwriting syndiecate can con-
tinue to do business unless 1t receives a clear
certificate onece every three months that its
underwriting accounts have been approved
vwoder Lloyda' special Audit Aect.

Hon. C. B. Williams: What bearing has
that upon the Bill?

Hon. &. W, MILES: We want this com-
pany to have an opportunity to do the hus-
iness.  They are prepared to do it at a
lower rate. This will show that it is just
that these insurance companies should have
the opportunity to do the business. As I
have indicated, the insurance eompanies
have had to put up their £5,000, with the
definite understanding that they shall be
privileged to do any business in the countrv
with the exception of life insurance.

The Minister for Couniry Water Sup-
plies: They deposited uothing that would
give them the privilege to do business.

Hon, G. W. MILES : This undertaking is
given in the Bill.

The Minister for Country Water Sup-
plies: No.

Hon, G. W, MILES: It 35 an undertaking
that they shall have the right to do any
class of business in the Rtate with the ex-
eeption of life insurance,

The Minister for Country Water Sup-
plies: That has nothing tp0 do with the
license fee.

Hon. G. W. MILES: It is an undertak-
ing of good faith that has been received
from the company. It is a confidence trick
on the part of the Government to deprive
the eompanies of this business.

Hon. J. Ewing: If they do not take the
business, what will you do?

Hon. G. W. MILES: What business?

Hon. J. Ewing: The mining husiness,

Hon. C. B, Williams: They have failed
in competition.

Hon. G. W. MILES: They have not
failed. Will the hon. member allow me to
finish my quotation?

Hon. C. B. Williams : Tt has nothing to do
with the Bill.

Hon. G. W, MILES: The eommunication
from Lloyds eontinues—

Legallv the various underwriting syndieates
of Llovds are mot responsible for debts of

[COTNCIL.)

any particular underwriting syndicate, but in
practice very substantizl sums of money have
been found by the underwriters generally in
order to maintain the good name of Lloyda
unblemished. However, gince the Harrison
cage it is not thought possible for a syndicate
to become embarrassed. Lloyds underwriting
syndicates contest at law any case which is
an attempt at fraud of the terms of an in-
suranee policy. The Harrison case was proved
to be a fraud. The contesting of such cases
is only on all fours with the practice uni-
versally adopted by the tariff companies.

I have quoted this letter to show thai Lloyds
are a substantial institution, and that they
have invested their money in Government
stocks. They have as much right to partici-
pate in business in this State as has any
other insurance company that happens to
have some bricks and mortar in each of the
cities of Australia.

Hon. J. Ewing: Why do they not insure?

Hon, G. W, MILES: They do insure.

Hon. J. Ewing: They do not insure the
same things.

Hon. C. B. Williams: They take the good
risks.

Hon. G. W. MILES: They are prepared
to quote.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Why do they not
quote for gold mining and timber risks?

Hon. G. W. MILES: I am not here as an
advocate for Liovds, more than for any other
concern. Lloyds have shown that they are
out for competitive business with the State.
The other companies would he out for com-
petitive business if given the opportunity
and if not hampered. They should have this
right, and the State should not enjoy a
monopoly.

Hon. J. Ewing: Why do they not guote?

Hon. G. W. MILES: Quote what?

Hon. J. Ewing: For the timber workers
insurance and the mining business.

Hon. G. W. MILES: Of course they will
quote if given the opportunity to do so.
The hon. member is evidently one of those
who want to eommit the House to a Gov-
ernment monopoly. He wants to deprive
private enterprise, that he stood up for over
a number of years, of this type of business,
and he is now going to sink his convictions
hecause the Government have brought down
a Bill like this.

Hon. J. Ewing: A compulsory Bill.

Hon. G. W. MILES: It is a monopoly
Biil. Every member should examine his con-
seience and ask himself whether he can hon-
estlv vote for the measure,



[8 Jury, 1831.]

Hon. C. B. Wilhams: What we said last
week does not matter,

Hon. G. W. MILES: 1t matters to me.
The companies want to revise their sched-
ules, mot only for workers’ compensation,
but for all forms of insuranee, and bring
down their overhead costs.

Hon. C. B. Williams: So as to he able to
survive.

Hon. G. W. MILES: One member said
the Bill was good in paris, like the eurate’s
egg. I will tell members what happened
with regard {o some very good country eggs.
Last Saturday week my boy sold some eges
at 10d. a doz. I told him he had bhetter hying
me g few dozen and I would see what we
could get for them in town. They were
fresh eggs straight from the country, not
political eggs. When I opened my mail
and saw an invoice for 30 doz eggs, what
did I find?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Is the Lon.
member dealing with eggs in order to con-
nect his remarks with insurance risks re-
ferred to in the Bill?

Hon. G. W. MILES: The charges made
by the insurance companies are similar to
those made by dealers who dispose of eggs.
In the case I cite, the grower received 10d.
and the consumer had to pay 2s. 1d., all
within three days.

Hon. J. M. Maefarlane: A bad seller and
# bad buyer.

Hon. . W. MILES: There is no use
denying that too many people are living on
the primary producers. We want their
rates brought down. The commissions paid
by insurance companies to their agents
should als¢ be reduced.

Hon. C. B. Williams: The Bill will prac-
tically eliminate them.

Hon. G. W. MILES: This Bill is brought
down partly because the companies did not
take action previously. Although X have no
brief for any company, I am firmly opposed
to a State monopoly. I hope the House will
vote with me in opposing the Bill. I have
a colleagne who is also opposed to the Bill,
and I tried to get a pair for him. I was
promised a pair and then was asked to re-
lieve the pair of his obligation, and this I
have had to do. This is a non-party House,
and it iz going to be shown in the division
that it is a non-party House. We should be
able to obtain a pair for Mr. Holmes who
is away. In another place where party
wolities are rife, the member of one party
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will always pair with the member of an-
other,

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
The question of pairs is one for private
arrangement between members.

Hon. G. W. MILES: I know, but I
wanted to indicate the position we are in.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Your friend may
have gone away to dodge voting on the
question.

Hon. G. W. MILES: I have it in black
and white that he wants to vote against the
measure. I cannot pair him with the hon.
nmember because both are voting the same
way.

Hon. C. B. Williams: For once in a way
we are together.

Hon. G. W. MILES; These are the main
reasons why I intend to vote against the
Bill. I am opposed to State monopoly and
I am opposed to the Government depriving
the companies of their rights, as they under-
stood them to exist when they put up their
deposits of £5,000. The companies thonght
they would be able to take part in any busi-
ness in the State except Jlife insurance.
When the Bill is defeated, as I hope it will
be, I want the Government to amend the
Workers’ Compensation Aect, and to bring
us under the satme conditions that exist in
Queensland with regard to the payment of
medieal and hospital fees out of the com-
pensation, instead of out of the fund. If
that is brought about, the charge upon in-
dustry will eomme down,

HON. G. FRASER (West) [5.30]: Like
the previous speaker, I intend to vofe against
the second reading. I assure the hon. mem-
ber that when members of this Party de-
finttely state their intention of voting
against a measure, there need be no fear of
their not doing so. During the last fort-
night I have listened attentively to the de-
bate, but have heard very little indeed =aid
about workers’ compensation. The disevs-
sion has resolved itself into an argument
whether there shall be State insurane: or
private insurance. The Title of the Bill,
however, refers to compensation of workers
for injuries suffered. So far, I have lenrd
but little dealing with that phase of the
question. To me the manner of insurance is
a seeondary consideration; I am more con-
cerned with what the benefits to the worker
are to be. I have not yet heard any hon.
member endeavour to justify the variouvs re-
duetions. At this stage I propose to deal
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The first provision L shall touch on is Clause
46, Subclavse 2, paragraph (a), desling
with waiting time. Few hon. members have
touehed that question, except to say that
they favour the proposal. 1 am against it.
Hon, members will be misled if they allow
that provision te remain. Under the pre-
sent Act an injured worker is paid com-
pensation from the time he receives his in-
jury. Under the provisions of the Bill a
worker will lose three days unless he is off
work for seven or eight days. Members
may think a saving will result, but they must
not forget that human nature is bound to
intrzde itself. Instead of a saving result-
ing, it will be found that many workers
who now remain off for only a day or two
days, will be off for the stipulated period of
a week in order to recoup themselves for
the first two or three days of incapacitation.
1 am surprised that friendly societies ana
other bodies of that description have not
protested against that phase of the Bill
Most workers, for their own safety, become
members of some friendly society or other;
and if the Bill passes as it stands, there
will be an extra drain on the finances of
such societies, because they will have to
earry & man for a week where now they
carry him for only two or three days.
Again, various unions have funds to com-
pensate workers who .are off through injury
or sickness. Their funds also will suffer if
this provision remains in the Bill. Prob-
ably hou. members think all men are honest
and will stay away only two days or three,
as may be necessary; but the human ele-
ment will intrude. If a man ean obtain
as muach by staying away for a week
as by staving away for only two or
three days and working the rest of the
week, is it not reasonable that he will
make sure of heing perfectly fit before
he returns to work? The tendeney will he
o streteh injuries a little in order to secure
payment for the first three days. TUnder
the existing Aect men frequently go back to
work before they are really fit to do so.
Under this Bill the tendency will be to make
them stay away the full time. If the clause
stands, the burden on industry, instead of
being lowered, will be increased. As to
medical expenses, I well remember their
heing limited under a former Aet to £1.
Under those conditions many people suf-
fered permanent injury because of the in-
adequate provision. Fancy £1 being allowed
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for medical expenses! Could &= man go fo
a doctor with an injury likely to be per-
manent when the Act allowed only £1 for
medical expenses? As a result of that state
of things many people have to carry in-
juries for the remainder of their lives. Th:
£100 allowanee under the existing Act is
reasonable. No hon. member yet has shown
that the £100, simply because it is there,
is being abused. The medical fraternity dAe-
clare that they are not concerned about the
£100, medical fees in accident cases rang-
ing mostly from two or three guineas to 15
or 16 guineas. Members shonld weigh the
matter seriously before voting to reduce th.
£100 to £52 10s. True, the Bill provides
that if the £52 10s. is not sufficient, more
may be granted. But is a sufferer from a
serious accident to wait while application is
made to the board under the Bill for an
extra allowance in order that a serious op-
eration may be performed, or the necessary
medical eare given? Such a proposal is
ridieulous. T trust that the elanse will be
amended in Committee, I repeat, no hon.
member has vet stated that the difference
between £100 and 50 guineas has led to
imposition. Nor has any hon. member yet
attempted to justify the reductions proposed
in the Second Schedule with regard to loss
of limbs. No one has songht to justify the
reduction from £600 to £475 for the loss
of a leg above the knee, or the reduetion
from £562 10s. to £450, and in another ease
to £100, for the loss of a leg below the
knee, or the reduetion from £675 to £473
for an arm at or ahove the elbow. Then
there are the reductions from £600 to £150
in one instance and £420 in another for the
loss of the lower part of an arm. No hon.
member has tried to justify the difference
of £30 in respect of the two portions of the
arm, No member has tried to justifv the
reduction from £375 to £270 for loss of sight
of one eve.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: The Minister
gave you a doctor’s jnstification.

The DEPUTY PRESIDEXT: Order! T
should like to remind the House, in the
words of one of my ilustrious predeces~ors,
that all interjections ave disorderly. When
an hon. member interjects ont of hix -rat,
interjection becomes highly disorderly,

Hon. G. FRASER: Another reduction
which no hon. member has yet justified is
that of £600 to £450 for the loss of hear-
ing.
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Hon. C. B. Williams: Whick do you pre-
fer—loss of hearing, or loss of a Jimbh?

Hon. . FRASER: If 1 had my choice,
I would rather lose my hearing. It might
be very handy in this Chamber somefimes, T
trust that some hon. member who has not
vet spoken on the measare will, when ad-
dressing the House, deal with these items,
which I remard as the most important in
the Bill. The only attempt to justify the
decreases, o Tar as T know, is that the bur-
den on indusiry may he relieved. However,
1o hon. member has shown how the hurden
is to be lifted from industry. In introduc-
ing the Bill the Leader of the House spoke
of the saving of approximatelv £150,000.
But how is that saving fo he brought
about? No hon. member hos yet stated that.

Hon. J. Nicholsou: I think it will be
£150,000 on instead of oft.

Hon. G. FRASER: 1t is claimed that if
the Bill passes, £150,000 will be saved to the
industries of Western Australia.

Hon. J. Nielolson: For how long?

Hou. ¢. FRASER: I do not know for
how long, or whether it will ever be brought
about. The only suggestion which has been
made it that insurance premiums will he
lighter. That argument has been put up
by members who intend to vote for the Bill
snd by other members who intend to vote
against it.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Do you think it will
he saved by re-assessments?

Hon. & FRASER: It has been suggested
that the proposed alteration of the Second
Schedule will induce private insurance com-
panies or the State Insurance Office to re-
duce preminms by, T think, 30 per cent.:
but hon, members should bear in mind that
that is subject to a ¢ualification, certain
amendmenis in the Bill being Tequired.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Do yon agree to those
amendments?

Hor, G. FRASEK: There are numercus .

amendments on the Nutice Paper to which
T am prepared to agree, but there are others
to which I certainly will not agree.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Will you agree to Sir
William Lathlain’s amendment?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
The amendments will be dealt with in the
Committee stage.

Hon. G. FRASER: I take it the 30 per
cent. reduction represents the saving of
€150,000 to industry. Hon. memhers are
well aware that the insarance companies
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claim thev were carrying on business at a

loss or, if not at a loss, without pro-
fit.t If I know anything about private
eompnanies, when they are earrving on

business at a loss or without profit,
their first aim is to rectify that position.
The same thing will happen under the Bill.
I cannot understand how the Minister elaims
that there will he a saving to industry of
£150,000. He suggested that if the State
Insurance Office handled the business, the
premiums wonld be =0 low that there would
be that saving to the eommunity. I am not
prepared to take the risk of agreeing to the
decreased compensation amounts in order to
save industry to that extent. 1 desire to re-
tanin the compensation payments provided in
the existing schedule, more particularly be-
cause, as Sir William Lathlain pointed out,
whatever amount of eompensation we may
provide will not compensate a man for the
loss of his limb. If a man is engaged in an
industry, that industry should compensate
him adequately for any injuries he may re-
ceive in the course of his employment. 1
trust the House will give serious considera-
tion to the various phases of the Bill, and to
those members who are wavering in the hope
that when the Bill has passed the second
reading stage they will be able to seeure the
amendments they desire in Committee, 1
would say that they should not allow the Bill
to reach even that stage. Those who vote
to allow the Bill to pass the second reading
stage will find themseives confronted with
a divergence of opinion regarding the
amendments they have in mind. Members
of the Labour Party in this Chamber will
certainly be against some of the amendments
those hon. members contemplate. One mem-
ber said the Bill resembled the curate’s
egg, but in appenrs to me that it is more like
two curate’s eggs, because the part that ap-
peals to Mr. Miles, for instance, as good,
appears to me to be bad, and those parts
which I regard as good, Mr. Miles and those
who think with him, consider unacceptable.
T would he more inclined to refer to the Bill
as a ehina ege in a nest; it is not what the
fowl] really thinks it is. The Bill is supposed
to deal with workers’ compensation, but I
vegard it as a Bill fo reduce the benefits that
the workers already have. T oppose the Bill,
and trust it will not go further than the
second reading stage.

On motion by Hon. E. H. H. Hall, debate
adjonrned.
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BILL—DEBT CONVERSION AGREE-
MENT.
Received from the Assembly and read a
first time.

BILL—STATE MANUFACTURES
DESCRIPTION.

Further Recommitial.

On motion by the Minister for Country
Water Supplies, Bill again recommitted for
the purpose of further considering Clauses
2,3, 6 11 and 13.

In Commitiee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Min-
ister for Country Water Supplies in charge
of the Bill.

Clause 2—Definition:

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: [ move an amend-
ment—

That in line 4 the word ‘“made’’ be struek
out and ‘‘wlholly produced or wholly manu-
factured’’ inserted in lieu.

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

Clanse 3—State mark of origin: Grade
and quality marks:

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: 1 move an amend-
ment—

That in lines 2 and 3 of paragraph (a) the
word ‘‘wholly,’’ inscrted at a_previous sit-
ting, before '‘produced’’ and ““manufac-
tured,’’ respectively, be struck out.

The CHAIRMANXN: The insertion of the
word “wholly” in the definition claunse ren-
ders it unnecessary for the word to appear
in the later clauses of the Bill.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as further anended, agreed to.

Clause 6G—Offences:

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: 1 move an amend-
ment—-

That in line 1 of paragraph (a) the words
““not wholly’’ and in line 2 the word
‘“wholly,”’ inserted at a prcvious sitting, he-
fore ‘‘produced’’ and ‘‘manufactured,’’ re-
spectively, be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

[COUNCIL.]

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: T move an amend-
ment—

That in line 3 of paragraph (b) the word
‘‘wholly,”’ inserted at a previoua gitting, be-
fore ‘‘produced’’ amd ‘‘manufactured’’ be
struck out,

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

Clause 11—Powers of inspectors:

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: I move an amend-
meit—

That in line 6 of paragraph (d} after

‘‘documents’’ the words ‘‘except trade
formulae’® he inserted.

The amendment deals with the poin{ raised
in Committee last evening, There was a
misunderstanding between Mr. Franklin and
myself. When dealing with the Bill in Com-
mittee at an earlier stage, I said I was pre-
pared to submit an amendment that was in-
tended to enjoin secrecy upon inspectors, but
Myr. Franklin thought that I intended it to
cover the position regarding trade formulae.
A spirited discussion took place last evening
on this question, and the amendment will
make the clause workable. TIf the words
“letters and documents” were excised, it
would not be workable.

Hon. J. NXICHOLSON: I lhave discussed
the matter with the Minister, and while I
desire to assist him as far as I ean, I still
foresee ohjections to the retention of the
words “letters and documents.” Matters of
a seeret and private character may be con-
tained in letters or documents, and I do not
regard it as fair that they should be liable to
inspection under such a measure. For that
reason, und in an endeavour to meet the
Minister, 1 suggest that there be added after
“trade formulac” the words ‘‘and private
letters and documents.” The Minister might
accept that.

The Minister tor Country Water Sup-
plies: Yes, T will accept that.

The CHATRMAN : The composite amend-
ment would be rather erude.

Hon. G. Fraser: It would al! depend on
Lhe interpretation of “private.”

The CHATIRMAN: Tt is for the Com-
mittee to decide, but I think the amendment
is very erude. The inspeetor is to have ae-
eess to letters and documents, but not to
private letters and documents.
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Hon. G, FRASER: Would not the manu-
factaver be entitled to say that any letters
or documents were private? They could all
be made private by the simple declaration
that they were private.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: I suggest the
Committee first take into consideration the

amendment woved by the Minister. Then
later we could give atlention to Mr.
Nicholson’s  suggested amendment. 1
agree that there may be certain  pri-
vate letters which should mnot he per-
used by the inspector, but 1 do want
the Commitiee to accept the amend-

ment regarding the trade formulae. Inei-
dentallv, I do not thirk I misunderstood
what the Minister said at an eavlier sitting
ahout bringing in this amendment. At all
cvents, I am glad he has brought it down,
even at this late hour,

The CHAIRMAN: I think it will be
hetter if wa take first the Minister’s amend-
ment to add the words, “except trade for-
mnlae.” After that Mr. Nicholson can move
his amendment, which will be perfectly in
order.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON : I move an amend-
ment—

That after ‘formulae’’ the words ‘‘and
letters and Jdocuments containing any in-
formation or particulars of a private or secret
nature relating to the process of manufacture
by such person’’ be inzerted.

There are, [ suppose, in every business, let-
ters which no business man would care to
have perused by an inspector. I do not
think the amendment will in any way
weaken the general power it is desired to
give the inspeetor. All business books and
ordinary business letters will still be open
to his serutiny.

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: In the absence of
any definition, how shall it be determined
whether or not a letter or document is of a
private and seeret nature? If we had in the
Bill a definition of “private” there would be
no objection to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: What Mr. Nicholson
desires, presumably, is that any leiter or
dorument not relating to the manufacture,
asquisition or purchase of goods shall he
exempt.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Even letters relating
to the manufacture of goods might be of a
se¢ret or private character.
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The CHAIRMAN: Well, I will leave the
Chair and so afford an opportunity for Mr.
Nicholson te eonfer with the Minister as to
this amendment.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The amendment
adopts the suggestion made by you, Mr.
Chairman. It will limit the class of letter
and give full scope for inquiry by the in-
spector,

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: I have no objection
to the amendment. It will meet the wishes
of members who are trying to safeguard the
intevests of firms who have seeret formulae,
It will also meet the wishes of the depart-
ment and give inspectors access to docu-
ments necessary to safegunrd the measure,
In any event, this legislation will be volun-
tary, its object being to foster local goods.

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

Clause 13:

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I move an amend-
ment—

That after ‘*vouchers'’' in paragraph (b)
the words ‘‘letters or documents (execepting
trade formulae and letters and documents
containing any information of a private or
secret nature relating to the process of mann-
facture by a person as aforesaid)’’ be in-
serted.

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

Bill again reported with further amend-
ments.

MOTION—BUDGET ECONOMIES.

Debate resumed from the previous day
on the following motion by Hon. Sir Kd-
wiard Wittenoom :—

That in the opinion of this Houvae steps
should be taken to suggest to the Treasurer

economics that may be made to assist in
halancing the Budget for 1931-32,

HON. J. T. FRANKLIN (Metropolitan)
[7.42]: The motion suggests providing op-
portunities to make proposals fo the Treas-
urer to secure economies during the present
financial year. I am quite in aecord with
Sir Edward to that extent, but 1 cannot
go much further in support of his motion.
The hon. member proposes a eurtailment of
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the education system. I take it he bas no
desire entirely to abolish the education sys-
tem; what he wants is to curtail it until
the present financial difficulties of the State
are overcome. My belief iz that the edu-
cation of the young people should not be
curtailed in any way. Upon those who are
reeeiving education to-day, the future of
the eountry will depend, and our aim should
he to give them the best possible eduecation.
Referring hack—I was going to say to Noah,
but I shall not go so far as that—say 40
or 50 years ago, the children were without
opportunity to secure sufficient education.
In those days parents had to pay school
fees for the primary edueation of their
children and had also to provide hooks.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Our friend Noah had
a rather bad time.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: I cannot speak
of the days of Noah. Perhaps the hon.
member ¢an. I know that he had sense
enough to enable him to get in out of the
waet,

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Does the
hon. member intend to connect Noah with
the suggested econnies?

Hon., J. T. FRANKLIN: It was Mr.
Nicholson whe hrought the matter up. We
should nse every endeavour to assist the
children of poor parents in particular. We
are looking to them to carry on the affairs
of State in the future, and should put no
obstacles in their way to gef a thorough
and up to date education.

Hon. Bir Edward Wittenoom: Did 1 sug-
gest putting any obstacles in their way?

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: T know the hon.
member is not trying to do away with edu-
cational facilities, but he has suggested
drastic economies. I do not intend to sup-
port the motion, becavse I am not in fav-
our of his argnments as they affect edunca-
tien. Many prominent people in this State
are beholden for their positions to the
opportunities they have had under our State
educational system.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: I am rot
opposed to State high schools; T mecely
desire to suspend them.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: T am not in
favour of snspending sany of the State high
schools, or any other schools. I have no
desire fo dehar the youngsters of to-day
from obtaining the fullest amount of edu-
cation that is available.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: How are
vou to get the money?

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: My answer to
that is, where are we to get the brains in
the future if we do not look after the child-
ren to-day? If we neglect them we shall
be responstble for 2 big setback to the State.
No doubt certain economies can he effected
at once. I will suggest one now. We know
that many speeches that have been delivered
on this motion have all appeared in “Han-
sard.”

Hon. J. M. Drew: It has cost £80 al-
ready.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: It would mean
a certain saving of expenditure if some of
the speeches now printed in “Hansard” were
enrtailed.

Hon. J. Nicholson : Sir Edward Wittenoom
suggested that. You will support that re-
commendation?

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: Yes, but I
strongly oppose any suggestion to cartail
the present educational facilities. We older
men in the community had not the same
opportunity to become educated ax the
youngsters of to-day.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: You could
not have bheen so suecessful as you have been
but for the edueation vou received.

Hon. J. T. FRANKTLIXN : T have evidently
been given a certain amonnt of hrains, and
have tried to obtain the fullest advantage
from them. This mav he one reason why
I have been successful in my own way.
May I return the eompliment, and say to Sir
Edward that it was his brains that broucht
him to his present position?

Hon. J. Nicholson: What abhout the Arbi-
tration Court and State trading?

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIXN: The Arbitration
Court should be abolished for the time be-
ing. The court does not carry out the obli-
mations 1t was intended to earry out.

Hon. C. B. Williams: In what way?

Hon, J. T. FRANKLIN: In many ways.
In the event of a dispute, a round table con-
ference of the parties conecerned should im-
mediately be ealled.

Hon. J. Nicholson: The mover suggested
that.

Hoen. J. T. FRANKLIN: At such a con-
ference it would he possible to reach finality
more quickly, and for hoth parties to derive
a benefit, than would be the case under the
present Arbitration Court system. The
court consists of a judge and two assessors.
On how many occasions have these gentle-
men arrived at a unanimons decision?
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Hon. E. H. Harris: Onee or twice.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: In the court,
cases are dealt with by advoeates, hut at
a round table conference the parties immed-
intely concerned conld get together and
thrash out every question. That is the sort
of thing we should do to-day. Not in any
vircumstances would I countenance a redue-
tion of the edueation vote. Those who havs
had to go through life without some educa-
tion realise what they have lost, and how
much depends upon our young people ve-
ceiving the fuollest possible amount of eduea-
tion. Far from cutting down the expendi-
ture T would he more inclined to inerease it
where necessary.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Do vou think ceoan-
omies conld he effected in State trading?

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: We have passed
an Aef giving the Government anthority fo
dispose of State trading concerns, No
doubt cerfain economies could bhe eftected
there.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Tt would be a good
recommendation to make.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: In view of the
passing of the Aect, there is no need to
make sueh a recommendation.

Hon. J. Nichoison: But it could he urged.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: Yes. No doubt
some of the State trading coucerns could
be sold, but only at a loss. It may be fool-
ish to continue a business that does not pay,
hut a business man wounld always take into
consideration the fime and the opportnnity
for the disposal of that portion of the bus-
iness. I am sorry Sir Edward Wittenoom
has specialised in the enrtailment of the
expenditure on edueation. It may be that
other economies could be effected, My iden,
instead of making individual suggestions for
economy, is to earry ont the prineciple of a
round table eonference, and to get the whole
of the 80 members of Parliament together
and see what they could suggest colleetively
by way of economy. Let us have a com-
bined meeting, as a result of which no doubt
many suggestions would be made that would
prove of advantage to the State.

Hon. €. B. Williams: You mean you
would have the emplovers say they will shut
down their industries if the workers do not
take what they offer. Thai would be the
effect of carrving out your idea.

Hon. .JJ. T. FRANKLIXN: The hon. mem-
ber is putting words into my mouth. I have
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never suggested sueh a thing. No doubt le
is expressing himself as he feels.

Hon. C. B. Williams: On the facts as [
find them,

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: [ was never oue
to ask an employee to work for less than u
fair and equitable wage,

Hon. C. B. Williams: They are not all
maod enployers.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Youn are challenging
him.

Hon, . B. Williams:
the employers.

Hon, 4. T. FRANKLIN: I have always
prided myself on taking an interest in the
men who work for me. I do not know
whether 1 am making this speech or whether
Mr. Williams is doing so.

Hon, C. B. Williams: I thought I was
helping yeu.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: We are not
going to gain much by making too big a
reduction in wages.

Hon. C. B. Williams: That is good sense.

Hon. J. T. FRANKILIN: I am not one
who has ever paid low wages. I have al-
ways paid a little above the award rates.
T have done this because it has meant loyalty
on the part of my men, and it is that loyalty
which has enabled me to be suceessful in my
small business.

The Minister for Country Water Sup-
plies: But suppose the employer cannot pay
the higher wages?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I shall
lave to ¢lose down on interjeetions if mem-
hers insist on eontinuing to interject.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: What do
vou suggest as an alternative to suspending
the State high schools? .

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: We cannot
effect any saving in that direction without
doing sowething detrimental te the rising
generation. It would be false economy and
would rebound upon us in the future. If
we restrict educational facilities, what will
happen in a few years? Those who are
now being educated will leave off just where
they are, and will have no opportunity for
advancement. Possibly in the time of Noah
that would have been all right, but it is not
all right now. I think economies may be
possible in vespeet to the cost of publishing
“Hansard.”

Hon. J. Nicholson: This motion will do
good in ventilating these matters.

On behalf of all
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Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: It will do a
certain amount of harm if we seriously con-
sider the cutting down of expenditure on
education.

Hon. J. Nicholson: The hon. member bas
only invited suggestions.

Hon. J. T. FRANKLIN: Yes, bui the
main thread of his speech was to curtail the
expenditure of the Education Department.
That I will not support. T wonld rather
see even greater facilities afforded to the
rising generation.

HON. C. B. WILLIAMS (South) [8.0]:
I view this motion with some diffidence,
realising, however, that Sir Edward Wit-
tenoom means well, from his point of view,
in recommending economies. Certainly the
hon. member did not say all the things which
have been attributed to him, nor do I think
he meant all that has been suggested.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom : Hear! hear!

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Sir Edward said
that various economies could be effected by
the Government without preai loss to indi-
viduals. He attacked the Education Depart-
ment. I realise that higher education is =
failure from the aspect of the workers of
Western Anstralia, How many people eve:
hecome members of Parliament in this
State? Within stated periods there is room
for 80 in the State Legislature, Andd
how many of the lawmakers here and in
another place have had a University eduea-
tion, free or otherwise? In this House of
30 members the government of Western
Australia is represented, since we pass Bills
or reject them as we please.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Yon pay a higher
compliment to this Chamber than M.
Latham did the other evening.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Whether it is
a compliment or otherwise, the faet remains
that the Council passes what it chooses, and
amends and rejects what it chooses. It
stands on its dignity, and declines to allow
snother place its own way. How many
members of this Chamber have received a
University edueation? How many of us
had to leave school at 12 or 13 years of age
to battle our own way through life? Bir
Edward points to himself. Without flatter-
ing the hon. member in any way, realising
that he is a Conservative, one not much in
favour of Lahour ideals—

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Don’t be-
lieve that.

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: I knew the La-
bour Party before they seabbed on Labour.
Anyone can join the Labour Party now so
far as T am concerned.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: I wish to
wake a personal explanation.  The hon.
member soggested that I had no sympathy
with the Labour Party. I spent £200,000
on labour during my young life, and every
man who worked for me was satisfied. So
it is no use saying I have no sympathy with
the Labour Party.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: I am indeed
sorry if I said anything to which the hon.
member objects.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The hon.
wember will accept Sir Edward’s assuranee.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Yes, Sir. I was
referring to the political Labour Party.

Hon. Sir Ldward Vitwnoom: 1L am not
aort by what the hon. member said.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Sir Edward, it
he will throw Lis mind back, said he thought
he was eligible to join the Labour Party. I
acknowledge that he is qualified to join the
Labour Farty headed by Mr. Seullin and
Mr. Theodore.

Hon. Sir rdward Wittenoom: i thisk 1
would make a good leader of that party!

Hop. C. B. WILLTAMS: I do not know
what the Labour Party is now, or what if
will be in the near future; but I do kmow
what it 1s so far as 1 am concerned. 1 still
represent the workers, the people from
whom I sprang. Sir Edward Wittenoom
suggested a reduction in the expenditure on
education. As a worker I wish to see the
children of the workers educated in the
highest possible way. I agree that the op-
portunity for the children of the people to
get higher education is indeed small, not-
withstanding our beast that education here
is free. It is free insofar as children have
the ability to proceed from the Staie school
to the high school, and eventually, if their
parents are sufliciently financial, to the
University; that is, if the child is unable
to win a bursary. But to enable a child in
Bonlder or Kalgoorlie to proceed from the
State school to the high school means an
expenditure of £8 to £10 on books. How
is any working man on the basic wage of
14s. 4. in Kalgoorlie to meet that expendi-
ture of £8 or £10? Tt pets back to the posi-
tion that the money spent on higher educa-
tion after all zoes to people a long way
hetter off than the average working man.
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A pamber of young men and young women
have entered the training eollege with a
view to becoming teachers, instead of join-
ing the pay roll as monitors. What has hap-
pened to them? During the past 12 months
nambers of themn have been put out of the
training college owing to there heing no
vacancies for teachers, Thus their tuition
in the college represents an absolute waste
of money by the State. On the completion
of their course they are thrown on the
world to do what? .Just take a labouring
job.

Hon. H. J. Yelland: Can they do the lah-
ouring work ?

Hon. C. B, WILLIAMS: I do not main-
tain for a moment that any man in the
world eannot do lahouring work if only he
is physically fit. The faet that a doetor,
barrister, solicitor, or engineer can use a
pick and shovel is known to all of us. There
is also the converse fact, that a labouring
man cannot undertake professional work.
Is this State in a position at the present
time to give two or three years’ tuition in a
training college to young men and then turn
them out to work with pick and shovel?

Hon. J. Nicholson: That, really, is Sir
Edward Wittenoom’s point.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Yes. We are
wasting money on education when the op-
portunities for suecess are so small.

Hon. H. J. Yelland: Have you any alter-
native to suggest?

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: The aiternative
would be to spend the mmoney where some
quick return can be obtained from it. Pos-
sibly there might be inereased grants to
farmers, or a bridge might be built over
the Swan, instead of over-educating the
childrenr of the workers of this eountry with-
out having oecupations for them. Turning
now to the free University, 1 am quite in
accord with the view that the bright youths
of this country, who, as Mr. Dvew has said,
are the futare leaders, should have every
facility to enable them to fit themselves for
those positions when we pass on. Viewing
the matter from a workman’s standpoint,
1 find that this free education is a gift to
people whom we train in the University to
become lawyers, doctors, and Bachelors of
Arts, anything exeept hard labouring men;
and when these people have become special-
ists at the expense of the State, are their
services free to the people of the State?

3739

Let anyone go and get his appendix cut out
and find how much that costs.

Hon, W. J. Mann: That is an illusira-
tion.

Hon, C. B. WILLIAMS: That is the
easiest way of summing up the matier
from a working man’s point of view. The
State pays for the hipher education of
the children of people who are fortunately
placed. Those children become professional
men, and what happens then? They turn
round and start to fleece the people who have
already paid for the education; they charge
those people exorhitant fees.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Do you think if is
worth while charging fees for some of that
edueation?

Hon. C. B. WILLTAMS: T am not sug-
gesting that fees should be charged for it.
Still, there should be some method by which
anyone who has obiained free tuition at the
expense of the Slate should, npon becoming
a successful man in an important sphere, be
compelled to show some consideration to the
people who educated him, compelled to make
some reimbursement to the State. [ have
often wondered why the State should spend
such large amounts of money on edueating
young women to hecome teachers. After all,
these young women are the futuve mothers
of the people of Western Australia. After
being trained as a school teacher, a young
woman perhaps gives 12 months’ serviee and
then picks up with some young fellow in the

school and gets married to him. If
she is not a teacher of ecookery, the
young fellow probably has to pay to

have her educated in the art of cooking.
Training so many young women to become
teachers seems to me a waste of money.
That is another phase which might well be
reconsidered. Looking vound the schools in
my district, I seem to see more women teach-
ers than men teachers. I do not think that
should be so. There ought to be a greater
proportion of men than of women teachers.

Hon. J. Nicholson: These are all suggested
economies.

Hon, C. B. WILLIAMS: And they are
covered, T presume, bv the motion. After
all, money that is spent in edueating people
to be school teachers, who subsequently are
not suecessful or leave the profession, is so
much lost to the State. 1 am eonvinced we
should employ a lot more of our young men
as sehool teachers and not the young women.
It has to be remembered that 90 per cent.,
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if not 100 per cent., of our young girls want
to get married. Human nature is humun
nature and of course they look forward @
getting marvied. It is a sheer waste of
State money to educate voung girls to be
school teachers, seeing that they only stay
for a while and then leave for the purpose
I have indicated. .

Hon. H, Stewart: They gei a marriage
allowance.

Hon. C. B. WILLTAMS: And some gef
married under the lap and stay on. Now we
will get away from that subject ond deal
with another guestion that worries Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom and Mr. Franklin, but does
not worry me very much. They wonld
abolish the Arbitration Court. 1 have felt
from time fo time that 1 would like to sack
the President, Mr. Somerville and Mr. Blox-
some hecruse they reduced wages. [ have
not yet joined the Communist Party. There
may be some parts of their teachings with
which I agree, but at any rate 1 have
not joined them yet. There are some
conservafive members of this Chamber
whose opinions seem to he on all fours with
those of the Communists. Some of the
opinions expressed by Sir Edward Witte.
noom and Mr. Franklin are those held by
the Communist Party. Either Sir Edward
and Mr. Franklin have taken their views
from the Communists, or the Communists
have taken their ideas from those two mem-
bers. Probably they will enlighten me on
the position later on.

Hon. J. T. Franklin: They had a good say
with you first.

Hon. €. B, WILLIAMS: Evidently the
€Communists have created a greater impres-
sion upon Sir Edward and Mr. Franklin
than they have upon ine, hecanse the senti-
ments they expressed were in acrordance
with the views of the Communists. They
would abolish the Arbitration Court and
arbitration as well! 1 remember working in
the mines at Bendigo, when there was no
Arbitration Court and no wages board. In
those days the fixation of wages that hon.
members talk about so much now, vested with
the employer and the representative of the
employees, 1 know that times have altered,
but in those davs it was hard to get a man
to represent the views of employees bhecause
such & mau usnally got sacked. The result
was that there was, generally speaking, nue
one to talk to the boss about wages. 'The
boss paid what he thought fit.

[COUNCIL.]

Fon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: There is a
good deal in what you say.

Hon. C. B, WILLIAMS: I ecan prove
what T say. I started work in the Red,
White and Blue mine for 27s. 6d. a week
trocking ore. T was there for several years.
My wages went up to 30s, 33s., 36s., 38s,
and at the end of my time there, I was earn-
ing £2 a week.

Hon. E. H. Harris:
merit and ability.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Or of audacity.
I left the Bendigo mine in 1910 or 1911,
heing at that time in receipt of £2 a weck
after my five vears of bargaining with the
hoss. We had to go to him with, “What
about a rise, boss?’ The reply would he
almost invariably, “Nothing doing; you are
getting enough.” That is the position to
which Sir FEdward Wittenoom and M.
Franklin would like to see the workers rele-
gated onee more. I have had experience as
a union organiser, and had 10 years’ exponi-
ence in that position and as president of the
AXV.C. ot Boulder. 1 did a lot of that bar-
gaining on behalf of the union. Mr, Harris
could give the henefit of his experiences in
that elass of work, and the Deputy Presi-
dent, if he chose, could enlighten the Honse
on his experience as an industrial bargainer.
It is suggested that we should return to thst
stage in the interests of economy. It would
be false economy. In Kalgoorlie they are
expuecting to hear daily of a big strike; yct
that is despite the advantage of arbitration!
The parties have been bargaining rouml the
table for some little time.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenocom: You believe
in the Arbitration Court3

Hon. ¢. B. WILLIAMS: I do, hecn:<e
the Arbitration Court ean proteet the wealer
class of workers. I refer to thase sections
of the working community who eannot 3:snd
upon their own collective feet. The eoal
miners, the railway workers and the lumpers
do not reyuire any Arbitration Court, nor
vet the seamen. In times of peace and
plenty they will fix their own wages all right.
When we come to the weaker elass of winrk-
ers, such as the clerks and the men and
women in the shops, it is easy to realise thal
there is no question of bargaining there
Workers of that deseription must have some
tribunal that will be in a position to say to
the employers what is a fair thing fo pay as
wages. The employers have the right of
appeal, but finally the Arbitration Court

As a reward for
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fixes the wages they have to pay. Without
the advantage of the courf, the bargaining
that would be done would he mostly on the
part of the employers, and they would beat
the workers down to absolutely nothing.
During the 11 years T was engaged in bar-
gaining with the Chamber of Mines in Kal-
goorlie, what did we get? We got 2d. a day
in 1911. When the war was in progress,
these great philanthropiec employers that we
have heard so much about, pursued their
hargaining. Despite the profits they had
been making, they adopted a different atti-
tude. They knew that the Federal Arbitra.
tion Conrt had refused the miners the right
to apply for an increase in wages but finally
they volunteered a shilling a day.

Sir Edward Wittenoom: And that stopped
the production of gold.

Hon. C. B, WILLIAMS: What did?
They waived 1s. a day and as soon as we
could get away from that award, and came
before the State Arbitration Cowrt, we were
granted inereased wages with a minimum ot
155, a day, which represented an all-vound
inerease of 2. 6d. & day., So much for this
bargaining. Tt is all vight if the bargain-
ing is done with somehody who is prepared
to negotiate and is reasonahle. To-day the
world is hecoming worse, from a capitalistic
point of view. In Australia we see the
party to which I belong heing forved to
twist and furn on the invalids and the poor,
with a reduction in the pensions paid to
them, merely beeause of the behests of the
capitalistic section of the community. What
¢hanee would any union have of hargain-
ing with the elass of employer that would
enforee such a position, should arhitration
he abolished?

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: I wili tell
vou later on the sort of arbitration you
wanf,

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: That is how 1
view the aholition of the Arbitration Court,
It is a useless suggestion to make, We know
that a2 Government in the Federal sphere
submitted a proposal to the people of Aus-
tralia along the lines Sir Edward Wit-
tenoom is advoeating. The result of that
appeal is known to all of us. The people
of Australia said, hy their decision, that ar-
bitration means more fo this country than
any brand of polities or any class of poli-
tician, They said that, irrespective of
whether the country was faced with ruin,
they were determined that the workers of
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the eouniry should be clothed and fed reas-
onably. That is all our .JArbitration Aect
provides. 1if sets out, in effect, that an in-
dustry that is not in the position o keep its
married employees and their families in a
reasonable degree of comfort, is not worth
carrying on,

Hon, Sir Edward Wittenoom: Then no
bread is worth more than half a loaf.

Hon, C. B. WILLIAMS: I do not bheliese
in the half-loaf method. That so1t of doe-
trine results in 2,000 doeile workers mareh-
ing to Parliament House and Waiting out-
side, while all the luxury is within. They
eould almost tonch the seomes on the table;
that wounld be their share. '

Hon. Sir Fdward Wittenoom: Then why
provide £100,000 for the University when
those people ave starving?

Hon. C. B, WILLIAMS: T am backing
vou up! I am rveferring to that fact, but
nevertheless the half-loaf business does not
appeal to me.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: It might
appeal to them. :

Hon. €. B. WILLIAMS: It appeals to
them hecause their leaders have no back-
hone, or they would teach them otherwise.
The Arhitration Act in Western Australia
is a safegnard for the workers, and in this
present-lay crisis, it bus operated wonder-
fully well. The workers of Western Ausx-
tralia have come out of the diffienlties better
than those in any other State. T am pleased
to be able to say that, heeause most of the
members of this Chamber, and the majority
of thase in apother place, are uncrasing in
their advocacy of reduced wages.

Hon., Sir Edward Wittenoom :
the employers get on?

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Fmployers who
are running businesses are not doing it for
pleasure, but for profit.

Hon. Sir Edward Wiftenoom: They are
yunning their busine~ses for their workers.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Nothing of the
sort. People like Sjivr Edward Wittenooin
are in husiness purely for profit, and for all
the profit they ¢an make out of the men
they employ. The number they have work-
ing for them is inereased or decreased ac-
cording to the profits or lossex made. The
less wages paid, the less money there is in
cirenlation. The miser keeps no one hul
himself; the spender keeps the world. If
we were all misers, none could exist.

How o



3742

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: If you have
not the money to spend, what then?

Hon. C, B, WILLTAMS: Society has
progressed to an extent that we now know
that when moncy is not available, we can
tax those who have it. There should be no
question of cconomy in this State. I dis-
agree with much that has been said, becanse
Sir Edward Wittenoom has merely suggested
economies where the workers are concerned.
He does not suggest to the Government that
those that are in employment, snd those that
ure earning profits are getting something
which their fellow men are not getting,
which 312,000 persons in this State are not
getting.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenocom:
not hear that.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: No, you have
o very convenient ear. The Government of
the State and of the Commonwealth should
not be economising at the expense of the
wage-earners, but should be taxing those
that are working, and those that are getting
profits out of their business.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Are the Govern-
menis not doing that?

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: No. Presently
we shall be asked to take another 10 per
cent. off wages and salaries.

Hon, Sir Edward Wittenoom:
one of my suggestions.
looked that.

Hon. ¢. B, WILLIAMS: I have over-
1ooked nothing. I realise that this Govern-
ment and every other Government in Ans-
tralie are out for reduecing, not out for tak-
ing from those that can afford it. A man
in work can afford a little nip, while the
man who is carning plenty ean afford more.
If it is fit for one man with his wife and
two children to live on 49s. per week, it is
fit for all. In a time of national ealamity
the Siate, not the individual, should be
paramount. In war time the State took
control of everything, and borrowed money
in addition. If the State goes bankrupt,
it will not be ahle to pay what it owes.
There are in this State 12,000 persons down
and out with a millstone of debt hanging
round their necks, while all that politicians
think of doing is to rednec wages.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Take some
of that bich sehool money for them.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: And I want to
fake some of the hon. member’s money also.
The time is coming when we shall want a
Mussolini or a Lenin in this country. We

I counld

That is
You have over-
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do not want 80 members of Parliament in
this State, absolute messers, at great expense
to the State,

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!

. So long as the hon. member suggests a

Mussolini or a Lenin as an economy to the
Treasurer he is in order, but he is hardly in
order in calling those who bave charge of
the destinies of the eountry, messers.

Hon. C. B, WILLIAMS: I am one of
them.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Well, the
hon. member ean speak for himself.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: One has to judge
by results.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Let us
hear some more about my suggestions.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Yes. You
wanted to sell the State trading coneerns,
but in a more recent speech you said you
would vote for the second reading of a Bill
to set up a new State trading eoncern.

Hon. Siv Edward Wittenoom: I did not
hear that.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: No, of course
you did not. In one breath you flog the
Government for not earrying ont the reso-
Intion of this Couneil to sell the State trad-
ing concerns, yet only a few days ago you
announced your intention to vote for the
second reading of a Bill to set up another
State trading eoncern.

Hon. Sir Bdward Wittenoom: Where did
1 say that?

Hon. €. B. WILLIAMS: You said it on
the second reading debate on the Workers'
Compensation Bill; you said you would vote
for the second reading.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Wait till
the oceasion comes along.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: At all events,
vou said vou would support the second
reading.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: If the hon,
member wishes to quote Sir Edward cor-
rectly, Sir Edward said he would vote for
the second reading with certain reservations,
if cextain mssurances were given in the Min-
ister’s reply to the debate.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Thank you,
Sir; there were several reservations,

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: The position is
that if the Minister gives the hon. member
the assuranees he requires, the hon. member
will vote for the second reading of a Bill
to set up ancther State trading concern:
whereas some months ago he voted for a
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resolution to get rid of the State irading
concerns. He wanfed them closed down,
even if we gave them away.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Quite right.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Well, the hon.
member is not consistent, for he is going to
vote for the second reading of a Bill that
will legslise the State Insuranee Office. I
agree that by way of economy we could sell
some of the State trading concerns, for in-
stance, the State hotels, out of which the
State is not getting nearly as much money
as it should. Those hotels are valuable, and
would not have to be given away. There
would be plenty of buyers for the State
hotels, for there is mo other business in
Western Australia so highly remunerative
as the hotel business. Yet the profits earned
by the State hotels only serve to make one
think that here at least is a department of
State activities which we conld aiford to get
rid of. I have said that the average trades
unionist will not listen to any proposal for
the abolition of the Arbitration Court. To
the unions of Western Australia it is a costly
method of settling disputes, and probably
it is pretty costly to the employers also.
Yet the cost is but little as compared with
the cost of one week’s stoppage of industry.
Sc¢ it is much cheaper and much better to
continue settling our industrial disputes by
arbitration. For human nature is selfish,
whether it be in the employer or the em-
ployee. The employee wants just as much
as he can get, and the employer wants as
mueh profit as possible. I hope some good
will come from the motion moved by Sir
Edward Wittenoom. I did not misunder-
stand what he said. He did not say it was
for the aholition of the schools; he quali-
fied that by saying “for the time being.”
The argument is applicable. Why should
T be getting a very high education at the
expense of the State, while 12,000 of my
fellow beings are living on the dole? And,
further than that, thousands of my fellow
citizens are working on farms where every-
thing they have put into the land has gone.
They are existing merely by the pgrace
of the Agricultural Bank. They have put
years of labour into the land and have lost
their all. It is the city dweller that is get-
ting the benefit, the city dweller whose father
perhaps is in a good position and can afford
to send him to an expensive high school.
But if things do not improve there will be
no school at all; not even a State school.
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Therefore, it would be better to suspend the
cost of higher education for the time being
and allow that money to go to the improve-
ment of the lot of the down and out farmers
who probably have to use cornsacks for
clothes, and have not the wherewithal to buy
decent boots for their kiddies in order that
they may be sent to the elementary sechool
in the distriet. That is the position in which
we find onrselves, The money we are spend-
ing on higher education to-day, 90 per cent.
of it in the metropolitan area, could well be
held back for 12 months until the State
hitches its wagon to the star of prosperity
again, when the expenditure could be re-
instated.

On motion by Hon. W. J. Mann, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned ot 8.43 p.m.

Legislative Assembly,

Wednesday, 8th July, 1931

uestion : Unemployment, dyeing of clothing
%llls Debt Com!)ers,lon Aqreement Sl:anrllng Orders
suspension, reporb, ete. 8744
Financial Emergency, htessnge, SR.
Adjournment, specinl ...

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pa., and read prayers.

QUESTION—UNEMFPLOYMENT,
DYEING OF CLOTHING.

Mr. PANTON asked thq Premier,—In
reply to questions regarding the dyeing of
military clothing, the Premier said that the
Government were contributing £164 6s. 8d,,
ete. Will he therefore state—(1) What
was the total cost of the dyeing? 2, In
view of the poverty of the unemployed
committees, will the Government consider
contributing a greater percentage of the
cost, and so expediting distribution?



