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Hon. G. FRASFR: Yes, to save exchange
for the time being. The exchange position
may have improved by the date on which the
debentures become redeemable. If there is
any further information bon. members re-
quire, I shall be glad to furnish it in Com-
mittee. I move——

That the Bill be now read a sevond time,

HON. J. J. HOLMES (North) [5.33]:
Perhaps the House is entitled to know a lit-
tle more about this Bill. I think the Fre-
mantie Aunieipal Couneil borrow money on
behalf of the Fremantle Tramways Board.
I was a member of another place when the
original Act was passed, 30 years ago; and
that is my recollection.

Hon. G. Fraser: It was so originally.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: T quite nnderstand
the position as regards paying in English
curreney. The English firm’s demand is
due, 1 believe, to the fact that a similar posi-
tion arose in Auckland, New Zealand, re-

vently.  Debenture moneys had to be paid,
and the Auckland Municipality claimed that
under their Aet they were entitled to pay in
New Zealand eurrency, and not in Englisi
currency. There was immediately trouble on
the London Stock FKxchange, and the Auek-
Jand authorities had to come down off theiv
perch and agree to pay in English enrreney.

Hon. G. Fraser: There is a Privy Couneil

ruling to that effect, too.

Hon. J, J. HOLMES: The Auckland
case  has  re-acted on  the Fremantle
Municipal Couneil, through the Tram-
wiays Board. 1 am mnot objecting to

the DBill in any way, but 1 think
that before it goes into Committee Mrj
Fraser should furnish additional information
as to the life of the debentures and on g
zood many other points, However, I am not
opposing the Bill.

HON. G. FRASER (West—in veply)
[6.571: The chief reason for the introduction,
of the Bill is the need for gettine over thd
ruling of the Privy Council in the case of
the Broken Hill Proprietary Company.

Hon. J. J. Homes: You do not propose to

iake the Bill into Committee to-day, do
von?
Hon. G. FRASER: No. In the Broken

Hill Proprictary case a similar set of eireum-
stances ohtained, and the Privy Council de-
cided that the company must pay in Aus-
tralian curreney. Because of that decision

the legnl advisers of the English firm here
evncerned were not prapared to recommend
the aceeptance of debentures unless such a
Bill as this was enaeted.

Question put aud passed

Biit read a seeond time.

House adjourned at 5.59 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,

Thursday, 24th August, 1933
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m. and read praycrs.

QUESTION—LOCAL AUTHORITIES.

Use of Grude Onl.

Mr. LAMBERT asked the Minister for
Works,—Will he have a statement prepared
showing the number of road boards and
municipalities throughout the State using
crude oil in the gencration of eleetrie ecur-
rent, and the quantity and value of crude
oil purchased by these loeal autherities dur-
irg the past three years?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
The number of municipalities using crude

oil is 3; those using crude oil and suction
gas—3. The nomber of road boards using

crude oil only is 43, and the boards using
crude oil and suction gas—8. No informa-
tion is available as to the quantity and value
of erude oil purchased by the respective
local authorities mentioned.
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QUESTION—PUBLIC LATRINES.

Me. SAMPSON asked the AMinister for
Health: 1, Is he aware that publi¢c nuisanees,
injurious to public health, are being en-
couraged, if not enforeed, by the early clos-
ing of publie latrines (before the theatres
close)? 2, Will he, in the interests of both
the health of the public and of the sanita-
tion of the city, endeavour to remedy this
state of affairs?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH replied:
1, No. The City Couneil closes the latrines
at 11.30 pm. 2, This is a matter for the
City Council.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Ion.
5. W. Munsie—Huannans) [4.36] in noving
the second reading said: Although the Bill
has five clauses, there is really but ons
amendment of the Act., The position is that
when the amending Mining Act passed this
Parliament last session, two provisions were
made for tributing. One was where the
lessee could charge the tributer on the
royalty basis on a sliding seale, and the
other was where the tributer and the lessez
took each 50 per cent. of the actual gross
gold won, the tributer to deliver the orve at
the shaft, and the lessee to pull it. Unfor-
tunately, when the Bill was going through,
an amendment was made inserling n
schedule of charges, which, of course, was
intended to apply to where a tribute was
let on the rovalty basis. However, by an
error it was inserted in Section 145 of the
Act. Section 145 gives definite instruetions
to the Warden in connection with the regis-
tration of tributes. The result was that,
irrespective of where the ore eame from,
the Warden was compeiled, in registering
the tribute, to put in the seale of charges,
and so they could not ¢harge more.

Mr. Stubbs: He was the arbitrator if a
dispute arose.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, but
that having been inserted in Section 145,
he was compelled tn fake into considera-
tion the scale of charges, which was never
intended. The Bill removes the scale of
charges from Seetion 145 to Section 145 B,
which is the section dealing with tributes
on the royalty basis, and so we want this
seale of charges there if any tribute is let
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en the royalty basis. Then we discovered
that af none of the mines, unless it had its
own treatment plant and the company was
prepared to let a tribute on the fifey-fifty
Lasis, conld any man, either the lessee ov
ihe tributer, get his ore treated, because the
treatment plant owners refused fo treat

outside ore on that =seale unless they
could colleet rvoyalty from it; and
naturally the lessee of an ouiside lease

was not prepared to let the treatment
plant owner take royatty. So there was a
hold-up affecting a numher of shows, for the
Warden could not register the tribute unless
thai scale was in it. [ have had a confer-
ence, inideed three conferences, with the
Chamber of Mines, the treatment plant
owners, the lessoes and the tributers eom-
bined, and eventually we have come fo a
definite understanding.  With the removal
of the three provisos from Section 145 to
Section 145 B, the Warden will not e
compelled to take motice of the scale of
charges where a tribufe is on the fifty-fifty
basis. The only amendment we are putting
in is contained in the last elanse of the Bill,
which provides that instead of the tributer
having to land his ore at the shaft and the
lessee to pall it, the tributer on an outside
lease must land the ore on the surface, in-
stead of at the shaft. The tributer has to go
to that expense, and from the surface he gets
50 per cent. of the extraetion value of the
ore, and the lessee makes his own arrange-
wents with the trentment plant owners,
Yromn the surface the lessee takes charge of
the ore, and the tributer is entitled fo 50 per
cent. of the extraction value, That is all
the Bill contains, and T hope members will
let it pass as soon as possible, for in the
meantime several (ributes are held up be-
cause of the fact that the Warden must iake
inte acrount the scale of charges. T want
also to point out that the wording of the
three provisos contained in the Bill is not
exactly the same as that in the Act. Never-
theless, no principle has been at all altered
in the Bill.  All that it does is to make ahso-
lately elear the intention of the three pro-
visos: there is no alteration in prineiple,
and it is simply clarifying the position in
regard to the three provisos and the scale of
charges, making the transfer from the one
section to the other, and inserting the one
small amendment making the tributer
responsible for landing the orve at the sur-
fuce instead of at the shaft. All the parties
have agreed to that amendment. The only
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objection raised was raised by one of the
lessees, who said that under the Bill a lessce
niight stand to lose money. But if ever the
House passes legislation which will guarantee
that no man speculating in mining shall
make a loss, it will stop all mining immedi-
ately, for mining is purely a speenlative in-
dustry, However, it is agreed there will be
ne difliculty in regard to the treatment or in
the registration of tribute outside of where
the lessee owns the treatment plant, 1
move—

That the Bill be now read o sceond time.

On motion hy Mr. Stubhs, debate ad-
Jjourned.

BILL—MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 22nd August.

MR. LATHAM (York) [4.43]: I am not
going to weary the House with a long speech
hecau:e the sole.principle contained in the
Bill svas thrashed out a few evenings ago
on the Road Districts Act Amendment Bill,
which contained a similar provision. But it
15 extraordinary that we should have before
us a Bill to amend the Municipal Corpora-
tions Aet in only one particular. That Aet
has pot been amended since 1909, and one
would have thought that while the House
had the Bill under diseussion, opportunity
would have heen afforded to amend other
scetions sadly requiring amendment, No
other Act of Parliament used as much as is
the Munieipal Corporations Aet is o obso-
lete as is that Aet. I protest against legis-
lation being introduced in this partial man-
ner. The only ohject of the Bill is to abolish
plural voting. There is no other principla
involved, There are more important ques-
tions whieh might be introduced in an amend-
ment to the Municipal Corporations Act. !
rise to make my protest against the Govern-
nent hringing down a Bill like this when we
ought to be bringing up to date the whold
Act. Year after year municipal conferences
have asked that the legislation should be
brought up to date. That would have heen
done last year, but as unsval too many Bills
were introduced, and there was not suffi-
cient time in which fo attend to that matter.
I hoped when notice was given by the Minis-
ter to muend the Muniejpal Corporations Aect
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he intended to carry out the wishes of those
who were adminisiering it. Every member
who represents a municipality ought to pro-
test arainst the Bill being introduced in its
present form.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hoen,
A. McCallum—South Fremantle—in reply)
[4.46]: ! agrec with the Leader of the Op-
position that the parent Act iz obsolete.
Probably it is the most obsolete of the active
laws on our Statufe-book. Regquests have
been made to different (overnments for the
last 12 vears or more to modernise this
legislatton. About 15 years ago a Bill of
hig dimensions was drafted when Mr.
Angwin was Minister for Works, but it was
not proceeded with. Before this Government
van make up their minds abont any amend-
ment they must know how representative
these bodies are to he. On that basis the
amending legislation will be framed. We
eannot ask Parlinment to do certain things
unless we know thnt the bodies coneerned
are to be representative bodies. Our view
iz that at the moment municipal councils are
not representative of the ratepayers. We
cannot bring down any Bill of this kind
unti! the basis is hroadened so as to defipe
the lines upon which these councils shall be
ereated. When we know how representative
these Joeal authorifics will be, we shall de-
cide upon a policy as to whnt powers and
influrnee are to be given to them. That must
he the hasis upon which any legislation is
huilt. 1t would be wasting the time of the
department and of Parliament if we brought
down a comprehensive amending Bill when
it wonld not he aeceptable to the Govern-
ment so Tong as plural voting existed. Why
waste on a hig Bill the time of the Tlouse,
the time of {he Parliamentary draftsman, the
time of the Minister and of Cahinet, only
to find that it all goes for naught? Tt ecan
be token as definite by this House and the
country that the Government will not extend
the powers ef loeal anthorities so long as
plaral voting remains; that is the ¢lear and
definite pronouncement of Cabinet. So Jong
as we are in offiece we will stirk to that
poliay.

My, Latham: Then you do not mean to
bring down anv amendment to the Aet?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T did
not say that. No move will be made by
Cabinet to extend the powers of loeal
anthorities or bring the Act up to date so
long ns plural voting exists,
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Mr Hawke: Hear, hear!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Parlia-
ment has heen told what the Gnvernment
stand for, and the people should know it.
The Government stand on that policy. Par-
liament should know where if is. That is why
these two Bills have been brought dewn. We
shall then know the hasis of the franchise.
the representative nature of the bodies which
are ty operate for the future. On that basis
we can frame new legislation. Se long as
the hasis remains us it is the Act can remain
obsolete, The local authorities themselves arce
ohsolete. They were ereated under an obso-
lete £ranchise, and it is only fitting that they
should have an obsolete Ast around their
necks, Of what use is it to bring down an
up to date measurc in the case of bodies
clected on a franchise that was deseribed the
other night in language which it is not neees-
sary for me to repeat this afternoon, [ like
to he frank with the House on all these mat-
ters. Tt iz well that the country shonld know
the position. A deputation from the execuo-
tive of the local governing authorities eame
to me a week or two after we took office.
and was informed regarding the policy of
the Ctovernment. I told them they had no
hope of getting the powers they sought so
long as plural voting lasted. This is the
definite and unalterable decision of Cabinet.

Mr. Stubbs: I know: I was there.

Mr. Thorn: You are defermined fo stand
or fall hy that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
will he no fall. This has heen approved by
representative bodies over the last 25 years.
It is nearly 30 vemrs ago that the matter
was dehated at a loeal authorities” eonfer-
ence in Bunbury. The resolution was in fact
moved by the President of the Federal
Senate.

Mr. Marshall: Whe asked for tke Finan-
cial Emergeney Bill which memb:r; opposite
supported?

Mr. Stubbs: Will it go through anocther
place?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
positive the Bill will gzo through this House.
As to the other place, that is their funeral
Tf loeal authorities want the existing legis-
lation widened, their powers increased, and
the Aet brought up to date, T wish them
to know they cannot get these things so long
as this provicion for the franchise remains.

Mr. Donev: As thev do not want it. thev
will not be disappointed.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
think they should count. Why shculd they
count?

Mr. Doney: Why should they not count?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
ne argument. They are only a handful of
people.

Me. Doney: I know it is no argument.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
no argument fo say thot those who have
seats on municipal councils and road boards
must have their views taken, and that the
ratepayers themselves, who are penalised
and suffering under the existing law, are
not to have their views counted. T am lis-
tening to the ratepayers, not to members
of local governing hodies,

Mr. Sampson: The publie
seious of any suffering.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I de
not want to refleet on the manner in which
these people have done their work. They
have done exeeptionally good work for West-
ern Australia. I do not think any loeal
anthority will lay at my door the charge
that I have not heen sympathetic on their
hehalf. T have received tributes from num-
erous local authorities. I will continue fo
do my hest for them, and enconrage them
in their good work. [ have frequently said
to them that T have wondered, when 1 am
travelling avound the State, what the posi-
tion of the Public Works Departinent wanld
he if we had no local authorities. How could
we possibly do the work that the loeal nuth-
arities are carrying ont from one end of the
State to the other?

Mr. Stubbs: The Minister has not told
us what injury any section of the ¢ommun-
ity bas suffered under the present franchise.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Al
though 1 lived for 19 years in one munici-
pality, and during that time occupied the
position of a Mimister of the Crown, I had
no vote for the municipality,

Mr. Doney: That is not an answer to
the hon. member’s question.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
jury was done to me.

Mr. Latham: You ecould not zet
roll.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T vould
not et on it

Mr. Stubbs: Did it stop vou from getting
rich?

The MINISTER ¥FOR WORKS: I o
not know what stopped me from getiing

are  uhdcon-

Nooin-

an the
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rieh, but 1 have never attained riches. It
was not beeause of my birth or nationality.
We believe in the power being given to the
peaple. We are not going to take the author-
ity out of the hands of the people and place
it in the hands of those who represent enly
a handful.

Mr. Sampson: If this Bill passes, will the
Minister be able to yet on the voll?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
on the roll now. I am only telling the House
what lappened over 20 years ago.

Mr. Stubbs: You have four votes now.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
and I am quite an important man. Beeause
it snited my domestic arrangements, L ennld
live ag a boarder, and so long as 1 lived as
a hoarder [ had not sufficient intelligence or
sufficient standing as a citizen to vote at
municipal elections. T wag a Ainister of
the Crown, and had power to represent the
Grovernment, but was not deemed to he com-
petent to have a vote for the municipality.
The moment I bought a block of land, my
status improved enormously.  That bloek of
land brought me all the capacity, ahility, and
knowledge necessary to exercize an intelli-
genb vote for a municipality. Tn faet, it
brought me four votes. 1t dves not appear
to ns that a body elected on the present hasis
is more fitted to carry out its duties on he-
half of the people than this ITouse is. We
are taking no steps to bring about local gov-
ernment reform until the other reform has
heen effected. The basis of representation
is not as hroad as I should like it to be, hut
it is a step towards that end. For us to
say that we were going o give loeal author-
ities powers which affeet every man, woman
and ehild in the community, and place those
powers in the hands of a few who are clected
upon a rostricted franchise and upon a
system of duplieation of votes, would be alin-
gether foreign to our pelifieal ideas, or our
ideas of what is right and proper in pub-
lic affairs. Nothing is to be gained by de-
ceiving the House or local anthorities. We
want our views known throughout the com.
munity. The Government stand firm upon
this. So long as we are here, there will
be no alteration of that poliey. Plural vot-
ing must go before there is any reform in
local government, so far as we are con-
cerned.

Question pubt and passed.

Bill read a second time.

[ASSEMBLY.]

In Commitiee,

My, Sleeman in the Chair: the Minisler
for Worls in eharge of the Bl

Clause 1—agreed io.
Cliuse 2—Amendment of Scetion 46:

Mr. SAMPSON: On the second reading
[ made some references to the extension of
municipal boundaries and the amalgamation
of various districts under one control, hut
the Minister has not referred te the sub-
Jeet. T spoke also of the difficulty whieh,
under this Bill, wounld arise in Greater Perth,
where there arve so many wards embracing
so large a tervitory; and T suggested that
it wonld snvely he unfair to allow a man
ewning property in both Vietoria Park and
Leederville only one vote, though he would
he permitted to exercise that vote in respect
of either property. The passing of the elanse
would not remove the disability to which
the Minister referred.

Clause put and passed.
Clause d—Amendment of Seetion 50:

Mr., LATITAM: Under this clause two
joint owners of a property may each have
a vote for it. The Minister shonld go the
whole hog and deelare that where there are
two owners of u property, only one shall
have a vote. For the sake of consisteney,
therefore, T move an amendment—

That in proposed Subsection 2 the word

foach,’? line 2, be struck out, and “‘onc’’ in-
serted in liem.

AMr, SAMPSON: If the proposed subsec-
tion passes as printed, there will be much
duplieation of voting, hushand and wife, for
example, each voting for the same property.
The provision is dangerous. Two persons
should not be permitted to vote in respect
of the same property. The need for the
amendment is obvious and fransparent.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
amendment is transparent inasmuch as it
gives representation to bricks and wortar
or acreage and denies it to persons. Mem-
hers opposite are consistent in fighting for
represeniation according to land and hricks
and morfar or structure, and not according
to people. Qur idea is different. If two
persong arc inferested in one property, both
those persons are entitled to a voie if one
of them is. Our position is perfectly con-
sistent, and the amendment is utferly con-
trary to our ideas.
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divigion taken,

with the following result:—
Ayes ..
Noes -

Mr.
Mr.,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
WMr,

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Majority

Brockmazan
Ferguron
Griftichs
Keenan
Lathaw
McDonald
J. I. Mann
North

Clathier
Uallier
Coverley
Cross
Hawhka
Kenneally
Lambert
MeCallum
Mnarrhall
Millington

Avrs.
Palrick
Warner
MeLarty

16

e

against .. %

AYES.
" Mr. Picsse

Alr, Sampson

Mr. Ecward

Me, T LiL Smith

A, Siubbs

Mr, Thorn

Mr. Welsh

Mr. Duney

{Teller.}

Nowxs,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Ar.
ar,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

j Mr,

Moloney
Munsie
Neecdham
Norlarm
Rodarefln
Tonkin
Wan brough
Wise
Withery
Wilsan
(Teller.)

Pains.
NOES.
Mr Willenck
Miss Holman
Mr. Johnson

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause put nuéd passed.

Clauses 4, 5, 6—agreed lo.

Clause 7—Amendment of Sectionr S1:

Clause put, and a division tuken with the
following result:—

Aves ..
Noes

Mr.
Mr.
i'r,
Mr.
Mr.
LS
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

Mr.
My,
11 -
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M

Ar.
Afive
Mr.

Majority

Clothier
Collier
Coavatley
Cros=
1Tawke
Kretneally
f.ambert
reallum
Mnrshall

Brorkman
Ferguson
[ HE S
Keenan
Latkam
AMeBonald
J. I. Mann

AYFS.
Willeack

Hrlman
Jahnenn

14
14

fur .. R

AYES.
s,
Mr.
Mr.
Afp,
Mr.

Millington
Moloney

Munsie

Nul.en

Twlnreda

Mr. Tankin

Mr, Wise

Mo Wihlers

Mr. Wilson

(Teiter.)

NoE=.
Alr
Mr

Nerin

Hynipann

Mr. Seward

Mr. S 1 Emith

Ve Thorn

Mr Wrlsh

Mr, Daney

{Teller.)

PAIns.

NAans.
Palrick
warner
Melary

Mr.
M.
Ar.

Clause thus passed.
Clauses 8 to 16, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, und the
report adopted.

BILL—MINE WOREKERS' RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
S. W, Munsie—Hannans) {5.13] in moving
the sceond reading said: A memorandum
has heen attached fo the Bill, which is nearly
as long as the Bill itself. The reason for
the memorandum is that it will enable mem-
bers who are not acquainted with mining
tering, more readily to appreciate the natnre
of the amendments and, in fact. thev will
tind the memorandum of more interest from
that point of view than the clauses of the
Bill themselves. Tt will enable them to
appreciate what is intended by the amend-
ments.

My, Mann: That is gquite correet.

The Minister for Mines: That was the
object I had in view in providing the
memorandum.  Although  there are 11
clauses in the Bill, they deal with five mat-
ters only. In one instanee the saue amend-
ment is required in turee sections of the Act,
which deals with workers in three different

sections.  In one instance, men suffering
[rom silicosis plus tuberculosis are dealt
with; in another instance, men suffering

From silicosis 1in the advanced stage arve re-
ferred to and in the other, men suffering
from tubcereulosis only are affected. In the
sections of the Act dealing with those three
vlasses of sufferers, the same amendment is
required.  D'erhaps the most important
amendment in the Bill is that which affects
Nection 2 of the prineipal Aet. When that
measure was agreed to in this House, there
was not the slightest doubt in my mind, nor
o T think there was any doubt in the mind
of anyv other member, that any mine
worker who had heen certified by the
laboratory as suffering trom tuberculosis in
any form, with or without silicosis, prior
to the proclamation of the Aet, would come
under the provisions of the Miners' Phthisis
Aet. Sections 2 and 3 of the Act attempied
to set out definitely amd clearly the right
of such men to have their interests salo-
guarded. Subsequently, 153 men had heen
certified to bhe suffering from tuberculo~is
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with silicosis. The doctor also eertified that

the tuberculosis was not nective, Ordinarily,
they were in normal health and werd
anxious to eontinue their work. Of course,

they were not working underground, hut
were oceupied on the surface at  vurious
jobs on the mine. The cex-Minister for
Mines, when he received the notification that
they were suffering from tuberculosis, and
ascertained from the doctor that they eomn-
stifuted no source of danger to their fellow
workers, decided that instead of serving a
prohibition notice on those 15 men, he would
permit them to continue at work. By that
means the Government were saved from the
necessity to pay compensation.  The nen
were receiving wages and thervefore cosi the
-@Government nothing. They continued to
work and many of them are still working.
Immediately the Mine Workers' Helief Act
‘was proglaimed, lowever, the Minery
Phthisis Act ceased to apply. Oue of the
15 men I referred to became so ill that hée
was unable to work at all, When an atfempt
was made to prohibit him from working on
the mine under the provisions of the Miners’
Phthisis Act, the Crown Law Department
ruled that it could not be done. When thd
Aet was before this House at the second
reading stage, T drew attention te the word-!
ing of the provision and I was assured that
it meant what it said. T believed that it did.
"The words T referred to were the following:

..... in relation to whom the question has

arisen and is in course of heing determined at
the commencement of this Aet. . . ..

I thought tliose words covered all men who
had beeu certified, but the Crown Law De-
partment ruled that when the Minister for
Mines considered the position of those men
and permitted them to continne working, he
had determined their eanses and they could
not, therefore, be prohibited under the provi-
sions of the Miners' Phthisis Act, The first
amendment will deal with that position and
.afford those men justice, as though they had
been found to be suffering from tuber-
culosis  prior fto the proclamation of
the Mine Workers’ Relief Aect. When
the time comes for sueh men to be pro-
hibited from employment on the mines, they
come under the provisions of the Miners’
Phthisis Aet hecause they were found to be
suffering from tuberculosis while that Aet
was in operation. That is only fair and
reasonable, and it to achieve ihat objective
that the first and most important amend.
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ment 15 ineluded in the Bill. The second
amendment will deal with three men of
whom we are aware to-day, although 1 do
ot think thut any more will be placed in
i similar position, Those three men are
I worse position than the 15 to whom 1
have already referred. It is essential
lo extend jJustice to those men, and
the  amendment  will have that effect.
I will give one gpecific instanee to
show what has happened. One of the
men was found, on examination at the
laborntory, to be soffering from silicosis
advanced. Under the Mine Workers'
Reliet Aet he would be immediately entitled
to £7), but that Act was not in operation
when the second exunuination of that man
was held. Unfortunately for him he be-
cane il in December of last year and was
foreed to go to hospital. After leaving that
institution, he considered himself well
enough to return to work. ‘When he con-
sulted his employers be was reminded that he
had uot sceured his certifieate for that year
and he was advised to go to the laboratory
for examination. He went there on the 6th
Febroary in order to get his ticket to en-
able him to vesume work. As the result of
the examination, the doctor certified that
the man was suffering from silicosis ad-
vaneced, plus tuberculosis. Tn those circum-
stances the man conld not get his ticket
and, of eourse, eould not return to work.
Tt was then discovered that as the Aect
stands to-day, we eould not prohibit him
{rom working under the Miners’ Phthisis
Act, hecause it has ceased to apply, nor
¢ruld we prohibit him  under the Mina
Workers’ Relief Act because he was not a
worker within the meaning of the Aet when
it wag proclaimed.

Mr. Tatham: Then youn eould not com-
pensate him at all?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No, he
is not entitled to eompensation under either
Act.

Mr. Stubbs: That is very unfair.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Of eourse
it is, and it was never intended that it
should be so.  Yet that is the position. A man
must have been an employee at the date of
the proclamation of the Act. At that time
this unfortunate man was in hospital. There
are three men whe are in a similar position
and the second amendmrent will overcoms
that disability. That ngain is merely a fair
and veasonable request tn make to Parlia-
ment.  The next amendment will reetify
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an winds-ion from the Mine Workers' Relief
Avt. The Mine Workers' Reliet Fund
Board witve azked that it be reinserted in
the Aect. and | recard the reyuest as reason-
able. 1 will make provision that no bene-
lielury nnder the Aect can be a member of
the hoard appointed to administer the
relief fund. That is but fair. The board
consists of two employees nominated or
clecied by the workers, two representatives
of the employver: and a chatrman appointed
Ly the Government. Tor some reason, the
prohibition of beneliciaries from partieipa-
tion in the administration of the velief fund
was omitted trom the Act and the members
of the board desive its inciusion.

Mr. Latham: In fairnes< to sueli an in-
dividual himseli. he =hould not he a mem-
her of the hoard.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
50; hence the amendment. The next amend.
ment is rather complicated but its sets out
clearly which men arve entitled to compen-
sation. 1 shall explain brieflv the position
az it is at present. A mine worker is ¢com-
pelled io he examined once a year and
oftener if the laboratory officials deem it
neceszary. .\ man may go up for examina-
tion and he certified fo be suffering from
silicosis advanced. That does not prohibit
him from continuing at work. Immediately
information reaches the Mines Department
regarding the result of the examination of
that man, inquiries are made to ascertain
whether the worker would have to cease
work 1o be entitled to conmpensation. Such
an inquiry tukex anvthing from three to
five weekz. TF the man i= working, therp
is no difieulty. because he =imply works
on. The dayv after he leaves hiz work,
he 1= entitled to compensation under the
Aet as it stands.  There iz no diflienlty
there. The same applies to a man found
to he suffering from ifuberenlosiz.  Some-
time<. however, the man iz nut of employ-
ment herause the prohihition notice has heen
sorved on him. Tt may take anything np
to <ix week~ hefore the neeeszary informa-
lion ¢an be ~pcured to enahle the man to
he declared under the Aet, During the
whole of that time he is deprived of com-
penzalion. The amendment will provide that
tite compensation shall be pavahle as from
the dale of hiz examination. and that, I also
consider, iz a fair proposition.

Mr. Latham: That is, if he ceased to work
on that date.

{201

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, he
would have to cease work beenuse he could
not get his ticket.

Mr, Stubbs: Is there much difference bhe-
tween the effects of silicosis and tuhercu-
losis from the standpoeint of a man's ability
to work?

The MINISTER ¥FOR JMINES: There is
a greal difference hetween the two forms of
disease. Tuberculesis is net a disease for
which compensation is payable under the
Workers' Compensation Act.  ITven if a
man were eovered by the amendment, and
were certified to be suffering from tuber-
eulosis only, he would not draw £750 from
the Workers’ Compensation Fund. He
would draw it from the funds of the board
under the same conditions as if he were
eligible for workers’ compensation. ‘We have
to provide for the man suffering from T.B.
only. A man undergoing examination may
be found te he free from dust or miuers’
phthisis, but he may have eontracted T.B.,
and immediately that is discovered he is pro-
hibited from working in or on a mine.

Mr. Latham: Because he would he a dan-
ger to his fellow workers.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes. As
we vompel him to leave the mine out of con-
sideration for his fellow workers, it is only
fair to compensate him. The Mine Workers’
Relief Act gives such a wan the same right
to compensation as if he were eligible for
compensation under the Workers® Compen-
sation Act. Provision is made for the date
from which the payment of eompensation
shall stavt. Tt is set out in three ways, A
man may get his compensation from the
date of eceasing work. If he was absent from
work through sickness and went up for
examination and was found to be suffering
from T.B., the compensation would be payv-
able from the date of the examination.
Otherwise, it wonld he payvable from the date
on whirh the notiee of prohibition was served
on him. That will clear up the misunder-
standings that have arizen. There have heen
cases of real havdship. Men with E£airdy
large families, and hard up against things,
have been prohibited from working on a
mine and liave gone as leng as six or seven
weeks without being able to get compensa-
tion while, of course. they could not earn a
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shilling. The hoard have even granted some
of them temporary assistance with the in-
tention of recouping the amount when the
man was paid his ecompensation, A man
ought to know that it is possible for him
to get compensation and he ought to know
the date from which it will start.  That
amendment should make the Act more snt-
isfactory to the men and to the insurance
company, which, in this instance, is the State
office. The next amendment deals with a man
receiving compensation. He is entitled to half
wages and 7s. 6d. for each child, with a
maximum of £3 105, a week When the Bill
of last year was under consideration, I said
that if a man had dependants that would
hring the amount aver £3 10s. a week. and
if the board were sntisfied he was suffering
hardship in consequence. the board should
be permitted to extend the payment at the
rate of 7s. Gd. an week for each dependant
until the amount reached the basic wage.
That was agreed to. The Aect, as printed,
states that a man is entitled to draw up to
the amount of the wage he was actually re-
eeiving. He may have been getting £15 or
£16 a week, and it was never intended to
pay him up to that sum. Tt was intended
to pay him up to the basic wage only, and T
am making it clear that he iz tu be paid up
to the hasic wage in the district where he
was living when prohibited from working.
Three amendments are again invelved he-
eause each section has to he amended. The
next amendment is also important When
the Bill was before us, I questioned {he words
that appear in Seation 53 of the Act, “other-
wise than with the consent of the mine
owner.” I was assured that the words were
inserted for the protection of the men. The
“Hansard” reports show that when the then
Minister stated his opinion of the meaning
of the words, I replied, “If that is what they
mean, I am perfectly satisfied and will ae-
cept youwr assurance.” Experience has shown
that the words carrv the meaning T antici-
pated If a man clects to take a Jump sum
settlement ofter six months, or makes an
agreement with the employer to accept a
fump sum settlement, he cannot, at the end
of that period, come on the Mine Workers'
Relief Fund at all. He has finished if he
elects to take a lump sum settlement. Under
the Workers’ Compensation Aet the employer
has the right. after six months. to take a
man to eourt and compel him to aceept a
lumep sum setflement. Immediately a man
has drawn ‘he amount allotted, not exceed-
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ing £3 10s. o weck, he is entitled to go on
the Mine Workers' Relief Fund. T am not
altering that arvangement, but for n man whe
clects to take a lump sum settlement, I am
vroviding s small penalty. He cannot go on
to the funds of the board until he has drawn,
at a rate not exceeding £3 10s. a week, the
full £750, irrespective of the amount he re-
ceived under the lump sum seitlement. That
should prove a deterrent to accepting a lump
sum settlement, and 1 think it is a sufficient
penalty. Under the Workers' Campensation
Aot 4 man eannot he taken to the court un-
til six months have expired. If he has re-
ceived half wages for the six months, the
anount paid in weekly payments is ineluded
in the full amount of £750. TUnder no cir
cuinstances ean a man go on the funds of
the board until he has exhausted, at a rate
ot exéeeding £3 10s. a week, the compensa-
tion paid him.

A, Stubbs: Nolwithstanding the state of
his health?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Notwith-
standing his financial state. We want to
give a man a reasonable chance. It was not
so bad when the Act applied only to T.B.
men, but this measure applies to men suffer-
ing from silieosis advanced. I know four
men who. on the first examinatior in Kal-
goorlie in 1025, were certified by the laborn-
tory authorities to be suffering from silicosis
advanced. Those four men are still working
in the mines and on each oceasion have been
certified to be suffering from silicosis ad-
vanced. They look hale and hearty, though
they are a little shovt-winded, When men of
that kind are entitled to compensation, we
should give them the right to take a lump
sum if they so desive. They might consider
that with the lump sum they eould start a
business and make a competence. It is only
fair to give them a chanca. But, if a man
elects to take the lump sum, he cannot come
on the fund until he has exhausted, not the
amount of compensation he veceived, hut
the fnll £750. The amendment to Seetion 57
is designed to hring it into conformity with
previous amendments.  That section deals
with prospectors only. The same explana-
tion applies to the amendment to Section
49, which deals with T.B. men only. The
Act has not been in operation very long, but
I wish to compliment the secretary £nd mem-
bers of the hoard on their work, There is
not the slightest doubt that they have set
themselves out to study the Act thoroughly.
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and to do their best to administer it in ac-
cordance with ifs provisions. I congratulate
them on their good work. In their adminis-
tration they have experienced diffieulties, and
it is only right to reetify the anomalies and
give them an opportunity to administer the
Aet as they believe it should be administered
in the interests not only of the men but of
the State. 1 move

That the Bill be now read a secoud time.

On motion of Mr. Stubbs, debale adjourned.

BILL—LAND.
Referved to Select Commillee.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
AL MeCallum~-South Fremantle) [5.43]: I

mMove-——-m

That the Bill he referred to a seleet com-
mitice consisting of five members,

Question put and passed.

Ballot taken and a seleet committee ap-
pointed consisting  of Messrs, Hawke,
lL.atham, McDonald, Troy, and Withers with
power to sit on days when the House stands
adjourned. and to report on the 14th Sep-
tember.

IHouse adjonrned af 551 poam.

Legisiative Council,
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The PRESIDENT took the Uhair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT—SUPPLY
BILL (No. 1).

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon, J. M.
Drew—Central) [435]: When the Supply
Bill was under discussion, certain informa-
tion was sought hy membhers, and T promi-ed
that after consuliation with the different de-
partruents concerned, 1 would make a state-
ment to the House. T have now the neces-
sary information, and 1 desive, with your
permission. Mr. Fresident, to place it be-
fore members.

The PRESIDENT:
proceed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: During the
second reading debate, Mr. Hamersley drew
attention to the linancial hard=hip experi-
enced by many country road boards. The
Minister in charge advises me that this con-
dition of affairs has heen duly noted, and
it is hoped that the Government may he able
to help tlem in a practical way. The pre-
vious (fovernment endeavoured to alleviate
the position and, as a result, road hoards
have heen allowed fo rvetain, without deduc-
tion, all traffie license fees collected by them
as licensing authorities. Previously such
collections were liable to deductions amount-
ing in some cases to 221 per cent. Instances
have oceurred wherein the revenus from
this source has exeeeded the ordinary reve-
ntie received hy the board from rates, ete.
Mr. Hamersley also hoped that the Govern-
ment would net put any obstacle in the way

The JMinister may

of the provision of the hulk handling
scheme.  The hon. member will no doubt
have zeen the Press annonncement stating
that the Government have appointed a

strung advi~ory committee to report on the
¢ffect of the presenf partial bulk handling
stheme now in operation. .\ report has heen
received from thiz committee and the mat-
ter ix under consideration hy the Govern-
ment. A Press announcement from the Pre-
mier appeared in the “West Australian®™ of
Friday last.

Mr. Mann was anxious to know what ac-
“ion i= heine taken in reeard to rebuildinx
Uave House. The Minister in control is
now giving earnest attention to the rebuild-
ing of the destroyed portion, and proposes
{o appreach the Treasurer in reference fo
this matter within the next week or so, Mr.
Mann's suggestion in reference (o the Collie-
Dardanup railway line was referred to the
Minister for Railways who states that the
question of utibsing Millars® old line for the



