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No. 8. Clanse 10, Snbelause (3)—Delete
the words “in a private hospital or,” in lines
6 and 7

Assembly’s modification.—Strike out the
word ‘delete” and insert the word “amend,”
and insert the words “to which this Aet ap-
plies” after the word “hospital” in line T

The CHAIRMAN: The Assembly’s
reason for amending the Couneil’s amend-
ment is:—“Becaunsze it is against the prin-
ciple of the Bill.”

The HONORARY MINTSTER: T move—

That the amendment made by the Assembly
fo the Couneil’s amendment be agreed to.

Hon. A. J. IL. Baw: We have already de-
cided against the prineiple, so we must nega-
tive the Honorary Minister's motion.

Question put and negatived; the Assem-
Blys amendment to the Couneil’s amend-
ment not agreed to.

No. 9. Clause 10, Subelause 3.—Delete
the second paragraph.

No. 10, Clause 10—Delete Subelanse 4.

The CHATRMAN: The Assembly’s rea-
son for disagreeing to Nos. 9 and 10 is:—
“Conseuuentinl on disagreement with No.
8-"

The HONORARY MINISTER: T move—

That the Council’s amendments be not in-
sisted on,

Question put and negatived; the Coun-

¢il’s amendments insisted on,
Resolutions reported, the report adopted

and a Message necordingly veturned to the
Assembly.

Sitting suspended from 955 to 11.10 p.m.

Assembly’s Kequest for Conference.

Message from the Assembly received and
read requesting the Couneil to grant a con-
ference on the amendments insisted upon by
the Couneil, and intimating that the Assem-
bly would be represented by three managers.

The HONORARY MINISTER: T
nove—-

That a message be transmitted to the As-
sembly agreeing to a conference as requested;
that the conference be held forthwith in the
President’s room, and that the Council be re-

presented by the Hon, A.'J. FI. Saw, the Hon.
H. Secddon, and the mover as managers.

Question put and passed.

Sitting suspended from 1112 pm. to
12.35 a.m.
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Conference Managers’ Report,

The HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W. H. Titson—West) [12.36]: 1 have to
rveport that the managers have met and have
failed to ecome to an agreement.

BILL—WORKERS' HOMES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Returned  from
amendment,

the Assembly withont

ADJOURNMENT-CLOSE OF SESSION.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew-—Central} [12.37]: I move—

That the Hounse at its rising adjourn until
Tharsday, the 18th April.

Question put and passed.

House adjonurned at 1238 am, (Friday).

Aegislative Hssembly,
Thursday, 41k April, 1929,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—AGRICULTURAL
MACHINERY PURCHABES.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for
Justice: 1, Is he aware of the injustice suf-
fered by those whe purehase machinery un-
der hire purchase agreementsd 2, Are such
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people responsible for the balance of prom:-
issory notes unpaid when the machines are
re-passed! 3, Have the department still
in their possession the eopy of the Canad-
ian et I supplied to them in August, 19202
4, If so, is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to bring in an amendment on lines
somwewhat similar to that Acf, and remove
the injustice now suffered?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
1, No, not in the purchasing. 2, Yes. 3,
Yes. 4, This cannot be determined at pre-
sent.

QUESTION-—-WATER SUPPLY,
RESUMPTIONS.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Alinister for
Works: 1, Having in mind the method of
providing water for domestic use in various
English cities, and other closely settled cen-
tre=, and the consequent non-requirement
of land for the exelusive purpose of water
calchment, will he advise, in connection
with the extensive waterworks now under
couzideration and to be carried ¢ut, whether
it i~ intended to maintain the poliey of re-
sutption of orchard and garvden land for
watershed purposes? 2, If so, what area of
improved land is it anticipated will be re-
smued, and what expense will be met in
connection with the waterworks referred to?
3, Will the present policy, in respect to
exi<ting  water catchmenl areas, be re-
viewed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Resumption is being undertaken only
where the purity of the supply cannot othex-
wise be adequately safeguarded. This is the
poliey generally followed in other countries.
2, In connection with the present Canning
proposals, no further resumption of im-
proved lands is contemplated. 3, Everv
case will be considered on its merits. (See
answer to No. 1.)

QUESTIONS (2)—~WHITE CITY.
Opinion of Mothers’ Union.

Mr. NORTH asked the Premier: 1, Is he
aware that varions branches of the Mothers®
Tnion (incorporated by Royal Charter)
have expressed the opinion that White City
is becoming an increasing menace lo the
moral well-being of young people, and
shonld be clesed? 2, Does he propose to
take any action?
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The PREMIER replied: 1, No. 2, The
matter will he considered.

East Perth rogress .lssoclation.

Hou G TAYLOR asked tite Premier: 1,
Has his attention been drawn to certain cor-
respundence, dated Bth August, 1925, and
15th Jannary, 1929, contained in a pamphlet
iasned by the Seeretury of the East Perth
Progress Asoviation. 2, Are the allegations
contained in the serond letter of the paun.-
phiet substantially correet, particilarvly that
the present (‘ahinet Lo~ heer the principal
henelviary from the neglecr to administer
the law at White {ity! 3, What action,
if any, doe- he intend to take?

The PREMIER replied:
3, Answered by No. 2,

1, ¥Ves. 2, No.

QUESTION—MENTAL PATIENTS,
OBSERVATION,

Mr, THOMSOX asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Is it the intention of the
Government for the tuture tn see that the
stigma of prixon is not placed npon palients
held in eustody under oh=crvation regarding
their wental condition? 2, Will steps bhe
taken to make available an oh-ervation ward
separate, and removed from the gaol?

The MIXISTER 'OR AGRICULTURE
veplied: 1, The -tizwa of prison is not
placed on such persons for the reason tha:
they are not detained in a prison. The pub-
lic interest reguires that pervons apparently
insane found wandering at large, or chavzed
with offence~, oeccasionally be detained in
cnstody of the poliee, and for very short
peviods placed in o police lock-up.  This- is
wnavoidahle. 2, “Heathcote” was established
to provide accommondation for such case-.

QUESTION—DAIRYING INDUSTRY.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Asnrvicultuve: 1, Has his  attention beec
druwn to u letter under the heading of
“Monev in Daivving™ which appeaved in the
“West Anstralian’ of the 2nd in»t., wherein
the writer states that pwelve average cows
will return £300 per annum.! 2, Will he
endeavour to ascertain the identity of the
author (“Retired Farmer”) and see if his
services are suitable and available to assist
in the establishment of dairving in the
south-west portion of the State?
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Yes. 2, No.

QUESTION—SWINE FEVER.

Mr. LATHAM (without notice) asked the
BMinister for Agrieulture: 1, Is le aware
thoi Mr. Westphal, farmer, of YVork, claims
to have a eure for swine fever? 2, Will he
give Mr. Westphal an opportunity to de-
monstrate his cure at a convenient place at
an early date? 3, If not, why not?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
reptied: 1, No. 2, T know of nothing to pre-
vent Mr. Westphal's demonstrating his cure
it e has one. 3, Answered by No. 2.

Hon. Sir Jameos JMitchell: Tt will bring
tin a fortune if lie has discovered a eure.

QUESTION—MIGRATION.

Mr. TEESDALE (without notice) asked
the Premier: Has his attention been called
to an editorial in a London paper of last
wonth dealing with emigration to Australia,
in which the editor makes the following
rtatement :—

Two years ago we were shown at Australia
House a long list of inquirers, all owners of
capital rangine from a  few hundreds to
£10.000, who fel* inelined to go to Australia
and hnd gone to the High Commissioner’s
oftiez to ask what they could do with them-
selves and their capital if they went to Aus-
tralia. They were given ne information what-
ever, Australia House knew nothing, and the
prebability is that Australia secured not a
single one of them.

Will the Premier represent this statement
to the Prime Minister and aseertain whether
this state of atfairs still exists?

The PREMIER replied: If is the first I
have heard of the matter; I have not seen
the editorial, nor have I heard of it. If the
hon. member supplies me with a copy of
the statement T will consider the question of
making representations to the Prime Minis-
ter.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND.
Council’s Amendments.

Resumed from the previous day. Mr.
Lutey in the Chair: the Minister for Health
in charge of the Bill.
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The CHATRMAN : Consequentially on the
amendments to Nos. 1a and 8, the Minister
for Health had moved the insertion of a
subclause. Daragraph (ii) of the proposed
subelause had been struck out, and the mem-
ber tor Perth had stated his inten-
tion to inove that the following words
be  inserted  in lieu:—"The Prineipal
Medical Officer may appoint a medieal prae-
titioner, whe may exnmine any person ad-
mitted to a hospital for treafment uader
this .iet at any time after sueh person has
been admitted. Sucl examination shall be
made in the presence of the medical prac-
titivner attending such patient. If the ex-
imination proves the ease is not one deserv-
ing of treatment he shall not have any claim
upon the medical fund.”

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I re-
cognise the difficulty confronting the mem-
ber for Perth to draft an amendment off-
hand. T have an alternative amendment that

T think will he preferable. I wmove an
amendment—

That the following words be inserted in lien
of the words struck out:—*f*(ii) The person
in contrel of any recognised private hospital
shall within forty-eight hours of the admission
of any patient notify the Department thereef
in the prescrihed form. Tf the Prineipal
Medival Ofticer i3 of the opinion then or sub-
goquently, that the physical condition of any
patient, or the disease from which he is suffer-
ng, is such as not to warrant hogpital eare or
the continuance of hospital care, then he shall
notify the patient and the person in control
of the hospital aceordingly, and no payment
of henefit shall acerue thereafter. Any patient
lissatisfied with a notification of the Prin-
cipal Medien]! Oficer may appeal to the Min-
ister. Sueh appeal shall be referred by the
Minister and determined by a medical prae-
titioner to he apgreed upon between the Prin-
cipal Medieal Officer and the medical atfend-
ant of the patient concerned, or, in the event
of disagreemcent, to he appointed by the Min-
igter. The decision of any such medical prae-
titioner on such appeal shall be final. T such
appeal fails the patient shall he liable to pay
to the Department the cost of the appeal or
Euch portion thercof as the Minister may think

t.

Last mnight nearly every member was of
opinion that some safeguard against jmposi-
tion should he inserted. Under the amend-
ment a patient wounld enter hospital on the
advice of his wedical attendant and we wounld
have no control or say in the matter. We
should have some say as to whether the
patient is a fit and proper person to be there
and to remain there for treatment. The
amendment will provide for that. T have in-
¢luded the right of appeal. If the appeal is
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dismissed, the patient will be liable to pay
part or the whole of the cost of the appeal.
That is taken from the Health Act under
which appeals are made by civil servants on
the question of their fitness to continue in
their jobs, and the decision of the medieal
c(ficer is final. There has heen no complaint
about that provision. We shonld have some
means of preventing the lodging of frivolous
appeals.

My, Teexdale: Could not you make it a
flat rate?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : No, be-
cange conditions differ. T do not think there
will be many appeals,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: A sick man is
a bad thinker.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: A sick
man will not lodge the appeal; that will be
done by his medical adviser. Some members
may take exception to the period of 48 hours
stipulated. Tf it is proved that the notifica-
tion is posted within 48 hours that is deemed
to be sufficient.

My, Teesdale: The 48 hours would repre-
sent part of the eost?

The MINTSTER FOR HEALTH: No; it
is the cost of the referee that I am referring
to, not the cost of the hospital treatment re-
ceived by the patient. There would be no
question ahout the payment to the patient
for the time he was in hospital. That would
arise only if he were served with notice that
he was no longer entitled to the benefit of
treatment under the measure. That will net
happen very often, particularly if we have
this safeguard.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The first
two paragraphs of the Minister's amendment
are not at all bad, but I do not quite under-
stand the third paragraph. The patient can
always appeal.

The Minister for Health: But this sets up
an appeal board.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In a case
of this sort, the Principal Medical Officer
should be allowed to decide, with a right of
appeal to the Minister, as is the case in every
QGovernment department to-day. If the Prin-
cipal Medieal Officer said a patient should
not be in hospital, he would be right in 999
cases out of a thousand. I do not know that
the cost of the appeal would be great.

The Minister for Health: Probably not
more than two guineas at most.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The first
two paragraphs improve the Bill, and will
do all that is needed. I suppose there is
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some danger of men being kept in hospital
longer than they need be.

The Minister for Health: They would
have to pay themselves.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
afraid they would not always pay. The Min-
ister would be well advised to let all except
the first two paragrapbs of the amendment
go. He is head of the department, and
responsible for the conduct of the depart-
ment in every detail. I do not see that the
remainder of the amendment will give him
greater power.

The Minister for Health: No, but it will
give greater satisfaction to the patient.

Hon. G, Taylor: The Minister is in a posi-
tion to call in a wmedical referee,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister already has power to do all that is pro-
vided here.

Hon. G. TAYLOR : The second paragraph
of the Minister's amendment seems to place
the department under an obligation to the
hospital. T thought the proposal was to sub-
sidise, to the -amount of 8s. per day, the
person coatributing to the fund.

Mr. Thomson: This only means that the
hospital will be notified that the patient will
not receive the Gs. per day.

Hon. . TAVLOI: As public hospitals
will not be able to cope with all the cases,
the Bill sets up standard private hospitals.
Then the measure proposes to allow 8z, per
day to the peson collected from, but not
to allow that amount to a hospital. By
adopting  the second paragraph of the
amendment we shall be placing the Govern-
ment under an obligation to the hospital.

The Minister for Health: The first para-
graph places the Government in the posi-
tion of having to obtain information from
the hospital.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Does the Bill involve
the Government in any lability at all to the
hospital ¥

The Minister for Ilealth: No.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The payment goes to
the patient, and the patient is responsible
to the hospital?

The Minister for Health: Yes.

Mr. MANN: I think the Minister is in
error in inserting the second paragraph. It
is necessary that he shounld receive informa-
tion from someone that a patient has en-
tered a hospital.  There the duty of the
person in control of the ho:pital ends, If
I go into a hospital, the hospital authorities
look to me for, say, four puineas per week;
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and they have no right to consider my get-
ting twe wuineas per week frow the fund,
sinee in any event I may not get it. The
Minister has claimed all along, and rightly,
that the hospital has no call on the fund.
Yet he is now committing himself and his
officers to the duty of reporting to the hos-
pital that the patient will not be allowed
the Bs. per day. I do not think that is right
at all. The contract begins and ends with
the patient. Last night the Minister »aid
that the patient would not get his refund
mtil he had produced his hospital reeeipt.
Why should the lMinister desire to impose
on the department the duty of notifving the
hospital? That gives a suggestion that the
hospital will receive eonsideration. Surely
the Minister wishes te avold any opposition
from that point of view. The paragraph
would have been well drafted if it had ended
at the words “shall notify the patient.” As
it stands, the paragraph gives the hospital
a kind of call on the fund. Why should
those words be there?

The Minister for Health: Beecause that is
only fair and necessarv. The Government
c¢ompel the hospital authorities to notify
the (fovernment that the patient is there.

My, MANN: Why is it fair and neces-
sary to notify the hospital authorities?
They are not relying on the fund for their
money. The Minister is impesing an un-
nercessary extra duty on his officers and giv-
ing the hospital an inferred guarantee of
two guineas per week.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The objection raised
by the Leader of the Opposition to the pro-
posed amendment extending heyond the
second paragraph would be unfair to the
patient. Tt would be unfair to place in the
hands of a rvesident medical officer the right
to saxr a man shall not benefit from the hos-
pital fund, and not to allow that man to
have the right of appeal against the doctor’s
decision.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
ways appeal to the Minster.

My, KEXNNEALLY: But if the amend-
ment were agreed to, the law wounld set out
that such a man must receive no benefit from
the fund. He certainly should have the right
of appeal to a supposedly impartial Minister.
The member for Perth suggested there was
no need for the hospitals to be notified and
contended that notification to the patient was
sufficient. If we provide that the hospiial

He could al-
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must notify the department vegarding
patients, is it not logical that, having de-
cided that a patient in the hospital shall
receive no benefit from the fund, we shall
notify the hospital to that effeet?

Amendment put and passed.

No. 10. Clause 10.—Delete Subelause
(4.)

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: 1
move—

That the amendment be not agreed to,

The Council deleted Subclauwse (4) because
they proposed to get rid of the payinent to
patients in private hospitals. As we pro-
pose to continue those payvments, we shall
have to reject the amendment.

Queslion put and passed; the Council’s
amendment not agreed to.

No. 11. Clause 1l.—Delete the words
“or the department” in line 41,

No. 12, Clause 11—Delete paragraph
(b).
No. 13. Clause 11.—Delete the words “by

deductions on the pay sheet” in line 4. De-
lete the words “Subsection (2) or (3) of.”

On motions by the Minister for Health,

the foregoing amendments made by the
Couneil were agreed to.

No. 14, Clause 12-—-Insert a new para-
graph s follows:—*Providing intermediate
wards or hospitals where necessary, and such
provision shall be regarded as a charge on
any such surplus.”’

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
move—

That the amendment he agreed to.

Mr. THOMSON:
ment—

I move an amend-

That the Council’s amendment he amended
by inserting after ‘‘providing,’’ the words
‘“throughout the State on u hasis equal to tha
amount raised hy the local anthority or dis-
triet.”’

In the eountry distriets the residents con-
tribute half the cost of the ereetion of hos-
pitals. That prineiple was laid down by
the Mitchell Government and has been ad-
liered to by the present Government. The
eountry people have snbseribed liberally by
direct donations and other means, or have
rated themselves to provide an amount suffi-
cient to pav interest and sinking fund on
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half the cost of the eonstruetion of their
hospitals. In the metropolitan area the
buildings are erected by the Government and
the loeal anthorities do not pay anything to-
wards the cost of construection. In view of
the fact that we are all to be taxed under
the Bill, it would be grossly unfair if the
present system were to be eontinuved; hence
the reason for the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: 1
hope the hon. member will not press hs
amendment, If the Bill becomes law, condi-
tions will obtain different from those that
have existed in the past. The hon. member
should read cavefully the amendment sug-
mested by the Counecil. Should his amend-
ment be carried, the Government will be
bound absolutely te the pound for pound
subsidy system regarding countiry hospitals.

My, Thomson: Not necessarily.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: TYes,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: If the Bill is
passed, there will not be any wore of the
pound for pound subsidy.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: T sug-
gest to the member for Katanning that he
should recogmise that different conditions
will prevail in future, and we should have an
opportunity to find out how we shall stand
under the new regime. In the interests of
the country distriets and of the smooth work-
ing of the Bill, he should not press his
amendment. It is one of the main objee-
tives of the department to uce the surnplus
in the divection indicated.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
the member tor Katanning merely desires to
have equal treatment for all parts of the
State.

Mr. Thomson: That is so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 do not
think the people in the country should be
expected to make these contributions in the
future and, in faet, I do not think they will
do it, seeing that they will have to pay the
tax under the Bill. The whole responsi-
hility for dealing with hospital matters in
future will £all upon the hospital fund and
the Treasury.

The Minister for Health: I want the hos-
pital committees to go on working as at
present.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It would
be wrong to expeet the committees in the
eountry areas to do so. When the Bill be-
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comes law we should arrange that iés bene-
fits shall apply to every central hospital,
and if the fund is not sufficient the cost of
that work should he a charge upon the
Treasury.

The Minister for Railways: It is easy to
see on which side ot the Table you happen
to be at the minute!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: XNot at
all'! The Government will ecollect over
£200,000 by means of the tax.

The Alinister for Health: And we
give hack at least £86,000.

Hon., Rir JAMES MITCHELL: That 1s
a =mall vetmin from snch a tax. 1t will re-
present about 6=, Sd. in the pound. Our job
is to see how much money ean be provided
for the ohject in view. The idea, of course,
is to maintain the hospitals at a very high
standard. T hope that in common justice
to the people whe will be contributing to
this tax, all hospitals will be placed on pre-
cisely the same basis. A considerable sum
was contributed locally for the purpose of
adding a wing to the Northam hospital. As
distinet from this, some hespitals have been
built by money one-half of which hu~ been
contributed by the Treasury while the other
half has been loaned by the Treasury. [ do
hope that as a result of the iBIl all gam-
hling in aid of hospitals will be stopped.

Mr. SAMPSOX : T hope the Minister will
agree to the amendment suggested by the
member for Katanming. In the past the
country districts have been taxed very
heavily in respeet of hospital services. Pri-
vate money has been found with which fo
do what in the city and the larger towrs is
done by the Government. Sinee the coun-
try people cannot speak with a umted vaice,
it may be that the proposed intermediate
hospitals will be denied to the counntry.

The Minister for Heulth: They are to hs
found in every country distriet now. Yon
are talking of something you know nething
whatever about.

Mr, SAMPSON: Intermediate hospitals
should be established in eountry distriets as
opportunity offers and the contributions
justify.

The Minister for Health: Tell me of a
single country hospital that is not an inter-
niediate hospital at the present time.

Mr. SAMPSON: The Minister should
know these things without asking me for
information.

xill
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The Minister for Health: You know that
what I say is correet.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am surprised at the
violence of the Minister. Couatry people
are mindful of the needs of hospitals, many
of which are nssisted by the private pro-
vision of clothing, firewood, eggs and other
commodities. I hope the country will receive
the consideration contemplated in the amend-
ment proposed by the member for Katan-
ning.

Myr. THOMSBOX: This provision eannot
act prejudicially, becanse where the M-
ister deems i necessary that the surplus
shall be utilised for the construction of in-
termediate hospitals, lie need not ask the
local authority to subseribe. There 1s no
compulsion. We have had sympathetic con-
sideration from the Minister in respect of
country hospitals, but on the other hand the
Minister lhas received grveat consideration
from the country people. The erection of
the Katanning hospital has been an mn-
mense boon to many residents in that distriet.
Credit is due to the present Administration
for having made possible in Katanning the
eonsfruction of a hospitai that had been
hanging fire for a considerable time. As the
result of a personal visit to the distriét, the
Minister for Works was able to say that if
we did our share he was authorised by the
Government to agree to the erection of the
hospital. But we had to find half the cost of
erection, and we have no desire to evade that
responsibility. All that we want is that when
there is a surplus in the fund and it is
deemed becessary that intermediate wards
should be provided in eer'tain country towns,
we shall be entitled to exactly the same con-
sideration as is given to the metropolitan
areca in the erection of those wards. That is
all we ask for.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: 1 will support the
amendment. When 1 hear it said that in-
termediate wards are to be erected in the
metropolitan aren free of cost fo the peo-
ple, T feel that the country distriets should
be placed in the same position. In the past
the people of the country districts have loy-
ally supported the local hospitals by the
provision of various commodities, but 1
doubt whether the hospitals will continue tn
get that support after the tax is imposed.
in that regard T subseribe to everything the
member for Katanning has said.
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Amendment on the Couneil’'s amendment
put and a division taken with the following
resulf :—

Ayes . .. o1l
Noes .. .. .. 24
Majority against .. 13
ATYRS,
Mr. Barpard Mr, Bampson
Mr. Brown Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Doney Mr. Thomson
Mr. Ferguscn Mr, C. P. Wansbrough
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Mann
Mr, Latham {Teiler)y
NoEes.
Mr, Chesson Mr. Munpsle
Mr. Colller Mr. North
Mr., Corboy Mr. Richardson
br, Cowan Mr. Rowe
Mr. Canningbam Mr, Sleeman
Miss Holman Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Kenneally Mr. J. M. Bmhh
Mr. Xennedy Mr. Taylor
Mr, Lamond Mr, A, Wansbrough
Mr. McCallum Mr. Willcock
Mr. Miliington Mr. Withers
Sir James Mifichell Mr. Pauton
(Teller.)

Amendment on the Council’s amendment
thus negatived.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 15. Clause 13—Delete all words
after “to,”” at the end of line 23, and insert
the words “the Crown, and may be sued for
and recovered by aection in any coart of
competent jurisdiction at the smit of the
Commissioner nf Taxation.”

No. 16, Clause 14.—Delete the words “of
the Department,” in line 31.

On motions by the Minister for Health the
foregoing amendments made by the Conneil
were agreed to.

Neo. 17. Clause 14.—Insert a pew sub-
elanse, to stand as Subelause (3), as fol-
lows:—*Every auditor or examiner of ae-
connts who discovers that any paysheet has
not been stamped or is insufficiently stamped
in accoridnnce with this Aect, shall forthwith
report the omission to the Commissioner of
Taxatio~. Penalty: £50.7

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
move—- :
That the :mendment be agreed to.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This is
a monstrous proposal, It embraces private
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as well as Government anditors. In effect,
we .are divecting that a seetion of the peo-
ple shall become informers upon the rest of
the eommunity.

The Minister for Health: It is the job
of auditors to inguire into these Lhings.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Baut this
affects private auditing.

The Minister for Health:
only to aceounts under this Act.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Are we
going to direct that cvery auditor in the
State shall Lecome a pimp? The Minister
must realise how far-reaching the amend-
ment is. If an auditor fails to discharge this
obligation he is to be penalised.

Mr. THOMSON : 1 engage a firm of
auditors fo protect my interests. If they
discover that some of my wages sheets have
not been properly stamped, it is their duty
to report to me. The amendment, however,
proposes that unless they report some omis-
sion to the Commissioner of Taxation, they
ean he fined up to £50. The whole thing is
absurd. It is the duty of Government auditors
to attend to these matters, not that of pri-
vate professional men. As things are, one is
obliged to engage private persons to protect
one’s interests against the officials of the
Taxation Department. I know of the case
of a man who was requested by the depart-
ment to put £74 worth of stamps on certain
documents, whereas it was shown afterwards
that the amount due was only 30s.

Mr. SAMPSON: We should ensure that
all the money subseribed is devoted to the
purpose for which it is raised. T intend to
move an amendment on the Council’s amend-
ment to this effect: —*That after the word
‘shall’ in line 4, the words ‘failing the im-
mediate rectification of the deficiency’ be
inserted.” That will give persons who,
through carelessness, have failed to do their
duty, an opportunity to reetify the error,
The greater the care taken with regard to the
stamping of aeccounts, the less likelibood
there will be for complaint. If we had an
amendment such as that whieh T have sog-
gested, it would he possible to correct an
error. There is a good deal of virtue in the
amendment from another place, and I have
no hesitation in saving that the Minister and
those who will he associated with the opera-
tion of the measure will face a good deal of
trouble when it ¢omes to colleeting the tax.
Therefore every reasonahle precaution xhould
be tdken.

This refers
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Mr, Thomson: Would vou like your
anditor to report you because of the mistake
of one of your own emplovees?

Mr. SAMPSOXN: The object of members
of another place is not to impose punish-
ment, but to secure for hospitals all the
money which by right belongs te them,

Mr. LATHAM : I desire to move an
amendment before that suggested by the
member for Swan. [ move an amendment—

That hefore ‘fauditor’’ in the first line of
the subelanse, “‘Government’® he inserted.

When we employ auditors, we employ them
to protect us. An anditor might say, “I found
some of your pay sheets incorrectly
stamped,” and without giving you the op-
portunity to rectify the pesition you are
going to he immediately reported to the Com-
missioner by one of your own officials. If
8 Government auditor finds an error, then
probably there might be justifiecation to
make a criminal offence of it. There are not
many people in this State who would be so
paltry as to try to cheat the Government of
1%4d. tax that was being collected from the
employees. It is scandalous to make your
own officials pimp against the people you
employ.

Hon. G. Taylor: I am surprised at you
objecting to an amendment made by another
place.

Mr. LATHAM: Of course we know the
hon. member is the champion of another
place. Anyway, 1 believe the wnendment
from another place is the vesult of a mis-
apprel:ension.

Me. Sampson: I ask your ruling, Mr.
Chairman, as to whether the amendment
moved by the hon. member is in order. To
express in an Aet that a2 Government audi-
(or should do semething which he knows it
is his duty to do seems to me will make
the Bill ridiculous,

The CHAIRMAN
order.

Mr. BAMPSON: T will not say that [
am amazed at the decision of the Chaivman.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. SAMPSON: T did not intend to say

The amemidment is in

it.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Amendment put and nezatived.

Mr. SAMPSON: 1 move an amendment- -

That after ‘‘shall’’ in line 4 the words
“failing  the immediate reetification  of the
deficieney ™" be inserted,

Amendment put and negatived.
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(Juestion put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. .o .. 20

Noes .. .. . .. 14
Majority for .. .. &6
ATES
Mr, Chesson i Mr. Millinglon
Mr. Clydesdale Mr, Munste
Mr, Collier Mr. Panton
Mr. Cowan Mr. Rowe
Mr, Cunningham Mr. J. H. 8mith
Miss Holman Mr. Taylor
Mr. Kenneally Mr, A, Wansbrough
Mr. Keonedy Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lamond Mr. Withers
Mr. McCallum Mr, Bleeman
(Telier.)
Noks.
Mr. Brown ' Mr. Richardson
Mr, Doney {  Mr, Sampson
Mr, Ferguson Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Grifiths Mr, Teeadale
Mr, Latham Mr. Thomson
Mr. Mann Mr, C. P. Wansbrough

Sit James Mitchell ] Mr, North

(Telter.)

Question thns passed; the Couneil’s

amendment agreed to.

No. 18. Clause 16.—Add at the end of
Subelanse 1:— ‘it shall be a defence for a
proseention for an offence against this see-
tion if the defendant proves that any snch
failure, neglect, omission or false statement
was due to ignorance or inadvertence or
was unintentional.’’

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: T

move—
That the amendment be agreed to.

I propose to accept this amendment; it is
merely copied from the Land and Income
Tuox .Assessment Aet.

(Question put and passed: the Counecil's
amendment agreed to.

A committee consisting of the Minister
fur Health, the Minister for Railways and
the Hon. G. Taylor dvew up reasons for
not agreeing to amendments 9 and 10 made
by the Couneil, and for further amending
Nos. 1a, 7 and 8.

Reasons adopted, and a message accord-
ingly returned to the Counneil.
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BILL—WOREERS' HOMES ACT
AMENDMENT,

Standing Orders Suspension.

The PREMIER: I move—

That the Standing Orders be suspenided o
permit of the passing of this Bill through all
its stages forthwith.

Question put and passed.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon P. Collier—
Boulder) [G.10] in meoving the second read-
ing said: This is a one-clause Bill having
for its objeet the rectifying of a printer’s
error or a typing error that erept into the
amending Aect of last session. In Seetion
1G of that Act there is at the end of Sub-
seetion {4) a paragraph that really ought
te appear at the end of Subsection (3). By
some inadvertence that paragraph beeame
attached to the wrong subsection, and so it
hecomes necessary to transpose it from Sub-
section (4) to Subsection (3). I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

MR. THOMSON (Katanning) [6.13]: [
am ot raising any objeetion to the Bill,
but T am wondering whether the Premier
coutd inform us as to the position of Com-
monwealth housing under the Aet. One of
my electors wishes to purchase a house, but
she has received an intimation that at
present there is no moncy available for pur-
chases, When we passed the Bill last
session I understood that the intention of
the Government was to deal with eountry
homes under the State Aet, and with metro-
politan homes under the Commonwealth
Act. I hope they are not going lo stick
hard and fast to that rule; because fre-
quently it is in the interesls of the people
in the country to be able to purchase a
house, even if it be of a certain age, instead
of building a new house, now that the cost
of construetion is so very much higher than
it was a few years ago. I hope the Premier
will see whether he cannot give those people
an opportunity to purchase houses. 1 know
what the objeciion is. Bnt in our desire to
find work for the workless we sometimes
injure those who cannot afford to build new
houses.

Question put and passed,

Bill read a second time.



In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendinent and
the report adopted.

Third Reading.
Read a third time and passed.

Sitting suspended from 6.1 to 10.30 p.m.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND
(CONTRIBUTIONS).

Counectl’s Amendment.

Message from the Council received
and read notifying that it bad agreed
to the Hogpital Fund (Contributions) Bill,
subjeet fo a request that the Assembly
would make an amendment set forth in the
schedule annexed.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND.
Standing Orders Suspension.

On motion by the Minister for Health
resolved: That so mueh of the Standing
Orders be suspended as will permit of the
consideration of the Couneil’s messages at
the sitfing at which they are received.

Council’s Message.

Message from the Conncil received
and read notifving that it had agreed
to amendments Nos. 7 (ii) .and dis-
agreed to Nos. 1a, 7 (i) and 8 made by the
Assembly on the Couneil’s amendments to
the Hospital Fund Bill; and had insisted
npon amendments Nos. 9 and 10 made by
the Council, to which the Assembly had dis-
agreed. A schedule showing the amend-
ments disagreed to and insisted upon was
annexed.

In Committee,
AMr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Health in charge of the Bill.
The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
move—

That the amendments insisted on by the
Council be further disagreed to.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : What are they?
We have no copy of the schedule.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
first amendment they have disagreed with
ix that where we put badd be words “or
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the person in control of a private hospital ™’
and added the words ‘*to which this Bill
applies.”’ They have disagreed with that,
and insisted upon their own amendment.
The next one is where this Committee de-
leted a paragraph providing for the making
of regulations. The Counecil insist upon
that being restored. They have agreed to
the deduction of Suhclause 4 of Clause 7,
dealing with advances by the Agricultural
Bank. They insist upon their amendment
No. 8, which is to delete the words ‘“in a
private hospital.”” That is virtoally the
same as the first amendment. No. 9 has
to do with Clause 10 Subelause 3, providing
for payments to patients in private hospi-
tals. Their amendment No. 10 deleted Sub-
clause 4, which also made provision for
payment to patients in private hospitals.
They have insisted upon their amendments
to wipe out payments to patients in private
hospitals altogether. They have not made
any alterafion, but have simply insisted
upon their original amendments, which
means that they refuse to admit payments
to patients in private hospitals of any de-
seription.

Mr. DAVY: 1 hove an idea 1 am the
only member ot this House who agrees 'vith
the attitude of another place. I took *hai
attitude when the Bill originally ecmmne be-
fore us—that it was wrong to make pay-
ments available to patients in private hos-
pitals. I appreciate that in places where
there are no publie hospitals 2 man inight
bave to go into a private hespital and not
receive the benefit of his contribution, but
any doults 1 entertained weve finally dis-
pelled by the amendments moved by the
AMinister last night. His amendments were
a most damning indietment of the system of
allowing payments to persons entering pri-
vate hospitals. He suddenly awoke to the
immense abuse that miglt arise from mak-
ing payments to people entering private
hospitals.  Apparently, after mature con-
sideration and with the help of the two
legal officers of the Crown, he produeed a
further amendment, half of which was re-
jected by an overwhelming majority in this
House as being hopelessly unworkable and
liable to create all sorts of ridiculous hard-
ships. T understand he subsequently moved
something supposed to take the place of
that and to meet his objeet without the hard-
ships. Tt daes not seem to have achieved
that ohjeet. T think the Minister has proved
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conclusively that we eanunct by any logical
process extend tbis benefit to people enter-
ing privaie hospitals, and another place is
perfectly right in refusing to have it done.
As a taxpayer, 1 do not wish to see any
money I have to pay wasted on purposes
other than the real basic purpeses of the
measure, which I take to be the provision
of proper hospital attention for people who
cannot afford to provide it for themselves,
The reason for the intreduction of this legis-
lation is that our public hospital system has
broken down. In the past it has been de-
pendent upon subseriptions collected from
the public, supported by a snbsidy from the
Government.

Mr. Sleeman: You would tax a man for
a special purpose and then refuse him any
benefit.

Mr. DATVY: What does it matter if we
tax people for a special purpose or for the
benetit of general revenue? What is the
distinetion? Every person who pays tax is
paying some portion without getting any
bhenefit.  'What benefit does a bachelor re-
ceive from the edueation system of the
Btated

Hon. Sir James Mitehell : He might easily
receive some benefit.

Mr. DAVY: 1 do not think he does.
Every man who pays tax has to recognise
that he is nof neeessarily poing to reeceive
brinefit corresponding to the amount he pays.
The first duty of a citizen is to make a
contribution fo the expenses of the whole of
the eommunity commensurate to his income,
and he cannot hope to get an equivalent
henefit in return. A man in this State with
an income of £10,000 a year is probably
paying income tax of £1,500 to £2,000 a year.
Does he get value in return for it? Of
conrse not. [t is ~aid that many people ean-
not afford to pay for hospital treatment for
themselves. their wives and children when
they fall sick, They are on the basic wace
ov their obligations are so great thai they
cannot afford it, and so we are going to
nsist on every person contributing in order
that this obligation of the whole of the com-
munity might be met.

Mr. Kenneally: You did not oppose the
principle of every person in the State hav-
ing to pay when the Bill was bhefore us.

Mr. DAVY: No: but when the Minister
said this was not a taxation measure hut
a measure for compul:orv contributions for
benefits to he received, T replied thet it was
a piece of hypoerisy in view of the fant
that eompanies were to he taxed that eonld
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not possibly derive any benefit irom it. I
would have preferred it had the Minister
said this was o straight-out taxation measure
for s special purpose, which it really is.
Why should we be afraid of it, unless we
agree that taxation measnres for special pur-
poses are wrong?

Hon, Sir James Miteheli: We all agree
with that.

Mr. DAVY: I suppose we do.

Hon. G. Tayler: It is a pity we ecannot
get along without any taxation whatever.

Mr. DAVY: If we could it would be
lovely, but we should bave to go and live
in Monaco or some place like that. I am
sorry to find myself the only member
of this House who agrees with another
place, but I do not wish to see one penny
of the money I have to contribute dissipated
in the manner that will inevitably occur if
the Minister insists on payments being
made to people entering private hospitals.
I submit that the Minister bimself last night
proved conclusively that the inelusion of
private hospitals in the scheme mmst lead
to the most ridieulous abuses which, in the
opinion of this House, eould not be cured
by any saleguards that could be prepared
ax an aftevthought by the Minister, his
oilicers in the Health Department and the
Crown Law officers eombined. I regret that
this Committee refuses to accept the posi-
tion taken up by another place.

Mr, J. H. SMITH: The Minister for
Health has sugpested no alternative to his
motion.  Some compromise showld be
offered, Lecause the eountry is crying out
for a Bill of this kind. T would rather ac-
cept the Council’s amendments than see the
Bill go by the Board. Perhaps a conference
will bring forth some good.

Mr. WKENNEALLY: The member for
West Perth is entitled to the questionable
honour of heing the only member of the
Chamber who supports the attitude adopted
by another place. It is difficult to uader-
stand his Joint of view. If the Council in-
sists npon these amendments, the sooner we
decide that it shall not be permitted to
direct the affairs of the country, the beiter
will it he for nll eoncerned. We have no
right to deny to the individual the choice
of hospilal to which he elects to go. The
hon. member says we should make this a
chavity tax.

Mr. Davy: Not at all.

Mr, KEXNEALLY: It is not a guestion
of relief to indirent persons, but a guestion
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of making provision for subsidising persons
who are oblized to go into hospital. The
attitudle of mwembers of the Couneil is a mere
subterfuze to cover up their real desire to
protect the aggregations of wealth they
represent,

Mr, Davy: How would it do that?

Mr. RENNEALLY: To protect them
from taxation. T hope the Minister’s motion
will he asreed to.

Question put and pas<ed: the amend-
ments insisted on by the Couneil further
dizaoreed fo,

Resolutions
adopted.

reported  and the report

Request for Conference.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
8. W. Munsie—Hannans) {10.57] : T move—
That o conference with the Legislative
Couneil he requested, and that the managers

for the Assembly be the Hon. J. C. Willeock,
the Hon. G. Taylor, and the mover.

MR, SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [10.55]: It
is only a waste of time to earry a motion of
this kind. The Government are wedded to
one attitude, which provides for the payment
of the subsidy {o patients entering private
hospitals, while another place is as consist-
ently oppesed to that attitnde. Last session
the Bill was practically thrown ount in
another place. Promises were given after-
wards that if the Bill was brought up again
there was every reason to believe it would
go through. We are now going through the
same sort ot thing that oceurred last session.
We are wasting time in asking for a confer-
ence with the Council. This is a case where
there ean be no compromise.

Mr. Mann: The Minister may relax his
attitude.

The Minister for Works: Let the others
relax.

MR. KENNEALLY (East Perth) [11.0]:
The motion raises the question whether we
are to have government by representatives
or government by econferences. There has
recently heen a tendency for amother place
to insist upon amendments to the last ditch
in the hope that when a conference, up to
which it always works, takes place, it will
get at least some of the amendments upon
which it has insisted. I am not favourable
to the idea of government by conference,
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towards which system we are tending, If
the fossilised representatives of bricks and
mortar in another plaec are going ‘to insist
upon governing this eountry, we onght to let
the people know that the Council is prevent-
ing others trom dving the work they are sent
here to do. I theretore oppose the motion
for a conterence,

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Ion.
N, W. Munsie—IHonnans—in reply) [11.2]:
Like the mentber tor Eust Perth (3r. Ken-
neally) I am not altogether cnamonved of
conferences between the two Houses; but I
am so anxious to seeure the Bill that I am
unwilling fo leave any loophole for its de-
feat. T will not be one to sit here without
asking for a conference and thus give an-
other plaee the opportunity to say. "if
a eonference had heen asked for, we would
have been prepared to give woy.” I want
the conference in order to see whether an-
other place will give way. Theretore I hope
the House will earry the motion.

Question put and passed.

Sitting suspended from 11.5 to 11.15 p.m.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND.
Couiteil’'s Further Message.
Message from the (‘onncil received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the As-
sembly’s reguest for a conference and had
appointed the Tlon. A, J, H. Saw, the Hon.
H. Seddon, and the ITon. W. I1. Kitson as
managers, the President’s room as the place.
and the time forthwith, for the holding of
the conference,
Nitting swspended from 11,18 p.m. 10
1L aam,
Cunference Managery Report.
The MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
8. WL Munsie—Hannans) [12.367: T have

te report that the managers have met and
have failed to come to an agreement.

ADJOURNMENT—CLOSE OF SESSION,

THE PREMIER (Hon 1. Collier--
Boulder} [1237]: T move—

That the House at its rvising adjourn untit
Thursday, *he 18th April

Question put and passed.

Honse adjonrued at 1235 am, (Friday).
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