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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—COLLIE COAL, SUPPLIES
TO POWER HOUSE.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, Has the East Perth power house
an up-to-date coal-testing plant? 2, Is the
coal from each mine supplied to the power
house tested to a=eertain its economie value?
i, If not, why not? 4, What are the sep-
arate values of coal, including calonific value,
moisture and ash from (a) Stockton; (b)
Cardiff; (e) Griflin mine, for the six months
ended 30th June, 19322 5, What was the
quantity supplied to the power station from
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each of these mines for the same period?
G, Why was the supervision of coal to the
power house taken out of the hands of the
coal inspector at Collie? 7, Sinee the super-
vision was removed, have any trucks of coal
containing foreign matter been refused at
the power house! 8, If so, has any allow-
ance been made, and how much?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, No. 2, Tt i« tested as to calorific
value, ash and moisture. 3, Answered by
No. 2. 4, Testing is done ruarterly. The
averages for February and May quarters
(1932) were:

Caloritic Values. Molsture, Ash

— Net BT.U. 56 %o
Stockton ... 7,272 e 28-85 8§23
Cardif 7833 e 2606 5-09
Gridlln 8,808 2:2.25 5-a1

3, Supplies received from Stockton and Car-
diff mines are not recorded separately from
other eoal received from the Amalgamated
C'ollieries. During the six months the Amal-
gamated Collieries supplied 45,692 tons and
the Griflin Company 6,982 tons. 6, Because
better inspection was considered possible s
the Bast Perth power house. 7, The super-
vizion has not been removed; it has merely
been transferred from Collie to East Perth
power station. 8, Answered by No. 7.

QUESTION—MIDLAND RAILWAY,
SPUR LINES.

Mr. PATRICK asked the Premier: Have
the Midland Railway Company approached
the Government for authority to eonstruet
spur lines from their railway?

The PREMIER replied: Not recently. .\
petition has heen received from residents of
the Moora and Dandaragan distriets asking
that the Midland Railway Company bhe
cranted permission to construet a railway
spur line from Moora to Dandaragan. The
petition has been submitted to the company
for consideration.  Tarliament could only
deal with the request at the instigation of
the Midland Railway Company.

QUESTION—DAIRY INDUSTRY ACT,
ADMINISTRATION.

Mr, J. H. SMITH asked the Minister for
Agrieulture: 1, Ts it the intention of the
Government rigidly to administer the Dairy
Industry Act? 2, Does he appreciate the
necessity of bringing all manufaeturers into
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line so that they shall ecomply with the Aet,
more particularly in regard to the grading
of eream and the moisture contents of bui-
ter?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
rephed: 1, Yes. 2, Yes,

PRIVATE MEMBERS’

Miss HOLMAN: On a question of
privilere, 1 wish to ask what is to
hecome of private members’ business ap-
pearing on the Notiece Paper. I have
moved the sccond reading of the Timber
Workers Bill, and that measure is No, 39
on the Notice Paper. Tt is some weeks
since the Minister for Lands promised pri-
vate members an opportunity to disenss
their RBills and motions. My Bill is im-
portant to my electors, aud to many sleeper
eutiers thronghout the State, Instead of
the Bill getting nearcr to the top of the

BUSINESS.

Notice Paper, it is being placed Jower
down. It is true thal the promise was

miven fo us that private members wonld
be given an opportunity to disecuss their
business, bhut it will be of little use ii
that opportunity is afforded us in the last
few days of the session only. We are now
in the latter half of Novaember, and Bills,
in order to pass this Chamber and the
Legislative Connecil-—there is always a pos-
sibility that they may not be agreed to—
will require more than a day or two, Even
the formal stages in this Chamber will re-
guire more than that period, and in the
cirenmstances, private members are rather
uneasy as to the fate in store for their
husiness. 1 wish to avk the Aeting Pre-
mier if he can give an assurance that ade-
fuate time will be provided private mem-
hers in order that their business may be
dealt with properly before the end of the
session, Christmas is approaching and
many men are particularly affected by the
fate of my Bill, which has been introduced
with a view to rectifving the losses from
which they are suffering. I protest strongly
against private members’ business being
placed so low down on the Notice Paper,
and against the delay that we have ex-
perienced.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: I gave
the House an assurance that members would
have an opportunity to fully discuss their
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Bills and motions, and the Premier has
agreed to that, too. Hon. members will
also remember that during the last few
wecks we have devoted practically the
whole of our time to ihe Estimates, which
is quite uwsual at this <tage. It is antiei-
pated that they will be disposed of finally
to-day. I do not know how long the Loan
Estimates will take to be dealt with, but
they will be introduced at an early date,
Much of the legislation that stands ahead
of private members’ busines on the Notice
Paper will be disposed of within the next
day or two. I again give my assurance
that Bills that require attention in both-
Iouses will be placed ahead of motions
and ample opportunity will be given to
hoth Houses to deal with them.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES—STATE TRAD-
ING CONCERXNS, 1932-33.

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—SECESSION REFERENDUM.

Introduced by the Minister for Lands
{for the Premier) and read a first time.

BILL—GOVERMENT FERRIES,

Rend a third time and passed.

BILL—PEARLING ACT AMENDMENT.

Report.
Report of Committee adopted.

Standing Orders Suspension.

On motion by the Minister for Lands,
ordered: That so much of the Standing
Ovrders he suspended as is necessary to
enable the Bill to pass through its remain-
ing stages in one sitting.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and returned to
the Council with amendments.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1932-33.
In Committee of Suppiy.

Resumed from the previous day;
Richardson in the Chair.
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Depurtment  of
(partly considered).
L. Davy).

Ttem, Arbitration Court, £1,976:

Hon., A, McCALLUM: We were discuss-
ing the position of the Arbitration Court
owing to the decisions of the Full Court of
Western Ausiralia under the Financial
Emergeney Act. The Attorney General has
{aken the siand that beeause 1t has not becn
the customn to brief counsel to appear for
courts in appeals to superior courts, that
enztom should be adhered to in regard to
the Court of Avbitration respeeting laws
passed by Parliament during recent tines.
I hold the view that the decisivng of the
Court of Avbitration as well as the court
itself, are ab-olutely unique and distinet
from those of all other courts. A new posi-
tion has been established regarding the re-
lationship between courts. Every member
of Parliament and people associated with
the working of the Arbitration Court will
agree that it was intended that the Court
of Arbitration should be stripped of all legal
technicalities, and that it should be the
court’s province to function apart from legal
resirictions and rules of all deseriptions.
The law set out that the guiding prireiple
sbould be equity and good conscience, All
the old rules, regulations and restrictions
surrounding the cstablished courts should be
set aside and shonld not enter into the at-
mosphere of Arbitration Court work., Par-
liament clothed the court with powers that
are given te no other court in the country,
praclically established a ecowrt as a system
of legislature, and gave it powers to fix
vules and regulations to govern industry. As
the Arbitration Court operates in the con-
trol of industry and affects the life of so
many members of the eommunity, no other
eoutt exereises such wide power. It is renlly
more of a legislative body than it is a court.
To compare the crusty old practice and cus-
tom of the ordinary courts with the deci-
sions of the Arbitration Court is altogether
wrong. The Arbitration Court brings inte
being a new operation of the law. The
conrt not only governs industry, but tells
an employer how he must control his works,
shop or factory. He cannet employ men or
pay wages or operaie machincs unless he
does so in acecordance with the decisions of
the court. The eourt actunally fixes the stand-
ard of living for the great majority of the

the -lttorney Generdl
{Minister, Hon. T. A,
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cilizens of the Slute. 'The deeisions affect
the liomes of the majority of the people. Ta
compare the decisions of such a ecourt with
those of another court that deals with mat-
ters of petty larceny, divorce and burglary
or to econtend that the same practice, cus-
tom or rule that has applied in dealing with
disputes between two persons should apply
o the Avbitration Court is entirely wrong.
| cannot do better than describe the aetiv-
itiecs of the Arhitration Court by the well-
known phrase applied to it by the late Judge
Higgins when he said it was a new provinee
of law and order. The court is entirely a
new province of law amd order.  The At-
torney General, in refusing to brief counsel
or make provision for the Arbitration Court
to have its reasons heard before a superior
tribunal, is acting on old customs that should
not apply to a eourt of this kind. Nou one
can uphold what has happened; I defy any-
one to justify what has oeenrred. MMillars”
Timber and Trading Company employed
baker at Yarloop. Beecause of the state of
the timber industry, they applied to the
court for relief and the court granted relief,
including a reduction of the wages of the
baker at Yarloop. The Full Court has laid
down that because one baker at Yarloop has
had his wages reduced on account of the
conditions prevailing in the timber indus-
try, every baker from Wyndham to Esper-

ance must have his wages reduced
gimilarly. I am  positive  that 1o
member  of  this  Chamber  thought

that wag to be the law when the measure
was passed. As a mafter of fact we dis-
tinetly said it was not fo he the law. The
Act states as clearly as it is possible to stata
it in the English language that every em-
plover must justify his elaim. But here we
have hundreds of employers and thousands
of employees affeected by the deeision with-
out being heard or without having the right
to be heard. Yet that decizsion is supposed
to have emanated from a court whose fune-
tions were to be hased on enuity and good

conseience.  The position that has arisen
undermines the whole foundation upon
which the Court of Arbilration has been

reared. One bricklayer working for the
Perth City Couneil on the task of putting
in manholes has his wages reduced, as the
City Couneil say they want relief in order
to pass on the henefit to the ratepayers,
and because that one man has his wages re-
duced, every hricklaver from one end of the
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country to the other is to have his wages
reduced. Equity and good conscience! 1
venture to say there is not a member of this
(‘hamber who conld justify that decision.
T do not think the Attorney General would
attempt to do so. No one will argue thag
Parliament intended such a thing. We have
laid down specifically that it shall not he
so: every member of this Chiamber agreed
that the employer should justify his eclaim
tor a reduction. When the Bill was under
consideration here, 1 cited the ease of the
contractor for the new Commonwenlth Bank
building. He secured his contraet when the
prices of timber, bricks, cement, stone, iron-
mongery and in faect all building material
were at their height. Ie Lzsed his tender on
{hose high prices, and when the prices came
down, the difference was added to the profit
allowed for in his tender.  Because one
bricklayer working for the City Council had
his wages reduced, the whole of the brick-
lavers on that job must have their wages
reduced similarly. Where is the justifica-
tion for that? It means placing more pro-
{its in the poekets of a Meclbourne contractor.
It was the clear intention of Parliament that
the employer had to jusiily his application
fur a reduetion in wnges. Because Millars'
company were able to justify their appliea-
tion for reduced wages in the timber indus-
try, every baker in the mining industry-—
and there are mining companies that employ
hakers—has had his wages reduced also,
notwithstanding that the mining industry is
booming and that gold is nearly double the
price it was when their wages were fixed.
Gold is now £7 an ounce, as against a little
vver £4 an ounce wlen the wages of {hose
men were fixed. 1 could go on indefinibely
quoting eases of this description. In spite
of the fact that Parlinment distinctly pro-
vided that every elaim for reduction in wages
had to be justified, anotlher court stepped in
and said, *Yon need not go to the Arbitra.
tion Court at all; we will apply the Aet to
you; you can bring dewn your wages; here
is vour order; cut your wages” Thal has
happened and yet the Attorner General
takes the stand that Le will refuse the Court
of Arhifration the opportunity to appear
before the Federal High Court to have thar
decision argued.  The member for Nedlundy
{Hon. X. Keenan) was briefed on the ap-
peal to the Full Court of this State, buf fhe
appeal was not argued, and the Full Court
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gave its decision. That is the kind of jus-
tice that is being meted out by our Supreme
Court, The Government refused the Arhi-
tration Court eounsel to state its ease before
the Full Court or the High Court.

The Attorney General: T do not quite
understand you. Did you get that infort
mation from the file?

Hon. A, McCALLUM : No, but I know it
is right. I have been associated with the
case right through, as the Attorney General
kunows,

The Attorney General: I dn not know
that in the case you are referring to the
Government refused eounsel to the Arbitra-
tion Court. Do yon say thai is so?

Hon. A. McCALLUM: Yes. That is on
the file.

The Attorney General: Tlere?

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: Yes.

The Attorney CGeneral: I wish yon would
show it to me. You are talking ahout an
entirely different eaze,

Hon. A. MeCALLUAT: No, I am not. I
ain dealing with the prineiple. 1 cited a
number of eases whore it applied. When
the issue was to be tested before the Full
Conrt or the TILigh Court, you refusedl
connsel to the Arbitration Conrt.

The Attorney General: Paydon me, T did
not.

Ion. .\, MeCALLUA: The hon. member
does not understand the ecase if he says
I am wrong, The issue was whether the
decision of the Arbitration Court was to
be made a eommon rnle.  That was the
point to be determined.  The Attorney
fieneral refused to brief eounsel for the
Arvbifration Court in that rase. Not only
did the Supreme Court say that the de-
cision was to be n common rule, hut lhey
Iaid it down that the Arbitration Court
had not the right to interpret its own
decisions under the Financial Emervzency
Act. There 15 more than one precedent
for the course T suggest. When we were
in office, we hriefed counsel to appear be-
fore the High Court in Melbourne in the
timber workers’ ecase. That was an ap-
peal against the deeision of the Tuli Court
of this Slate. The MHigh Court upheld the
decision of our Arbitration (ourt, and the
timber industry of the State was therely
saved from being draseel into the turmoil
of a sirike that would have invelved all
the Slates. The president of the Arbitra-
t'on Court cites an the file a namher of
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precedents where counsel has been briefed
by the Government.

The Attorney General: That is not what
I was asked to do by the Arbitration
Court. What I was asked to do on be-
half of the Arbitration Court was to in-
ttiate an appeal which did not exist.

Hon. A McCALLUM: I say that is
rlaying with words.

The Attorney Gepeal: Tt is not.

Ton, A, MeCALLUM: 1 say it is, In
the case T mentioned, we briefed counsel;
hut of course the appeal was in the name
of the union. What iz the use of trying
to side-track the issue in that wav?

The Attorney General: Don’t he offen-
sive ahout it.

Hon. A, MecCALLUM: What are you ar-
guing ahout? You are trying to make out
that I do not understand Lhe ease.

The Attorney Cencral: I am not doing
anything of the sort .

Hon. A. MeCALLUGM: You are splitting
hairs; that is what you are doing. Every-
one knows that the Arbitration Court it-
self would not he the appellant. The union
would be the appellant, hut counsel would
appear te state the case for the Avbitration
Court. That was done in the timber worit-

ers’ ¢ase. Whatever was done in that case
conld 'be done in the yresent case. Owing
to the decision of the Supreme Court,

workers of this State have been deprived
of thonsands of pounds without a hearing
at all. The Arbitration Court did not
hear their easc, yet their wages were re-
duced. In effect, the Full Court said to the
emplovers, **We do nut want to hear
¥oll; you ¢an vary your wages.'’ Parlia-
ment had said to the Arbitration Court,
““You can vary vour order,’’ but the Sup-
reme Court stepped in and said ‘‘You
eannot  vary your order.”” Parliament
also saiil to the Arbitration Cofirt, ‘‘You
ean canecel vour order.’” All that is left for
the Full Court to do now is tn say to the
Arbitration Court, **You ecannot cancel
vomr order.”’ All this has heen allowed to
happen without the .Arbitration Court he-
ing given the opportunity of appearing
hefore the tribunal which gave that de-
cision. Why should the responsibility of
defrnding o case of this deseription he
thrown upon the union? This appears to
me to he a elear case where the Govern-
ment <hould have hricfed counsel and al-
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lowed the Avbitration Court to be heard.
The Attorney General says, and the Crown
Law Depariment support him, that it is
not the practice to do these things, but
the President of the Avbitration Court
cites quite a number of eases where it has
heen done in the past. For instance, the
Commonwealth (Gtovernment recently
hriefed their Attorney General and sent
him to London to appear before the Privy
Counsel to defend the ease in eonnection
with he abolition of the New South Wales
Legislative Couneil. IF any cuestion of
political bias eounld arise, it was possible
for it to do =0 in that ease, but that did
not stop the Commonwealth Government
from taking the ¢ourse it did. Counscl
appeared in that case and argued it. It is
said now that so long as the Arbitration
Court fanctions within what is termed the
ambit. of its Jurisdiction, it ean do
as it likes; but the mement it goes oniside
that jurisdiction, then it is challenged. T
venture to say that in 99 per cent. of the
eases that are decided by the Arbitration
Court, an argnment ¢ould be hung or that
point of whether the decision is
within the ambit of {he jurisdiction of
the court. That wuould give scope for
litigaiion which would invelve all those who
have business with the Arbitration Court
in ncedless expense and endless defay in
obtaining decisions from the court. I am
conlident 14 is the desire of all those who
have business with the Arbitration Court
that that Court should be stripped of all
legal technicalities and be supreme in the
indnetrinl arena, and not be subjeet to in-
terference by other courts. I know it was
the intention of the framers of the Aet,
under instruction from the Government, to
make provision that the Arbitration Court
should be frec from interference by any
other eourt whatsoever; no appeal waz to
lie from it to any other ecourt. Now it
appenrs that there is an appeal from a de-
cision of the Avbitration Court to the
Supreme Court. Unions are not going to
the hother and expense of financing appeals
against decisions of the Supreme Court.
Those appeal= are heard in an ex parte way
withont the other side being stated at all,
and decizions are given. The whole stroe-
ture of arbitratinn is being undermined. [
am disappointed that tke Crown Law De-
partment or the Attorney General did not
sce their way clear to assisting the eourt in
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this connection, and to allow that point to
be tested. I do not want to go into the de-
tails of the decision that was given, or to
refer to the expressions that were made use
of by the bench at the time, I do not think
anyone who read those expressions comnld
come to any conélusion other than that they
were full of political hins. The talk that
emanated from the Full Court hench about
eruality of sacrifice when a bhaker at Yar-
loop, employed in the timber industry that
was down and out, and a baker employed in
the mining industry who had his wages fixe!
according to the value of gold at £7 an
ounce, were obliged to have their wages re-
duced on exactly an identical basis, was
amazing, Their reasoning was truly
astonizhing, It it stands as the law of the
country. This has cost the workers thous-
ands and thonsands of pounds. Tt is im-
possible to calenlate what it has meant to
them. Tt has eaused industrial disturbance
and the holding up of one or two industries,
fortunately not for any lengthy period.
Lawyers nsually stick fo old precedents ané
rnles and prasctices which have grown
mouldy with age. Tt is hard for them tc
get out of the old ruts and to aceunstom
themuelves fo something new that Avbitra-
tion brings into the lnw eourts. To try and
fit the Arbitration Conrt in with all the old
eustoms and rules of court procedure is en-
tirely wrong, and will ereate mueh diffienlty.
1f this is persisted in it will also lead to a
-preat  deal  of  industrial  disturbance.
Men are not gzoing to the court if
its  decisions, which vitally affect the
standard  of their living and every
meal they have in their homes, are to
be upset. They are not going to have
those decision= challenged by a superior
eoutt, withont their own side heing stated,
or the responsibility of defending their ense
resting upon them. That was never intended
and sheuld never have heen countenanced.
We krow the stand the Attornev General
has ken. There is nothing on the file to
shoe that the matter came hefore Cabinet.

The MAttorney (leneral: Of ecourse it was
dealt with by Cabinet,

Hon. A, MeCALLTM: T do not know.
One minute on the file says that the file was
forwarded to the Premier as requested, but
there is nothing to show that'it went be-
fore Cabinet.

The Attorney (ieneral: Tt was subsequent-
Iy disenssed in Cabinet.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Hon, A, McCALLUM: There is nothing
to show it

The Attorney General: That is true.

Hon, A. MeCALLUM: The bald fact is
that a situation has been prevailing in this
eountry for the last 12 months or so, that
is entirely different from what Parliament
intended. Special provision was made in
the Act, to gnard against it. Every
member of the Chamber was of opinion
that before an order for a reduction
in wages could be given, the elaim had
to be justiied. The Aect says that in
language that is as plain as it can be.

Hon P. Collier: It could not be more
clearly  expressed.

TIon. A. MeCALLUM: The Full Court
now savs that a baker employed in the
tropics ai Broome must have his wages cut
down beeause a baker at Yarloop employed
in the timber industry has to suffer a re-
duetion.  They want the case to apply to
the whole countryside. It is outrageous,
The leazt the Government could have done
wonld have been to have the case tested.
The point the Attorney General seems to
4aka is that because the Arbitration Court
itself could not appenl, it was impossible for
the action to go on. That is not the issue.
The mafter could he arranged by those who
were parties to the case, as has been done
in other instances. The Commonwealth
Glovernment were not parties to the case he-
fore ithe T’rivy Council dealing with the
Nelv Sounth Wales Legislative Council, but
the Attorney General went Home and ap-
peared hefore the Privy Council. If it was
the desire of the Western Australion Gov-
crnment to uphold what this Parliament in-
tended, and no one can deny that it was
what Parliament intended, facilities should
have been made available to enable the Ar-
bitration Court to bave its reasons stated.
[ regret that this was not done.

Alv, SLEFEMAN: T hope something
will he done to untie the hands of the
Arhitration Court. At present its hands
are completely tied. The Government
shonld find & way out so that the econrt
may he allowed to funetion in the proper
manner. Some time ago we had a Faivly
large indnstrial dispute. After a hard fight
the men were persuaded hy their leaders to
return to work. They were tald that every-
thing would he all right, that the couct
would be able to deal with their dispule, and
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that everything would be well.  After the
wen had, returned o work it was Pound
that the court was powerless to do anything.
I vefer to the oil dispute. Large and
wealthy ¢il companies took advantage of
the decision of the Avbitration Court given
in the ease of other employers who had heen
hefore it, and proved to the zatisfuction of
that tribunal that they were entiiled to some
relief, and declared that they tvo were going
to tuke n similar relief unto themnselves. No
Arbitration Court would have given the re-
lief that the oil companivs tock. The Gov-
ernment should fAnd a way out of the difli-
culty. If the Attorney General thinks that
the recent move was wrong, he should find
some other way to allow the Arbitration
Court fo funefion as it shonld Eunction.
There is no doubt from the langnage used
hy the President of the Arbitration Court
that he thinks very scrious harm has been
done to that tribunal as a vesuli of the de-
cision that has been given. T shall await
anxiously the next move of the Attorney
General and the Government to asecertain
whether they are going fo see that the Arhi-
tration Court is allowed to Funciion pro-
perly, and issue such awards as it desives
to issue. We do not want wealthy o1l com-
panies to have the right to relief that is
given to some poorer companies in the com-
nunity,

Mr. KENNEALLY: I had oceasion
to refer to this maiter hefore, when the
rorreciness of my statements was queried.
The judges of the Supreme Coudt went
out of their way to give an intimation
as to what their deeision would be if anvone
appeared before them in connection with
this particular legislation. "There was a case
before the conrt which had nothing to do
with the quesilon. The members of that
court seemed Lo be anxious to zo out of their
way to infurm the employers that if they
came along with a eertain line of argument,
the decision would be in their favour. The
pusition ereated by that aetion is a diffienlt
ene. When the measure was first hrought
hefore Parliament it was ¢laimed that, with-
out some move heing made hy the employ-
ers, those reductions conld automatically
tnke place. The present Government. the
only one in Australia represented at the
Premiers’ Conference to do such a thing.
advocated that the legizlation should he
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made to apply automalieally iu reductions
in the case of employees vutside the Govern-
ment service, The Attorney leneral fought
hard to et his own way itu that respect,
He fought for it ai the conference and was
turned down flatly. Other Governments
did not tollow him. When he returned to
the State be fought for this again, and ap-
parently got his way in Cabinet. Legisla-
tion was brought down which made pro-
vision not only for an automatic veduction
in the ease of Glovernment employees, hut an
automatie reduction in the case of employees
outside the Government service. We were
told that the Premiers’ lan represented a
means by which it was proposed {0 reduce
adjustable Government expendifure. No
atteript was made to justify the reduction
in the case of employces outside the Govern-
ment service. The Attorney General was,
however, frusteated from having his way.
This Touse agreed to amend the legislation
so as to make it neeessary for emplovers
ontgide the Government to apply to the
court if they wanted a reduction. 1n order
to he fuir to them, the House decided that
employers should be called upon to go ta
the court and prove the necessity for such
veduction being made. It is a peeuliar coin-
cidenee that that for which the Attorney
General fought at the Premiers’ Conference
has come ahout in another wav. The Full
Court went out of its way to indicate to em-
plovers that there was no necessity for them
to put up the case indicated by the legis-
lation hecause they intended to make the
common rule apply, one in all in, This is
what the Attorney General wanted in the
first place. Whatever decision is given in
the case of one individual is to be made
to apply automatically to thousands of
workers in the couniry, no matrer what the
condition of the industry in which they are
employed happens te be.  As it has panned
out, the Ablorney General seems to be hav-
ing his own way all along the line. The Full
Court has given its decision, and the Gov-
ernment are not going to take action tuo
protect the Arbitration Court. So it looks
as if the Attorney General is still having
his own way. I suggest that if the deei-
sion had been given against the Attornex
General’s ideas, the Attorney General would
not have refrained from testing the posi-
tion.

Mr. H. W, Mann: Is that fair?
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Mr. KENNEALLY: Yes, 1 think it is.
I have quoted facts to support it. Does
the hon. member think it fair that the At-
orney General should go to the Premiers’
Conference, join forees there with people
who want reductions of adjustable Govern-
ment expenditure, be defeated there and
come back here and put his idea into opera-
tion? And when Parliament alters it and it
gets to the Arbitration Court and the court
acts in necordance with legislation passed by
this House, and another court steps out of
its way to give an interpretation in favour
of the Government—is it not fair to bring
all this before the House and ask how far
we are to have decisions of the courts made
to apply fo arguments advanced by mem-
bers of the Government? )

The Aftorney General: What are you sug-
gesting? That I have got at the Full Court?
Is that the suggestion?

Mr, KENNEALLY: No, I do not think
vou have got at the Full Court.

The Attorney General: Then what are you
suggesting ?

Mr. KENNEALLY : T suggest that if the
Actorney General had known his duty to the
country and the House he would have takeu
the initial step, would have said in effect
that the Governmnenf were going to protect
the Avbitration Court: I do not think I am
sugzesling tou muoch for the head of the
Crown Law Department in that respect
Many of the employees have been reduced,

and  the unfortunate position is that
those employers who are prepared to
do the vright thing and not take

full advantage of the common rule inier-
pretation of the I[ull Cowrt are being
placed at a disadvantage. I am credibly
informed that one new firm starting in Perth
has decided {o take full advantage of the
veductions under this legislation, although
firms already cstahlished here have refused
to take such advantage. The result is that
new frms coming here to compete with es-
tublished firms are getting an advantace
over these firms, an advantage which but
for the decision of the Full Court would not
have been available. If people are going to
claim a reduction in expenditure on wages,
it is only reasonable to say to them, “If you
can support vour claim hefore an independ-
ent tribunal you may have the reduction
you desire but. if not, the existing rates
must continue.” Suppose the positions were
reversed, and the person who has only his
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labour io sell was to say he wanfed a cer-
tain price for it, a .price other thap that
which the Arbitration Court had ordered,
and suppose he took the law into his own
hands, what weuld we Gnd?

Member: He would be in gaol,

Mr, KENNEALLY: Not only that, but
many members opposite would eondemn him.
While the Arbitration Court fixes wages and
to a certain extent prices, we could under-
stand that condemnation, but when a man
with only his labour to sell takes up that
attitude, it is regarded as an entirely differ-
ent wmatter from the employer taking up
that attitude. When new firms come here
and take full advantage of the position, the
natural tendency is that good employers,
prepared to pay reasonable wagaes, have for
their own protection to take a course they
would not otherwise consider. Yet the
Government, represented by the Attorney
General, do not propose to take any action
at all. They say in cffeet that no matter
what the position of the Arbitration Court
wmay he they will not move to protect the
interests of those who have to go to that
court, but propose to transfer the opera-
tions of the Arbitration Court to the
Supreme Court. If because of the scquies-
cent attitude of the Government we subse-
quently find trouble in the industrial world,
the Government will have themselves to
blame. Tt is of bo use the Government on
the one hand preaching arbitration to the
workers, and on the ofher hand refusing
1o proteet the workers when the jurisdiction
s taken away from the Arbitration Court.
Under the deeision of the Full Court, though
we may have prosperity in one industry and
poverty in another, il the poverty-strickeu
industry applies for a reduction and gets it,
that rednction must apply also to the other
indnstry. ’

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T do
not propose to embark upon a legal discus-
sion of the whole question as to whether o-
not the Full Court was right, but certainly
its view was supported by an application o
the High Court far special leave to appeal,
which was refused.

Hon. P. Collier: Sueli an application i3
often refused without rerard to the merits
of the decision.

The ATTORNEY GEXERAY: Not usu-
ally., As a rule the merits are gone into to
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a certain extent by the High Court before it
refuzes or grants special leave. lowever, [
do not desire to cmbark upon a legal argu-
ment as to whether they were right or wrong,
but I want to tell the Committee—which i:
rather an interesting peoint in view of the
denunciation of several members opposite
of the interference by the Full Court with
the Avrbitration Court—that its first inter-
ference in this chain of cases was at the
instigation of a union. Iu the first case a
writ of prehibition was sought from the
Yull Court against the Arhitration Court by
a union. So, apparently, some of the organ-
izations in whieh mnemhers opposite are par-
ticularly interested are prepared to ask the
Full Court to interfere when it suits them.

Mr. Kenneally: That application to the
court had nothing te do with the eommon
rule interpretation.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I did not
say it had. What T want to point out is
that wlen a union thinks the Arbitration
Court 1s going outside its ambit it does noi
hesitate to go to the I'ull Court and ask its
interference.  So it would seem likely the
other parties to this argument are prepared
to do the same thing.

Mr. Kenneally: The court does not invite
the unions to go and get from it a decision
which it has arranged for them.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T do not
undersland that interjection. Both sides in
the industrial sphere have been always per-
fectly willing to invoke the aid of the Full
Court to tell the Arbitration Court when it
goes outside the ambit of its jurisdietion.
That is undeniable. Members complain that
the Arbitration Court was intended to be en-
tirely free. I think it was intended to be
entirely free within the limits of the juris-
dietion econferred upon it. But you eannot
wive o Timited jurisdietion—which every-
hody admit: was eiven tp the Arhitration
Conrt to deal with induxtrial matters-—you
cannot give a limited jurisdiction to a body
and at the xame time =ay to that body, “You
vourself will determine whether or not vou
are within that jurisdiction.” TBecause that
hody might extend that jurisdietion.

Mr. Sleeman: Has not the Arbitration
Court prefly wide powers in  induostrial
matters?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1t has im-
mensely wide powers.
Mr. Steeman: Bnt not on that ocension.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Ttspowers
are hmmensely wide, and with my approval.
But there must be some other body (o tell
it if it goes outside that sphere. That other
body may make inistakes; 1 am not going to
claim infallibility for any court, any more
than for any other body of men. As to the
request to me, which has given rise to some
argument, [ have laid the file on the Table,
and it is perfectly clear on the file that the
appeal which was sought by the Arbitration
Court was on an entirely different case. It
was a ease in which a party asked for an
interpretation of an awnrd. The Full Court
said, “1t is not veally an interpretation of
an award you ave asking for, although yon
eall it that; it is an interpretation of an
Act of Parliament.” And rightly or wrongly
the court said, “You have not the right‘ t.-n
exercise thi=  power of interpretation.”
That ts  what it said quite  clearly.
Tt is that judgment azainst which the Ar-
bitration Court desired to lodge an appeal.
The member for South Fremantle suggests
that I am quibbling when 1 draw distine-
tions hetween allowing representation of
the court on an appeal initiated by some-
one else and an appeal initinted by the
eourt itself. That may appear to be so to
the hon. member, but i do not think he
will find many lawyers to agree with him
that it is hair-splitting to say there is a
distinction between the court itself iniljat-
ing an appeal and the court being repre-
sented on an appeal heing initiated by
someone else. The hon. member suggested
that the Government should have gone to
the union and asked it to appeal and that
the Government should pay the expenses.

Hon. A, MecCallum: The file shows that
the union went to you.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: On an en-
tirely different mattey.

Ion. A. MeCallum: To conduet the ap-
peal.

The ATTORNEY GENERMAIL: Not on
this case; that is not on the fle.

Hon. A, MeCallum: Mr. Kenneally and
Mr. Barker went to you,

The ATTORNEY GFNERAL: That is
an entively different matter, T think. There
was an oceasion when a union waited on
me—and I think the member for Leeder-
ville was with that deputation—and asked
whether the Government would lodge an
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appeal on behalf of the union; but that
was another ease. When Mr. Kenneally
and Mry. Barker waited on me I made thig
note which appears on the fle—
Tnterviewed Mr, Kenncally, M.ILA,, and Mr,
Barker with regard to the result of the deci-
sion of the Full Court in the case of the
United Furniture Trades Union and Povey
Ltd, Theyr feared that the result of that
decision was that applieations to the Court of
Arbitration for interpretation wounld in future
be confined to cases of obvious ambiguity and
that the power of the Arbitration Court to
interpret awards would be limited, I ex-
pressed the view that the meaning of the
judgment delivered was not this, but promised
to interview the President of the Arbitration
Court and discuss the matter with him.

I did that and subsenuently eommunicated
the result to Mr. Barker.

Hon. A. MeCallum: Representations
were made to you on hehalf of the trades
unions, not one hut the lot.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No, not
on that matter,

Hon. A, MeCallom: Yes, dealing with
this common rule.

The ATTORNEY GENELRAL: But it
was not the case in respeect of which the
President asked the Governniant to appeal
On that occasion eertain bon. members
and union membeys waited oh me jand
asked the Covernment to appeal. I may
be wrong in my opinion, but it is not the
function of the Governmcnt to finance the
appeals of any party. What right have
"we to take sides? One party alleges one
thing and another party allegas another,
and the judicial body should decide; but
to my mind it is not proper for the Gov-
ernment to finance an sppeal by one party
against another. I do not wish to pursue
the matter any further; I indicated what
appeared to me, as a lawyer and a mem-
ber of the Government, the proper course
to pursue.

Vote put and passed.

Resolutions reported.

BILLS (2)—RETURNED.

1, Financial Emergency Tax Assessment.

With an amendment,

2, Financial Emergency Tas.
Without amendment.
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BILL—TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Diebate resnmed from the previous day.

HON. J. C, WILLCOCK (Geraldton)
[5.53]: This is one of the continuance Bills
that we are being asked to deal with during
the =ession und it is litfle different from the
athers, The ohject of it 15 to keep in force
Section 10A of the Act passed in 1930, deal-
ing with licenses of vehicles whieh other-
wise would be prohihited from using certain
roads that have been declared main roads.
It is rather an impertant principle because
it imposes extra fees on people whose busi-
ness is that of corriers, and who to sowe
extent are in opposifion to the railways of
the State. The clause makes it a Jittle more
expensive than it otherwise would be for
owners of motor vehicles to engage in trans-
port. 1t is right that those people should
pay a considerably higher fee than do those
who use the highways only occasionally, The
business of motor transport seems to have
been considered from the point of view of
its effect on the husiness of the Railway De-
partment, but I cannot understand why the
operation of the clause should have been
limited to two years after the passinz of
tue Act. I am aware that that amendment
was made in another place, but the reasoxn
for it I do not know. Everyone will agree
that transport by motors generally is in 2
state of flux and that there will be a con-
siderable alteration in the law affecting that
transport within the next two or tbree years.
The Prime DMinister considered the matter
of such ountstanding importance that he in-
vited the Premiers of the various States
to confer with the officers in control of
transport with a view to adopting uniform
legislation. I do not know that the Minister
would not be justified, instead of continu-
ing the operation of the seetion for 12
months, in wiping out the first two lines,
which set ont that the Act shall operate un-
{il the 31st December, 1932, [ do not know
why {be Council limited the operation of
that part of the Act to two years because
it is undoubtedly necessary to impose the
additional licenze fees on the heavier
vehieles that earry goeds, and it is logical
also that a clause of this deseription should
be in existence. Neither is there any reason
why we should come down with continuing
legislation vear after year. There are some
Acts that have been in force since 1915 and
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have been renewed each vear. 1 suppose
that kind of thing involves a eertain amount
of expense, though it may not be very much,
but we should try to get away Erom that
principle except it be in the case of emer-
geney legislation. The Bill we are discuss-
ing now cannot be classed as emergeney
legislation. No one can expeet the taxpayers
to construet main roads and allow the peo-
ple to use them for business purpo-es with-
out paying some additional fee. This legis-
lation deals with people who transport
goods to and from any part of the State
for any person who likes to offer those
goods. Cunsequently it is merely equity and
justice to the taxpayers that additional fees
should be charged those carriers. From the
point of ennity the diffieulty coull be got
over by the institution of a petrol tax, and
then those who use the roads more exten-
sively would have to pay for the privilege,
and it is a privilege to use the public reads
of the State which have been constrncted
by the taxpayers generally. It is neeessary
also from the railway standpoint that Sec-
tion 10A of the Aet of 1930 be eontinued
hecause we have £24,000,000 tied up in the
railway svaiem and when we have unfair
competition, unless it is restricted fo some
extent, it should be made to pay. Othet-
wige the railwavs will show a considerably
greater defieit than is being shown at the
present time, a deficit that will have to be
met by the people of the State generally
by way of taxation. 1 reeogni-e that the
Bill is necessary, but the inferests of those
concerned would be hetter conserved it the
two lines to which 1 have referved, which
gave the Aet fwo years to run, were de-
leted altozether. 1 have no objection to
the re-enactment of the legislation in the
cirtumsianees, seeing that it was limited in
its application to the 31st Deecemher of thiz
year. The Bill should be passed in the in-
lerests of the State and of the taxpayers
generally.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [6.1}]: 1 am
sorry that the provisions of Section 10A
are not operalive during the currency of the
Act itself. 1t would be hetter if the words
“until the 31st December, 1932, subject as
hereinafter provided” were struck out.

Hon. J. C. Willeock: But the Legislative
Council deliberately inserted those words.

Mr. SAMESON: It is a pity, because if
Yarliament desired to amend the Aet, we
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vould deal with the matter on its merits
without the necessity for those words. If
trucks are pernitted to aperate over the
roads, subjeet to the payment of certain
fees as set out in Part II. of the Fifth
Schedule, then there should be some security
regarding the time they were permitted to
continue running. T know at least one per-
son, whe already has one or two tmceks, who
is anxious to purchase another to extend
his transport activities, As Parliament has
conceded the right to motor traffic to pro-
ceed over the roads under the conditions
specified in the Act, those conditions should
rontinue indefinitely, and should not be sub-
jeet to re-enactment from year to year. IH
is fuestionable whether it is in the interests
of the State to introduce legislation annu-
ally to eontinue the operations of the Act.
If the neee~zity [or that eonrse ware avoided,
owners of f{rueks would know that t{heir
rights would not be interfered with.

ITon. J. C. Willcock: Legislation could be
introduced to interfere with thosze righis at
any fime.

Mr. SAMPSON: That is so, but under
existing conditions, with Bills introduced
annually to continue the operations of the
Act, there is always the fear that the privi-
legres acrorded to the owners of motor trueks
will come to an end.

Hon. J. €. Willeock: T the Bills were
not introduced annually, the owners of
trucks could still eperate, but they would
have to pay the extrn fee.

Mr. SAMPSON: That is quite right.

Hon. J. C. Willeoek: That shows that you
did not know what the effect of the legis-
infion was, whon von started speaking,

My, SAMPSON: T the member for Ger-
aldion (Hon, J. €. Willecock} had spoken a
little louder, T would have hesrd what he
had {0 =ay. In view of present conditions,
it is ohvious that railway freights must be
too high: olherwize it wounld be imposzible
for motor trucks te compete successfully
with the railwavs. For some time we have
had the spectacle of beer being carted hy
motor track from Ralenorlie to T.eonora
and Laverton. and from Merredin to Perth,
while building matorial is earted from Perth
to Wiluna in the same way. Tt iz elaimed
that this freizht can be earted at less eost
hy motor truck than if haunled by rail. The
charges levied upon the owners of motor
lrurks are exceedingly high, despite whieh
trueks ean compete suceessfully with the
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raitways. The motor traflic is inereasing,
and I do not think the problem has been
tackled by the Government in the proper
way. The correct method of dealing with
the competition is to review railway freights.
It that were done, surely it would not cost
the railways mnch more to run with reason-
ahle loads than it does to-day when trucks
and coaches are not loaded to anxthing like
capacity. It is 2 simple matter that can
be dealt with in a simple manner. It is
certnin that unless the railways geb back
much of the traffie they have lost, there will
he no possibility of balancing the railway
hudget.

Mr, Withers: Freights on wool were de-
creased 25 per cent.,, and yet that hanlage is
stitl lost to the railways,

My, SAMPSON: That suggests that the
freights are still too high. Motor trucks
still seeure a large proportion of that hanl-
aze, and they could not continuve those oper-
ations unless the work were payable. I am
told that the owners of motfor trucks en-
gaged in that business are doing very well.

Mr. Marshall: T will tell you one thing
vou have never seen the trueks doing, and
that is earting super or wheat or other
goods on  which low freight charges ave
levied.

Mr, SAMPSON: That is so, but that is
not the point. T want the railways to pay
their way. On the other hand, if owners
of motor trucks are permitted to com-
pete, they should have some security re-
garding the period during which they will
be allowed to operate. If that is not
accorded them, it is qoite possible
that men will purehase trucks, only to be
confronled by vuin through finding out
Jater on that they are not allowed to con-
tinue in the trade. A few years ago, hun-
dreds of tons of gravel and ironstene
lumps were hauled from Cilen Forrest and
Mahogany Creek by the railways. To-day
that traffic is lost to the railways and is in
the hands of the owners of motor trucks.
Why should that be, seeing that the most
econnmical method of hauling such
material is by rail? T am told that the
charge formerly levied of 3s. 10d. per tan
was s0 high that the frucks are now able
to compete with the railways and eapture
the business. This is a serious matter, and
T suggest that it should receive morve con-
sideration at the hands of those respons-
ible. We should be prepaved to allow the
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trucks, il they are to opevate, to ¢ontinue
the privileges at present extended to them
indefinitely until the Aet itself is amended.
Tt should not be necessary to deal with
thiz re-enacting legislation each year.

Mr. SPEAKER: Before the debate is
eontinned, T would remind hon. members
that the objeet of the Bill is to extend the
cncrations of the Act for one year, and to
alter the word “two” to “three.” We are not
dealing with the major prineiple involved
in the gquestion of railways versus mator
trurks. I desire to give members every op-
portunity to place their views before the
Yicrse. T azk them not to deal with the
hroad prineiple, but to eonfine their remarks
to the subject of the Bill.

MR. BROWN (Pingelly) [6.11}: Tt was
my intention to speak along the lines that
you, Mr, Speaker, have now intimated will
not be in order. T was surprised to notice
last Saturday half a dozen trucks pro-
ceeding to Perth laden with wool.

Hon. P'. Collier: That wool should not
come down that way.

AMvr. BROWN: The tronhle is that wool
buyers go to the country districts and buy
the wool on the farm. They place the
wool on trucks and convey it straight from
the farm to Perth.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt could come down by
rail.

Mr. BROWN: Yes, some, but the greater
proportion that is purchased on farms is
placed on trueks immediately, and conveyed
to Perth direct.

Hon. P. Collier: It should not be.

Alr. BROWN: That is what happens.

Alr, SPEAKER: Order! I remind the
hon. member that he cannot debate suech
matters under the Bill.

My, BROWN: T understand that, Mr.
Speaker, I was trespassing, as other
wenthers have done. This is a matter that
the {tovernment shonld take into consid-
eration.

1lon. . Coltier: Ts much wool coming
down by road?

My. BROWN: The wool is being bronght
down by motor trucks in competition with
the railways,

Hon. P. Collier: But not much of it.

AMr. BROWN: Not so much as formerly.

Tion. A. MeCallum: From what distriets
is wool eoming down by trueck?
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Mr. BROWN: The Fill provides tor the
re-enanctinent of the legislation for another
12 months, and I do not think it shonld
be necessary for sueh Bills to be brought
down every wvear. Peoule who are making
their living by conveying goods by molor
trock, should be able to econtinue with
some degree of confidence regarding ihe
future.

Mr. Panton: The wool buyers themselves
are their principal trouble.

AMr. BROWN: 1 do not know fthat that
js s0; that is not my impression. It is
not their own fault that they ane not
making use of the railways to a greater
extent.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [7.20]:
T support the Bill, but ¥ regret that the
Government have not seen fit to amend Sec-
tion 10A of the Act in the direction of in.
creasing the fees charged to motor buses.
1 disagree with the suggzestion that a petrol
tax would be more equitable to adjust the
taxation on buses as against the present
power-weizht system.

The Minister for Lands: We cannot do it,
can we?

Mr. MARSHALL: I am not suggesting
that you should.

The Minister for TLands:
lenged, you know.

Mr. MARSHALL: T thought the sugges-
tion was put forward at the Premiers’ Con-
ference.

The Minister for Works: That is so.

Ar. MARSHALL: A fax on petrol in
lieu of the existing system would not be
fair and equitable io the people who ave
running motor vehicles on roads far removed
from the citv. The vehicles running in and
around the city would get more miles per
gallon of petrol than would a vehiele on an
jnland run over roads thai arve not surfaced
and bave not a satin face. Tn the event of
a change of that kind being made, a point io
be considered would be the loss on the trans-
portation of petrol to the remote centres,
as against the howser system in use in the
city, Some members argue that motor
transport is able to compete against the
railways because if carries goods at 2
cheaper rate. Motors cannot de anythingz
of the kind. They can carry only small

It was chal-
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quantities of certain kinds of merchandise
at a cheaper rate. Thev pick the eyes out
of the troflic and take only small loads to
places connected with the eity by good roads
provided at the taxpavers’ expense. That is
unfair competition with the railways. The
existing systemn of taxing buses is not fair.
Taxpayers have provided Inrge sums of
money to build wonderfully gond roads in
the south-west portion of the State, bub
similar amounts have not heen expended on
roads in diztant parts of ihe State. Yef
motor vehicles there have to pay the samu
fees as do those for whirh expensive roads
have been provided. The road on the south
stde of the river to Fremantle cost, I under-
stand. £17,000 to £18,000 per mile.

The Minister for Works: There are no
pres-ribed routes in the etropolitan area.

My, MANSHALL: Out towards Arma-
dale there are macadamised or tar-dressed
roads. The actual route does not concern
me; T am comparing the prescribed routes
with the roads in the north-west part of the
State. Nothing like the same amount of
money has been spent on roads in the North-
West, and yet vehicles there are taxed
equally with velieles that have the best of
reads to run on. The Minister must agres
that that is not fair. If we provide faeili-
ties for the community, the community
should pay in proportion to the service ren-
dered them, The existing Act does not mect
that need. Fair sums of money haye bren
expended on roads in the North-West, but
to run motors on them is not as economienl
as to run on roads in the south-west parg
of the State. Consequently there should be
some differentiation in the scale of taxation.
Certain bus roules in the city serve districls
that are not catered for by trams or rail-
ways. When private enterprise renders a
service and the Government, due to apathy
or to lack of funds, fail to provide trans-
port, taxation should not be levied on pri-
vate enterprise to the same extent as it is
levied on people who are competing witn
the railways and iramways for traffic. I
regret that taxation is not being inereaser
on those who are in direct competition with
the railways and tramways; I regret that
consideration is not heing extended to those
whe are not direetly eompeting with Stale
serviees; T regret that cognisance is net
faken of the difference in running costs on
roads in various paris of the State. Altera-
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tions along those lines would make the tax
move eguitable. Good roads have been pro-
vided and bhave to he maintained by the tax-
payers, and the people who use them should
be required to assist materially in paying
for them. But for the huge sums of money
spent on road construction and improve.
ment, there would not be much competition
with the railways and tramways.,  Which-
cver party may be in power next year [
hope a Bill will be introduced to ensure a
more equitable system of taxation of motor
vehieles,

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Tion.
J. Lindsay—2it.  Marshall—in  veply)
[7.47]): The reason why the Act is heing
extended for one vear is that T hope an-
other measure will be prepared meanwhile.
The Act has been discussed on many ocea-
sions and a lot of amendments have been
prepared.  The Premiers’ Conference has
discussed the question on several oecasions.
The Premier of South Australia has sub-
mitted an alternative to the Premiers’ Con-
ference to reduce the taxation on motor
vehicles anid charge an extra 2. per gal-
lon on petroi.

Mr. Marshall: You know that would not
he fair In this State.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
agree with the proposal. Bus rontes do not
come under Section 10A; nor is there any
presevibed  route within the metropolitan
area. Only onfside the metropolitan area
does the heavy traffic fee apply. The Traf-
fie Act has been the most unpopular mes-
saro I have had to administer. T have vivid
recollections of having heen told when 1
introduced the measure that T was going
to drive all ihe motorists off the road. After
the Aet has heen in operation for three
vears, T am told that the fees ave not high
enongh. During the first 12 months the Act
was in operation, it caused 2 good deal of
dissatisfaction throughout the State, and |
seem (o have suffered the full effect of it.
T am continnally reeeiving letters from the
Whentgrowers’ Unjon and the Primary Pro-
ducers’ Association, and whenever 1 have adl-
dressed meetings in the country, T have had
to defend the Aect. Althoush there is still
sote o position to it, people seem to have
hecome acenstomed to the Act: at least the
opposttion has died down. [ agree that the
motor trnck is merely picking the eves out
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of the traffiec.  Notwithstanding the fees
charged, I am satistied that the amount
derived fram that source does not cover tha
damage being done te the roads. In the
two years we have reccived something over
£83,000, and that has not been sulticient to
cover the damage. We find Lrucks coming
from Wiluna earrving goods all that dis-
tunce.  They travel night and day und on
Sundavs; in fact they scem to iravel the
2t hours through. T believe they cury a
relief driver and that that iz one veason for
their success,

Mr. Marshall: The only renson.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is o
g and serious problem, and it is hard fo
decide what is fair. T know the point of
view of the Commi=sioner of Railways. He
wants to prohibit everything, but T do not
think that is right. e wants to take con-
trol and so does the Minister for Railways.
T do not think that is rvight. I said previ-
cusly that 1 thought the South Australian
Act was the best, because an independent
board not conuected with railways or tram-
ways or any form of transport had been
uppointed to deal with the problem. T be-
lieve we shall have to adopt that courss.
I would have liked to introduce legislation
this session. but suflicient time is not avail-
able. T am satistied that we shall have to
go further than we have gone in order to
compel the people using the rvads for long
distanee transport to pay more for the dam-
age they are doing and afford some kind
of protection to the railways. If we give
such protection to the railways, the railways
in turn will have to do something to pro-
teet themselves. As T have mentioned pre-
viously, T have received scores of letters
from the Wheatgrowers’ Union and the
Primary Producers’ Association eondemning
the Aet. I have here a letter which was
handedl to be only a few days ago. It is
from the general secretary of the Wheat-
growers’ Union to the Minister for Railways,
and reads as follows—

T have been instructed by the Gnowangerup
branch of my union to forward the following
resolution to veu:—*‘That the Alinister for
Railways be asked te approach the Minister
for Works with a view to imposing further
restrictions ou the people engaged in carrying
produce and merchandise in opposition to the
railways; that the Commissioner be urged to
reduce freight charges generally, including
parcels and machine parts.”” I trust that you

will give thiz matter vour carnest considera-
tion.
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As I have said, something will have to he
done to deal with the problem of motor
transport.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a sccond time.

In Committee.

Bill passed through Commitlee withuut
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILL—TENANTS, PURCHASERS, AND
MORTGAGORS' RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1).

Second Reuding.
Debate resumed from the previeus day.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [7.48]: 1
protest against the Minister bringing a
Bill down in this form, which simply means
that we can only alter it in so fav as the
date is concerned. We cannot amend or
improve the Bill; we have simply to take
it or leave it. That eertainly puts one in
a very awkward position, as it must be
admitted thal there is a certain amount of
good in the Bill. Members therefore e¢an-
not vote against it, but T think a number
of them desire that it should b¢ amended,
Personally, T do not think the Bill grants
as mneh relief as it should. In one or two
cases I think the Commissioner has said
that he regretted he could not grant fur-
ther relief. The position is that those
who are unfortunate enough not to be
able to pay their venf are pushed out by
the Iandlord. They make application to
the court for relief. (enerally—there are
exceptions of course—a tenant convineces
the Commissioner that he is entitled to
some relief. Usnally he gets about six
weeks. At the end of that time. if he
finds he is still unable to pay the rent, he
makes a further application and is then
eranted another three or four weeks. At
the expiration of that time, if he makes
further applieation, he i usually told that
nothing further can be done for him, that
the landlord’s interests have also to be
considered. Then the unfortunate temant
has to do the hest he can. I contend that,
provided a tenant can show in these {imes
of depression through which we are pas-
sing that he is likely to suffer more than
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the landlord by Dbeing put out inte the
cold world, the Commissioner should have
power to grant him more relief than he
ean get af present. I do not infer that all
landlords are bad. I know quite a number
are treating their tenants very well, I also
know that there are some landlords as
hadly off as their tenants. There are some
landlords T know who have had to apply
for relief themselves, owing to the faet
that the little money thev have been able
to save has heen invested in one, two or
three houses, from which they are not de-
riving any income. At the same time, that
iz not the general rule: it is the exeeption.
The Commissioner should he granted move
power so that he can wse his own discre-
tion. His hands should not he tied as
they are by the present Aci. No member
will contend that a man working for sus-
tenance ean afford to pay rent. If these
people are npt able te payv rent and the
(Government eannot do more for them than
they ave doing at present, they certainly
should not be evicted from their homes.
There is another elazs of people working
for sustenance. They are sent into the
couniry and therefore have to keep two
homes, T claim that those unfortunate
people are just as badly off as the people
working here for their sustenanece. How
ean it he cxpected of them to pay any
rent? TE the Government eannot sec their
way ¢lear to alter this measure, they must
do more m the way of providing housing
ageommodation for these °pe0ple. I iake
this opportunity of thanking the Govern-
ment for what they have donc in the way
of providing small homes for the unem-
pleved, but not enough has heen done in
that diveetion, I think only 20 small
homes have been provided, but they are a
codsend to the ones who have been fortu-
nate cnough to get them. At present one
of the grievances against this Act is that
people are heing compelled to contract
outside it. T know of cases where people
have been in employment and have con-
sidered themselves veasonably =afe: hat
when looking for a house were compelled
when going into possession, to coniract
outzide the Aect. Unfertunatelv, without
veryv mueh warning, they have then heen
thrown out of emplovment, and very
auickly found thev e>uld not pay their
rent. T have been in conrt when sueh peo.
ple have made an apnlication for relief
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nnder the Act. The landlords have come
along and produced the document by
which these tenants contracted outside the
Act, and the magistrate told them he counld
not do anything for them. He told them
that by their own act they had prevented
him from affording them any relief. The
Government should have brought the Bill
down in o different form, so that provision
could be made to prevent contracting out-
side the Act. Is it too late for the Min-
jster to do something In that divee-
tion? Evidently we cannot amend this Bill
as it stands. I hope some other means
will be found whereby the desired
ohjeet can be achieved. because there are
hundreds of people in fhe State who for
some gonsidernble time will be hard put to
it to pay rent at all. We do not want people
to be thrown out of their homes. Even from
a health point of view, I believe the posi-
tion is bad at the present time, becanse five
or six families are herded together in one
house of not very great dimensions. These
people, however, must have a roof over their
heads so as to keep out of the weather. T
do hope the Minister will see, before this
segsion finishes, that something is dene to
safeguard the intevests, of these unfortunate

people.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [7.55):
This is one of those measnres which, when it
was introduced, was stated by the Attorney
General to be an experimental measure.

The Attorney General: T did not even in-
troduoee it.

Mr, MARSITALL: 1 thought it was the
Attorney @General. It may have been one
of the other Ministers; but that remark was
made by the Minister who introduced the
measure. We complained then that the
Commissioner’s jurisdiction would be lim-
ited, and we were told that it was an experi-
mental measare and that it was thought it
would give the desired relief. I do not say
it was the Attorney General who snid that,
although he is eharged with many things he
does not do. TDuring the time the Aect has
been in operation we have heen able to find
quite a number of amomalies which have
heen pointed out by the member for East
Perth and also by the member for Fre-
mantle. T need not repeat them, as they
are well known. I rose merely to appeal to
thoze on the Governmeni benehes to remem-
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ber that this Bill applies principally to mar-
ried people with families. The single man
can, during the summer months, perhaps
sleep on the Esplanade or on the beach, but
that iz not possible in the case of a married
man with a wife and family. They are, as
I have said, the people principally affected
by this partieular measure. Of course, a
single man may be keeping his mother and
perhaps his brothers and sisters, but in the
main the Act applies peculiarly o married
people. We find they are heing evicted
fron their homes due to poverty over which
they have no conirol. No one is poor by
choice. It is very hard for members to
stand by nnd see (hese people put out of
their homes. Tt is partienlarly hard when
they have no other home to go to. On
more than one occasion 1 have given in-
stances to the Government where people who
have gone in search of homes have not been
able to pay the rent demanded by the land-
ford. They have found it difficult to get
possession. They must get someone of re-
pute to recommend them and to say that
they are well known and satisfactory people.

Mr. Sleeman: That does not meaun a re-
tluetion in the rental.

Mr, MARSHHALL: I wish to show how
striet landlords are, and how impossible it
is for an evieted family to get possession
of another home. If the Government cannot
amend the Aet, the obligation is cast upen
them immediately to provide some protection
for the women and children, Landlords
shonld not be allowed to compel prospective
tenants to contraet themselves outside the
Act.  Therc should be no delay in respeet
to this matter.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. A. I. Davy—West Perth—in reply)
[8.3]: It is a normal thing when legisla-
tion is enaeted to cover an emergency period
for it to he merely eontinued. I under-
gtand that in the House of Commons Acts
that are re-enacted for a period are all put
together 1 one confinuation Bill.

Mr, Sleeman: That deoes not make it
rieht.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tt is a

regsonable precedent to follow. Ever sinece
I have heen in the House hoth sides have
re-enacted mensures without any opportun-
ity Leing given o members to amend the

prineipal Aet,
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Hon. W. D. Johnson: The Indusiries As-
gistance Act has been continued for about
25 vears.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes, and
each year it has heen brought down in a
form which has rendered it impossibie to
amend the principal Act.

Mv. Panton: But any number of speeches
are made every time in order to show the
fallacies of it.

The ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: Members
have tried to show the fullacies of this par.
ticular Act during the present debaire.

Mr. Sleemnan: There bas never heen much
agitation te liberalise the Tndustries Assbst-
ance Act.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It it is
right to bring down the Continuation Bilt
in the case of one Act, it s right to do so
in the eage of another. It is always open
to members to bring down a sepurare Bill
to amend the principal Act. )

Mr. Marshall: Where would it land us
if we did bring one down?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It would
land the hon. member in the =ame place
as if a similar Bill was brought down by
any other member on this side of the House.
The House itself wonld determine whether
it should be passed or not.

Mr. Panton: Wonld the whip erack to the
same tune?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T do not
know that there is much ecall tor whip
cracking.  There has been one good eriti-
cistn of the details of the Aet, and that was
advanced by the member for East Perth
(Mr. Kennealiv). He referred to the ease
of the wife who owned the house, of the
hushand heing out of employment, and of
relief being refused to the wife hecause she
was not out of empioymeni. If the hon.
menther will hring down an amendment
along those lines [ will support it.

Mr. Marshall: Do not commit yourself.
It may yet come along,

Mr. Sleeman: And suppose the amending
Bill incliudes a provision o prevent con-
tracting outside the Aet?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Provided
that that point is dealt with in the Bill as
2 separate clanse from the point I have
already approved of, I will support the
second reading, hut will vote in favour of
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the deletion of any part of the Bill dealing
with contracting outzide the Act. If members
were to prohibit contracting outside the Aect,
no one wonld he able to get into a house. The
measure was hrought down in the first -
stanee to proteet people who were already
in houses, and upon whom the dizaster of
unemployment had descended. We have now
got hevond thai stage. No landiord would
admit a new lenant if lie knew that such
tenant ecould at once apply to the court for
velief from payment of rent. [Tt would bhe
a had thing to prevent contracting oul of
this Act.  Membersz oppozite have paid a
tribute to the deceney of landiords generally
through this crizis, I have heard them ex-
press  themselves  in private even more
strongly in favour of the decency of land-
lords than they have done in the House, It
i« remarkable the way landlords have treated
their tenants in these time<. | am talking
of the masses and not of individnals. Of
course there are =elfish landlords in the eom-
munity. There is no doubt that both land-
lords and tenmts have played the game re-
markably well with each other. We ghould
not have got through the last two or three
winters had it net been for the Christian
spirit shown by the one towards the other.
Had we made the measure more violent as

some tenants would have liked, or
mwore  conservative  as  some  Jandlords.
would have liked, I do not Dhelieve
we would have got through the Ilast

two or three vears with the swne success
as we have done. I am blamed lor bringing
down the original measure. I did not do so,
although | approved of it. 1| think it was
introduced by the Minister for Railways.
I daresay it has proved unpopular both
with landlords and tenznts. We have prob-
ahly been unpopular with hoth sides in
almost every piece of ewnrcrgency legisla-
tion we have brought dewn. The land-
lord did not want us te ro so far, and the
tenant wanted us to go further; the mort-
gagees said we were ill-treating them, and
the mortgagors said we were not giving
them enough. I sugge-t that the fact that
we have met with disapprobation from
hoth sides is proof that we have struck a
bappy medium. We have steered along
the line between the rizhts and wrongs of
hoth sides. Tf it shsuld happen that T
vacate my seat at the next elections it
will probably be becauce I have displeased
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the landlord and the tenant, and the mort-
gagee and mortgagor. I shall not mind,
because we have attempted to do the right
thing, and to sicer that middle course
which could not give all that was desired
by either side. At the same time we prob-
ably did something approximating justice
between the two.

Question put and passed,

Bill read a second ‘ime.

In Committee.

Mr. Panton in the Chair; the Attorney
Coeneral in charge of the Bill

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section 29:

Mr. SLEEMAN: I hope the Committee
will see fit to alter the date mentioned in
this elanse, Six months is quite long
enough for this Aet to continue. By July
next there should be a party in power that
is prepared to do more for the tenants
than the Attorney Geweral seems willing
to do. We might also alter the month,
making it next July instead of next De-
cember,

The Minister for Lands: That would be
a dangerous thing to do.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Parliament will, ‘be
meeting next July, and the right type of
measure can then be Lrought down.
Attorney General was incorreet when he
said that if the method of contracting out-
side the Act was abolished, people would
not get into any house. He knows that
already people are prevented from getting
inte homes. Only those who are working
are allowed te rent houses, and the land-
lord will not take any risk with them
either. Some landlords are giving people
a good spin, but others are not doing so.
It would not do any harm to limit the
operations of the Aet until July, Tenants
should not be allowed to go through next
winter under conditians similar to those
they went through last winter,

Clause put and paseed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported withoat amendnient and
the report adopted.

The
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BILL-MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. T.
A. L. Davy—West Perth) [817] in mov-
ing the second reading said: The object
of this measure is to relieve a trustee from
personal lability for rates. At present
if a wman becomes a trnstee, either in
bankruptey or otherwize, he beecomes per-
sonally liable ont of his own pocket for
rates acerued and to aeerue on  lands
vested in him as such trustee.

The Minister for Tands: Does not the
same position arise in road boards?

The ATTORYEY GENERAL: It does,
amd in the Road Distriets Act Amendment
Bill there is a eclause similar to this,
dealing with the subject 1 do not think
T need press the argument farther. It is
quite obvious that it is not right that a
trustee should hecome liable out of his
own pocket for rates on land vested in
him: it is suffcient that he should have a
liability in respeet of Lhe property vested
in him as trustee. I move--

That the Bill be now read a sceomdl time,

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

BILL—COLLIE RECREATION AND
PARK LANDS ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
C. G. Latham—York) [8.20] in moving the
sceond reading said: Last vear T introduced
a Bill which has since become an Act, to
vest in a hoard eertnin lands at Collie for
the purpose of reereation. The land is in
the road hoard district, but is used prinei-
pally by the residents of the manicipality.
The hoard has found difficulty in raising
money for the improvement of the land, es-
pecially sinee the henefit has heen hestowed
chicfly on the residents of the municipality,
The Act has been in operalion for a vear
and, as s the ense with most road bhoards,
this hoard has found itself in financial diffi-
calties. The Till proposes to give to the
local municipal eouneil authority to make
cither loans or grants to Lhis board, such
loans or grants to be snbject to the ap-
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proval of the Minister and the Governor-in-
Council. There is no chance of the Treasury
finding any money for them, aud the board
I refer to has no possibility of borrowing
the moneyx itzelf. So it is thought the locai
authorities might make available the neces-
=AY monegy.

Hon, W. . Johnson: How do they pro-
pose to borrow it: by a special rate?

The MINISTER FNR LANDS: No, they
have their revenue, and they nay either
make a grant to the board or lend the money.
Already a gift of a small sum has been
donated by an individual down there. H
move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

On wmotion by Hon. P,

afljourned,

Collier, debate

BILL—BRANDS ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
{Hon. P. D. Ferguson — Irwin-Moore)
[8.22] in moving the secord veading said:
The object of the Bill is to modernise the
existing Act so as to remove many loopholes
for frand.  Since the Aet was passed in
1904 there have been very considerable in-
creases i the number of stock in Western
Australia and, unfortunately, quite a lot of
stealing, particularly of sheep, in the south-
ern areas, It is with the object of getting
over this and other difficulties that the Bill
is brought down. Not only the stock-breed-
ers, hut the Pastoralists’ Association, the
Royal Agricultural Society and other kind-
red bodies have on various oecasions asked
the Government to have most of the amend-
ments in the Bill placed on the statute-hook.
One amendment provides that the fire
tirands used for cattle and hnorses at pre-
sent. in s0 far as they apply to stud stock,
shall not necessarily he imprinted on the ani-
mal, but that a tattoo earmuark shall
be allowed in len. The
provides that the fire hrond shall be
imprinted on all animals, and baturally
breeders of stud stock, particularly stock ex-

hibited at agricultural shows, object to
their animals being disfizured by uosightly
brands. It has been found that the

tattoo
Just a< satisfactory,

1]

marking of the animal's ear is
and the hbreed soci-

existing Aet’
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cties of the various animals in Australia are
putting their marks on the ears of the ani-
mals. It is felt that if that mark be recog-
nised as a brand no hardship will follow.
This will apply only to stock that are elig-
ihle for registration in the various stud
books of the societies concerned. There is
also in the Bill a provision for the branding
of sheep by the use of the numerals 1 to 90
in addition to the registered earmark. Mem-
bers interested in the breeding of stud sheep
will know the difficnlty that has arisen untler
the existing lerislation, which prevents the
marking of different families or grades of
stock in order that the breeder may readily
distinguish one from another. It often
happens that a hreeder of stud sheep wants
to put a distinetive brand on certain ewes
that have been mated with cerfain rams, bui
under the existing legislation he is not
allowed to supply such a mark. Tt is pro-
posed in the Bill that a breeder or farmer
shall be allowed to hrand the numerals 1 to
% on his sheep.

Mr. Coverley: That will apply only to
stud stock.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No, it is so provided in the Bilf, bui notice
has been given of an amendment making ii
apply to all sheep, if breeders of she.p
other than stud sheep desive to use it. On
a pumber of oceasions upplieativns have
been received by the registrar of hrands at
the Department of Agrieulture for permis-
sion to register marks for swine and goats,
for whith no provision is made in the exist-
ing Act. While it is not proposed thet any
compulsion sha!l be used in the branding of
goats and swine, it is felt that if any hreeder
of those animals wishes to place & mark on
them, it should be only a registered hrand.
Tt is propozed thot it any brand or mark
be registered for swine or goats it shall be
in the same position as that used for sheej.
The parent Act provides that sheep shall
be bhranded with tar or pitch, but it has
been found thut those materials nve dele-
terious to the wool. Every up-to-date sheep
breeder iz nsing hranding oil of a type that
comes ount in the scour, and go no damage
is done to the wool. Tt is proposed io clim-
inate the word “piteh” and insert “hranding
oit” instead. The provisions of the parent
Act with regard to the size of brands and
earmarks have heen more accurately defined,
limiting  over-all measurements to 9 x 3
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inches.  In the present Aect also it is pro-
vided that there shall he a publication of
the Brands Directory in every vear after the
31st December, and also the hrand regisiered
and the brands transferred quarterly shall be
advertised in the “Govermnent Gazette” It
i felt that that is altogether an unnecessary
provision and that the publication of the
Brands Directory annually is quite soffi-
clent. In the cowrse of vears a consider-
able number of hrands are registered and
it is intended periodically to ecommunieate
with those who have registered hrands and
ascertain that the brands arve still in use,
and whether.the holders want to retain the
registration. If they do not, it 15 proposed
to muake the brands available for re-alloca-
tion to other applicants for them. Owing
to the enormous number of hrauds thal are
registered, the most suitable brands ave all
applied for early, and many applied for
to-day are not so acceptahle to stock owners
as those that were available vears age. 1If
thuse who registered years ago will not 20
to the trouble of cancelling the brand a
fee of 2s. Gd. is charged for the cancellation
—it is proposed to give the registrar power
to cancel the hrand and re-alloeate it to
someone who may have made application for
it.

My, Marshall: How will he know whether
the holder has no further use for it?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTTURE:
He will not be allowed to do anything with
it unless he gets the consent of the pervson
who registered it. Often a person who
has to pay a eancellation fee of 2s. Gd. will
not go to the tronble of caneelling the hrand
and consequently it is held up indelinitels,
An important provision of the Bill is that
which refers to the provision of preralties
for ecropping and mutilating sheep’s cars,

and it is made a punishable ofience
to be in possession of such sheep. To-day
there is a good deal of sheep =tealing,

and when sheep are stolen the ears ave often
mutilated to sueh an extent that the ear-
warks are indistinguishable. 1t is a very
easy matter to mutilate sheep’s ears so that
the earmarks will not he recognised and it
is not always easy to detect the sheep stealer,
Tt is therefore proposed to make it punish-
able for any person found in possession of
sheep with mutilated ears. Where they are
mutilated by accident, or where the ear is
taken off for any reazonable reason, no ob-
Jection will he raised.
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Mv. Marghail: Dues the Bill provide for
{hat?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No, but it will be administered with com-
mon sense, and where there are no sugges-
tions of dishonesty there will not be any
proseeutions. In the distriets where sheep
stealing has been going on there is a preat
deal of inspection.

Hon. P. Collier: Most of it along the
Gireat Southern, down Pingelly way.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
A further provision is made fixing an age
limit to which unbranded stock may be held.
The provision at present is that stock shall
not he branded until they reach the age of
18 months, but it is propesed in the sonth-
west division of the State that in futnre
stock must be branded on reaching the age
of four months. This provision has heen
included in the Bill at the wish of the Agri-
cultural Bank due to the fact that a numbey
of young stock have come from areas where
the Agriculiwral Bank is financially inter-
ested, and have heen sold in the meiropoli-
tan area as clean skins for veal. Wherever
the mortgagee of any stock gives nofice 1
writing to the owner of the stock that he
shall brand them when they rench the age
of four months, that will have to he done.
No hardship will be inflicted on owners of
stock in the larger arveas in the North.

Hon. P. Collier: Dees that apply to cattle !

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, partienlarly to cattle.

Hon, P. Colliev: 1 know now why it haz
been introduced.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The present Aet does not make it compul-
sory for the branding of stock uniil ibey
reach the age of 18 months, and it is found
that young stock can be disposed of priv
to that age. There are several other minm
alterations that ean he explained when the
Bill reaches the Committee stage. One is
that the maximum size of the earmark on
eaftle which in the parent Aet is not defined
shall now he fixed at 1 inch in leneth and
34in. in width. Previously many of fthe
brands thai were rewistered  were large
enough to completely obliterare the ordinary
carmark. T move—

That the Bill be now read a seeond time.

On motion by Hon, P. Collier, debate
adjourned.
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BILL-HEALTE ACT AMENDMENT.
Necoud Reoding,

TAE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (lon.
L Latham—York [S40] in moving the
ecold reading said: It is unnecessary to
emind hon. members of the necessity for
ieeping our health  laws in accordance
vith health practices. n previous oeea-
-ions, when measures have been submitted
for the amendmment ol health legislation.
‘he need has always heen shown for keep-
img pace with the times. A pleasing feat-
ure i< that we meet on common ground
when if is o question endeavouring to pro-
tect the health of the community, So in-
frequently do we hear of any severe eriti-
sism of the Act itzelf, or of the duties of
the health officials, that it may be =said
with {ustification that the law is svm-
pathetically administered by those who
are charged with the administration. Par-
lament has vested great powers in the
Commissioner of Henlth and in the in-
spectors who are under him.  Standing
toremost of the many people to whom ovur
vratitude is due tur the splendid work in
the health field of Ialbour is the fizure ot
our friend the hon. wmember for Hannans
(Hon. S. W. Munsie'. Having followed
him in the Ministerial care of the Health
Department I ean truthfully say that he
brought a new light and forced us into
the right perspective of our health obliga-
tions to which we coramonly subseribe to-
lay.  Indeed, he lifted the health outlook
trom the rut of careless thonght, and his
work in that conneetion will always re-
ceive the recognilion due to him, Mainly,
the present Bill is o replica of thal in-
troduced by the wmember for Hannans in
1928,

Hon. 5. W, Mun=ie* Execepting for the
crowing of the roosters and other noiges.

The MINTRTER FOR HEALTH: That
Bill az some member~ will recall passed
this House but reached another place too
late in the =ession for the attention it de-
served, and for ihat reason was dropped
at the end of the ze=sion. Exeept for cer-
tain furiher amendments which have be-
come apparently neeessary since 1928 the
Bill now before us i+ similar, apart from
-mne  redrafting, t  that submitted and
previously approved. Many of the pro-
visions are of minor charaefer, hut the
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Bill alze contains some impovtaul propos-
als,  The latter will receive full econsid-
cration when the Bill is heing deali with
later on in Commiltee, and I shall be able
te provide members with further infor-
mation then. 'Touching on the more im-
portamt aspects only, it is proposed to alter
the definition of ‘‘infeetious  diseases.’””
Under the exishing legislation many dis-
cases are inclnded, although they are not
regarded in these days as infeetious in any
other part of the ecivilized world. The de-
finition that appears in the Bill has been
agreed upon by the Central Health Coun-
eil of Australin, and Governments have
been asked to make their heaith laws uni-
form throughouf the Commonwealth. Tov
that reason the definilion appears in the
Bill. Tt is desired to have uniformity so
that should there be zn outbreak of any
infectious discase, more effective econtrol
can be exercised and statisties ean be kept
both as regards the progress or deerense
of the disease and the methods adopted
for its control. In the latter respeet uni-
formity is most desizable in order that
reliable information may be secured with
relerence to the resuits of treatment ad-
ministered and also to the methods of
treatment. Hon. members will appreciate
the difficulties that were apparent mn con-
nection with the outhrcak of pneumonie
influenza.  The same care and attention
may not be given to the contral of the
ontbreak in an adjoining State, for in-
stanee, as we exercise within our horders.
T have already peintel cut that eertain
diseases are eovered hy the present defini-
tion of infectious direases, and there is
provision in the Bill for tle inelusion of
others that present-day conditions  may
necessitate. U'nder the provisions of the
principal Aet the Governor has power to
add other diseases 1o those embraced
within the definition and advantage has
heen taken of that from time to time, when
other diseazes have heen brought within
the scope of the definition. That power
will he continued. On the other hand we
shall eliminate some of the diseases that
at present are embraced within fhe terms
of the existing definition. The Bill
also  provides that when the boun-
daries of a road board arvea are altered,
the bonndaries of the health district will he
automatically extended at the same time.
At preent that is nof so, and it has been
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found necessary to alter the houndaries of
road board areas from time to time. At
times the health hoard areas have overlapped
in consequence. The Bill provides that
when the boundaries of a road board are
arc extended, those of the health hoard will
be extended antomatically at the same time.
‘Thus the difficulty will be overcome. A new
principle is introduced by the Bill, and in
future it is proposed that health hoards
shall be elective and not nominated bhodies
as in the past. Under the Municipal Cor-
porations Act, a municipal council becomes
the heaith board, but that is not the position
under the Road Iistricts Aet. Of course n
road board may become the health aunthority,
but should that not he the position, the ex-
isting legislation does not provide any means
whereby an cleetion may be Leld. In those
cireumstances, health boards have to be nom-
inated. Tt is now proposed to give the local
aunthorities the same powers thal exist nn-
der the Municipal Corporations Act. By
that means the members of the health boavd
will be elected on the same franchise as the
members of the road board.

Mr. Marshall: On the same voll?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
and the election will take place on the same
day. Normally a road board automatically
becomes the health board, but within the
metropolitan area there are certain health
boards that are not the road boards. Those
health hoards were nominated bodies, but
now they will be elective.

Hon. S8. W. Munsie: The Health Depart-
ment has power to authorise an election in
those cirenmstances.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: T do
not think so. I think the hon. member,
when Minister, wounld have heen glad fo have
authorised an election at Oshorne Park, but
he did not have the power to enforee such
a procedure.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: We did so; we forced
an election on one oceaston.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Ts that
07 T understood that the department had
not that power.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: 1 do not know
whether we acted illegally, but we held an
election after sacking the health hoard twice,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: An-
other inmovation is the provision nnder
which sanitary arveas can he constituted,

This power is intended to apply to small

towns where the establishment of u loca
board of health would not be jnstified. Th
sunitory boards will be limited in their pow
ers in specific areas where they ave neces
aury., A matter reguiving aftention relate:
to cases where local authorities join togethe
in the appointment of o health officer. T
the existing law in that connection it i
prapoged to add the provision that the ap
pointment made will have the effect of
continuing appointment and that the salary
and the proportions to he paid by the re
spective bodies may he varied from time te
time, with the proviso that any appointmeni
made by the Commissioner shall he auto.
matieally terminated if the bodies econcerne
unanimously agree on some other joint ap-
pointment, which could be approved hy the
Commissioner under Section 27.

Mr. Corhoy: Cn a point of order. [x
the Minister in order in reading his speech:

Mr. SPEAKER : Under the Standing Oy
ders, no member is allowed to read his
speech, but I take it the Minister is reading
from notes.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I am
sorry I have offended the member for Yil-
garn-Coolgardie.

Mr. Corhoy: You have not.

The MINTSTER FOR HEALTH: 1 must
have done so, otherwise the lion. member
wanld not have gone out of his way to draw
attention to the fact that I was rveading from
my nofes. I eannot claim to have a full
knowledge of the details, and in ovder that
the House might be supplied with the full-
est information, T made exiensive notes. As
I have offended the Lon. member and as the
practice is against the Standing Orders, T
shall refrain from deing so in Cuiure.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: The Biil rvefers to
many fechnical matters,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Of
course it does. Some difficulties have bemn
cxperienced in the adjustment of the pro-
portion of the salaries of health inspectors
in the eivcumstances to which T was alinding,
and it is proposed to overcome that diffi-
culty by the relative clause in the Bill. In
some diztriets there is not sufllicient work
to justify the appointment of a full-time
inzpector, and it has been customary for two
ov three health hoards to join togelher in
appointing an inspector to deal with the
work in the areas concerned. The propor-
tion of the salary paid to the offirial has
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been allocated to the different hoards, but
diflieulties have arisen in that direction.
When the Bill was first submitted to an-
other place, it wns intended that, should a
local authority neglect to earry out their
duties, the members of that body would he
liable to prosecution. That was not agreed
to by the legislative Council. T may point
out that when the former Bill was intro-
duced in this Clamber provision along those
lines was agreed to. [t is very important,
parficularly in eritical periods, that mem-
bers of a road hoard shall carry out the
obligations entrusted to them by the Health
Act. If that is not done, serious conse-
quences may result. It is felt that the Gov-
ernment should have greater powers than
are possessed to-dav to meet this-diffculty,
and it is proposed to make the members of
the boards personallv liable for default
along those lines.

Mr. Corboy: That power would be used
only in a case of emergency.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTIT: Yes,
and the power would he excrcised by the
Commissioner with due discretion.

Mr. Corboy: If that were not so, there
would be such a shindy that the fronble
would be quickly rectified.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Under
the existing laws health boards have no
power to arrange for overdrafts at the
bank. In some instances, some local au-
thorities have already secured overdrafts
and it is proposed to ratify sueh agree-
ments entered into hetween the financial in-
stitutions and the boards. To elear np the
point, it is proposed to give the health
hoards power to obiain overdvafts under
the =ame conditions a: road hoards now oh.
tain them. Another maiter deali with jn the
Bill is the provision that will enable loeal
roverning authorities to put in sewerage in-
stallations, and make advances to enable the
work to be undertaken. That power will
he exercized in conjnnction with the Com-
missioner of Health and the Publie Works
Department. The work will not he unnder-
taken merely at the instanee of the local
zoverning anthority, but it will be done
in consnltation with the Government anthor-
ities T have mentioned. That would pro-
vide for a position such as a proposal te
instal septic tanks without due regard te
the possibilitv of a deep sewerage syvstem.
The Bill provides that a local authority shall
be able to construct a s=cwer in any portion
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of their district and levy upon the
rateable land in such district, such rates
as will cover the cost of the undertaking. It
i= proposed to give power, subject to the
approval of the Commissioner of Henlth, to
loca) authorities to provide sewerage sys-
tems where the water supply necessary is
available. As T have indicated, in such in-
stances the boards will have power o rate
the properties that will be sewered. That
will deal with a matter that is exercising the
minds of logal governing anthorities with
regard to the actual responsibility for the
payment of the rates. To-day the person
oecupying the house is responsible, and it
is proposed that the rvesponsibility in future
shall rest with the land owner himself,
Power is nlso provided for attention to be
given to sanitary serviees reyuired at picnie
and heliday resorts. That will be of a tem-
porary nature only. All that we can do to-
daxy 15 to proevide that there shall be a sani-
tary service for a certain number of peo-
ple. From time to time, however, thousands
of persons frequent holiday rvesorts and pic-
nie grounds where there is no adequate pro-
vision for their requirements. The Bil} will
deal with that phase and overcome the exist-
ing difficulty. Another provision is included
in the Bill with the object of preventing
a loeal governing authority from depositing
nightsoil in another road hoard avea with-
out the approval of the Commissioner, That
particular provision will have to be made
use of with diserction. 1f members con-
sider the position of a road board like that
of Peppermint Grove, they wili see that no
provision for the deposifing of nightsoi
could he made there,

Mr. Corboy: Except by spoiling the river.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: That
would not be permitted st all. On the other
hand, some local aunthorities have plenty of
land suitable for the purpose and yet they
deliberately go to a district under the juris-
diction of another health authority.

Mr. Corboyv: Yoéu are not referring to the
Perth City Couneil, are you?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: From
that peint of view, the Bill will give the
Commissioner the authority to determin~
where the nightsoil shall be deposited. It
also provides that the loeal authorities shall
have power, when they make advances to
enable premises to be sewered, to levy the
resultant charges againzt the land.
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Hon. 3. W, AMunsic: Under the existing
law the chavee can be levied only as against
the house and il it should be bhurnt down,
there would be no security whatever,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: That
is the position. Another clause in the Biil
will compel evervone to have an adequate
water =upply attached to the bouse.

Mr. Panton: Is it necessary that the sup-
ply shall comprise elear water?

The MINTSTER FOR HEALTH: Some
people use water cavelessly, while otherg are
careful.  All we ean say is that there shall
be an adequate water supply. There are
houses that have not been provided with
even a thonsand gallon tank and water has
to be carted from the very first day the
house has been oceupied.

Mr. Angelo: What part is suggested?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I think
it will apply to preseribed arveas. The Bill
consists largely of amendments to the Act,
and it is most diffieult to memorise the whole
of the points.  Consequently I shall ask
members net to objeet if T miss anything
becanse the Bill is one to be considered move
particularly in Committee. There hag been
some fifficulty in carrving out the law re-
ganling the inspection of furniture in
bourding-houses and other places where
lodgers are arcommodated. Greater power
is proposed, not only to inspect snch places,
but also to destroy furniture, hedding anil
elothing that is found to be vermimous. Tt
is proposed to tuke power to deal with per-
sOns in a verminous eondition who are fonnd
frequenting publie places.

Mr. Panton: Are they to he destroved,
too?

The MINISTER TOR ITEALTH: We
ilesire to prohibit persons from going around
and advising the use of artificial food for
infants under six months of nge. I pre-
sume that inost of the letters that have lately
appeared in the Press were designed to in-
fluence members, but my Lnowledge of memn-
bers leads me to believe that they will he
very little influenced by such correspondence.
In order to sell artificial food to mothers,
nurses are emploved. Evidently it is con-
sidered that they would impress a mother
more than would an ordinary salesman. [
have no objection to nurses undertaking the
sale of artificial foods. so long as they are
qualified as infant health nurses. We stipu-
late that they must have some qualification
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before they vend infant foods, and we shall
have an opportenity to determine whether
the foods offered for sule are suitable or
not. We propose to deal with the nursing
profession by extending the period of train-
ing of midwifery nurses. At present eandi-
dates-tor registration must produce evidenee
of at least 12 months training in mid-
witery at an approved institution, bul
where the eandidate has had three years
training in an approved institution as a
liurse, it is neeessary for her to have only
six months training in midwifery. 1t is now
proposed to alter the existing periods of
training to 18 months training in midwilery
for an untrained nurse and to nine months
for a trained nurse.  There are continuai
conplaints that our period of training is
altogether too sheort.

Alv. Corboy: Even as it is, 1l i3 a vast
improvement on the old Sairey Gamp sys-
tem.

The MINISTER POR HEALTH: Yes.
We bhave veason o he prowd of the nid-
wifery serviee in this State. T think T ecan
pay a wribute to a woman whoin any State
would be prond to have and that is Matyon
Walsh of the Ning Edward Memorinl Tlos-
pital. 1 do not think there are two of her
kind in Australia, and there is no doubt
{hat the nurses who have an opportunity to
train under her are very fortunate indeed.

Mr. Corboy: Do not yvou think that a
wontan who has had 12 months training
under her would be competent without an-
other six months of special training?

The MINISTER FOR AEALTH: She
wonlld he all the better for the extra train-
ing, At present o large number of nurses
are ont of employment, and this is a good
opportunity to get better trained nurses.

Mr. Corboy: Is that the reason for it?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: No, the
hon. member cannot cateh me like that. A
peini mentioned hy a memher just now was
that concerning a doctor attending a school
and firdling it in the interests of a child to
order medieal or surgieal treatment. We
propose to eompel the pavent ta have the
child treated. Treatment will he made avail-
able For parenis who are unable to pay for
it. There have come under notice instances
of people neglecting to have their children
treated, and that is not fair to the ehildren.

Mr. Sleeman: Are you going to compel
a parent to have his child undergo n sur-
eical operation il he does not desire it.

o
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The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: In the
interests of the child, yes.

Mr. Sleeman: You would not compel me
tn do o if T did not desire it.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do
not think the hon. member would be unrea-
=onable. It he considered that the child re-
ynired surgical treatment, he would have it
attended to. He would not he so unfair to
the child as to neglect to have it treated.

Mr. Corboyx: There are people who do not
believe in =urgieal operations.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Jembers will
have an opportunity later to discuss the
Bill.

The MINTISTER FOR HEALTH: There
are people who have religious objections.

Mr. Corboy: Conscientious objections.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Pro-
vided it is not to the disadvantage of the
¢hilqd

Mr. Corboy: Who is going to judge of
that, von or the parent of the child?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: If it
be found on the second examinabion that a
¢hild has made no progress, we shall be justi-
fied in asking the parent to bring the child
along for treatment.

My, Corboy: Yon are asking for socialis-
tie control of the whole of the children of
the country.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : We are
not asking for anything of the sort.

Mr. Corboy: You propose to take the
children right out of the control of their
parents.

The MINTSTER FOR HEALTH: We
take children out of the control of parents
to-day and foree them to be edncated. We
also compel people to ohserve the laws of
the State.

My, Sleeman: You do not now compel
children to he vaccinated.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : I dare-
#ay that if there was an outhreak of small-
pox we would insist upon vaceination. The
member for Leederville (Mr. Panton) was
vaceinated not long ago,

Mr. Marzhall: He must have been vae-
cinated with a gramophone needle, judeing
by the way he behaves here.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : T wish
T had =ome torture other than a gramo-
phone needle that T could apply to some
of my friends opposite sometimes. If mem-
bhers consider that chiidren should be al-
lowed to conitinue in an unfortunate con-
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dition because the pavents refuse to take
the opportunity to have them treated,
members must take the responsibility for
their aclion.

Mr. Corboy: The Criminal Code already
provides a remedy aguinst sach a parent.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Surely
this i1s an casier way. Under the Criminal
Code o parent or guardian is not permitted
to ill-treat a child, bat we consider this
would be a far easier way to secure treat-
ment for a child needing it,

Mr. Corboy: Tlas there heen so much
trouhle that it is necessary to amend the
Act in that way?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
we have had a lot of trouble. No proeceed-
ings will be taken against any parent or
guardian until a further examination has
been made hyv the medical officer and a
medical practitioner in consultation. We
shall not aceept the decision of one doctor.

Mr. Corboy: Have voun had a lot of
trouble in that direction?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTIL: Quite
a lot. T should not like to Lell “hie hon.
member the details of a case T have in
mind, but it was a shocking ease and it
oceurred not long ago.

Mr. Corboy: T do not desire to hear Lthe
details.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: If
the hon. member had scen the ehild, I am
sure he would be convineed that something
ought to be done. A very simple opera-
tion would have cffected a cure. As it is,
probably the ehild will suffer through life
the ennsequences of negleet. Children so
ill-treated heeome social derelict= on ae-
count of the neglect of their parents. I
have no desire ta foree parvents into doing
things against their will, but where other
lives are eoncerned. they must he given a
reasonable chance. “When the Bill reaches
Committee, T propose to move a new clause
to deal with the diffienlty avising from
arsenic Tumez at Wiluna. ‘

Mre. Marshall: Why piek Wiluna? Tt
is not the only place.

The MINTISTER FOR HEALTH: Ti is
qnite an important nlace in this respeet.

Mr. Marshall: Bui why pick it?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: T am
not picking it. A Jarge quantity of ar-
senie ix being obtained at Wiluna and a



188¢

great deal is eseaping in fumes. 1In
the interests of the people working there,
soinething wust be doze.

Mr. Marshall: 1 have an amendment to
maove,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do
not propose to cnter into details at this
stage, but there is need for some control
in that uren and we believe that it ean
hest be effeeted under the Health Aet,
That is onc place where there will be a
prohibition against the use of rain water
tanks.

Mr. Corboy: So long as that is the enly
prohibition, it will be all right,

The MINISTER ¥FOR HEALTH: I do
not know whether it will be the only one.
We propose also to euforce the examina-
tion of aborigines in the North so that
any bush native or half-caste may be
brought in for examination. T am satisfied
that members who represent the North are
aware how difficalt it is lo eombat dizease
amongst the natives and how diffieult it
ix to get the natives in order to treat them.
We propose to take power to compel them
to come np for examination and trentment
if necessary.

Mr, Marshall: T thought vyon already
had that power.

Mr. Corboy: You will have to eatch
them and then held them.

Mr, Marshall: You will have to leg rope
them.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTI: Tt is
proposed to extend this power to all medi-
cal officers of health under the Health Act,
who will be empowered to cateh a native
for examination and treatment,

My, Panton: Will yon provide them with
ranning shoes?

Mr. Wanshrough: You might use some
emus to run the natives down.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTIL: I do
nat know that the medical officers will have
power o areest the nafives, hut they will
have power to examine and treat them.
Older members will reeall that the member
for Hannans, when Minister for Health,
introduced an amendment to the Health
Act, This Bill is almost identical with
the one he introdueed, which was passed by
thi= House. Members are fully alive to
the responsibility for protecting the health
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of the eommunity, and the Bill has been
framed to that end. T move—

That the Bill be now read o second time.

On motion hy Hon. 8. W. Munsie, de-
hate adjourned.

BILL—SPECIAL LICENSE (WAROONA
IRRIGATION DISTRICT).

Cowneil’s Amendments,

Schedule of two amendments made by the
(‘'vuneil now ronsidered.

In Comniltee.

Mr. Pauton in the Chair; the Minister for
Works in charge of the Bill,

No. L.—Clise 2, definition of “Licensee,”
line 2, delete the words #and reduced.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS' The
amendment to Clanse 2 of the Bill has been
made by another place because of the fact
that when the original Aet was passed, the
name of the company was “Nestle's Milk Co.
Ltd, and Reduced.” That title was necessary
beeause the reduetion in eapital had to tuke
place over a eertain number of years. That
period has now cxpired, and the company
have accordingly asked that the words “and
Redoced” he deleted from the Bill, I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed, the Couneil’s
amendment agreed to,

No. 2—Clause 3, Subclause (1), line 2.-—
Delete the word “nincty-nine” and insert the
word “fifty.”

The MINISTER 1OR WORKS: Menm.
hers may recollect that the oviginal license
was granted for a period of 9% years, but
another place has thought fit to reduce the
term to 30 years. The compony are quite
satistiod to accepl the nmendment, 1 move—

That the awmendment be agreed to.

Hon, P. COLLIER: When the original
Bill was before this House, n somewhat simi.
lar amemdment was moved. At first it was
suggested that the term should be 21 vears,
and then 30 years, but the House wus most
emphatie that nothing less than a term of
39 vears would suffice.  All the usnal argu-
ments about encouraging industry by grant-
ing security of tenure were advanced in op-
position to u shorter term. Another place
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has now seen fit to reduce the period frow
99 years fo 50 yenrs. Personally, in view
of the times through which we are passing,
I think a term of 21 vears would bhave been
lonz enough. 1 therefore move an amend-
ment on the Counci’s mmnendment—

That ‘“fifty?" be struck out and the words
‘‘twenty-one’’ be inscrted in lieu.

1 am sure that on reffection members will
zee the wisdom of the amendment.
We know that the Siate has been tied up
for 40 years over the agreement to supply
electricily to the Perth City Council. That
ought to warn us against doing similar
things in this instance. Who can peer into
the future for two or three years, let alene
for 50 vears? The water channel may dry
up, and the company may have a claim for
dmnages against the Government. It is not
right that we should sign up for 30 vears.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No
monopoly has been given to the company.
If there is no water we are not ealled upon
to supply any. As a fact there is enough
water for a dozen other factories.

Hon. P. Collier: Then what is wrong
with the 21 vears?

The Minister for Lands: It is too shori
a time.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tha
company approached the Government for a
99-yvears’ leage and expressed their intention
of spending £30,000 in the establishment of
a condensed milk factory, They have to
pav for the water, and have to return 90
pet eent. of it to the drain in good condi-
tion. All we say is that the company may
take water for 30 vears if 1t is there to
take. They have agreed fo accept the al-
toved term and I, too, am willing to accept
it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: In the first place, a
terin of 99 years was the minimum that was
aceeptable, but now the company are pre-
pared fo aceept a 30 vears term. Who is
to say that they would not he satisfied with
21 vears? Thev knew that the agreement
was subject to the approval of Parliament,
and the Government could not gunarantee
what view Parliament would take. I think
the company would accept any term Parlia-
ment might deeide upon. Whilst T appre-
cinte the faet that this company have estab-
lished works in Western Australia, I know
this was not done for any other reason than
that it seemed a sound business proposition.
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There iz nothing to thank the eompany for,
as they have acted entirely in their own in-
terestz. I hope the Commitiee will reject
the amendment from another place.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The Minister iu
agreeing to the amendment of another place
has given away his case, betause he
strenuously fought for a 99 vears’ lease and
now, without demur, he accepts the amend-
ment zent to us from the Council. So ap-
parently the tenure this company is to have
is not very important after all. If 21 years
wives sulficient security to warrant a pas-
toral lessec in spending £25,000 on his pro-
perty, surely a similar term should be sat-
isfactory to this ecompany. Conditions are
shanging very rapidly. There is no tonger
a demand for 99-vear leases and I do not
think the eompany will object to a 21 years’
lease,

Mr. MeLARTY: I hope the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition will
not he ngreed to. When this company came
to Western Australia it did not expect any
difficulty in getting the longer lease, else it
would not have spent £30,000 on its factory.
Under the lease we are not giving away any-
thing at all. and every possible contingency
i3 provided against. We do not know what
Parliament may do 21 years hence.

Hou. P. Collier: Or even 99 vears hence.

Mr. MeLARTY: The company will be a
boon to the State, and we should do all wa
can to encourage it

Amendment put and negatived.

Question put and passed: the Couneil’s
amendment agreed to.

Resoiution reported. the report adopted
and a message accordingly returned to the
Couneil.,

BILL—DAIRY CATTLE IMPROVE-
MENT ACT AMENDMENT.

CounciVs Amendments.

Schedule of two amendments made by the
Couneil now considered.

In Commilttee.
Mr, Panton in the Chair; the Minister for
Agriculture in charge of the message.

No. 1.—Clause 5, Insert after “deleting”
in lines 26 and 27 the words “all the words
in lines one, two and three of”:
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Act provides that the registration of a
bull shall be refused if the bull is below
reasonable standard. When the Bill was
before the House the question rose as to
whether the proviso in the Aet for an ap-
peal to a board by the owner of a bull re-
fused registration would still obtain, T told
the llouse that it would, but I afterwards
discovered that it would not, and so I taok
steps to have the omission amended in an-
other place. This is the amendment, and T
move—

That the Council’s amendnient be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council’s

amendment agreed to.

No. 2—Claunse 5, Delete the words “a
subsection” in lines 27 and 28 and insert
in lien thereof the word “words":

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I move—
That the Council’s amendment be agreed to,

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

Resolutions reported, the report adopted
and a message according returned to the
Couneil.

House adjourned at 10 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Thursday, 17th Norember, 1932
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[COUNCIL.]

MOTION—SUPERPHOSPHATE BONUS.

HON. H. V. PIESSE (South-East)
[433]: T move—

That should the proposed Federal Govern-
ment eash bonts on superphosphate be
definitely decided upon, this House is of the
opinion that it should be distributed on a
cash basis of £1 per ton of superphosphate
used by each farmer or grazier during the
year 1932.33.

I have in mind the grave disappointment
that wheatgrowers have suffered in connec-
tion with the proposed Federal legislation.
1t 15 n mast serious matter. The morale of
our primary producers must be maintained.
My proposal is that the bonus it is pro-
posed to pay on super :zhould be paid to
the farmmers on last season's supply. I real-
ise that a lorge percentage of the farmer:
were unable last season to pay cash for
their super, and purchased it on terms, T
feel that if a bonus eonld be allocated to
them in connection with their eropping oper-
utions for last year, it wonld greatly en-
courage them and also provide them with
necessary cash. Take the case of a farmer
who used 20 tons of super last year. He
would receive a cash honus from the Pederal
Government of say, £20. That would be very
helpful to him in providing clothing and
other necessities for his family, and in meet-
ing minor expenses on the farm., It must
not he forgotten that graziers, who have ex-
pended money on super for top dressing,
would participate in the honus. The passing
of the motion would considerably strengthen
the hands of the Government when placing
the matter before the Federal authorities.
I helieve in the 41w, honus paid on the
whole of the wheat grown in Western Aus-
tralia, but failing that T think this motion
would be a good talking point for the State
Government in their endeavour to get as-
sistanes for farmers along the lines I have
indieated.

HON, J. CORNELL :South) [4.56]: Ob-
scurity seems to surround the payment of
the superphosphate bonuz. I understand
that the Commonwealth Government have
practieally earmarked 21 millien pounds t»
he dishursed in the agricultural industry.
One million of that i< to he set asgide ax a
<uperphosphate bonus.  Seeing that this
applies to next vear only, it will be tanta-
mount to saying that in this State, where
the farmer has veally little difficulty in



