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it, because there.is plenty of room for it else-
where. The closure.of the street will-not in-
terfere with the traffic, which will merely be
diverted to another road near the water.
The plan will show what is proposed and in
what manner the traffic will be deviated.

Mr. Smith: W]mt ia the reason for closing
the road?

The PREMIhR The reason is that it runs.
into a dead end. .

Mr, 8mith: We do not close all roads that
run into dead ends.

The PREMIER: I am sure the Houge will
agree to close this road. It is neeessary
that there .should be quietness near the Su
premne Court,

Hon, W, O, Angwin: Is this a Government
road?

The PREMIER: No, it is a public road
200 yards in length.

Mr. Smith: Have there been any complaints

" about noise?

The PREMIER: There have been
plaints. We only propose to close this road
to heavy traffic, not to pedestrians, The
portion which is at present a road will be
added to the gardens, which will thus have
their area extended to that part of the fore-
shore now being imprdved, The grounds
are largely used by the general public, and
will be of tonsiderably greater value for
recreation. purposes, The road has only been
wsed so far by motor cars and brewers’
‘carts,

My, Munsie: Did the brewers’ carts use it
to supply the Supreme Court with beer?

The PREMIER: If hLom.

road I would like them to visit the locality
and see what is going on there.
they will be satisfied that the enlarged
grounds wiil be an advantage. The only in-
convenience will be that caused to those who -

formerly drove over the road with heavy
vehieles.

Mr. Foley: Black Maria will have to go a
- bit further.

The PREMTER: Of course quletness must
be observed in the vieinity of the Supreme
Court. There were complaints a little while
back about the ncises that were going on in
connection with a Fair which was held on
the grounds in the vicinity of the Supreme
Court. -

Mr. Smith: Those Fairs will continue just
the same from time to time.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Tell us ahout the
other road referred fo in the Bill,

The PREMIER: I have referred to four,

Hon. W, C. Angwin: There are five pro-
posals in the Bill

The BREMIBER: I shall lay the plans on
the Table of the House and when the Bill is
in Committee I shall give hon. members any
_further information they may desire.

On motion by Hon. W. C. Angwin debate
adiourned,

‘House adjourned at 10.838 p.m.

com- -

members have’
any doubt about the wisdom of closing the ~

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

QUESTION--WHEAT FOR LOCAL -
CONSUMPTION,

Mr. TROY (without notice) asked the
Honorary Minister: What quantity of wheat
was required for local consumption and seed
in Western Australia last year?

The HONQRARY MINISTER replied: I
am not in a position to answer that question
without netice.

QUESTION_LAKESIDE FIREWOOD
COMPANY, HAULAGE.

Mr, MUNSIE asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, How much is the Takeside Fire-
ood Compa,ny paying for the use of Gov-
ernment engines to hanl firewood from Lake-
side to Kamballie? 2, What revenue, if any,
were the Government receiving for' the use
of the ling when the company was using its
own engines?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, The company now pays 7d. per ton
on firewood hauled, being 3d. per ton for the
use’ of the Govarnment engine. 2, Fourpence
per ton oun firewood hauled.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, High Sehool Aet Amendment. .
Retirped to the Council with au amend-
ment.
2, Building Societies.
Transmitted to the Couneil. .

MOTION—AGRICULTURATL BANK.
To permit overdrafts.
Mr. THOMSON (EKatanning) [4.40]: I
move— ) .
That, in the opinion of this House, the
provisions of the Agricultural Bank Act,
1906, should Le amended in the diredtion
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of enabling ity clients to have overdrafts
on similar lines to private banks.
Tt 38 not my intention to advoecate the estab-
lishment of any dangerous precedent. Rather
ig it the objsct of the motion to further the
interests of those people residing in the agri-
cultural areas. .Western Australia has the
‘honour of possessing the most up-to-date and
liberal Agrieultural Bank of any of the Aus-
tralian States but, so far, it has been what
might be termed purely a 2evelopment bank.
The lines on which the bank works might be
deseribed in this way: a man takes up land;
he has & few pounds but not sufficient for
the undertaking. He desires to clear his
land and the bank offers to advance him
£100 to clear, say, 100 acres, making progress
payments as the work proceeds to enable -the
holder of the land to pay the contractor who
is doing the dlearing. Section 28 of the Act
reads— o
{1) Subject to the provisions of this
Act, the Bank may, if the trustees think
fit, make advances on the preseribed seen-
rity for:—(a) Ring-barking, eclearing,
feneing, ‘draining, or water comservation;

or (b} Discharging any mortgage already

existing on any holding; or (¢) The pur-
chase of stock for breeding purposes. (2)
Every application for an advance shall be
made in the prescribed form, and shall
contain such particulars as may be pre-
seribed, (3) Advances may be made of
an amount not exceeding three hundred
pounds to the full value of the improve-
ments proposed to be made. (4) Further
advances may be made of an amount not
exceeding two hundred pounds to one-half
the value of additional improvements pro-
posed to be made, (5) No advance shall
be made under paragraph (b) of subsee-
tion one to an amount exceeding three.
fourths the wvalue of the improvements
already made on the holding. (6) At no
time shall the advances to any one person
exceed the sum of five hundred pounds, and
no sum exceeding one hundred pounds
-ghall be advanced to any one person for
the purchase of stock.

Recognising the splendid work that the bank
had done, and realising in the light of ex-
perience that £500 was wnot sufficient, the
Government in 1912 aniended the Aet by in-
cressing ‘te £2,000 the sum which the bank
way penmitted to advance, We are not pro-
testing against that. The desire of the
farmers in my distriet

Hon. W. C, Angwin: When was the amend-
ing Aect passed?

Mr. THOMSON: Tn 1912, It is one of
the measnres which stands to the credit of
the Labour Government.

Hon. T. Walker: One of the many.

Mr. THOMSON: I defy the hon. member

to quote one single ingtance in which I have
withheld any credit which was due to the
Labour Government for their work in 1912
and in the subseqnent years during which
they held office.

[26)
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. Hon. W. €. Angwin: You did not contra-
dict the statements made by Ministers at the
congress recently, Silence meant consent.
Mr. THOMSON: Doubtless the. Govern-
ment recognised .that the amendment was
essential to the %r_ogress of the agrieuliural
the industry. They were the
custodians of the public parse, and doubtless
they comsidered this measure a good one in
the interests of the State as a, whole. " While
the Labour Government are entitled to credit
for having introduced the measure, I dare

‘aay that, had any other party been in power,

they would have done the same thing and, in
saying that, I have no desire to detract from
:;lhg good work which the Labour Government

id. . :

Hon, W, C. Angwin: But no other party
did introduce the amending Bill -

. Mr. THOMSON: I must say that when
the Labour Government were in office, I.al-
ways received all possible courtesy and con-
sideration from them, and I trust they will
slways receive the same courtesy from me in
return, . ‘
~ Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, membher should
deal with the motion before the House and
not with a previous Gevernment. )

Mr. THOMPSON: The settlers in my dis-
irict appreciate the splendid work done by
the Agricultural Bank, but have come to the
conclusion that it does mnot go quite far
enough, Unfortunately, from the point of
view of the State, apart from that of the
farmers, the Agricultural Bank carries on a
settler for & number of years until he reaches
the stage when it can no longer do so. The
settler then, by force of circumstances, has
to withdraw his business from the Agricul-
tural Bank and go to a private bank. The
farming community desire that a small
amendment shall be made to the Agricultural
Baok Act in the terms of my motion, so that
a man who possesses good assets may obtain
an overdraff from the Agricultural Bank
Just as he could do from a private bank. I
will give an instance of what I mean. :As-
sume that a man has a farm“worth £4,000.
He owes the Agricultural Bank £000—less
than one-third of the ‘total value of his land.
TUnder the present constitution. of the Agri-
cultural Bank when that man applies for a
further advaned the bank Wwil] say, to him,
““Here is another £100; clear another 100
acres of land.’’ That ie not what the far.
mer wants; he wants & eertain smount of
working eapital.” Unless he is prepared to
go on the Tndustries Assistance Board: .

Ton. W. C. Angwin: Which will, I hape,
he closed up. )

Mr. THOMSON: The Government eannot
give him any assistance. If a man in thia
position goes to a private bank, such an jo-
stitution will readily pay off the debt to the
Agricultnral Bank, and grant him an ad-
vance, or an overdraft, up to £1,500 in all.
Tn the present circomstanees the farmer, be-
ing unable to get momey from the Agrienl.
tural Bank, has to go to the sterekeeper,
who will carry him on for a period, but will
charge him up te 15 per cent. interest for
the accommodation, The machinery firms
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are also prepared to carry him on, but if he
has to buy his machinery on terms ii means
an additional outlay of from 15 to 20 per
cent. 1t is felt that the Agrienltural Bank
should huve authority to grant an overdrafi
to a client of £200 or £300 at the current
rate of interest. This would be a deeided
advantage, not only to the State and to the
farmer,  but' to the Agricultural Bank, Tt
may amount to a form of State banking,
which 1 am ineclined to support, but it would
also mean that the farmer, who has been
placed on hig feet through the assistance’
rendered by the Agricultural Bank, and has
no desire to transfer his acecount to a private
bank, would .be able to get the accoromoda-
tion he needs from the source from which
he desires to get it. At another period of
his operations the farmer may be in credit
with the Agricultural Bank, and in this case
it would mean incréased funds for the Agri-
cultural’ Bank and probably cheaper money
for the agrienltural industry genmerally. Hon.
members will realise the advantage to be
gained by such a policy. The State wounld be
justified in saying to tbe farmer, after the
necgssary inapection, ‘‘Your assets are of a
sufficient value to warrant us giving you an
overdraft of £200 or £300 at current rates of
interest.”” The farmer would thus have an
opportunity of drawing that money against
his securities, and wounld probably be able to
save, directly and indirectly, £30 or £40 a
ear. .

7 Mr. Johnston: That is where the big gain
wonld come in. .

Mr. THOMSON: The bank would also
gain, beeause, having carried on so many of
the farmers of the State until they can man-
age for themselves, the bank should not then-
cease its functions as a bank, and lose the
advantage of clients for whose prosperity it
has been responsible. .

Mr. Mullany: Having rcared the farmer to
maturity!

Mr. THOMSON: It is only fair that the
State as a whole should reap the benefit of
having brought the farm to this state of
maturity, I leave this motion. to the judg-
ment of the House. If it is earried it will
ke a direction to the Government to amend
the eonstitution of the Agricultural Bank,
I hope to be able to convinee the Govern-
ment that it is desirable to introduce the
small amendment necessary before the close
of the session. - : . .

On motion by the Minister for Works de-
bate adjovrned )

MOTION—ELECTRICITY, TIDAL
A . GENERATION.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara) [455]: I
move— ’

That in the opimion of this House it is
desirable that the Federal Government
should offer a substaniial reward for the
invention of a succesaful method of gen-
erating electricity by tides, and that the
Government make representations to the
Federal Government accordingly.
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This is an Australian matter, rather than o
purely Western Australian matter.” The
tides in this country that are likely to be
used for the generation of electricity are.
found practically on the north coast, but they
‘may come down a little south on the east
coast of Queensland: It may be & fair thing
for. the Federal Government to say that
they are not prepared to put up the whole
of the reward, in which case, the Govern-
ments -of Western Australia and Queensland
and the Commonwealth Government should
do it between them. The problem of popu-
lating the northern portion of this continent
is essentially Australian, and not one for
‘Western Australia only. It has been sug-
gested that this scheme applies only to the
Yampi Sound iron deposita. If eleetricity
can be gencrated by means of the tides, the
power e¢an be used in almost every industry
in the north of this continent. Instead ol
carrying-coal from New South Wales to Port
Hedland we could electrify the Port Hed-
land-Marble Bar railway. Instead of carry-
ing coal to Wyndbam, or using oil, the
Wyndham meatworks could be run by elee-
tricity, not only as regards power but also
heat. The rise and fall in tide at Wyndham
is something over 30 feet.

Mr. Mallany: It is 28 feet,
Mr. UNDERWOOD: I am asking that a

‘reward be offered for an invention for the

harnessing of these tides. If no one ‘ezn
produce an invention, we have fo pay no
money. The only expenditure necessary
woulld be on the advertisements published in
varions eountries in the world. If we intend
to go on with this, we should endeavour
to bring to bear on the guestion the best
minds the world has, This does not apply
alonc to Yampi Sound. At the same time,
we have 100 million tons of over 60 per cent.
iron ore at Yampi above water level. Tn
other words, we have 60 million tons of iron
there. - In freating irom, we have either to
‘kring the coal to the jron or take the iron
to the coal. If we counld generate electricity
on the spot there would be no need for coal.

The use of coal could be abolished,
and .in its place we could have eleetrie
power and ‘heat alongside the mine.

If this ecan be done, the Yampi iron deposits
are beyond all shadow of doubt the. most
valuable iror Qeposits in the world, The
offerinfy vi a reward to ohtain that position
18 cerairly one of thos: things we should do.
My motion snggests a substantial reward: T
would say £10,000 or £20,000 or £30,000. If
we can solve the problem it will be worth—
without t{respassing on the ¥remier’s pre-
rogative—millions to us. It has been said,
“‘If this can be done, why was it not done
before?’’ But let me point out that in its

.practical use electricity is not more than 30

years old. Asg a matter of fact, electricity
has not yet come entirely into its own. The
minds of electriciany have up. to date been
devoted mostly to improving on existing
methods with power already found, and have
given little, if any, time to searching .for
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power to generate -electricity. A -pretty im-
portant person to whom I shall make further
reference directly has said that the method
has been tried elsewhere, That is true; it
hkas been tried elsewhere, and not &ltogether
unsuceessfully, But aven the faect that a
method has been tried unsueeesafully rhonld
‘not necessarily deter us from trying it again.
For as far back as T can remember, people
were trying to fly. I can remember attgmpts
to fly 40 odd years baek., After 30 vears of
trying, people learnt to fly. The fact that
something has been attempted unsucesssfully
is in no way a conelugive proof that suecess
is impossible. I have here -a entting from
the ‘‘Weatern Mail’? which shows that this
method of generating eloctricity has been
engaging the attention of people in England
and in other parts of the world. The ‘*West-
ern Mail*’ -states— ° -

Eleetricity by tidal aetion. Recent ex-
perimént$ in River Mersey. In view of the
aanouneement that the Minister for Mines
is supplying the Agent General with full

- infofmation respecting the Yampi Sound
iron deposits and their proposed treat-
ment by electrical furnaces, special interest
attaches to some rteeent experiments in the
River Mersey with an apparatus for ob-
taining cheap motive power from rivers
and tides, reference to which is made in a
late number of ‘/Chambera’s Magarine,’’
As the result of a long series of experi-

" ments concluded towards the end of last
year, Mr. Joseph Clarkson, engineer and
manager of the Air Power Company, of
Manchester, claims to have invented an im-
proved form of the old current water wheel
for generating electricity from tidal rivers
and oceans. In order to obiain more
power withont proportionately increaging
the size and cost of the apparatws, Mr.
Clarkson bas invented an endless chain
which rons  round sprocket wheels at
each end of a floating frame moored in
3 river or tideway. ~Attached to the
ehain (or chains) are buckets or
flatboard floats: those on the portion
of the chain under water are pushed
along by the cnrrent until they emerge
.from the water at the rear and return to
the front through the air, the conirivance
bearing . some ‘resemblance to the eater-

pillar traction belts used on battle tanks-

.or.harbour dredges. Experiments recently
conducted in the Mersey by the chief
engineer of HM.B. ‘‘Conway,’’ who
holds the rank of lieutenant-commander,
proved, it is claimed, that power could be
- developed from currents of only two miles
an lour at a lower cost than from coal
Those are some of the experiments which have
been made in England.
The Honorary Minister:
undershot water wheel
Mr. UNDERWQOD: This is & sprocket
wheel.- T will deal with the undershot water
wheel in a moment. Now I come to our uni-
versity man, whom we pay £800 or
£1000 a  year. I will give the

It is really an
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reason why I do not like university men. The
experimenter referred to in the ¢/ Western
Magil’’ has put in years at his experiments.
The university manm knows nothing of the
tides in this country, bas never aeen them,
but has read a report on them by the State

‘Mining Engineer. .

- Mr. Griffiths: What is the rise and fall of
tide at Yampi Bound$

Mr. UNDERWOOD: About 36ft,
deal with that also in a moment.
Ross’s views are as follows:—

Referring recently to the inventions

-mentionéd ahove, Professor Ross, Profes-

sor of Mathematics and Physies at the

Perth University; stated that the H.M.S,

““Conway’” experiments might be of in-

terest in showing what could be done in a

-small way in generating eleetricity from

tidal power, but tHey offeréd mno solution

to the Yampi Sound problem.
The profesor offers no solution of the Yampi
Sound proposition. As a matter of faet he
has been reading all his life, and possesses
what may be termed a ready-reckoner educa-
tion. He looks through his ready reckoner
and cannot see in it anything referring. to
tidel powers, and so he suys, ‘'It cannot be
done.’” T am not blaming Professor Ross.
It is the system he has been reared under.
But, seeing that he draws from us £800 or

T will
Professor

- more a year, I have one or two caleulations

to put up to him. He goes on to say—

For the successful working of the irom
deposits on the spot it would be necessary
to provide for over 100,000 horse-power.
According to the report of the State Min-
ing Engineer, the ‘‘canal’’ at the east end
of the Sound was about 300 feet wide,
with depth up to 20 fathoms at low tide.

That is to say, the ‘‘canal’’ ig 300 feet wide
and has a depth of 120 feet at low water.
The prefessor continues
It therefore appesred that the whole vol-
umeg of water rushing through this chan-
neli at mid-tide would be insufficient to
provide the necessary power, even if the
machinery employed eould bave a 100 per
cent. efficiency and ecould eollect all the en-
etgy of the moving water. Machinery
consisting of buckets attached to endless
chains on sprocket . wheels would neces-
-sarily have a vefy low ‘mechanical effic-
iency. It would rapidly deteriorate by cor-
rosion in sea water, .
Now I want to put up one or two propositions
to Professor Ross. He says there is not
sufficient power. Let us take, in the first
place, a tide running at five miles per hour.
We are told that two miles an hour will
suffice. I can agsur¢ hon. members that in
the vicinity of Yampi Bound there are tides
running up to eight and 10 miles an hour.
The member for Yilgarn (Mr., Hudson) and
the member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr.
Johnston) once went throngh these passes on
the ship ‘‘Penguin.’’ She used to steam
fully 10 koots per hour. In an endeavour
to get out of Derby to King’s Sound she
encountered the tide, which had changed.
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She was going through a narrow passage,

and she could pot steam apaingt. the tide.

Bhe simply had to turn round and go-out
through & wider passage. ‘

Mr, Angelo: The *!Gorgon’? had to do the
same once.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Those two hon. mem-
bers and the member for Collie (Mr. Wil-
son) will recollect an occasion when the same
steamer was going through the marrows of
Cambridge Gulf, with Captain Airey on the
bridge, and with Commander Bruoce taking
observation. For two or three miles the ghip
was being driven through the water at the
rate of 20 miles an hour. That fact
gives an idea of the tides in that loecality.
Many members of this House might think
that. T was telling a North-West tale if I said
that it is not possible to anchor a lugger
in those tides, because they are so strong
that they will pull the boat down to its an-
chor. Dut if those hon. members will cast their
minds back, they will remember reading a
couple of years ago about an aceident to the
Forrest River motor launch near Wyndham.
A party were out on the motor launch pic-
nicking, and they dropped anchor in a very
strong tide, and in consequence they had a
narrow  escape from drowning. They
got away in the dimghy, but the motor
launch was pulled to the bottom, and
she lies on the bottom still. That fact, again,
gives an idea of the strength of these tides.
Professor Ross, without any knowledge of
these cases, and without amy personal ob-
servation, says clean off the ice, ‘‘It cannot
be done.”’ He says alse that sufficient power
cannot be generated. But there is a ecanal
300ft, wide with a depth of 120ft. at low
wafer. Now I will put up this proposition to
the professor. Take the ordinary form of
paddle wheel and say it is 200ft. wide or
long, or in other words it js reaching 2090
feet across the canal with a 5-mile eurrent.
The blades of the paddle wheel at the
deepest immersion dip 10 feet into the
water. What, then, is the horse-power?
I would like the Government represen-
tatives - on  the university senate to put
that . propesition to Professor Ross, and
ask him to supply the. formula by which he
works it out. 1 would also put up the same
proposition as regards the gprocket wheels
and the floats. We will say there is a five
mile current, and we have an endless chain
of 60ft. running over 30ft., and we have 3ft.
square boards going into the water. At 3ft.
apart, there would be. 10 of these boards in
the 30ft. 6f chain., There is width sufficient
to allow of 100 of those boards being put
down,  Then, what wounld be the horse-power
in a five mile eurrent of 100 boards of that
degeription running on sprocket wheels® 'Will
the professor work that out for ust Apgain,
if 300£ft. is not sufficient width, it is easy
to find places where a width of 1,000ft. is
available. I will say, further, that if one or
two sets of sprocket wheels will not do the
professor, he ean get five or six sets, or 50
sets, T will put up yet another proposition
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for Professor Ross to work out. We will
take, not altogether a turbine wheel, but a
wheel somewhat of the description of a
ship’s- log; that is, blades turning in the
water. Those blades may be placed in a tube
with a 10ft., or a 12ft, or a 15ft. radius,
1004t. long, fixed on a shaft. Can Professor
Ross tell us the horse-power that will thus
be produced? Because if we knew the horse
power of one shaft we could get the horsc
power of 50—and we ean put in 50 if they
are required. Then there is another way: It
kas been declared by the State Mining En-.
gineer that this seheme would not succeed, be-
cause the tide is not even; that is to say, it runa
faster at one time than at unother, Buot
of course anyone with the least posgible know-
ledge of engine-driving knows that it is pos-
gible to gear up according to the power avail-
able. Leaving that aside, or even -admitting
that it may be necessary at neap tides, when
there is very little current to keep the gear
running; suppose the undershot wheel, or the
endless chain, or the turbine is put on fo lift
the water into a reservoir ahove the tide
level, and that the flow iz used to drive
machinery on top, just as is being done in
Tagmania, Al these things are possible.
I am confident that as soon as the engineers
of the world have some inducement to go
into this matter, they will find a solution of
the problem. There is another way of deal-

"ing with it, but I am not going to tell the

House about that, because 1 may be putting
it forward myself later, The professor goea
on to say that the machinery containing the °
buckets attached to the endless chain and
gprocket wheels would necessarily have but a
very low mechanieal efficiency—I agree with
that—and that it would rapidly deteriorate
by erosion of the sea water. That is exactly
what the university professors said when first
the building of iron ships was mooted, that
they would erode in sea water. 1 can see
two or three ways of overcoming the diffi-
eulty, as for instance, putting no iron in the
water at all, having the paddle wheel entirely
of ‘wood, if necessary. But it is not neeces-
sary, -beeanse iron ships have proved that
the erosion of sea water can be overcome. The
best shipe in the world to-day are steel ships
and if steel ships will do in sea water, 30
will - other things of steel. I do not desire
to labour the question. 1 am sure that such
a motion will be carried, becavse this Parlia-
ment, like the municipal eouneils and the
read boards, is always prepared to pass 2
motion ealling upon some other body to spead
money, At the same time, I desire  to give
publicity to this question, and to bring under
the notice of the engineers of the world the
great poseibilities of the mnorthern tides. If
the Federal Government are not inclined fo

-offer a substantial reward the State Govern-

ment san_ safely do so,

Mr. Harrison: What do you mean by sub-
stantiald .

Mr. UNDERWOOD:  Anything up to
£10,000, £20,000 or £30,000, The reward
could be made subject to the suceessful
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patent belonging to the Government, or to
any other reasonable conditions.

On motion by Minister for Mines, debate
adjourned.

MOTION—COMMISS1IONER OF
RATLWAYS,

Appointment of Lieut.-Colonel Pope, C.B.

The MINISTER ¥OR MINES AND
BAILWAYS (Hon, J. BScaddan—Albany)
[5.20]: I move— .

That the appointment by His Exeel-
lency the Governor of Lientenant-Colonel
Harold Pope, C.B., as Commissioner of
Railways, at a salary of £2,000 a year, in
the terms of the Execufive Council minute
laid on the Table of the Legislative As-
gembly on the 25th day of August, 1920,

be approved.

I do not think it is necessary for me to say
more than that the applications received
from various places in the Commonwealth
and from overseas for the position of Com-
missioner of Railways at the invitation of
the previous Government, of which I was not
s member, were carefully considered, and
that finally Colone! Pope was given the ap-
pointment on probation. At the end of thé
probationary period he was appointed by the
Governor-in-Couneil, an appointment which
requires the endorsement of Parliament. I
think hon, members are familiar with the
ability Colonel Pope has already displayed in
filling the office of Commissioner while pass-
ing throngh a very frying period, during
which he has had to face many difficulties
which previous Commissioners were spared.
I venture to say that he has got over those
difficulties with credit to himgelf and to the
State, During the last 12 or 18 months we
might easily have had a tremendous turmoil
in the great system which means so mueh to
our primary industries, but fortunately our
railways have not ceased operating for a
giigle moment. I helieve that is in no small
measure due to the taet exercise by Colonel
Pope. It is because of the thoroughness with
which he hae attended to his duties that he is
not to-day in the best of health, for in that
reapect he has given far too many hours of
attention to-the task he has in hand. But in
the face of the many diffieulties which bave
arigen and are etill cropping up, it iz essen-
-tial that he should- do this. I believe the
House will be wise in endorsing the appeint-
ment of Colonel Pope. It is possible that
there may have been a good deal of eriticiam
at the appointment; because it was breaking
away from the established practice that the
appointee should have already held a position
of a similar nature in some ofther part of
the world before being deemed fit for the
office. However, we considered that Colonel
Pope had displayed certain outstanding abili-
ties, not so much perhaps in rpilway opera-
tions, but in controlling men during the great

war, and had a fair teehnical Enowledge

of railway administration, becanse he had
been afiached to the Commissioner’s office
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for & number of years. Consequently we
took the risk and, as has nmow been provéd,
suceessfully. Tt is, I think, a good policy to
adopt from time to time, this taking of a
man from the ruck and giving him a chance
to show his ability, especially if the precau-
tion is observed of appointing him for a
probationary period, In this instance what
we Qid was in the best interests of the Btate
and of the railway system. Colonel Pope is
a local man. We have frequently to take a
man from some other part of the world,
without. any knowledge of his praelical
akility, take bim on his value as disclosed by
testimonials—and, seeing that from time to
time I have had to act on testimonials, I
know of what value some of tbem are. But
in this case we were able to take a man of
known ability displayed during a great crisis.
In these circumstances I leave the motion to
the House, believing ‘that it will be carried
withont a dissentient voice.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (York) (5.85]: Before
the motion is carried I ghould like to ask 2
question: Is the Minister aware that there
has been amongst railway employess certain
talk which suggests a feeling of discontent
that an office man, with no technical experi-
ence, should bave been raised over the heads
of men with full technical knowledge? I am
a stroug supporter of the appointment of
Colonel Pope, but I should like to hear from
the Minigter whether there is really any dis-
satisfaction amongst the railway staff in re-
gard to that appointment, I am an admirer
of Colonel FPope and I shorld like to see his
appointment confirmed.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [5.27]: I support the motion, It
is pleasing to feel that at last we have re-
cognised that there ie some ability in West-
ern Australia. Only foo frequently have we
made the mistake of going elsewhere when
requiring an officer to carry responsibility.
In the past this State has suffered greatly
by going outside for advice, and for the ap-
pointment of officers. We have in our de-
partment officers who have been brought up
in -the gervice' from bovheod, and who know

- the ABC of every position in the depart-

ment. Notwithstanding this, past Govera-
monts have gone outside the State to bring
in some .engineer to advise our officers on re- -
ports received from their own experts. It
would be better for the State if many im-
portant appointments could be made from
the staff without any regard whatever to
seniority. There are some good mer in the
Railway Department, and no matter who
might have been appointed Commissioner,
there was hound to be someone who thought
he was better entitled to the position and
who consequently would grumble at the ap-
pointment. We have in the present Minis-
try a pentleman who suceessfully carried
out the duties of the Commissioner’s office
for five years, and who during that time let
the people know who was the Commissioner
of Railways, who was in charge of the sys-
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tem. Surely that. hon, member, being in a
position -to know the abilities of Colonel
Pope, wonld not have agreed to the appoint-
ment had. he not been satisfied with those
abilities, I think the Government .did right
in appointing to the position a man from the
service, T am not going to say, as the Min-
ister for Mines said, that Colonél Pope’s
chief qualification was hie ability to handle
men in the field. There is a good deal of
difference 'between' controlling men under
military -law and controlling men. in sivil
life. In the one instance the men are bound
to obey, but ‘in the other they are free to
clear out. That is the difference, Howéver,
that is not’ intended to discount Colouel Pope
in any way, beeause he wis an excellent
officer in the RBailway Department for long
before his ‘appeintment as Commisgioner.
Moreover, he was appointed acting Commis-
sioner for a probationary period, during
which he gave every satisfaection. Now we
are asked to confirm bis permanent appoint-
ment, I hope that when the appointment is con-
firmed, Colonel Pope will let the Governmant
‘know that it is 'his fixed infention to main-
tain the railways in good order. Under the
Act he has certain powers and responsibili-
ties, one of which is that he shall keep the
railways in good working condition. If we
permit the Minister for Railways, no matter
whe he is, to let the. railways drift into a
bad condition, as happened on 3 previous
occasion when there was a change of Com-
missioners, the result will be detrimental to
the best interests of the State, if not an actual
danger to the travelling public. I hope that
Colonel Pope will see that the railway lines
are kept in good working order and condition,
T have mueh pleasure in supporting the
motion, ‘

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon, J.
Scaddan—Albany—in reply} [5.32]: I de-
gire to reply briefly to the point raised by the
member for York (Mr, Griffiths), T have
heard all sorts of rumours about persous be-
ing dissatisfied. ‘That kind of thing, how-
ever, is not common .to the appointment of
Colonel Pope as Commissioner of Railways.
There «is always somebody who imagines that
he should “have received the ~position for
_which he-was an tnsuccessfol dpplicant. That
will always be the case so long as life con
tinues, and I am not a bit disturbed in econce-
quence. My own view is that if a person
feels ‘disappointed because he himself has not
received the position that he was an appli-
cant for, and from that date onward does not
display that loyalty that is expeeted of him,
and does not give to the State the servieces
that he is paid to render, no matter what
position he fills, we should take the earliest
opportunity of allowing him to find a posi-
tion elsewhere. If I knew of a disgruntled
railway servant who was disloyal, and who
refused to give his best serviee to the State
becanse he was not fortunate in securing an
appointment that he was after, I would ask
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the House to give me power to dispense with
that officers services. PBut T do not think
the position is such as has been made out.
There may be a little soreness because
Coloiiel Pope was taken from the ranks, a
sorenets perhaps on the part’ of some who
‘wete his senicr, but so far as I am aware
those who were senior to him are ‘to-day
Jworking loyally with him and giving him
every assistance. With regard to thé point
raised by the member for North-East Fre-
mantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin), we need ‘not
worry about the Minister refusing  to allow
the Commissioner ‘to keep the railway lines
in good order. As a matter of fact the re-
verse is the position. T look upon it aa the
fitst duty of the Commisgioner to see to the
safoty df the travelling public. Not being a
professional railway man, I am - not going to
take that responsibility on my shoulders, 'Tf
the Commissioner tells me that the rallway
system is not safe, I shall tell him as quickly
as I can put it on paper that he must do
everything in his power to render it safe.-

Hon. W. C. Anpgwin: You know that it
cost us a million of money to pnt the lines
in order on a previous oceasion,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I know
certain things- happened and I know that
even now our railway tracks are not in the
best possible condition. There is a differ-
ence however, between that and saying that
the lines are not safe. The position which
exists to-day is due to circumstances over
which we have no control. It has not been
possible to get suitable material, but not-
withstanding the faet that Colonel Pope has
been acting as Commissioner during a pro-
bationary period, I know of mne instance
where he declined the responsibility of pui-
ting forward what was essential in the best
interests for the safety of the travelling
publie, although daing so might have meant
napopularity. That is evidence of the fact
that we have the right man in the right
place. A man who will shirk responsibility
in order. to gain popularity is & dangerous
man to have in control of any organisation.
My experience of Colonel Pope is that the
attitnde he has adopted is evidence of the
fuct that he is a strong man, and one whom
we can rely upon to run our railway system
datisfactorily. I dgree with what has been
gaid, that during the next five years there
is likely to be an expansion of our population
and of our ipdustries, and that there may
alse be industrial turmeil, and my belief
is that Colonel Pope will handle every ques-
tion that arises as well, if not better, than
anyone we might have imported from over-
sead.

Question put and passed.
On motion by the Minister for Mines reso-

-lution transmitted to the Legislative Couneil

for its concurrence.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]
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MOTION—RETIREMENT OF
J. J. O'NEILL,
To ingnire by Select Committee.
Debate resumed from 15th September on
motion by Mr. Smith—

" - That a select committée he appointed to
inguire into the -circumstances surrounding
the compulgory retirement of Mr. J. J.
O’Neill from the position of acting Jand
resuniption officer. ) -

" The. MINISTER FOR WORES (Hon.
W. J. George—Murray-Wellington) [5.36]:

I regret that 1 was absent from the House

when the member for WNorth Perth (M.
Smith) brought this motion under notice.
I have, however, read the hon. . member’s
The information he evidently had
with him would® have been more clear and
would have enabled hon. members to form
an opinion more thoroughly if he had shown
his hand entirely with regard to the ease.
As the matter has been brought before the

House, it is necessary for me to state how

the Government of fhe day viewed the mat-
ter, and how they view it to-day. The hon,
member referred to me and said that T had
spoken’ highly of Mr: O’Neill. That is quite
‘eerrect. The records of the House will show
that.  Whatever my fanits may be, T
am not slow in admibting the good qualities
of o man who has done good work. "M,
O’Neill did good work in the position he
held as acting land resumption officer.- 1
always regarded him as being a man of.
rather mysterious origin. He was very proud
of the faet that he was an Yrishman, but T
concluded, from the dealings he had with
péaple whose land was being resumed, that
he had 2 fair sharé of the Jew i his com-
position, )
Mr. Johuston: We thought he was Secotch.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I thought

_he was a bit of a Jew, and I think so still.

A% any rate be was a man of that peculiar
temperament who delighted in dealing with
a matter from the point of view of what, T
think, General Joffre ealled, nibbling at the -
enemy. In Mr. O’Neill’s- case, every. person
from whom he, bad to make a purchase was
nibbled at by him. g

Hon. W. -C. Angwin: And it was a good
job for the Btate that he did. ’

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am not
denying that, but T had to reprove him for
it on one or two .occasions. I desire that the
Bouse should know from me the full faets and
to say that the Government had no desire
other than to do what was right and proper.
Mr. O’Neill held the position of acting land
resumption officer for something like five
vears, a most nasatisfactory position.  As

_ihe papers will show, I endeavoured for =

considerable time to have the matter put
right. I was of the opinion, and I still hold
the opinion, that an acting appointment
should not extend over a long term, If 'a
man has to do the best that 1s expected of
him, be should have at his back the full au-
thority of the position he holds. For reasons
which the Public Serviee Commissioner and
others, who were the persons to Qeeide, eon-
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sidered right, Mr. O’Neill was kept in the
acting position for a numher of years. He
drew his own Salary as it appeared in the
classification, and he was allowed, according
to the regulations, a ¢ertain inerease which is
provided for when an officer is discharging
what are known as higher duties. Mr. O'Neil
was not satisfied. For my part, and the files
will show it, I endeavoured to get for him
further recoguition, not because -a man’s
service, honesty, and honour should de-
pend upon the amount of money paid
to him—the Government have a right
to expect loyalty from any servant, no
matter what salary is pald to him—but if
a man ig doing good work he should receive
adequate payment for the ability he displays.
The pember for North Perth spoke about the
work that Mr. O'Neill had done~ I am noy
oing to detract frem the assistance Mr,

‘Neill gave, .but I cannot allow the hon.
member’s remarks to pass that that speeial .
work wag carried out ‘at Mr. O’Neill’s own
ingtigation, or was carried out by him as the
principal man in that particular office, M.
O'Neill acted under instructions given by
myself. The member for Irwin (Mr. Gar-
direr), who has occupied the portfolio of
Colonial Treasurer, knows well- with regard
tu the reorganisation of public departments.
—which is one of the peints brought ferward -
in favour of Mr. O’Neill—that the matter
was discussed between us—Mr. Gardiner and.
myself—time after time before we arrived at
the point at which we could bring the matter
before Cabinet. Finally T received anthority
t3 proceed with the work, and then I gave in-
structions to Mr, O’Neill and to other people
to procure certain information and to finally
carry out the decisions which I had ar-
rived at. I desive to say 'for Mr. O7Neill

"that he carried out these instruetions -well,

and that he did his work -well. As I have
already said, Mr. O’Neill is a man of- pecu-
liar temperament and he seemed to delight in~
dealing with a matter which gave him a cer-
tain amount of importance. He revelled in
the work he was given te do. If hon. mem-
bers will refer to the papers they will see
that the evidence- which I gave before the
inguiry bears out what I am saying, I will now
tell the Touse what really happened. At-the
beginning of November I was out of town
for several days and on my return,
on. Tuoesddy, 4th November, tlie Pre-
mier saw - me privately and  stated
that during wmy absence. information
had come before “him which it was
necessary should be immediately investigated.
Apparently O’Neill, in’interviewing certain
land agents, had endeavoured to obtain a
commission, presumably for himself, in con-
nection with thiz particular purchase.

Hon, T. Walker: Of course that is the
whole point. ~

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T shall
give the facts fairly. The matter was ve-
ported to the Premier—I might mention that
8ir Tdward Stone was concerned in it—.
and wag discussed by the legal advisers of
thé Government, and it seemed right to
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them that certain .action should be sioner, William Robertson, auctioneer, 81 8t.
taken, and “it was taken. The result George’s-terrace, Perth, wa.s examined by
wag handed to wme just before lunch Mr. Munt, who, in explammg the position
on the Tuesday, for me to take to the- thness, said—

necessary aetion under the Public Service
Ae¢t. This T did. T saw the Under Secre-
tary, Mr. Munt, head of the department, and
gave him the ‘information whiech had been
given 'to me, aud required him, as was laid
down in the Public Serviee Act, to take the
necessary steps to ascertain whether this ae-
cusation had-a full basis or not, whether the
depariment had an officer who could not be
trusted, or

was quite eclear that, when the honour
and. integrity of an officer holding an
honourable | position ,and acting -as wrepre-
* sentative of the Government was impugned,
the matter had to be dealt with, and dealt
with at once. This gives the history of

the case up to a certain point. The ease was

submitted to the Public Service Commis-
gioner as provided by the Act, and he held an
inquiry. At the inquiry, eertain evideurca
was given, and it is my intention to lay the
papers ou the Tablé so that members can see
for themselves and judge for themselves as
to the action faken and the result of the
action. There i3 no biszs or feeling apgainst
this officer in any shape or form, but wo
claim that the Government could not take
any other steps than those which were taken,

and that we have given, according tfo our -

lights, a fair and impartial opportunity for
Mr. O’'Neill to state his case
those who' should be, and who
believe  were, entirely  without

or feeling. The property referred to
is that in Hay-street now occupied by the
Tramway Department as offices. It formerly
belonged to Messrs. Stone and Burt and, fol-
. lowing on the death of Mr. Sept. Burt, nego-
tiations were entered into with the obJec.t of
selling the property to the Government. The
matter came Lefore me, and I reported to
the Government that I did not require the
“property, as I could see my way clear to
house all the Government officers under Gov-
crmment roofs, and therefore it was mnot

we

necessary to add to the Government pur- .

chases. I had nothing whatever to do with
the railways, and 1 had uo idea that the
Railway Department wanted these offices for
+ the tramways. I was simply dealing with
the whole of the Government service exeept-
ing the railways. Mz Robertson, anctioneer,
of 91 St. - George’s-terrace, Perth, was em-
ployed as agent by Sir Edward Stone in the
estate of Stone and Burt, and he brought
this matter under the notice of the Railway
Departingnt. The matter came to the Pub-
He Works Department because we had the
land resumption officer under our eharge.
The price had been irrevocably. fized at
£6,000, and on that price the question as to
Whether the offices were or were not suitable
was decided by those who had to deal with
jt. .Aeccording to page 53 of the file, at the
inquiry held by the Public Berviee Commis-

whether this officer had. been
maligned or in any way misrepreseited. It

before

bias

On the 30th QOctober Mr., O’Neill pre-
sented to me a file of papers containing
correspondence with “the Railway Depart-
ment in regard to a property which you

" had in your hands—Stone & Burt’s pro-

M.

perty, Hay-street. On the file which he
handed to me waa the following:—'‘Mr.
Tobin, Railway Department, handed me
these papers with a verbal request that

"I should make a valuation of this pro-

perty, a8 Cabinet "would mot approve of
the purchase vntil my report snd valua-
tion.”” I then"wrote on the file, ‘*Mr.
O 'Neill, value please,’”’ TFollowing ¢n that
was Mr. O’'Neill’s authority to make a
valuation. Now, I understand that fol- ~
lowing upon that he had interviews with
yow

Robertson was then asked what took

place, and this is his evidence—

It was on Friday, 31st Oetober, that
Mr, O’Neill first rang me up. He told me
that Stone & Burt’s premises had bheen
put on to him for valuation, and asked
if T had the key. I told him I thought
that Mr. Tayler of the Tramways had it,-
and he said he would get in touch with
him and obtain it. This was about 10
o’elock, and he asked me if T wonld be in
during the morning and he would come and
see'me. I said T would be in all the morn:
ing, and he said he would come and see
me. Probably about 12.30 he came in to
sce. me and told me it was with reference
to Stone & Burt’s property, that he had
got the key and inspected it, and then he
said, ‘‘I ecan- sell it or I cannot.’’? e
asked me what was the amount of my
commission. I worked it out at Chamber
of Commerce rates and said to Mr. O'Neill
that it whs £132 10s. He said, ‘‘Is that

all? Y thought it would be more thau
that.”’ T said '‘No, that is “all it works
out at.’’ And he said, ‘‘How do I

stand%’'’ I said, ‘“What do you mean?’’

and he said; ‘‘With reference to commis-~
gion,”’ I said, ‘‘ What would ‘you suggest?’’
and he said, ‘* About £50; how would that
do??’ T said, ‘*I could. not agree to a
proposition of that sort without discussing.
it with my brother, because I do not ‘in-
terfere with the financial part of the business
at alL.”” T talked it over with hom. He
said, ‘‘T. will see you later about it,”’ He
left me, I presume, to make the inspection, -
and I asked him to look im on his way
back. I do not know if he looked in or
not. I was out most of the afternoon, but
he rang twice during the afterncon for
me, but T was out both times. After he

- had left, I told my brother and my part-

ner Mr. Beatty, what had transpired, and
we agreed that the only course we could
take was to submit the matter to Mr.
Frank Stone, our prineipal, and let him
know exactly what had happened.
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As members know, Mr. Frank Stone is a law-
yer and would Jook at the ma.tter from a
legal point of view.
1 saw Mr, Frank Stome and told him ex.
actly the nature of the conversation. He
decided he should at ones communicate the
. faets to the Premier. Before doing tliat,
he discossed the matter with Mr. Pilking-
“ton, his partner. Mr. Pilkington stated
that that was the only course for Mr.
Stone to follow. Mr. Stone then rang up
the Premier’s office and they came straight
across that afternoon, and he laid the mat-
ter before the Premier, and asked for
leave to withdraw the property from the
option.
So far as T tan judge, and I think I am re
garding it abzolutely without bias, Mr. Stone
thought that he would not ruh any rigk of
being mixed up with what might be termed
a secret commission, and hé took the only
coufze that ap honourable man could take.

The Premier granted him that leave, and
" the next morning Mr, Stone rang me up.at
my house, first thing in the morning, and
asked me not to do anything further till I
saw him first thing in the morning, T
might state when I had left Mr., Stone

I tried to ring Mr. O’Neill on the tale--

phone about 5 o’clock to tell him I could
not do anything in the matter, but I eould
not raise anyone at the Public Works De-
partment as it was too late, so I did not
speak to him, Mr. Stone -told me not to
do anything further till I had seem him.
I saw Mr. Stone at & quarter to 9 on the
Saturday morning, and he saijd he wanted
to see the Premier again, and not to take
-any further steps till he had seen him.
The Premier rang for me during the morn-
“ing. I expect- it’ would be about 11
o’cloek. 1 went over and met the Premier,
and. Mr. Draper and Mr. Frank Stone and
Colonel Pope at the Premier’s office. Mr.
 Stone had evidently told him what had
transpired and he wanted my version of it,
and I told Mr. Draper. Then the Premier
said that it was a very serious matier, and
he wanted the matter put in.the handa of
the police, and he rang vp the detective
office, The Commissioner of Police——Mr.
0’Conmnell T think it was, but I am not
“sare, I have not met him before—caine
down and the Premier instrueted him to
take steps to aseertain what had trans-
pired, and asked me to ask Mr. O’Neill
‘to come down tg my office on the Satur-
day morning to further discuss the matter.
I went back to my-office and the detective
came round from the department, Detee-
tive Jackson. He said he had been in-
structed to call and see me with reference
to this matter of O’'Neill’s. I was in-
- ‘structed to telephone to Mr. O ’Neill and ask
him to come to the office, whiech I- did,
and Jackson Listened on the telephone to
our conversatlon It was done through the
éxtension of the telephine. I rang Mr.
*0°Neill and told him I wanted to sée him,
nﬂd hn ‘agked me how long I wohld be
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there. I said, *‘‘Till a little after 12

o’clock,’” and’ he said he would “come

atraxght away. He céame down and then

T told Mr. O’Neill that I had discussed

the matter and decided that we conld do

nothing, that it was a serious matter, that
it might be considered as bribery if I paid

him money in a case of this sort, and T

eould not congider it, O'Neill said, ¢‘Non-

sense, it iz only a questlon of commis-
gion,’’ T said, ‘‘No, I’ could not agree
to it,’’ and O'Neill asked me if I was

dmdmg commission with amyone else. I

zaid, ‘*No, I am getting the whole com-

misgion,”’ and he said be did not see why
he shnuld not get portion of it, that he
was getting nothing from either the Gov-
ernment or anyone else in connection with
the transaction, and he should get portion
of it. I said I was sorry I could not meet
his request, and that wad the end of it.
He pointed out to me that the matter had
been passed om to him for his decision,
and congidered he was entifled to the com- -
mission, I said, ‘‘But, Mr, O’Néll, the
property is prachcally sold to the Govern-
ment. I have already submitted it to them
and they have agreed to purchase, It is

. only 8 question of your inspeeting the pro-

' perty.” Mr. O’Neill then said, ‘ ‘That is
whare you are wrong, Robertson, I thought
You would make that mistake.’’ He said,
f¢{Cabinet have not approved of it; as a
matter of fact Cabinet have turned it down
and .it haz been passed on to me.’’ He
said, ‘‘However, if that is your decision
we will let it end there. Forget I ever
mentioned the matter.’”’ That is praeti-
cally the conversation which took place be-
tween us. Mr, O'Neill then left my office.

Thaf statément, on which members can form

their own opinions, was repcated on the ap:

peal. The ‘matter was deslt  with by the

Publie Service Commissioner, and there was

an appeal to the board comsisting of the

Public Service Cormimissioner, Mr. Hampton,

of the Crown Law Depa.rtment and Mr:

0 ’Mahony, representmg the Civil Berviee As-

sociation. -

‘Mr, Johnston: It was an appeal from
the Publie Berviee: Comnmissioner to- the Puh-
lie Service Commissioner,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS3: It was
an appeal from the Publie Service Commis-
sioner sitting as a judge to the Public Ser-
vice Cominissioner as eheirman of an appeal
board on which was a member representing
the Government, namely Mr. Hampton, of
the Crown Law Department—and members
know perfectly well that he would sit upon
the question in a thoroughly judicial mamier -
—and Mr, O'Mabony nominated ¥ presume
by Mr. O’°Neill or the Civil Service Assocm.—
tion.

Mr., Johnston. An appeal from Cesar to
Cmsar. "It is absurd and should be abolished.

Mr, Nairn: The question is whether the
chairman would be ‘impartial.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: When
hon.. members peruse the file they will find’
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on the appeal from the Public Service Com-
missioner to the Appeal Board that the fol-
lowing statementa were made, Mr. Simpson
said to Mr. O'Neill— '

I understand you desire to make a state-
ment in connection with this charge againet
you,

Mr, O’Neill replied— '

This ‘¢ase should be simplified by the
fact that T have admitted I tried to ob-
tain a commission from Robertson Bros,
That admission is my first Teply to the
¢harge. The only point I take it, which
has to be decided, is, what was going to
be done with that commission, and I say
that the commission, if granted, would
have followed the same course that the
commisgion did in all other cases that I
have been dealiug with for the purchase.of
property by the- Government where com-

- migion entered into the neguhatmna
Mr. Munt then said—

S.;ou have admitted the accusation is cor-

ree
and Mr. O’Neill rephed—

Yes, to a certain extent, and that is the‘

. reason I say that this ecase can be boiled
down to this point, ‘“What was I going to
do with this ecommisasion.”’ I say I should
not be askéd to, prove what I was going
to do with that commigsion, but it should be
provad against me that I was going to
put it in my pocket. There has been no evi-

- denee to show that I was going to put £50
into my pocket or wse it for my own bene-
fit, not a tittle of evidence. :

The member for North Perth (Mr. Smith)

has already stated that Mr. O'Neill had
beaten down reputable citizens by getting
them to deduct commission, and that he pro-
duced three witnesses who had allowed him
commission which had been deducted from
the settlement. - Mr. Mosey, on¢ of the wit-
nesses, stated .(page 70) that the price waa
knocked down to the extent of:the commis-
gion. Mr. Brigge, the lime merchant, said
(page 72) he 'had reduced the 'price as
there was no commission to pay. Mr. Cook,
as shown on page 84 of the file, gaid that
no question of commission was ever dis-
cussed or broucht up before him, except
that Mr. O’'Neill remarked that he wanted
no commission. Ir dealing with Mr. Mosey
and Mr. Briggs, Mr, 0'Neill was not dealing
with commission ‘agents, He wad dealing
with the property owners, who wished to
sell and were dealing direet with the Gov-
ernment, The question of commission, how-
ever, was put before them in this way, ¢‘If
you were selling this to arn agent you would
“have to pay a commission; consequently it
cannot be wrong for you to reduée your
price by the valué of the cominission.’’. Tt
is ome thing when a man is dealing direct
with owders. In the case of Robertzon Bros.,
Mr. G'Neill was dealing with a commission
agent, and not with the owners, Messrs.
Stone & Bart. The commission agent was
asked by Mr, O’Neill what commission he
was. going to get, and he was told that it
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would be £132 105, Mr, O’Neill then says, ‘I
thought it was more than that.’’ He follows
that up immediately by asking what commis:
sion he himself is to get. Hom. members can
read the papers and form their own opinion.
I want them to understand clearly that, to
my mind and to the minds of other mem-
beras of the Cabinet, there is a distinet dif-
ference between bargaining with a_ property
owner and asking for eommission which it is
stated wounld otherwise be deducted, and
dealing with & commission agent, who
is not the. owner, and trying to get
a commisgion, which it was mnot stated
by Mr. O'™Neill would be reduced from
the price. Whether Mr. O’Neill intended
to make this reduction afterwards or not is
a matter of opinion, ard I intend to make no
comment on the point. The price fized by
the owners of the property, Messrs. Stone &
Burt, was £6,000

Mr Smith: Was that the original price?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That was
the price fixed when it came befors Mr.
O’Neill. He did not come into the guestion
at all before that.

Mr. Smith: Was he asked to report on it
on the basis of that valuation?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS Not that
I am aware of.

‘Hon. W, C. Angwm
valuation

“The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The Ball
way Department.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: Why should they have
done so when Mr. 0’Ne111 wag the land Te-
sumption officer?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS I do not
know why the .-Bajlway Department negotiated
in the matter before it was sent up to the
land reshmption* oﬁee I have never asked
the question.

Hon. W, C. Angwm I should have donme so
had I been in your place,

Hon. T. Walker: But you read a minute
showing that Mr. Munt had ‘given mstrue-
tions as to valuing.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That was
after the price bad been arranged by the
Railway Department. = .

Hon. T. Walker: What was the good of
valuing the property after the price had been
fixed ?

Mr, Thomson:
was a Tight one.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am not
in the box as a hostile witness. I am trying
to give the House the information I have in
a fair and impartial manner. Does the hon.
member wish to cross-examine me? The file
will be here for hon. memhers to look at, At
the time when the Public Works Department
came into the matter we were informed that
the price arranged was £6,000, irreducible,
and that Messrs, Stone & Burt had fixed this
as the figure. T presume that Mr. O’Neill’s
idea in valuing was either to bolster un the
price of £6.000, or to do whatever he covld
do to get it for less, Mr, O’Neill’s valna-
tion waa not £6,000, but £5,000. Hen, .mem-
bers will see from his evidence that he:.says

Who fixed up the

.Aa a check to smee tha.t it
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he had discugsed the matter with the vaiuer
of the Commonwealth Taxation Department
and had eaid to him that his valuation should
not exceed £5,000. If Mr. O’Neill’s valua-
tion had heen fixel at £5,000, and be
knew. that the seller’s price was un-
alterably £6,000, what was the use of
his trying to alter it by attempting to
get a commission from the agent to reduce
the price to the Government? It Mr. O’Neill
had received a commission of £50, that he had
asked Robertson Bros, for, that wonld only
have brought the price down by £50, whereas
according to his valuation a sum of £1,000
was required to bring it down to £5,000 be-
fore he could recommend the purehaae of the
property to the Government.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: We do not know what
took place between the officials of the two
departments.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know more than that which can be obtained
from’ the papers.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Railway Depart-
‘ment fited the price first of all,

The MINISTER ¥OR WORKS: An in.
quary was lield and a charge was laid against

0’Neill, who had every opportunity of

brmgmg forward the witnesses he wanted,
‘but he did not bring any witnesses to give
evidence along the lines pointed out by the
member for North-East Fremantle,

Mr. Smith: Do you suggest he valued it-at
£5,000 because he did not get a commission?

The MINISTER FORE WORKS: I did not
say anything of the kind. The hon. member
should know that only a few moments ago I

stated that Mr. O’Neill had brought as a
.witness the -valuer of the Federal Taxation
Department. to prove that he bad discussed
the queation of- the valuation hefore Mr.
.O:Neill ,sent in.his report, and that they
both . agreed that Mr. O’'Neill’s * valuation
need unot be more than £5,000,

Mr. ‘Smith: It shows that Mr. O’Neill was
_'amqous to ‘find out. the true value of the
_property .

The -.MI\!ISTER FOR WORKS - The
.reason . I am mentioning the price of the
gellers; £6 000, and Mr, O’Neill’s valnation,
£5 0[}0, is to show hon, menibers that.there
- wag no necessity for him—indeed it' was only
,sﬂhness and Waste of time if he were genu-
ine—to ask for a commission of £50. off the
“£6,000 to epable the purchase to be made.

. Hon. W.'C. Angwin: It would have been
£50 off our deficit. .

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I suppose
.s0. Mr. O’Neill ‘apoke .about this report -hav-
ing béen .made before this eommission was
.talked about, The evidence. shows that his
report’ was not. given -out to be typed- until
the Monday afternoon.. Presuma.bly it was
gone through on the Tuesday merning, and
‘finally typed on that day, 4th November.
“Duriiig the. dppeal this guestion was put to
"Mr Cook by Mr, O'Mahony— .

Did Mr. 0’Neill Buggest td you that you
would not "be called upen to  give him a
eorrImlssmn, and could you not réduce your
" selling ‘p¥ice by the amount of commission

693

that you would probably have to give to
an outside person?
And Mr. Cook replied—

No, he did not.

Mr, Robertson gave evidence along the lines
of his statement, and we have the admissions
of Mr. O'Neill with regard to the commis-
gion. The point is whether or not the board,
which sat upon Mr. O’Neill’s case, acted
justly in stating that they could :nnt give
him the benefit of the doubt. T will read the
findieg of the board. The board consisted of
Mr.- Simpson, as Chairman, Mr, Hampten,
the member appointed by the Government,
and Mr. O’Mahony, the member eclected by
the officers of the clerical division, The
finding of the Public Service Commissioner,
from which Mr. O’Neill appealed, was—

1, That the charge that Mr. O'Neill sug-
gested te Mr. Robertaon that he should re-
ceive & commission of £50 is sustained.

The finding of the board was—

Finding No. 1 is admitted.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Before
tea I had arrived at the point of saying that
the manner in which Mr, O’Neill put his case
before the Appeal Board seemed to me inex-
plicable. With regard to the matter of com-
mizsion he szajd that the amount mentioned
was £50. According to his own valuation
the property was worth £5000, and he knew
perfactly well that Robertson Bros. were only
anthorised to close at £6,000. Therefore it is
inexplicable to me that Mr. O’Neill should
bave approached the guestion of a commis-
sion which could not under any circumstances
have exceaded £150, even: if he had reeewed
the whole of it..

Mr. Smith:
Scotch Jew?

The MINISTER FOR WORES: I should
like to fell the hon. member my opinion of
him, but it wonld be unparliameantary. T am
dealing -with & very serious matter so far as

‘Did not you say he was a

“the QGovernment and the ‘coumiry are con-

eerned.

Mr. Smith: I .am repeatmg a remark that
the Minister made.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS " The hon.
member is trying to make fun of the matter,
but the whole thing is- most painfu] to me.
Tt I were to, let myself go as a prosecutor,
T could siy a great deal more than T have
said. The hon. member is like one of those
foolish virgihs mentioned in Seripture, without
a lamp full of oil, T was pointing out when
I was interrupted in such an . unmamnerly
fashion by the member for North South,
Tiast, or West Perth who like the newspaper
which belongs to himi mlsrepresents every-

"thing that .can possibly be misrepresented,

and with' a2 kind of pervergity——

. Mr. SPEAKER: The Minister for Works
is not in order i’ discusding that  mistter
uhder the motion béfore the House,

" Mt. Smith: I rise to a point of order. 1

"must ask that the Minister for “Works w:th

diaw the referénte to inyself.”
Mr. SPEAKER: What was the referencet
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_ that.
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Mr. -Smith: Tbe Minister referred to me
as the member for North, East, South, West
Perth,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
say the member for North Perth. I am now
speaking of the member for North Perth,
and I hope there will be no migtake about
Incidentally I am also speaking about
the proprietor of the ‘‘Sunday Times.’?

Mr. Smith: The member for North Perth
has never been ordered out of the House,
anyhow. ) .

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
sguppose he has. It is only the men who have
the stremgth of honest convictions who are
ordered out of the House. I.was ordered out
ot the House for adhering to my honest con-

victions. The hon. member will never be .

ordered out on account either of convietions
or honesty. .

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know .that the
Minister is in order in discussing the member
for North Perth,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 was
saying that the statement put forward by
the special advoeate for Mr. O’Neill seemed
to me absolutely inexplicable. The statement
was that the commission was intended to be
taken off the purchase price, But Mr. O'Neill
knew that thé only price at which' the pro-
perty could be purchased was £6,000. He
also knew that that price had been agreed
to; and he knew--at least, according to his
evidenée he knew—that his valpation was
going to be, only £5,000. 8o that he waa
either aeling what is called the ‘‘ giddy goat’’
in trying to get the £50 off, or there was
some other miotive as to which hon. members
must judge for themselves,

Mr. O’Loghlen: Does it not seem remark-
able that the price was agreed on before the

* respongible officer had been consulted?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I offer
no opinion om the point raised by the mem-
ber for Forrest. It is not a matter that has
in any way come before me for my judgment
or my deeision. However, the fact remajins
that £6,000 was the price agreed to by the
Railway Department. "~ The Public Works
were asked to deal with the matter beéause
in that department is the Jand resump-
tion officer, who kmows all the ins
and- outs of the metheds of resum-
ing properties. I have deslt with the
suggestion put forward that this officer had
previously suceseded ‘in obtaining redueed
prices by getting the people eonccrned to
allow a deduction for comniission which they
ctherwise would have had to pay. I have
pointed out to the House thé difference be-
tween dealing with the owner direct and
dealing with an agent, which-is another mat.
ter altogether; .and .in thiz ease Mr, O'Neill
was dealing with Mr. Robertson as an inter-
mediary, In those eircumstances Mr. O/Neill
asked for a share of Mr. Robertson’s com-
mission. What he was. going to do with ithat
share is a question. which the board of in-
quiry answered, ‘The board evidently did not
aceent Mr; O'Neill’s explanation that he in-
tended his share of the commission to be
-deducted from the purchase price, Assuming
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now that it had been agreed that £50 of the
commigsion should be paid to Mr. O'Neilj,
wkat would Mr. O’Neill’s valuation have
heen then? Would it have been £4,950, or
would it have been £5,000, as showrn by the
roport mmade on the Monday following the
Saturday on which the absolute refusal to
pay commigsion was given? Or what price
would it have been? Who can tell? Again,
it -hag been ‘stated that the Government
were aware that Mr. O'Neill was in the
habit of =asking for  commission to be
allowed in this way. I give that statement
an absolute denizl. I never heard in any
shape or form from Mr. O’Neill of such a
practice; and neither did Mr. Munt,  the
Under Secretary, hear of it. It may have
heen done. Possibly it waa done. T am not
going to deny that My. O’Neill has said in
his evidemce that he frequently endea-
voured to get commission off. Perhaps he
did. T do deny that eitber the Under Seere-
tary for Works or the Minister for Works
knew of anything of the sort. I say, there-
fore, that if T had known of it T wounld
not have approved of it. I quite agree
with a man doing his best for his em-
ployers, but that sort of bhusiness is too
dangerous ,altogether. It may be em-
barked upon in all good faith and ir sll
honour, but as time goes on an oceasjon
might arise when perhaps the officer had be-
come. involved in financizl trouble and thus
temptation would have a very easy rcad be-
fore it, T do not know that I can say much
more on the matter; I..do not desire
to .say much more.- I have had to
utter things to-night for which I am very
sorry indeed. The affair has hurt me - very
much. T am perhaps foolish, but I think a
good deal of'the officers’ who work for me.
I give them my full confidence in the belief
that they will ‘do the same by me, T have
-explained my -pergsonal part in the matter.
I would not have shrunk from any action
that my conscience told me was right. How-
ever, the only thing I had to do afier my
Premier had brought the matter before me
was. to ask the Under Seeretary for Works
to deal with the question in-the way which
iw 1aid .down by the Public Bervice Act.” Tn
conclugion I wish "to say to hon, members
that we cannot earry on the public service. of
the country. either in. .the. salaried or the
wages staff, or any other staff, if after two
complete and full inguiries have been held
into a case—in my opinion, fair and just in-
quiries—and those two inquiries have re-
sulted adversely to the officer concerned, the
case is to be hrought before Parliament and
to be-dealt -with by a select committes of the
House. There are big problems affecting the
welfare of everyone in the State which await
the disecnsgion of hon, members. I would not
ghrink from any inconvenience or any cost
in securing justice to the poorest man that
could -appeal to me; but still I feel that
sufficient bas been done:in this case of Mr.
O’Neill. Two thorough and .coumrplete in-
guiries have heen made into his cass, and
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if thereafter the time.of the House is to be
taken up and Ministers are to be put in &
most distasteful position, it must re-act dis-
advantageously on the administration of the
conntry. I have tried to be scrupulously
fair. The man concerned is one who has
been in my full confidence for four years,
and I repeat that it was most distasteful to
me to say the things whick I have had to
say to-day. I have had to be severe with
men in my time, but I have never previously
had to speak of a man as I have been obliged
to speak thiz evening. The bringing up of
this matter once more is a jag upon an open
sore.  There is hardly a member of this
House or of another place who has not been
worried over this matter uritil the very name
of the affair has been anathema to everyone
who has heard of it. If members of Parlia-
ment and Ministers are to be heckled as they
have been in this instance, it is not a fair
thing. Certainly it is- not fair to the coun-
try. We now have problems of the greatest
importance to. consider.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: I said that four years

ago, but it was no good then. - -.
. The MINISTER FOR WORKS: At any
rate there is the position. - Mr. O’Neill had
his opportunity in -those :two inqniries. ' I
wara- hon. members that if they agree to the
appointment of this select committee it will
be only the beginning of trouble which will
take away from us the time which ghould
be given to the deliberations that are neces-
sary.for dealing with the big problems affect-
ing thiz State.

Mr. 0'Loghlen: This is not the ﬁrst case
of the kind.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That is
all I ‘have to say.on the subject. With the
permission of the.Honse I shall lay the pap-
erg upon the Table, where they will be avail-
able to hon. members. . The file is the origi-
nal file, and the papers of eourse are valua-
ble, not only so far as the Government are
concerned, but also so far as t.he man h.lm~
self is coneemed . .

Mr. Johnston: There have been t.wo in-
quiries befora one judge.

Mr. ROBINSON (Canning) {7.44]: .
O’Neill admits that he asked for the com-
mission, and the question the tribunal had
to decide was -whethér he was going to put
that commission im his own pocket or
whether he was asking for it im order
to give it to the Government, Whatever
other tribunal has te settle the ‘mat-
ter, it will have to weigh that point
and find whether there is any evidence that
O’Neill -was goeing to put the money in his
own pocket, or whether there is any evi-
dence that he was goinZ to hand it over.
Neither the Minister nor the member for
North Perth (Mr. Smith) referred to this
point, There iz some evidence which will
support the theory ~that O’Neill was not
going to put the money into his own :pocket,
it was going to give it to the Government.
We were told .that the meeticg with Robert-
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gon Bros. -was on the Friday or Saturday. It
wag not till the following Friday that O’Neill
was suspended. What happened in the mean-
time? On the Monday morning he went to
hig chief, Mr. Muut, to report to him in
the ordinary course, and we have Mr. Munt’s
evidence as to what took place. - Mr, Munt
admits that O’Neill told him that he had
been to Robertson Bros, but could not get
them to budge on the price of £6,000, and
that he had even tried to get a commission
out of them, and had failed on that also.

Mr, Davies: When did he tell Munt that$

Mr, ROBINSON: On the Monday mom-
ing, before there was any suggestion that
he had done wrong.

Mr. Gardiner: What right had he to go to
the Robertsons at all?

Mr. ROBINSON: That is a.nother pomt
Do not let us miss this point. .I venture to
say that, if it waa. placed before a jury, it
would be given due weight. Mr. Muntis ex-
act’ words are.as Follows, the question being
put .to him by O’ Neill: —

+ I told you Robertson would not budge,
and .T said I tried to. knock off abouf

. £509—Bat .after impressing. me with . the

point that 'they would not budge -from

£6,000, that they would not .even. knock
off anything on aceoant of  commission, or
words to ‘that effeet, T must hgve.looked
surprided and said, ‘‘How did you ap-
proach that subject of commission?'’ and
you then explained. that you .felt .youm
ghould approach the -subject -hecause you
were & third party, acting for the. Railway

Department, and 1 then said /That is. a

peenliar or. rummy. view for you to take’’

and then I said “‘The faet that ¥ou are a

Public Works officer cuts mo ice in the

matter’’ and the subject passed off. But

I was impressed with what was passing

through my .mind,-and the words in my

mind" were: “What dashed -cheek.’’ . That
wag the impression, a bit too smart; but
the way it was put to meé would not even
for a moment suggest that ha was Georing

for himself, .

. Gardiner: There was £1,000 between
them why haggle over £50%

Mr ROBINSON: T am not going to dis-
euss other matters; I do not know enough
about the eage, but I know that point in the
man’s favour, and I say it will have weight
with any reasounable men

Mr. UNDERWOQOD (Pilbara) [7.48]: 1
am going to follow the course 1 have fol-
lowed during my 14 years in the House,
namely, to oppose the motion. It has been
aaid that.(Q’'Neill had not a fair trisl.. He
has had two triala. If the board is not right,
let ns alter it. But I contend that we are
belittling ourselves as a Parliament in be-
ecoming & court of appeal for public servants
and cases of this deseription. Members eome
along, sgome of them pushed by their electors,
and put up a case. One is allowed consider-
able rhetorieal lieensé in Parliament. . What
iz enid in Parlinment is not evidence; yet
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we are asked to decide a case on that. This
is not the place to which to bring these cases,
This mar was employed in the public ser-
vice, presumably in a reasonably good- job.
The department was dissatisfied with his
work, and he was dismissed. He had the
right of appeal. He appealed to a board ap-
pointed under the Coastitution of the eoun-
try. That board supported the head of the
department. We are not an a.ppea.l court
for public servants,

Mr, Nairn: Which is the right place to take
such a case to?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Let me ask the hon,
member which is the right place for any em-
Ployee of his to appeal to on being sacked?
Such an employes has no appeal at all. The
Government give their employees infinitely
more scope than the member for Swan, acting
a8 a manager, gives his employees. And see-
ing that public servamts, after being prae-
_ tieally dismidsed, nre allowéd to go to an ap-
peal court, I sa.y they have no right subse-
quently to come to Parlisment, Parliament
is not, and should never be made, a court of
appeal for the hearing of grievances of pub-
lie servants. The member for Kanowna
(Hon, T. Walker} has said -that Parliament
has been belittled in the eyes of the people.
‘What can more belittle us than to sit here
as an apreal court on a trumpery public ser-
-viee case? I hope the motion will be de-
feated.

Hen. W, C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [7.52]: I have always underatood
that Parliament is the last court of appeal
We are here to see injustice removed, and
justice done. Here we have a man dismissed
from the pubhc service for dishonesty, and
the evidence given this evening by the mem-
-ber for Canning (Mr. Rdbinson) haa proved
distinetly

The Premler Evidence, you call it?’

- Mr. Underwoed: You mean’ quotition.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Well, guotation
from cvidence given on oath. It proves dis-
tinetly that there was no dishonedt intention
on the part of O'Neill. This is more than
actually dlsm:ssmg a mar, because a men
holding the position O'Neill held for many
years, and in the end being dismissed for dis-
‘honesty, will find great difficulty in obtain-
ing his livelihood in future. tI is all very
well for the special pleading of the Minister
for Works about making inquiries into eases
of this kind, but it was entirely different
four yeirs ago, when it wad proposed that
not only a select committes, but a Royal
Commission, should be "appointed to mqmre
‘into my action as Minister for Works. It is
alt ‘very well for hon. membérs to say that
‘anch ‘inquiries interfere with the condnet of
the affairs of State; but when the other fel-
low_is ecomcerned, some hom. membera are
anxlous for inquiry. "What is sauce for the
poose is sauce for the gander ‘T have known
several “select ‘committees appointed to deal
“with public service grievances, and in some
instances the-actions of the officiala have been

‘uot¥
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upbeld. What have the Government to be
afra:d of in the proposed inquiry?

" Mr. Pickering: How are you going to
reach finality?

Ho. W. C. ANGWIN: By the evidence
given. T have every respect for the Pubhc
Serw.ce -Commissioner.

- Mr. Underwoad: I have not,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I believe he tries
to carry out his duties faithfully. But I do
not agree that the Public Service Commis-
gioner, having first decided a question,

‘shonld. then sit as chaitman of the appeal

hoard: on the same question. He is not likely
to alter his opinion. :

Mr. Und@erwood: Well, alter the board; do

not come here with. the case.

Hon, W, ¢. ANGWIN: W¢ are not in o
position to alter the board at present.

Mr, Davies: Why have not the Civil Ser-
vice Association taken up the case?

Mr. O’Loghler: They have.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: 1 am not worry-
ing about the Civil Bervice Association. I
think they had enocugh troubles collectively
lately, without taking up individual cases,

-Here is an appeal made to hon, members by

the member for North Perth to deal with a
¢age in which he believes an injustice bhas
been done, 8 case in which an officer has
been dismissed for dishonesty, although
tktere is no proof of dishonest intention..
The Minister for Works: Dismissed!

got £575 compensation.

* Mr. Underwood: Can we move to take that
back from him¢$

Mr. O'Loghlen: Why not ha.ng him? You
objected when the Minister for Works wanted
to take off what you were paid.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: It is a new way of
sacking a man, .this gwmg him an oppor-
tumt,y to avoid dismissal, If a select com-
mittee investigates this case I believe they
‘will deal with it fairly.

Mr. Underwood: The Appeal Board dealt
with it unfairly?

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN I will not say that.
The committee will teke evidence. If they
congider that O’Neill was wrong, they will
so, report to "the House, whereas if_they
think he was right, even though comnitting
an indiseretion which did not warrant dis-
missal, " they will “report a.ccordmg]y And
if ‘he goes back into the pervice——

Mr. Hudson: He elected to res1gn, did he

He

Hon, W, G ANGWIN: He would have
been very foolish if he had not done o, be-
cause he would have been d1smlaaecl gnd if
dismigsed he would .not have got the £575.

_ The Attorney General: He was called upon
1o resign,

Ton. W. ¢. ANGWIN: I think he was
wise” in takmg the £575. Without wasting
any further time, I would say that if the
‘Government have hothing to be afraid of
tchere should be mo oh;lectmn to_ the inguiry
bemg heMd.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN (Fonest} [8:07: T am
not one of those members whe permits him-
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self to be pushed forward by his electors,
vut I do hold an entirely different view from
that presented by the member for Pilbara
and others who do not believe in the utility
of bringing propositions of this nature be-
fore Parliament. T have met Mr. Q’Neill
for only five minutes during the whole course
of my life. Only on a couple of other occa-
gions, I think, have I endeavoured to enlist
the sympathy and support of members to
rectify grievances which undoubtedly existed,
grievances which had arisen in the publie ser-
viee, and no matter whether it pleases or
offends, I hope memhers will never give up
the right, and the opportunity when it pre-
sents itself, to submit a matter .of this kind
to Parliament, a matter in which it is hoped
to right a wrong if a wrong has been done.
I commend- the member for North Perth
{(Mr. Smith) —I have not done so on maany
oceugions—ILor having brought this case for-
ward believing, as he did, that it warranted
further investigation. We recognise that
every officer in the service or in private em-
ployment holding a responsible position finds
1c a serious matter if he is removed from his
post. It may npt be a serious rhatter if the
.mﬂ1v1dua1 affected is a young and vigorouws
man; he ean seek and follow another accupa-
tion. But in the case of an elderly man who
has ygiver 26 years ‘of his, life to ‘the service
of the State it s a particularly seribus
matter.

Mr. TUnderwood: e had a good job all

the time.
., Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Posmb'.ly no better job
than the hon. member has, and he is putting
up the same fight for. that job that the hon.
member, will have' to .do. when he is ca]led
upon. -

Mr, Underwood: T will not’ rhanre a. conrt of
appeal; I will adeept the first decision.’

Mr. O'LOGHLEN:. In his case the hon.
member will be eompel]ed to do that, Mr.
O 'Neill rendered 26 years of good service to
the State, and I venture to say_that he was
never overpaid. I have heard the Minister

speak eulogistically of this ofﬁcer bpfore this

ouble commenced. . The Minister dealt
fairly with the case to-night. Generally
speaking he referred to the matter in a tol-
erant strain, and I hepe hon, members will
view it in t[’nat light. In my opinion & case
has been made out for the appointment of
a select committee, and if that - select com-
mittee should be appointed, its proceedings
will be of short duration, If the Govern-
ment have such a remarkably good ecase
turely no harm can follow the appointment
of a select committee, I disagree violently
with' the views advanced by the member for
Trwin and the member for Pilbara that cases
of this kind should not be brought before
Parliament. Parliament is always in a posi-
tion to judge and to give a decision as to
whether & case warrants the interference of
Parliament. There are times when a case
cennot be made out sufficiently strong to
eonvince members: I have been in the um-
fortunate position when sitting on the ‘other
gide of the House, of moving a similar mo-
tiori and finding the Minister against me,
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and also ‘expeneneing a difficulty in estab-
lishing a case. " Possibly that was due to my
inability rather than the weakness of the case
of the applicant for a hearmgr In the pre-
sent instance Mr. O’Neill is first of all dis-
satisfied with the decision of the appeal
board. It is easy to say that so-and-so has
been granted his appeal and it can be let go
at that. But we have had instances before
—and no one can apeak more feelingly on
the subject than the member for Williams-
Narrogin {Mr. Johuston)—where the Public
Servicc Commissioner, after having given a
decision, has been calted upon to review that
decision’ as chairman of the appeal board.
That i3 entirely wrong. I would never ex.
peet to get a different decision from an ap-
peal board constituted in such a way,

‘Mr. Hudson: The board should be abol-
ighéd: .
Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I will help the hon,

member to abolish it, because I have never
believed in it.

The Attorney General Most people will
agree with you en that point.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: I have known about
half a dozen eases ‘to go hefore this appesl
board
. »Mr. Underwood: Your leader was in oﬂ"u:e
for a long time, and he. never. introduced an
amendment of the Aet.

-Mr. O'LOGHLEN: The hon, member was
in office, too, at the same time.

Mr. Underwood: But I was not there for
five years,
- My, O'LOGHLEN: 1 know the hon. mem-

ber was not there as long as he would have
liked to be there; but I could not help that.
At the .first opportumty the constitution of
the appeal ‘board should be altered. T do not
mind who ja -seleeted to preside over that
board, provided he is mot an officer who has
already heard the particular grievance. In
these ecircumstances the aggrieved officer will
get a fair deal. As I have stated, Mr.
O’Neill is dissatisfied with the declswn of
the appedl board, and seeondly ‘he claims
that he followed m ypractice’ which had been
gdopted in -the same department before he
réeeived the appoiniment of acting land re-
sumption officer.

The Minister for Works: There is no proof
of it at all.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN:. What more does the
Minister want than Mr. Hall’s letter? Mr.
Hall, states that frequently when he met a
willing' vendar, he mentioned the question of
commission and the deduction of that amount
from the purchase priee.

Mr. Naim: It was the practice of the
department. -

The Minister for Works: I will swear T
did not know about it.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I am not blaming the
Minister, but I will read what Mr. Hall had
to sav—

In pursuance of your verbal mqun-y as
to the custom regarding selling commisaion
in megotiations for purchase of private

" proverties on hehalf - of the Governuient

"whilst T was in the position of Land Re-

sumption Officer, dnd whether. the depart-
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ment was aware of the system, I have to
szy—(a)- I+ was not at all an unusual
thing for me to use the argument with a
willing vendor, that as he would have to
allow Gcommission if gelling through an
agent at the price guoted, he should deduct
that commission from the selling price, for
the ‘advantage of the Government.

Mr, Underwood: In this case it wag not

a willing vendor. ’

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: It was a question of
thousands of pounds, but I will come to that
in“a miorhefit. 'Mr, Hall in his letter econ-
tumes—,'

(b) T}u:. pernianent head of the depart-
ment, shoild, be aware of this, because I
was alwavs .very frank, especially with
the new Under Secretary, in apprising him
of my method of deal.mg and arguments
used.

When the:Government or the Under Secre-
tary, or whoever was responsible, put & de-
tective in the roem for the purpose of listen-
ing to the conversation, they did not go far
enough., It was a clumsy trap to set. If
they had wanted to catech O’'Neill becanse
they thought ‘he was dighonest, they would
have given him the opportumty to receive
the' commission or that portion which he was
claiming, They could have waited a short
period to see whether he intended to retain it
or whether he mtended to transfer it to the
coffers of the State. - If he had kept the
amount there would then have been an un-
answerahble case, and O'Neill would not to-
day” be appealing to Parliament to restore
his good name; he would bé in Fremantle
gaol where he would have a right to be,

The Minister for Works: And those who
gave him the commission as well,

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Yes, the law governs
them also. As a matter of fact, I believe
that Q’'Neill is willing to submit to a trial
before a.judge and jury., Why not remove
the stigma from the man’s character? -Ae
I have already said, it would not have been
so bad in the case of a young and vigorous
man, because he could live it down and em:
bark upon. another venture. O’Neill, how-
ever, has 26 years of faithful service to his
credit, and he is in the same position as
anyone else with sueh a record, say in the
police foree, or even in Pa,rhament He is
of little use for anythmg else. T do not mind
whether the inguiry he conducted by.a select
committee of this House or by another -board
better constituted than the appeal board. Tf
a geleet committee is.appointed there is no
obligation on the part of the Government
to honour the finding of that committee. Us-
ually,- however, if a strong ecase-is made out,
Governments have honoured findings of select
committees. In this ease 1 honestly think
the: duty devolves on fair-minded members of
Parliament o remove the stigma that rests
en this man’s' name to-day. He has had to
embark in business-in order to obtain'a live-
lihood; but tbere’ is always tliat " aspersion
which ds -uppermost in pzople’s minds: when
they are about to do bnameéa wrth “&ﬁ' m-
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dividual who bas been dismissed from the
publi¢ Bervice.

Mr. Underwood: Do you want him to be
taken back into the servicef
" Mr. O’LOGHLEN: I would leave that
even to the hon, member after a perusal of
the evidence to say what should be done.
There are others in the service who have
offended ten times more seriously than did
0 'Neill and who were not penalised.

Mr. Smith: Thare are some who have becn
reinstated in the department.

Mz, O’LOGHLEN: In my opinion the pen-
alty imposed on O’Neill is too severe, With
the findings that he was guilty of an indis-
cretion I do not intend to guarrel. The Min-
ister declares that he did not know the prae-
fice was in existence, and that if he had,
he would not have approved of it.” I would
not even have approved of it myself. But
the enstom was in force, and whether it
was or was not known to the Minister, the
officers’ in this particular department were
emboldened to go ahead. I do not know
whether this motion is likely, to be carried,
but I honestly think that Mr. O’Neill has a
claim for a further hearing, Of comrse I
would not say that that step should be fol-
lowed in connection with every dispute that
arises. I realigse that in private employment
men are dismissed and they have to battloe
for themselves, but after all the c¢ivil service
has a reputation that is traditional, and
everyone connected with it should get a fair
deal. .

Mr. Underwood: Would you have every-
one ecoming to Parliament?

Mr. O’LOGELEN: I would not, have them
go to a Parliament composed of a type of
men such as the hon, member, who is pre-
pared to veto any proposition no matter what
its merits may be. The hon. member is pre-
pared to condemn a thing before he hears
auything about it.

Mr. Underwood: I am prepared to sup-
port a board which Parliament wants.

. Mr. O'LOGHLEN: The hon. member said
he was prepared to alter the constitution of
the appeal board. .

Mr, Underwood: I did not say that,

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I understood-the hon.
wember to say that.

Mr. Hudson: The Attorney General said
the appeal board should not be composed of
anyonc who had previously heard a case. -

My, Johnston: Its eonstitution should bave
been altered in 1911, .

Mr. Smith: Why should O'Neill be pun-
isbed because of that? :

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I do not want to see
an - injustice done. I believe that with furs
ther inquiry Mr. O’Neill would get the
benefit of the doubt. The Covernment
were” clumsy in  their methods. If they
wanted to detect ©’Neill in the act of comi-
h’nttmg a dishonest thing, they should havé
given - him the opportunity to eollect the
meney; and then should have -decided whetber
ha'-waa-acting up to the representatmna ‘e
made fthat he had " a.sked for the commlsmon

. il



[22 SeprEMBER, 1920.]

purely in the interesis of the State, and that
he was trying to drive a hard and a good
bargain for the State.

The' Attorney General: I do mot think the
Governmient would be justified in doing that.

- The Honorary Minister: What, tempt a
man to do a criminal act$

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The
would not be doing- that. .

The Honorary Minister: It would be a
disgracefunl thing for any Government to do.

Mr. SPEAKER: ' Order! This dmcusslou
must cease.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: This man belonged to
the public service. The public sérvice have
no -organisation which can claim to have the
fighting punch or strength to hbattle for a
particular member who needs assistance.
Hon, memhers know that if O’Neill had been
-& member of some other organisation, the
organisation would long sineec have had this
mutter cleared up.

Mr, Underwood: What urgamsahon$

Government

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: I refer to any organ-

ieation, the tramway men’s orgamsatmn, for
mstance

Mr. Underwood: Has a man mnever been
eacked off the tramways®

Mr. O’'LOGHLEN: Yes.

Mr. Underwood: Has be had a board of
inquiry?,

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Yes.

Mr. Underwood: Did they appeal to Pa.r
linment aftcrwards?

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: There have been two
cases in the last six nonths to my personal
knowledge, and there was.no necessity to
appea—l to Parliament. If thers had been
any ~such necessity, they would | have
dome to Parliament, but they would have
got jolly little sympathy from the 'member
for Pilbara. O'Neill - has been vwalking
about " for many uionths, suffering great
mental muuety on account of the umfortunate
position in which he has Deen placed, and it
‘1s. quite possible that, with all the boards and
with all the desire to do justice, a -grievous
© wrong has bheen done which, in some casges,
wonld have un]:mged the mental balance -of
the victim of such circumstances, I reeall-the
case of McLeod. Members will remember
that he was under the stigma of having been
guilty of a dishonest aet. Some members
appealed t6 Parliament. I think the member
for Hannans (Mr. Munsig) moved for the
appointment of a_select committee, but the
motion was defeated. MecLeod still battled
on and ‘protested his innocence. He claimed
that he was entirély innoeent of the charge.
Parlisment remained indifferent for three or
four years. Again, the matter was brought
up, and Parhameut agreed to the appoint-
ment of a’ Royal Commission which exoner-
atéd MeLeod. and gave him a clean sheet
amongst his fellow men, Was it right ‘that
McLeod should have suffered the torture and
have been put to the great expense of clear.
ing his charaeter and good name, effdrts
" which extended over a period of three or four
years? McLeod would be suffering.to-day-if
his case had not been brovght- before Parlia-

ment and yet his ease was one of - those
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trivial trumpery cases whick some- members
hold that this House should not deal with,
The Minister for Works said wve should deal
with big problems. If that is so, why are
not they on the Notice Paper instead of the
trumpery twopenny-balfpenny Bills which
have beey introduced to fili up time until the
Estimates were ready for presentation to
Parliament? The Minister ean talk about
big problems when it suits him, but we can
waste a' lot of time with Bills that do not
matter a continental to the general community
so far as conferring any benefit is concérned.
O’Neill elaims, and in my opinion claims
rightly, that if he was guilty of 4 criminal
charge, he should have been tried for it and
that a jury of this country should exonerate
him: or conviet him. When & man offers to
go into a ecriminal dock and stand his trial
ag O’Neill has done, he must be pretty sure
ot his ground.

The Minister for Works
offer to do that?

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Hé is willing to do it
to-day.

The Minister for Works: It is. easy to talk
now.

Mr. O’'LOGHLEN: The Minister found it
easy to talk too. He landed this officer to the
skies only a week or two before this mcldent
happened.

Mr, Underwood: Yes, before it happened. -

The Minister for Works: I told you he had ~
given good service, but this was a case which
had to be judged on its merits.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: I am only askmg- the
House to judge this case on its merits. " If
O ’'Neill" is guilty of' a crimital aet, he has a
right to suffer for it, and Parliament hag no
right to shelter him‘ nor has any board. If
it is not possible to reinetate: him on the find-
ing of a sclect -committee, this officer should
be, paid ‘some compensation. Some' members
may make .2 mouthful ¢f the amount he has
raceived, but this officer was not drawing the
salary that the office should carry; because he
was only filling -it tempora.ri]y. It waa scan-
ilalous that, for five or six years, he waa the
fomporary officer doing this work.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That could not -be
avoided, |

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Then O'Nelll ghould
not suffer as a result. He was doing im-
portant and respomsible work involving the
expenditure of at least scores of thousands
of pounds.  He was doing work amongst a
community of people who holdl vested inter- .
ests as being sacrosanct all the time, and who
are prepared to get as much as they can
from the Government; and Q’Negill or any
other officer who in the next 10 or 20 ‘years
might be en,o.raged in that capacity bhas one
of the most important tasks in the service.

The Minister for Works: His honesty
should not be g\nded by the amount of pay
he receives.

Mr.. O°LOGHLEN: No, bui if .the Min-
ister ‘wishes to keep men honest, Le must pay
them. This has been atn.kmg!y illustrated
i every country. in. the world. :

-When de he
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Hon, W. €, Angwin: There was no proof
of 11ish0nest-y so far as Mr. Munt’s evidence
went, .

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: I make no apology
for repeating -what I have pointed out be-
fore that, in years gone by, we were paying
policemen 6s. a day, and it was impossible
t6 encourage the best men in the community
to undertake this duty. The member for Pil-
bara knows that the employer, who gives
his employee enough to live om, gets the
best eerviee. T

Mr. Underwood: IFf he does not le sacks
tim, I want to give the Minister power to
do that without a board.-

Mr, O’LOGHLEN: I might be with the
hon. member in supporting that proposal.
But ‘let ns look at the exhibition which we
had in this House the other evening because
an attack was made on the honesty and hon-
our of a member. If it had been a political
attack, there would not have been so much
heat, but the Minister for Mines alleged
that hia honour had been attacked and that
his honesty had been impugned, and what
an outery there was! O’'Neill-is in such a
position that people cannot look upem him
as an honest man bhecause, in my opinion,
the board has not given a "satisfactory de-
cision and, if the decision given was eorrect,
namely that ‘O’Neill was guilty of an indis-
eretion, the penalty was altogether too “great:

Mr. Underwood interjected. oo

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: The member for Pil-
bara may represent himself as a paragon of
perfection in this imstitution, but T hope the
House will not be guided by his views. The
strongest argument - for a’ rehearing of
O’Neill’s case is the constitution of the ap-
peal board. The appeal board not only in
the public serviee but in the Railway De-
partment has been unsatisfactory for ‘many
years. ~ In the Railway Department, case
after case, numbering nearly a dozen, has
been heard on appeal and the presiding
officar of the appeal board hag been the man
wha delivered judgment in the first instance.

Mr. Hudson: That is not the case in the

Railways., - .
My, O'LOGHLEN: ~ It has been the case.
Mr. Hudson: They have their appeal

board with the rolice magistratec as chair-
man.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: O’'Neill’s position was
that be had one representative on the ap-
peal board to speak for him. The other was

- a Government nominee, only prepared to do
his hest for the Minister.

The Attorney General: That is not fair.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN. What is pot fair?

The Attorney General: It was not a ques-
tion of doing his best for the Minister.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: He was put on the
board to represent the Government, was he
not?

The Honorary Minister: Nbo, to judge on
the evidence. ] . i

Mr. O°’LOGHLEN: But whose representa-
tive was he? He waa put there to see that
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the Government got a fair deal. . I do not
accuse him of want of honesty, but he was
more likely to be partial to upholding the
decision of the Government than to rein-
stating O ’Neill. i :
" The Minister for Worka:
Government decision.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: That is only playing
with words. Was O’Neill’s dismissal a Gov-
ernment decision?

The Minister for Works: No.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Baut the Govermment
upheld it; the Government endorsed the de-
ciston of the appeal board, .

The Honorary Minister: Naturally, and
you would have had to do the same.

My, O'LOGHLEN: Oan it be said, then,
that this was not a Government decision?
After the finding of the appeal board what
was it? Certainly it was a Government de--
cision. The Government endorsed the de-
cision of the appeal board.

Mr. Underwood. They appointed a board
for thak. purpose. '

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: And I object to the
eonstitution of the board.

The Attorney General: That is another
matter. The Government have no interest
whatever in the decision of the board.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Of course they have.

The Attorney General: Nao, they have nof.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: This officer wag sus-
pended, i .

_ The Attorney General:r The only interest
on. the part of the Glovernment is to see that
fair play is done. ]

Mr, O’LOGHLEN: T am not saying that

There was no

the Minister instructed the officer bhow he

should "act, but the constitution of the ap-
peal board did pot give O’Neill too good a
proapect of getting out, seeing that the chair-
man of the appeal board was the man who
had previously inquired into the case.

Mr. Johnston: The appeal board. has al-
ways confirmed the previous decision of the
chairman. - )

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: - It is only human
nature to give a similar decision. I hope the
House will at least agree to further inquiry
into the case. Inquiry has never done any
harm, and I still have vividly in mind the
ease of the unfortunate man MeLeod, who
was upder a stigma for three or four years
until that stigma was removed by an inquiry
authorised by this Parliament. Inguiry was
only agreed to in that case after persistent
advocacy on the part of several hon. meni-
bers and by their appealing to other mem-
bers that isquiry eould do no barm, Tnquiry
in that case did right the wrong, It was
found that MecLeod was a vietim of a eon-
spiracy which undermined his health, took
away his fair name as a ecitizen of this
State, and caused deep concern, loss and in-
jury to him, his wife and his famly. ‘

The Minister for Worka: What became of
the conspiratora?

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I believe that by the
time the inquiry was’' held; some of ‘them
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were dead; such a long time had elapsed be-
fore an inquiry could be obtained.

Mr. Johnston: There was no congpiracy.
» Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Then theré was a Te-
markable set of circomstanees connected
with that case,

Mr, Munsie:
spiracy.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: And it was a set of
cireumstances which had the effect of taking
away a man’s good name which he natur-
ally- treasured.

Mr. Nairn: You are not helping O’Neill
by suggesting conspiracy.

Mr. O’LOGHLEXN: I am not soggesting
eonspiracy in this case, but I believe there
was eonspiracy in the McLeod case. I only
wish to point out what happened to MeLeod.

Mr. ‘Underwood: Leave things alone,

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: It would be just as
well if the hon. member at times would leave
things alone, An injury was done to McLeod
and it is quite possible that other citizens
might suffer similarly.

Mr. Underwood: What has that te do
with it?

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Mr. Speaker, you have
no objection to mé illustrating my point, and
T hope you will not object simply becanse of
‘the grunts of inanity coming from thia boor-
-ish gentleman on the cross benches. I only
desire to say that Parliament wonld be doing
right if it austhorised a further investigation
of this case. An inquiry could be completed
in a very short period; probably it would
not extend over more than three days, and
it would give O’Neill an opportunity to clear
his .character, Even if he were not rein-
stated in the service, an inquiry would serve
to establish to the ‘world in which Le has to
live that he had mo ulterior motive in the
course which he adopted, An inquiry might
have the effect of proving that, in claiming

Of course there was a con-

commiggion in respeet of this sale, he was -

.merely seeking to get a reduction i the in-
terests of the State, a practice which had
Jbeon previously followed in the department.
An  inquiry too would remove the wmental
anxiety which presses. on this man -to-day.
T hope the motion will be carried. .

On motion by Mr. Nairn debate adjourned.

MOTION—WORKERS' COMPENSATION
-+ ACT, TO AMEND. .

Debate reaumed from the lst September
on thotion by Mr. Mongie—

.That, in the opinion of. this House, the
Government should introduce a Bill during
the present session of Parliament for the
.purpose of amending the Workers’ Com-
pensation Aet.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon, T. P.
Draper—West Perth), [8.28]: The hon. mem-
ber for Hannans bas brought down this mo-
tion in which he asks the Honse to express
the opinion that the Governniént should in-
troduce a Bill during this session for the pur-

pose ‘of amending the Workers’ Compensation’

0l

Act. The motion is of rather wide character,
Ag it stands, the effect of the motion
is ambiguous, and it also would intimate
that it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to do this, It ignores the ques-
tion as to whether or not there has been any
demand for an amendment of the Act, and it
is brought forward in the fourth session of
a Parliament which goes out of office in a
few months, So far as I am aware, during
these last four sessions the queation of an
amendment of the Workers’ Compensation
Act has never been raised in this House, until
the last half of the last Parliament. There-
fore, the motion ignores the guestion of time,
and we are left with the speech of the hon.
member—it was well worth listening to—to
gather the reasons for such amendments and
the rature of the amendments desired. We
atre agked to amend one of the most import-
ant Acts on the Statute Book dealing with
industrial matters, and yet the hon. member
does not suggest, except in a very vague way,
with which I will deal presently, what de-
mands have been made by those interested in

seeking anr amendment of the Aet. We are
asked to do something which may  have very
far-reathing effects, and which it would be
foolish for any Government to do without an
ample knowiedge of the subject and of what
is required by the business eommunity, both
the employers and the employees. The Act
foreshadowed hy the hon, member is a totally
different Aet from that mow on the Statute
Book.

Mr., Munsie: It needs to be.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The only
suggestion the hon, member makes as regards
any public demand for an amendment of the
Aect is that since 1912 resélutions have been
passed by various bodies throughout the coun-
try and have been transmitted to the Govern-
ment of the day.” I ask hon. members to
judge of the nnportanee of those resolntions
by the fact that members on the other side
of the House occupied these bénches for four
years, following: the year 1912. -

Mr. Underwood : When" wag* the Act
passed? ’
* The -ATTORNEY GENERAL: In 1912,
They made no attempt to alter -the Aet in
accordance with those resolutions, and I only
mention the matter to show what importance
may be attached to the argument of the hon,
member that the Acf. should now bhe
amended.

. Hon. W C. Angwm Is that a fair state-
ment to make? We 1ntro&uced t.he Com-
pensation Aet,

The ATTORNEY GENFRAL " And yet,
directly the Lahour Government | introduced
it resolutions were passed all over' the coun-
try esking them to amend it; but they did
nothmg .

" Mr. ‘Munsie: We mtroducegl in thal; Bill

almoist ‘every ifem that' T lmve menhoned, ex-
cept State insurance. .
" The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I ‘point ont
this fact t6 show. "the value of the attempt
which it is alleged has been made through-
cut the country to have the'Aet amended.
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Hon. W. C. Apgwin: We have been four
years out of office, and eight years have
passed since 1912,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL So far as
I am aware, during the life of the present
‘Government, no demand has besn made for
an amendmgnt of the Act.

Hon. W, C. Angwin:
months ago.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: “The membe1
for Hannans (Mr, Munsie) admits that the
Western Australian Aet is in many respects
superior to _smular Acts in other countries,
apd he also says that in some respeets it is
bebind them. I do not say that the Aet
should not be, amendcd, bot if it is. to be
amended this should only be done after full
inquiry into the eonditions it is,sought to
remedy, and the effect such .amendment.s
would have upon_the industries of the State.
In vsing the words ‘“industries of the State’’
I mc]ude both the emp]oyers and employees,
One point advanced is that the workers of
the State, who are in receipt of a salary of
over £300 & year, have no claim under the
present Act. The hon. member .emphgsised
that point by drawing a comparison between
ihis and the other States of Awnstralia. The
highest amount, which it is permissible for
the wage-earner to earn and yet to elaim
under the Compensation Aect, is £400 in
-Queensland and the lowest £212 in Tas-
manla.

Mr, Munsie:
Wales.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T was just
going to say that. New South Wales and
Queensland are the only two States which
have a hlgher amount than Western Awus-
tralia.

- Mr. Munsie: The (!ommonwealth is £500.

The ATTORNEY -GENERAL: The
smount, I will admit, might be eapable of
w.i]ustment T do not say that because the
amount was fixed at £300 in 1912, under the
altered conditions, it might not be amended.
Another argument put forward is that the
amonnt claimable -in the other States is
higher as compared with that which ean
be claimed- in Western Australia.- That ‘is
tiue. With the exception of South Australia
I think that this State is the lowest of all,
Here are two matters wliich are certainly
capable of ddjustment and worthy of consid-
eration. Another matter which has bezen
brought forward, and was thrashed c¢ut in
1910-11, is the YJuestion of insurance against
industrial diseases. When we come to deal
with that subject under the Workers’ Com-
pensation Aect, the greatest difficulties pres-
ent themselves. A select committee was ap-
pointed in 1910 to inquire into that matter,
I think at the time the member for Yilgarn
(Mr. Hudson) was a private member, and
he introdueed & Workers” Compensation Bill.
This Bill was referred to a select committee.
One of the things which it was sought to em-
body in that memsure was the principle of
inguranee against industrial- disease. A
good deal. of evidence was taken. I beliave
I reeognise ‘the - member for Haonans as one

There was c¢ne 12

And £312 in New South
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of the witnesses, The report of this select
committee tallies largely with what we are
told by the member for Hannans, with
reference to Clause 7, of the amending Bill
«of 1910. The report saya—

The Comniittee are of opinion that its
provisions are unworkakble, and it i prae-
tically impossible for the employer to pro-
tect himself against liability under this
clauge except at a rate of insuramce which
is beyond the means of any but a wealthy
employer. The proof that the disease men-
tioned in the schedule——

That was miners' phtbisis
—of the Act was contracted in the employ-
ment of some person other than the last
employer will, in practice, be attended with
the gravest gdificulty. .To many cases it
will he 1mposslb1e The progress of the
" djsesse is gradual, and even if the em-
ployer could prove that the worker had
contracted it in the employment of some
other person, such person might have
already ceaged to exist or be unable to
indemnify the last employer.

Hudson: That was not a uranimons
repo t

The ATTORNEY GENERAL Hon. mem-
bers will find from a perusal of the evidence
that it was felt that insurance would be
difficult to effect. The member for Hannane
now. coufirms that when he tells us that the
only -way in which insurance against indas-
trial disease can bhe -carried out is for the
Government to undertake the insurance.

Mr. Munsie: I believe that. That is why
I sey it.

The ATTORNEY GE‘J’ERAL I belmve
the bon, member is right.

Mr., Hudson: I do not beliove he is. 1
think ‘other companies would do it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T am in-
¢lined to think he is right. This ghows that
we have a matter in which there is need for
inqhiry, We cannot rush blindfold into a
Bill of this nature, and say we are going to
bring in- & Workers’ Compensation Bill to
cover industrial diseases. One hon. member
tells us that the only way to carry this out
is for the Government to start State insur-
ance, while another hon. member says he be-
lieves that the insurance eompanies will take
it.

Mr. Hudson: I do not say that the hon.
member i3 not right in hia iden that the Gov-
ernment should do it, but I say the others
might do so.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This shows
that there is room for an inguiry. It is rather
o large order to suggest that in the last ses-
gion of Parliament this House should be
asked to say it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to bring in a Workers’ Compensation
Bill which will necessitate the starting by
the Government of a, scheme for State insur-
ance, The hon. member must know that to
csrry out a measure of this kind it is cer-
tainly necesgary to give satisfaction to all
concerned and to meet all the needs of the
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case. It is not easy to bring forward hur-
riedly legislation which some people may say
is passed because the general elections are
coming on, especitally legislation whieh will
to some extent be affected by that fact. In
dealing with sueh an hnportant measure,
czlm consideration must be given to it, and
the full faets must be ascertzined before a
Bill ¢can be passed to meet the fall needs of
the situation. On the eve of the termination
of this Parliament I do not think the House
will readily sanction the mauguratmn of any
scheme for State insurance, This is a matter
of vital importanee, and one which requires
the most mature consideration. The hon.
member alse dealt with many other matters
in hig speech, and handled bis subject in a
very lueid manner. He desires, amongst other
things, to amend the definition of ‘‘worker’?;
in other words, he desires to widen the
scope of the Aect. As hon. members are
aware, the definition of the word
‘“worker’’ does mnot apply to everyone,
It applies, at any rate, to most people. in re-
ceipt of wages under £300 a year; but there
are two classes which I think the mover de-
‘sires particularly to intreduce, and those are
tributers and contractors.

Mr, Munsie: -And domestic servants three
classes. .

- Mr. Hudson: Are not they under the Act
noui

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Most of
them are. However, that is only a matter of

detail, which I will not labour at the present
time.

Mr. Munsie: ’I‘hey are not included now.

The, ATTORNEY GENERAL: When we
are dealing with insurance, it must be remem-
bered that the basis of the Workers' Com-
pensation Act was that a man who was not
working for his own advantage, who Was

working to earn proﬁt for an employer, and,

who had no -interest in that pruﬁt but was
aimply in receipt of wages, should in fairness
if an accident happened to him while carry-
ing out that employment, be compensated
by his employer, That was the general prin-
eiple of the Workers’ Compensation Act. That
amoiuntd to saying that nothing eould be done
as regards the emall ‘contractor and the
tributer.” Let me point -out that a econ-
tractor is not s servant and is not under
a master’s orders, but is his own makter. He
ia’ therefore not running ‘the sime risk as an
employee. - More than that, the' contractor
depends upon the profits which he expects
to make from his job for his livelihood. The
same thing applies largely to a tributer. So
that when we look upon the first principles
tpon ‘which the Workers’ Compensation Aect
is based, there is a difference_between a tri-
buter and_a_ contractor on the ome hand, and
the. ordinary workman on the other. I men-
tion that to show that this is one of those
easea in which we shall have to. be yery care-
ful indeed . before we introduce amending
legllsetlon to include such. people in the.-de-
finition of the word ‘‘worker.”’. There was
another matter dealt with by the mover, and

schedules could. be framed.

that waa the question of the date upon which
ineapacity would start. In the legislation
not only of this State but of other States
it was recognised at first that the wmeagure
ought not to cover slight injuries; and there-
fore various periods were fixed during which
the worker had no claim for compensation.
Again, another reason was assigned for this;
and that was that if a certain period was
allowed to elapse hefore a man could claim
compensation, there would be less malinger-
ing. At the present time, I believe, Queens-
land allows only three days during which no
compensation can be claimed. In this State
the period is seven days.

Mr, Munsie: But a worker has to be off
for a fortnight before he can claim those
seven days.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That is a
matter which I dare say further inquiry will
show to be capable of some adjuatment. Cer-
tainly it i8 a matter whiech requires looking
intd. Another matter brought forward by
the member for- Hannans was .the .question
of a lump sumn settlement. The report of the
select committee of 1911—and this was mnot
a minocrity report, but the report of the chair-
man of the committee, althongh the member
for Hannans may have differed from it—
£aid on this point— - -

. The committee recommend that either the

employer or the worker should be enabled

to apply to the court to fix a definite sum
as the full amount of compensation, and the
court should be empowered in its disere-
tion to fix that sum, and, if necessary, to
order the investment of it.
That is the report of the select committee of
1811,

Mr, Munsie: Yes, a.nﬂ we have not yﬁt. got
that in the Aet.

- The ATTORNEY GE\TERAL Whether
tha,t provision Was in the Bill of 1911 T do

‘not know.

Mr. Munsie:
up above.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There are
further matters which ‘will at.any rate re-
quire a good deal of technical knowledge as
to the working of the Act, when we come %o
the schedules. The achedules ag hen. mem-
bers know, deal with various ‘matters such as
the amount of compensation payabls at
death, the amount of compensation for par-
tial incapacity, the method of assessing com-
pengation in accordamee wtih .the average
weekly earnings, tlie’ medieal expenses in-
curred, the percentage of weekly earnings
aoeordmg to the portion of the anatomy
which may happen to be mentioned in Behed-
ule 2 "and which has been injured. I
de mnot think it Has been " found the
schedules have worked in an entirely satis-
factory manner, and. I am certainly of
opinion .that evidence conld be obtained wpon
which useful amendments. as regards those
We. shall cer-
tainly want evidence from persons who have

It was, but it was defeated

-had experience in the gottlement of elaims

under the Act: I daresay the friendly socie-
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ties could also give us some information, and
I think valuable data could also be obtained
from the insurance eompanies—from the in-
surance companies, indeed, rather than from
the employers. But the whole point I desire
to make at present is that, as far as I can
learn, there ia not information in the posses-
sion of the Government which would enable
them to draft a satisfactory Bill to generally
scttle this matter. Personally, I regref that
the hon. member, instead of bringing for-
ward this motion, did not ask that a select
committee should be appointed to inquire
int the working of the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Act. There are some things, of conrse,
upon which we have evidence already. 1 say
frankly that I do not think we shall get
much information which will be of serviee to
ns a8 regards industrial diseases. Fortun-
ately or vnfortunately, industrial disease in
this State is confined to praetically one class
.of workers. Very unfortunately, the disease
in question ia a very serious one. We know
that. We do not require information upon
that. But we might possibly get informatjon
as. to how the insuranee companies in 1920
.view ipsurance of this nature, Certainly in
1911 they wonld have very little to do with
it. A Whether .their experience of the work-
.ing of -industrial diseases insurance in other
- gouniries. has caused them o alter their
.methods, I am not aware. The mover seems
_to think it has not. . He may be right; pro-
bably he is. But if at this stage the heon.
member, or any other member, would sug-
gest that a select committee sbould be ap-
pointed- to go into the working of the Aet, a
great deal of wvaluable information wonld
.probably be obtained, and of that informa-
tion good would ultimately come, It is really
. almost impossible at this late stage to bring
forward a Bill which will meet the case in
its entirety. In the session of 1911, which
was the last session ¢f a Parliament, & seleet
committee was appointed; and although T
was not & member-of Parliament ixi the fol-
“Jowing session'] hd¥e no hesitation in saying
~that the information obtained by that select
committee was of considerable use to the
“ Government then in ~power in the drafting
~‘of their Bill. The Government may not have
agreed ‘with® all"the evidence, or with all the
findings; but I have no hesitation in saying
~that .the evidence and the findings must have
‘béen of considerable use to -them., It appears
to nie’ almost impossible at the present time
‘tb bring in a Bill which will really meet the
‘cgse and amend the Aet in a satisfactory
manner, At the same time, T am guite pre-
- pared to admit that-T think the Act is capa-
‘ble of being made mueh more’ satisfactory
‘to all patties concerned. :

, . Mr. HUDSON (Yilgarn) [8.55]: At .the
ovtset, -I desire to say that I am in entire
sympathy with the hon. member who has
_mgved .thig-motion. There is a erying need
for .amepdment _of the Workers’ Compensa-
tion :Act. and I think that has been admifted
by the Attorney Generzl. The hon. gentle-

-the benefit, of the - workers,
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man, however, raiged the point that thia mo-
tion has been sprung upon him by way of

_surprige, and that it has been ntoved at such

a late hour as not to aifford the Government
an opportunity to bring down a Bill of a
sufficiently comprebensive nature to deal with
the question in a proper .manner. Indeed,
the Attorney General says that there should
be an exhaustive inguiry into the various
pointg raised by the mover, The Attorney
General snggests the appeintment of a select
committee to inquire before a measure is pre-
pared. But T would like to remind him that
during the lagt session of this Parliament
this same subject came up for discussion on
a motion by the hon. member for Piibara
(Mr, Underwood), “‘That in the opinion of
this House it is desirable that the Govern-
ment establish a general insurance fund in
commection with the Workers’ Compensation
Aect,’’ After some "discussion the member
for Hannans moved an amendment, ‘‘And
that the Act should be amended to include
industrial diseases.”” Both the amendment
and the motion were carried, and therefore
the Attorney Gemeral cannot complain of any
surprise having been sprung upon him during
this session in conneetion with the matter.
He received last session an emphatic intima-
tion from members of thia Chamber that it
wag their desire that the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Act should be amended in the direction
of the State providing anm insurance funi,
and algo in the direction of including indus-
trial digsease within its secope. Ths whole
sabject of the Workera’ Compensation Act
came up for discussion on that occasion. The
Attorney General had that direction from
this Chamber., He had no direction to bring
in a Bill dealing with dentists, or a Bill deal-
ing with architects, or any: 6f those trumpery
measures, a3 I may term them in eomparison
with so important a subject a8 workers’ com-
nrensation. Buot he sat upon his instruetiong
for the whole of the eight months of the re-
cess, and brought forward a Dentiste’ Bill
and an Architects’ RBill; and now he says
that this question of amending the Workers?’
Compensation Act comes upon him as a sur-
prise. - . v L

Mr. Munsie: On what date were that
tion and that amendmeént-ecarried? -

Mr. HUDSON: On the lst October, 1919,
[ take a keen interest in the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act, but nothing can be gained
by 8 long discussion at this stage on the
pointe which' have beeh so Ilueidly explained
to us by the mover of the miotion, Howevér,
there is 'a necessity, and a crying necessity,
for- amendment of the Aet. A niinber of
anomalies have arisen in the practice which
has obtained in the settlement of disputes
under the Act. and those. anomalies should be
removed in the interests of both emplover
and worker. . The Act is:essentially one for
That has been
held to be so0o by the leading authorities on
the Enpglish beneh, and the jodges at Home,
where there has been a dounbt, have framed

mg-

.their decisions with due regard. to the. don-

gideration that this ia an Act for the benefit
of ‘the workers. In my opinion legislation
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should have been introduced this session to
remove the anomalies which are known to
exist, It is all very well for the Attorney
General to say that he did not kaow
of those anomalies. Thoere who practige
the legal profession know of them
from day to day. We had one of them
in ‘the High Court only last week. More-
over, there have been appeals under the
Aet in our State courts, Every employer
and everyone associated with the employers,
and likewise everyone associated with the
workers, knows what difficulties are arising
from day to day in connection with the
operatien of this Act, and that the need for
attention by the Legislature is daily becom-
ing more pronounced..

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They will not forget
the High Court case.

Mr. HUDSON: That was an unsatisfae-
tory case. It was almost as bad as the other
" decisions they gave. There werc two on the
one side and two on the other, and this one
which they gave left us practically where. we
were. It is when we find the High Court in
diffienlty as to the interpretation of the Act
that we should take up the measure anid
render it more easily understandable
and, workable. The Attorney General
has referred to the select committee of
1911 - whieh imquired inte the subject of
industrial diserses .and - other amend-
ments "contained in a measure which. T
as 3 private member brought down. The
Attorney General spoke of the decisions
arrived at by that committee. . But I was
then speaking from the opposite side of the
House, and at the second reading stage, when
it was resolved by those in opposition to the
measure to refer it to a select committee.
The effect of that reference to a select com-
mittee was to so delay the Bill as to prevent
ite being carried that session. I referred to
the matter in that way because I wanted it
to be understood that the decisions arrived
at were not the unanimous decisions of
members of that committee. .
the duty of the Government during the last
12 months te make themselves acquainted
with the operation of the Aét, and im my
opinion a measure, even at this late stage,
shguld be brought dewn.

[’I‘]ie Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. CHESSON (Cue) [9.2]: I support
the: motion. I think legislation should be
brought down to amend the Workera’ Com-
pensation - Act. It can only be put on a
satisfactory basis by incorporating a scheme
for compulsory insurance, such as is c¢on-
tained in the Queensland Aet. Under the
Queensland Aet in the case of death the de-
pendants receive £600, and in case of total
ineapacity £750 is paid, Moreover, indus-
trial diseases are ‘provided for. State insur-
ance in Queensland shows a profit of £53.000
during the first year. The member for Han-
nans {Mr. Munsie)} pointed out that when
the. Iyanhoe Venture company. took over im-

It has been-
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surance in the second year of the Act they
set aside £10,000 for the purpose of insur-
ance; and affter four years’ operation they
paid back that £10,000 and in addition showed
a profit of £40,000. I think that an injured
worker should receive not less than 75 per
cent. of his earnings., At presefit a worker
incapacitated receives only 50 per cent.

Mr. Munste: And that only up to £4
- weekly. )
Mr, CHESBON: That is so, If he is Te-

ceiving over £6 per week he is outside the
scope of the Aet. When a worker is laid off
through an injury his expenses, by reason
of the provision of doctor and medieine, are
much greater than wsual, while his earnings
are reduced by 50 per cent. Any Jisease aris-

-ing out of the calling of the worker should

be classed as an aceident,. We see young men
after a few years of employment in the deep
mines gradually falling away, and in a few
years’ . time they are to be found in the
sanatorimm. In most instances the whole of
the trouble is caused by bad ventilation. If
we made provision for industrial diseases it
would be to the interest of the employer to
provide better. ventilation. While provision
is made for au injured persom, there is mno
provision for a worker stricken down by
miner’s phthigis, Usually that man-is several
years in dying, and when he has gone no pro-
vigion is made for his dependants. Pay-
ment of compensation should start from the
day of the aceident. If the ineapacity lasts
for less than two weeks, no cempensation
is payable for the first week., In other words,
a man has to be off for six clear days-before
he receives any compensation. If a man earn- -
ing £4 per week is off for eight days he is
entitled to 13s. 4d. Since the Aect was passed
in 1912 an increased call has been made on
the friendly societies and on the miners’ ac-
eident fund. This is the result of men not
being entitled to compensation from the day
of injury. In.many cases it has led to mal-
ingering. If a man earning £4 weekly is off
for 8 week it pays him to stop off for a
second week. It means that for the second
week he will receive £4, while if he belongs

‘to the miners’ union he will receive accident

pay as well. It naturally follows that a man
will take advantage of this. I am confldent
that the insurance companies would be pre-
pared to co-operate with the workers with a
view to amending the Aect so as to .provide
that eompensation should start from the day
of the accident. A worker in receipt of £6
weakly is outside the scope of the Act. Wages
have gone up since the Act was passed. To-
day £8 per week iz not equal to £4 at the
passing of the Act. Therefore every worker
should be included in the eompensation pay,
jrrespective of what he is receiving in wages.
T with other members on this side introduced
to the Premier a deputation consisting of de-
legates representing the Independent Order
of Oddfellows, Here is a pamphlet contain-
ing figures which were nged by that daputa-
tion, showing how the working of the Act
affects the accident fund on the goldfields—
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The present Compensation Act came into
operation in 1912, and I have appended
a list showing the amount of accident pay
paid by the Day Dawn miners union for a
.period of two years before the existence of
the present Act and the first and second
year of #s operation, In 1910, average
number of members per month 275;
amount of accident pay per year, £262 73
-6d.; 1911, members, 286; pay, £262
175, 6d.; 1912, members, 189; pay, £191
78. 6d.; 1913, members 175, pay £279 10s.
These payments are made at the rate of
30s. per week, and if you will observe as
the years go on there iz a large falling off
in the membership and an abnormal in-
ereage in the amount of aceident pay in
1913.
only for about nine or ten months, as the
mine was almost entirely idle for about two
or three months on account of shortage of
firewood; or the decrease in that year I
am sure would not have been so percept-

ible, and in the next two years
1914 -and- 1915, the number of
payments were so excessive that we

were compelled to reduce the allowance
from 30s. to 20s. per -week. I will now
give you a list of the varions amounts paid,
or rather the number of payments made
during, the four years in question, rang-
ing from three days and upwards, as fol-
lows:—In 1910, three days and less than
one week 16, ome week 11, one week and
over and not two weeks 15, two weeka and
over and not serious cases 18, In 1911, the
figures were, 19, 20, 12, 19; in 1912 the
figures were 23, 7, 20, 19; and in 1913 the
-figures wers 21 7 27 29, These figures
show that the men werd beginnihg to under-
stand the working of the Act, and as it
has affected our accident- fund on the gold-
fields, so it has affected our lodge fund.
From conversations I have had with the
mine. managers and the agents of insurance
companies, I, am sure that if an effort was
made to have this section of the Compen-

- sation Act .amended, there would not be
the organised opposxtlon which hag emsted
hergtofore.

These figures were gouted by the deputation,
who went into the matter very thorenghly.
I am qnite sure they convineed the Premier

that .there was room for an .amend-
ment of the Aet in the direction in-
diecated. They wished for an amend.

ment which would safeguard their fund.
They are suffering, the same as
miners in their accident fund. The mem-
ber for Hannans referred to the right to sue
for a lump sum. We have always contended
that the' employee should have this right.
which under the Act only the employer is en-
titled to. I am thoroughly in aecord with the
defirition of worker provided in. the Queens-
land Act. That definition covers all classes
of worker, and our Act should be broadened
in the” same way: It may, a8 the Aitorne

General says, bé. rather late to submit a Bi

of this, 'deseription, but it should not be teo

Re the year 1912, those fignres are

the

[ASSEMBLY.)

late to ask Parliament to ecarry one
or two of the more important amend-
ments so as to bring the legislation
intp line with that which exists .in
Queensland. The Attorney Geueral told
us there wag no demand. for an amend-
ment of the Workers’ Compensation Act.. I
would remind him that only last year a big
conference took place at which all the em-
ployees of the State were represented, and
one of the subjects that was gome into thor-
oughly was that dealing with workers’ com-
pensation, and it was decided that amend-
ments should be sought on' the lines of those
contzined in the Queeneland Act. On the
goldfields this is the ome burning question,
especially as it relates to diseases arising
from the occupation of mining, The men
engaged in this industry see what iz hap-
pening around them, and they are desirous
that miner’s phthisia should be included ‘in
the schedule, so that something might be
done for those people who are stricken down
by the disease, or if not for them, then for
their ﬁependants

M:. LUTEY (Brownhill.Ivanhoe) [9.18]:
I support the motion which was so0 ably
moved by the member for Hannans (Mr.
Mnunsie). T do not intend to traverse the
whole question in as exhaustive a manner
as the member for Hannans did, but I wish
to say that I was asomewhat surprised at
the Attorney Gerderal suggesting that the
demand for this legislation had beem sud-
denly sprung on the House. The subject has
been referred to time after time, and ome
would have thought, with the long vacation
the Government have had, that questions of
industrial importance, especially at a time
of industrial unrest like the present, would
have received urgent attention. We find,
however, that there is no mention of any
such -propesed legisiation, or indeed legisla-
tion of any nature dealing with industrial
questions. The member for Hannans should
be commended for submitting the motion,
‘not. only- by the Labour organisations but
othérs as-well. These bodies have repedtedly

_ agked that an amendment of this Act should

be made. The member for Cue (Mr. Ches-
son) referred to the deputation of Odadfe]-
lows who waited on the Premier the other
day. T was one of that deputation, and
figures of a convincing nature to show why .
the Act should be amended were submitted.
One important amendment which is needed
is that which deals with the date on which,
paymient shall commence. We have con-
tended for years past, and in fact it was in
the original Bill which was passéd by the
Labour Government through this House, that
pa.yments ghould eomimence on the day . of
the accldent If T remember rightly it was
Mr. Moss in another place who succeeded in
putting through an amendment which put
us in the .position we find. ourselves in fo-
day, and at that timg it was contended by
Labour, members that what was done was
wrong, I feel sure the insurance coinpanies
and the mining compsnies, having had ex-
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perience extending over asome years,
-are  convineed ‘that the Aect as it
stande leads to malingering and depletes
the funds, not only of the friendly
societies! organisations, but of the mining
-companies as well. 'The Premier was
convinced the other day by the figures which
svere. presented to him, and T understood him
to say that he would do his utmost to sub-
mit an amending Bill thiz session. The At-
torney General spoke of hurried legislation
and said that to submit such a Bill at the
-present stage would amount to that, but if

any blame is to be. attached to anyonme, it
should . belong to the Governmment for not
having an amending Bill ready to submit to
Parliament when it first met. However, I
hope the House will agree to the. motion.
If a Bill is presented and it is agreed to,
it will be of advantage to the workers
throughout the State generally and placing
it on the Statute-beok will redound to the
credit of the Government.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [9.24]): I had not intended saying
anything in connection with this matter but
for the statement made by the Attorney Gen-
eral. That hon. gentleman is generally very
" fair in regard to any matter that he has to
submit to the Chamber, but to-night he went
toc far and spoke in 2 way that was not
characteristic of him., It was in 1912 that
the Workera’ Compensation Act was passed
through Parliament. The Government which
put it throngh were in existence for only

three sessions after passing the Aet
and the consequence was ' that the’
Act had wvery little trial during the

period of the administration of the Labour
Government. If the Bill which was intro-
duced into this Chamber by the Labour Gov-
ernment had passed through Parliamént, in
all probabﬂxty there would have been no
necessity, even at.this stage, to request
the Attorney General to submit an amending
measure. We must realise that as time ad-
vances things improve, and we know well that
the Workers’ Compensation Act when passed
in 1812 and which fixed the amount of com-
pensation at £300 is not n suitable measure
at the present time, inasmuch as in view of
the altered condition of things the amount of
£300 in those days was equivalent to what
£600 would be to-day. The Statute we are
working under to-day has become almost a
dead letter, It has been proved unworkable
in several directions as the member for Yil-
garn has said, not only to the employees but
also to the employers. In my opinion, if an
ameading measure i3 submitted, the Govern-
ment should take on State insurance with it.
1t is not fair to eompe‘l the employer to pro-
vide dertain compensation under an- Act of
Parliament, and also to compel that em-
ployer to pay a higher rate of insurance teo
private companies. There can be no greater
evidence in favour of the advisability of the
State carrying on their own’ insurance busi-
ness in connection with workers’ compensa-.
tion than the existing fund. There is no
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necessity to refer to what has taken place in
Queensland or anywhere else. For the past
foiir or five yeara the Btate has been setting
aside as a premium oné-third less than that
paid by private employers to insurance com-
paries, and after meeting all claimg from the
fund in existence, there is to-day a surplus
of approxlmately £40,000.

Mr, Pickering: They do not mclude miners’
diseases.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No, but a third
less than the premiums paid to imsurance
companies is paid into this fund. If the full
premiums were paid there would be sufficient
to meet every elaim, including claima for
miners’ digeases. 1At the time this fund was
inaugurated there was a Government in
power which was employing thousands of men,
The position is very different to-day. Hon.
members have ' impressed on the Attorney
General the urgent need to amend the exist-
ing Aet, and the Attorney General replied
tbat he did not belisve in hasty legislation.
If my memory serves me rightly, we passed
a Bill through Parliament that the Legislas

. tive Aggsembly should dissolve on the 31st

January. There is plenty of time between
now and the 3lst January in which to intro-
duce an amendment to the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act. The session is still young and
we still have a number of important Bills to
come before us. As a matter of faet, many
important Bills kave been brought down_a.t
a mueh later date than the present. We have
yet to deal with important measures, and we
have not heard a word about them so far.

Mr. Munsie: They introduced a Land Aet
Amendment Bill mueh later than this last
session, .

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: A Bill to amend
the Workers’ Compersation Aet would not
take a greater length of time to prepare than
a Bill, say, to amend the Wheat Marketing
Act. The health of an important section of
the community, that seetion which is engaged
in the mining industry, is econcerned, and the
Government- tell us they cannot find time to
introduce legislation which affeets the sub-
ject. It would not be regarded as hasty
legislation if we put through a Bill at any
period Letween the present time-and the close
of the session. If I were as, convinced as
the Attorney General is of the necessity for
submitting an amendment to the Werkers’
Compensation Act, znd if T had. hie ability,
I ean zasure hon, members that I would not
allow many days to eclapse before intro-

ducing a B1ll What is required iz the
desire, .
Mr, Pickering: The -data.

Yon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Government

‘are in possession of all the data which is

necessary. Their own insurance office will
give them that. Those people have heen deal-
ing.with compensation ever gince they estadb-
lished their own fund. I hope the Attorney
General will realise that there is sufficient
time in which to introduce the measare and
that. he will do so this session.

Mr. TROY (Mt. Magnet) 19.307: I'am
very sorry that some members on the Gov-
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ernment gide of the House are not im a-po-
sition to support the ‘motion, because this is
& question which affects more than one side
of the House. It affects the repredentatives
of the farmers and it affects the city in-
terests. It is as vital to them as members
on this side of the House, because it means
a meagure of justice which is recognised not
only in this State, but in every State of Auvs-
tralia. Y congratulate the member for Hennans
_(Mr. Munsic) on the excellent speech he
made when he introduced this motion. No one
will dispute his argument that the Bill ig a
very urgent one, and that this House ought
té immediately take the matter in hand. I
wag' rather surprised at the Attornsy Gen-
eral’s statement that there was no demand
for thie measure, that the Labour party had
been in office for some years and had not
padsed such & measure. What has that to do
with the case? The demand for legistation
may arise at any moment, and cireumstances
have so altered affairs in Western Australia
during the last few yearg that much legisla-
tion is now required which a few years ago
was not required. The fact is that several
members of the Labour party did desire to
introduee a Bill, but they could not get it
through. If nothing has been done during
the years of war, the reason is that the
party on this side of the House has been too
small " to excrcise any influence on the legis-
lation of this House. The faet that a Labour
Government did not succeed in passing the
measure is noe excuse why the present Gov-
ernment ghould not pass one. Ag to there
being no publie demand for if, there has pos-
sibly been no demand by those interests re-
presented by the ‘Attorney General in his pri-
vate capacity as a solicitor, Rather would
there he a determination on their part to
evade such legislation. While I do not wish
to insinuate, I cannot help thinking, when
T recollect some of the incidemts which have
occurred in this House, that members are
often influenced not so much by the public
interests, as by the interests they serve in
their private businesses. T had that brought
home to me when I moved & motion in re-
gard to aequiring the pastoral areas of the
Murchison. Some members of this Housge
were then more energetic than I have. ever
seen.them in any capacity, not in looking
after the city interests they represent here,
but in looking after people with whom they
have dealings in their private capacity, . If
the Attorney Gemeral had made himself ac-
quainted with passing events, he would have
known that the workers of this State have

been clamouring for this Bill for years past.

Special conferences have been ecalled to de-
mand the passing of this measure and to-
day the Bill is the more urgent, because many
of the workers who came under the operations
of the Act originally are no longer qualified
to avail themselves of its benefits. The cost
of living bas necessitated an inereage in
wages to many of the workers of the State.

The GColonial Secretary:  Three hundred
pounds a year is nearly £1 a day.

T[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. TROY: 1In the back country thers
are many men earning 17s. a day. -

The Colonial Secretary: Three hundred
pounds i more than 17s. a day.

Mr. TROY: These men are compelled to
work on Sunday because they are engaged on
a corntinuous process, They do not desire it
but, in order to keep the machinery going,
they must work on Sunday, It was stressed
by the employers in the Arbitration Court
that, if the men did not work on Sunday, the
industry would not pay. These men draw
178. a day for seven days in the week, which
amounts to over £300 a year. These men are
compeiled to work on Sunday, and yet they
are denied the protection of this measure.
This state of affairs is due to the fact that
men’s wages have increased owing to the
high cost of living, though economically the
workers are no better off than before.

© Mr. Hickmott: Not.so well off.

Mr. TROY: This has necessitated a meas-
ure of the kind indicated in the motion of
the member for Hannars, even if there has
been no other public clamour for it. It is
argued that there is no time to introduce such
a measure. There never will be time while
the Attorney General is on the Treasury
Bench, because he is not in favour of legis-
lation of this deseription, The Attorney
General argued that the Labour party had
never attempted to introduce such a measure.
Then he argued that thére was no public de-
mgnd for it, aid then he concluded that =
Bill of this kind was absolutely necessary.
To say the least of it, his arguments were-
remarkable. Let us take the Notice Paper
and examine the Bills that appear there.
There has been mo public clamour for an
JArchiteets’ Bill, no publie clamour for a
Dentists’ Bill or for a Building Societies’
Bill, Coroners’ Bill, Broome Rates Validating
Bill or High School Act Amendment Bill.
There,. has been no public clamour for two-
thirds of the Bills on the file, and it would
make very little difference to the community
if those Bills were never considered at all
Apparently there is time to consider them,
and yet there is no time to conmsider a Bill
of such importance as the one indicated in
the motion is to the workers of this State.
If the Government brought forward a mea-
sure of this kind, they would be doing valu-
able work in the direction of ingtituting a
system of compulsory Btate insurance. They
would be initiating a very fine principle which
would be in the best interests of the Siats.
I referred last evening to the waste, expense
and burden of the insnrance companies now
operating in this State.  The member for
North-East Fremantle (Hon. W, C. ‘Angwin)
has given evidence and facts regarding what
has been aceomplished by the State insuring
its own employees. Here is a principle
which might well be adopted and carried to
fruition by the present Government with ad-
vantage to themeelves and benefit to the State.
T support the motion, beeause it is nearly
time that some interests other than agricul-
tural reeeived consideration from the Govern-
ment. There are other intereats to he con-
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‘gireat majority of the men who do the bur-

densome, -the laborious, the dangerous and the
unhealthy work in this State receive ne con-
sideration from this House. We members on
this side of the House are discontented with
the présent state of affairs. We are not look-
ing for kudos in this matter. T think we
have got past that stage; it is not worth
troubling about. We are loocking for some
immediate consideration for the great mass
of the people represented by this side of the
House, and also by the other side of the
House to some degree, who have been ill con-
sidered during the last few years,
Government, therefore to give favourable con-
sideration to the motion.

Onr .motion by Mr. Pickering, debate ad-

Journed.

Holtse adjmmrn}d at 9.39 p.ﬁ.

_Legislative HRssembly,
Thursdey, 28rd September, 1920

Public Service, overtime rates - 700
Amusements Tax e 709
-West Development . ..., ... 709
Ealgoorlie Municipal Councll resolutions 710
. . Agricultural College she . 710
Whest, local consumption ... ... .. 710
.8elect Committes, Pactories and Shops Bill, extension
of time, to adjourn from place to éﬂm e 710
Annual Estlmates, general debate concluded, votes
- and items disenssed . TID
.‘Bill‘:‘Ronds Closure, ZR. 731

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

QUESTION—PARLIAMENT HOUSE,
DAMAGE BY WHITE ANTS.

Mr. PICKERING asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Is he aware that white ants have
temporary
portien of Parliament House on the south
front? 2, In view of the fact that the fram-

A
sidered apart from those represented by
members on the Government side of the
Houge. Swurely the vast army of workmen,
silently carrying on their work under bad
eonditions, are entitled to comsideration. Ap-
parently they are shut out from all econsidera-
tion by this Chamber. No measure is passed
for their alleviation, Measures are promptly
introduced for primary industries, but the

I urge the -

709

ing is of oregon pine, might it not reason-
ably be assumed that considerable damage
has occcurred thereto, and that there is a
flanger of the end work and stairease col-
lapsing? N

The MINISTER FOR WORES replied,— .

-1, Yes. 2, No. iy

QUESTION—PUBLIC SKERVIOE, OVER-
TIME RATES, -

Mr. SMITH asked the Premier: 1, Is he
aware *‘that the ‘rates for overtime paid to
a number of civil servants are less than the
rates paid for ordinary office hours? 2,
‘Will he issve instructions that this ancmaly
be corrected, and that the amounts so short
paid be recouped to the employees as from
1st July last?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The rates of
overtime paid to officers umder the Public
Service Act are those fixed by regulation,
and altkough in a few instances these are
less than the rate of salary paid, they are
higher in other cases. 2, The necessity, or
otherwigs, of amending the rates of pay for
overtime is already being considered by the
Public Service Commissioner.

QUESTION —AMUSEMENTS TAX.

Mr. JOHNSTON asked the Premier: 1,
Have the Government noticed that the Fed-
eral Government have decided to reduce the
tax on amusements? 2, Will the Goverument
consider the advisahility of introducing a
State tax on amusements to at least the ex-
tent of the reductions made in the existing
Federal tax?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, The
Government will give consideration to the
matter.

QUESTION—NORTH-WEST DEVELOP-
. MENT. -

Mr. ANGELO asked the Premier: 1, Has
he moticed the statement in last Friday’s
‘‘Weat Australian,’’ that the Hon, George
Miles, M.I..C., was proceeding to the Eastern
States ‘“to interview the Prime Minister on
the subject of proeeeding with the railways
in the far North in order to link up with ex-
isting lines’’? .2, Ts Mr. Miles proceeding as
a representative of the State Goevernment, or
has his mission in any way been accredited
by the State Government? 3,If so, what is the
natuore of the eredentials furmished him and
which railways ia he te advocate? 4, Will-
the Premier request the Minister for the
North-West to submit a policy for the de-
velopment of the North to be discussed and
approved of by the State Legisiature be-
fore any« representations are made to the
Federal Government?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, No.
3 and 4, Answered by No. 2.



