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Possibly oniy a small proportion of them
will be taken in. The provision in this Bill
is already in the Health Act. The member
for Brown Hill-Ivanhoe asked, “Why do
yon not put it into operation?’ If the
money were available I would not hesitate
to put the Health Act into operation imme-
diately and send these people to places
where they could be treated. Where these
men are to be treated must be decided by
the medical profession. Some will probably
be at Kalgoorlie. They will be handed over
to some loeal doctor under the instructions
of Dr. Henzell and Dr. Muecke. Other
cases might go to Woorocloo. If this amend-
ment is carried we might as well drop the
whole Bill,

Mr, STYANTS: I hope the Minister will
not insist upon the compulsory clause, which
is objectionable. As he says, the power is
already vested in the Minister under the
Health Act to compel anyone to take treat-
ment, but that power is not exercised.

The Minister for Mines: There are good
reasons.

Mr. STYANTS: Yes, there are in many
instances. In the majority of cases a man
would not be in a position to go into an
institution for treatment and at the same
time make financial provision for his wife
and family, and we do not compel him to
go in. I do not think we should ecompel
a miner to undergo treatment. It should
he optional for him. If he elects to take
the treatinent and makes a start then T am
in favour of the compulsory clause to make
him continue.  Many of the men shifted
from Coolgardie to Wooroloo would have
preferred to stay in Coolgardie and die
rather than go to Wooroloo on the
off chanee of being cured; and that is the
attitude of many of these people today. If
we were cnforcing the provisions of the
Health Act I woonld be agreeable to miners
being compelled to undergo treatment,

I am doubtful whether these people are
a particular menace to the public. If they
are they should not be permitted to move
around in public as they do. People are
permitted to visit Wooroloo Sanatorinm and
mix with patients, and ecertain patients are
allowed to leave the institution so there can-
not be great danger to the public. There-
fore the miner who does not wish to go to
the sanatorium would not be any greater
menace to the community if he remained at
home, The Bill affords a wonderful oppor-
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tunity for an affected man to take the treat-
ment if be feels s0 inelined. If he does not
wish to take it, we shonld not compel him.
1 believe that 99 per cent. of the men would
be ready to undergo the treatment.

Mr. F. C. L. SMITH: The Minister rests
his case on men of 30 to 35 years. A miner
on the Lake View recently retired at the
age of 75 suffering from T.B. What interest
would he have in geing to Wooroloo for five
years' treatment? My stepfather died at
the age of 65 of tuberculosis contracted in
the industry, and he would not have had
much interest in going to Wooroloo on the
chance of being cured. It would be interest-
ing to know the ages of the miners found
to be suffering from T.B. The Minister said
that 60 per cent. of the men in the industry
in 1942 were under 40 years of age, but the
lendeney will be for the average age to
increase. What interest would old men
have in this curative treatment? Is any
exception proposed in their case? 1 sup-
pose if treatment is compulsory for one, it
will be ecompulsory for all. If that is so,
the miner should be able to elect whether
he will undergo the treatment.

Progress reported,

House adjourned at 10.46 p.m.

Begisiative Council,
Tuesday, st September, 1943,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Presentation.

The PRESIDEXT: This morning, in
company with the officers of the House, I
waited on His Excellency the Lieut.-Gover-
nor and presented to him the Address-in-
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reply agreed to by the House. I have re-
ceived the following reply from His
Excellency :—

Mr, President and hon. members of the Legis-
lative Council—I thank you for your expres-
sions of loyalty to His Most Gracious Majesty
the King, and for your Address-in-reply to the
8peech with which I opened Parliament, (Sgd.)
James Mitchell, Lieut.-Governor,

MOTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR
TRUST ACT.

To Disallow Bagged-wheat Charges
Regulation.

HON, C. F. BAXTER (East) [4.36]: 1

move—

That new regulation No. 148 made under the

Fremantle Harbour Trust Aet, 1902, as pub-
lished in the f‘Government Gazette'' on the
4¢th June, 1943, and laid on the Table of the
House on the 10th June, 1943, be and is here-
by disallowed.
I am moving for the disallowance of a regu-
lation which will increase the cost of hand-
ling wheat in bagged form by 2d. per bag.
It is a stronge faet that every time pro-
ducers generally, not wheatgrowers alone,
receive an increased price for their produet,
an imposition of further charges on themn
takes place. There have been several in.
stances where such additional charges have
taken away all the inerease in price. Un-
doubtedly the products of our primary in-
dustries arc the lifeblood of the State.
They produce the revenue on which the
State depends to provide interest on
loans abrend as well as on those floated
internally, and the credits for our
eommerce, which are very extensive. View-
ing the position thus we find that the
primary products of our important indus.
tries are all governed by their values on the
world’s markets. In those -circumstances
Australia has to compete with other eoun-
tries whieh work on much cheaper lines than
those obtaining here.

With increasing eosts there naturally
comes reduction of output, and to sueh an
extent that the revenue of the State is seri-
ously affected, if not immediately, yet in
the near future. Mounting costs mean a
continual stream of producers leaving their
ordinary avocations to come into the eitier,
where life is far more comfortable and
luerative than it is in the pursuits to which
they have applied the best part of their
lives. The cost of farming inereases con.
tinnally, and the net result is poverty, more
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especially in the wheat industry which this
regulation affects, Looking back to last
season’s harvest, ome sees thai while the
farmer was paid 3s. 10d. per bushel for his
first 1,000 bags, for any balance he received
a price that meant a heavy loss. The Har-
vester Award was applied to farming, set-
ting up a wage of as much as £9 per week,
which no producing industry can carry in
competition with other countries that wark
very cheaply. Our wheat goes on the world's
markets, and we receive the value ruling in
those markets.

As a result of the one-third redue-
tion of the acreage wunder cunltivation,
farmers realised that under war conditions
they would have to crop an area they could
handle themselves without employing labour.
That is a very serious position, particularly
so far as this State is concerned, since
Western Australia bag such a large output
of wheat in comparison with its population.
Another feature of this problem is that,
with the cessation of hostilities, we want to
have every possible avenue of employment
open to absorh the surplus men who will be
thrown on the employment market. But our
wheat industry has gone to pieces. There
is the Harvester Award which I have just
mentioned, and on top of that all the other
inereased costs that have been imposed on
the wheatgrowing industry. In addition,
superphosphate now costs double what it
did formerly. That is not the worst fea-
ture. The, quality has been lowered, as well,
and that is another very heavy burden on the
industry. With regard to the outlook for
the supply of superphosphate in the coming
season—which is a very important matter—
it appears to me there will be a fairly good
flow of phosphatic rock from Egypt. If
10,000 or 12,000 tons of rock arrived every
month, that would be equal to 17,000 tons
of superphosphate.

We have seven months to go before seed-
ing takes place. In all the eircumstances—
considering the small area under fallow in
preparation for the succeeding year, the
land that will be sown without fallowing,
and the top-dressing—1I say advisedly that
1 consider we will have enough superphos-
phate to meet the position, but, ag I have
said over the last few years, one of the most
foolhardy and stupid policies ever intro-
duced in any country was the restriction of
wheat sereages. That was followed by the
superphosphate restrictions. But why that
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should have been advocated, earried out and
applied to this State has always worried and
puzzled me. We knew before the reduction
in aereage was applied that the wheat stored
in bulk was not suffering to any great ex-
tent from the inroads of weevils We were
sure of being able to store that wheat in a
fairly satisfactory condition for years, andl
would thus have been placed in a somewhat
similar positien to that in which we found
ourselves after the last war. At that time
it was not a matter of price, because the
price was good—better than it will be after
this war when, so far as I can see, the price
will be controlled by agreement mmongst the
Allied Nations.

The price after the last war was good,
ships flowed in too fast to be loaded, and
all the snrplus wheat disappeared in a short
time. Unfortunately, we now have not
nearly the quantity of wheat in this State
or in Ausiralia that we should have, nol
only to mect the demands of the starving
millions of Europe and adjacent countries,
but also to bring in revenue to carry Aus-
tralia on, revenue which will be badly needed
when hostilities cease. There is another
matter.  Agriculturs]l machinery has now
reached such a price that—taking into con-
sideration the figure offered for whent—it
is not sound business for any wheatgrower
to think of purchasing it. Any industry
should be in such a position as to warrant
those engaged in it purchasing necessary
machinery to earry out their eperations sue-
cessfully on a commercial basis. Nobody
can tell me that farmers can pay the pre-
sent prices for machinery in addition to
meeting other exira costs, and yet make
wheatgrowing pay. The added burdens im-
posed on the industry are erushing it out
of existence. The 2d. per bag increase re-
presented in this regulation does not seem
very much. Tn view of the small amount of
bagged-wheat held at the present time—the
majority being in bulk—it might be said
that the matter is so small as not to be
worth bothering about. But that is not the
position; far from it. Tn the first place,
the Fremantle Harbour Trust shows a sub-
stantial surplus each year.

Furthermore, it could be said that there
will be very little bulk wheat exported from
Australia in the future, for this reason:
The eountries that will require our wheat
have no bulk handling facilities. Take
South Afriea; no bulk handling facilities
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exist in that country. In case anybody who
has seen the silos there proposes to contra-
dict that statement, I point out that South
Afriea uses those silos for maize alone. So
far, no nttempt has been made—and, from
what I ean see, no attempt will be made—-
to use those silos for the storage of wheat.
I have information to the effeet that the
South African trade will be very valuable.
The Mediterranean countries will want large
quantities of wheat, but will want bagged-
wheat. The whole of the Mediterranean
ports, with one or two exeeptions, will want
bagged-wheat hecause they have no bulk-
handling facilities. That applies also to
North African ports. Then again, there is
the matter of the purchase of corn-sacks
which will be a charge against the Wheat
Pool, and thus against the wheatgrawer, just
ag in the case of this exira 2d. per bag.

The amount of 2d. per bag would
he a wvery substantial sum te extract
from the Wheat Pool of Western Australia,
and the extraction of that sum would mean
that the farmers would have to suffer.
Were the industry flourishing one would
not mind, but when the industry is down
and out and struggling to keep operations
continuous, why chould such charges he in-
creased? It will be said, ‘‘You have the
henefit of free wharfage on the wheat.’’
Directly, that is so; indirectly, it is not so.
I say that for the simple reason that the
shipping people who pay the harbour dues
naturally pay for the free wharfage of the
wheat, so I can see little merit in such an
argument. The policy of any Government
should be to do all it ean to avoid the im-
position of any inereased charges on an
industry in a parlous condition such as that
in which wheatgrowing has continued for
s0 many years. In some districts the crops
will show no return at all; in other parts
the return will be merely a few bushels to
the acre and will not be payable; and in
some parts the crops are fairly satisfactory.
If we take the average, year in year ount,
the returns are not such as to warrant the
imposition of increased charges by the
(fovernment, which should see to it that
primary industries are given every oppor-
tunity to operate on at least a payable
basis.

Although the actual increased charge
may seem small, the impost in the aggre-
zate will certainly represent an nppre-
eiable sum. Who knows what will be the
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value of wheat under the altered condi-
tions that will obtain when hostilities
cease? If the regulation is permitted to
stand, the extra burdem, taken in eonjunc-
tion with other imposts, may well be the
last straw that will break the back of the
industry. I hope the House will agree with
my contentions and disallow the regula-
tion. Before concluding my remarks 1 wish
to express my appreciation of the privilege
accorded me by the House in allowing me
to give notice of this motion, Unfor-
tunately, owing to my illness, I was not
in attendance here at the commencement
of the session, and did not realise that the
14 days stipulated in the Standing Orders
had almost elapsed. Henee my apprecia-
tion of the action of the House in allow-
ing me to proceed with the motion.

HON. G. W. MILES (North): I have
great pleasure in supporting the motion.
The increased levy imposed by the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust represents just an-
other tax. In faet, the trust is a taxing
machine and has been sueh for a number
of years. As Mr. Baxter pointed out, it
has again reeorded a surplus and the re-
turn, if the regulation is allowed to stand,
will mean an additien to its revenue of at
least £15,000 a year. Supplementing what
Mr. Baster has said regarding the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust being a taxing
machine, I remind the Hounse that all the
implements requnired by the farmers are
taxed by the trust. I can eite one experi-
ence. On the recommendation of the Min-
ister for Agrienlture and Dr. Sutton, my
son imported a clover plant from South
Australia. The charge imposed for getting
the plant off the wharf at Fremantle was
over £6. The wharf eharges in South Aus-
tralia were under £1. There is a concrete
wstance of what happens under the regime
of the present Commissioners of the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust. The same position
arises regarding all agricultural machin-
ery that is imported, and the farmers have
to foot the hill. T hope the House will
agree to the motion withont opposition.

On motion by the Chief Secrctary, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—TOWN PLANNING AND DE-

VELOPMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Received from the Assembly and read a
first time.
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BILL—ELECTORAL (WAR TIME).
Second Reading.
Dcbate resumed from the 16th September;

HON. ¢. F. BAXTER (East) [4.57]:
There ean he no more important Bill placed
before Parliament than that which deals
with the most consequential Aet on the
statute book—the Electoral Aet. TUnder that
enactment electors return representatives te
Parliament and aecording to the strength of
the party representation a Government is
formed. That Government has the major
portion of the work to do from a parlia-
mentary standpeint inasmuch as the whole
of the administration is in its hands, and
very little parliamentary control can be
exercised over its actions. Regulations are
framed and these number, it is safe to say,
between 150 and 160 annwally, Further
than that, there are proelamations and by-
laws all emanating from a Government
source. Certainly Parliament can challenge
regulations on the floor of the House, but
the fact remains that the system that applie:
not only in Western Australia, where its
effeets are very apparent, but throughout
the whole of the Commonwealth, means that
povernment is proceeding not in aceordanece
with the ideals of democraey, of which we
hear so mueh prated today, but rather in
compliance with those of bureaucracy. Tha
Commenwealth is under bureaucratic control
and so is Western Australia

During a session on an average about 60
Bills may he introduced, and of those 58
will in all probability be for the purpose
of amending existing Acts. In those mea-
sures we will have great difficulty in finding
anything of a demoeratic charncter. The
remaining two Bills may be introduced to
dea]l with some fresh principle or objeetive.
On the other hand, we have more than
double the number of regulations brought
down. These are just as important as is
any section of an Act of Parliament, but we
have a eertain measure of control over them.
In the case of proclamations and by-laws
we have no control. The Covernment is
praetically free to administer the affairs of
State on sonnd lines with the exception of a
rebnke in eases where Parliament may dis-
agree with the action taken. Now we have
amendments brought before us to the Elec-
toral Aect, and these are of a very vital and
far-veaching nature. When these innova-
tions are brought down it is well that they
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should be thoroughly analysed to sec whal
the result is likely to be. We should know
whether the giving of additional voting
strength is going to improve the standard
of Parlinment and of Government generally,
or whether it is going to work in the oppo-
site dircetion. We must know whether these
additions to the list of voters will embrace
persons who have the requisite knowledgoe
and competence to vote in a sound manner.
These are points the House is called upon
to consider in addition to other queries
which I will eome fo later.

In recent years there have been two Bills
to amend the Elcctoral Act to extend the
life of Parliament for 12 months, and owing
to the eritical period throngh which we were
passing Lhere was some justification for the
first. During the last 12 months, however,
there has heen not a shred of justifieation
for prolonging the life of Parliament for a
Turther year. The second alterntion gave
the Government the right to hold an elec-
tion at any time, and now we have before
us a Bill that will cnable it to bring on an
election within the next two months. As
with {he other two Bills to which I have re-
ferred, this one had a speedy passage
through another place. The Government
saw to that. The measure finds & place at
the top of the notice paper in this House,
and apparently the Government desires that
it shall have a speedy passage here. I want
to know why there is this indecent haste to
bring on an election. It is the most inoppor-
tunc time that could have been selected.
Surely the electors of this State are entitled
to some consideration! What consideration
are the producers of this country receiving
under this Bill¢

If the eleetions are held in November—I
have heard that soggestion—a worse time
could not have heen chosen for those people
who are providing the revonue with which
to earry on the State, From the middle of
October to the middle of February is the
worst period that eould be chosen. That is
neither right nor just, and aflords seani
consideration to the electors of the eountry
who are providing a part of the where-
withal with which to enable the Government
to carry on. This Bill eannot be classed as
part of the policy of the Government. It
is a Bill for the electors, whom it very
scriously affeets. The people of this State
have just passed through the elections for
the Commonwealth Parliament. The maj-
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erity in this State have not yet recovered
from those clections or from the shoeck they
received as a result thereof. Many elcetors
voted in a way they are now sorry for. I
am basing that remark on the opinion of
people who have frequently told me what
the position is,

When T read this Bill I marvelled at its
passage through another place, because
there are so many parts of it about which
more information should be fortheoming
than we have received up to the present.
In the first place I want to know whether
the ordinary postal voting facilities will be
available to soldiers in Western Australia.
In view of the provisions of the parent Act
will those facilities be available? I should
like the Chief Secretary in his reply to in-
form the House on that point.  Another
question is whether sufficient eare has heen
taken to ensure that members of the Forces
from the Eastern States but resident in this
State for over three months, which would
entitle them to be enrolled, (a) are not en-
rolled under the prinecipal Act, or (b) can-
not be so enrolled so that they arc enabled
to vote. That is another important mafter
shout which we should have full information.
This House has always taken a stand in con-
nection with experimental legislation to en-
sure that it shall only have a life of 12
months.

This Bill provides that it shall endure for
the term of the war and for some months
after. Who can say when the war will end?
It would be a different matter if we provided
that the measure should terminate when hos-
tilities ceased. Bo far as that portion of
the Bill is concerned the House should be
very careful to see that a tenure of only
12 months is provided. At the end of a
vear we should bave had some experience
of it and would know whether it was neces-
sary to amend it or reject it altogether, To
place such a measure on the statute hook
for such an indefinite period is nsking too
much and savours of the ridiculous. The
definition of “member of the Forces” in-
cludes any person in uniform.

Hon. J. Cornell: Or out of uniform.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: No.

The Chief Sceretary: And discharged sel-
diers! :

Hon, C. F. BAXTER: That is not the
point. An 18-year old person in uniform ig
entitled to be enrolled, but a person between
18 and 21 who is engaged in & munitions
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factory or other war effort is net entitled
to be enrolled, That is nnother point upon
which an explanation is required. T say
advisedly ihat there is need for considera-
tion of the methods adopted regarding the
counting of votes taken outside the State so
as to avoid prolonged delay. We are asked
to pass the Bill without knowing what pre-
paration is going to be made to meet that
situation. Irequently postal votes ave held
up for a very prolonged period. How long
a delay is likely to occur in this instance?
What is there to show the method that will
be adopted or how long a delay is likely
to ensue¥ Apparently the Bill makes no
provision to safegnard soldiers from being
canvassed in eamps or in the field. Cirecu-
lars might well be sent te them but ean-
vassers should not be allowed to mingle with
them. That is not right. Let the soldiers
use their own judgment. I agree that those
who have scen aective service anywhere
should be enrolled.

We are asked to consider extending the
franchise to 18-year old people. The ques-
tion we must ask ourselves is whether it
would be of any benefit to a person under
21 to be given the right to vote. Is that
going to he beneficial to the State in any
way? What has heen our experience in the
past? I think members will agree that long
after they have passed the age of 21 many
young people know insufficient of the poli-
tical situation to cnable them to record an
intelligent vote. Notwithstanding that, we
ave asked to give bhoys who in many cases
do not want to vote the right to do so. I
know of many instances in which young
people have said, “We do not care for whom
we vote, but we are geing to vote.”

Hon. (i, Traser: Many adults hold the
same view.
Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Yes. Many peo-

pie vote in order to avoid being fined. I
am donbhfat whether the Aet should have
heen nmended to foree people to record
their votes. We have thesc reports of an
undesirable state of affairs, nnd we had an
opportunity to learn what is likely to oceur
when the last clections were held ¢n the 21st
August. Information shounld be placed be-
fore us from those people who conducted
the last election. We know the pitfalls
that arc likely to oeceur, and we have had
experience of the dangers that avose as a
result of the amendment to the Common-
wealth Electoral Aet.  That amendment
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worked out very unsatisfactorily. The
whole Bill needs eareful serutiny, but such
a scrutiny will not give us the informa-
tion we require. I urge members to agree
to refer the measure to a Select Committee.
I want an inquiry into every clause so
that' we may know what we are placing on
the statute book. Suech an investigation
would not take many weeks. Why rush in
to a State election now? Why bring be-
fore Parliament a hybrid measure with the
object of having an election a few weeks

_earlier than the normal time? When the

Bill to prolong the life of Parliament for
a further 12 months was brought down
there was haste to get it through, but
why the haste now? I shall stale seven
points why there should be a thorough in-
vestigation made by a Seleet Committee
into this Bill. They are as follows:—

(1) Soldiers votmg under postal vote faeili-
ties, and the position under the Act.

(2) Enrolling of members of the Forces
from the Eastern St'lteS, and how this will
affect the Act.

(3} The period for whieh the amending Bill
shall remain in foree.

(+) The advisability of the provision for
those of 18 years of age in uniform being
enrolled, and why munition workers should be
¢xeluded.

(3) Consideration of methods to be adopted
hy the Electoral Department in order to aveid
long delaya in countlng

{6) The necessity to safeguard aga.mat. can-
vasging soldiers.

(7) Regarding what took place in the re-
cent Federal cleetion as to extending the fran-
chisg to those of 18 years of age and up-
Wirdas.

We are asked to pass an extremely import-
ant Bill, having far-reaching effects. T hope
we shall not do so without giving it the
due consideration that is so necessary. I
trust the House will agree to the appoint-
ment of a Seleet Committee, which will
take evidence from people closely asso-
viated with electoral matters, such as Com-
monwealth and State electoral officers and
any others who can assist in placing a
sound measure on the statute book. We
should he wanting in our dunty if we allowed
u Bill of this natore to pass without giv-
ing it the most careful serntiny. Tf the
seeond reading is carried, then I shall move
that a Seleet Committee be appointed to
inquire into the matters to whiech I have
referred.

HON. H. 8. W, PAREER (Metropolitan-
Suburban} : T shall vote for the second read-
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ing, but shall certainly oppose very strenu-
ously in Committee any extension of the
franchise to persons below 21 years of age.
I am afraid I must agree that men on ser-
viee should have the right to vote if they
so desirc; but I cannot see any wisdom at
all in lowering the age for the franchise to
18. Tt has been said that a man who fights
for his country should be entitled to vote,
That sounds all right; it is a very good
eatch-cry, but what does it mean? For many
years the question of the age at which a
person acquires the necessary diseretion to
cast a vote has heen a matter of argument.
I think the nge at present fixed is as low as
we can possibly go. I understand that in
Russia and Turkey the age is 18; but I am
also given to understand that in those coun-
tries a person can only vote one way—it is
nominal voting. In other advanced coun-
tries the age varies. In Norway, the age is
fixed at 23; in PFinland, 24; and in Den-
mark, Holland and Sweden, 25. My per-
sonal opinion is that our country would
be governed far better if the age were
rnised, not lowercd. The effect of the Bill
is to give a large number of young people,
boys and girls in uniform of the age of 18
years, the right to cast a vote, That is en-
tirely wrong. T have had personal cxperi-
ence of this matter during the 1914-18 war.
Two polls were taken while the men were
then on service. My experience shows that
no soldier eared two straws about the voling,
although some of them did vote. They did
so with some feeling, becaunse it was on the
conscription issue; hut the vote went aceord-
ing to the weather and the conditions of
fighting at the time. One poll was taken in
France when the conditions were exceed-
ingly bad; the men were in mud and slush
and had suffered some unpleasant reverses.
They voted against conseription on the
ground that they would not force anyome
else to get into the mess they were in. There
was no reason for their taking up that atti-
tnde. A soldier on serviee is more or less
deprived of his reasoning faculties. He is
not allowed to act independently and does
not take the slightest interest in polities.

Hon. T. Moore: All of them?
Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: Yes. Those

who do are neglecting their job as sol-
diers. I say that advisedly.

The Honorary Minister: What about the
debating classes for the soldiers?
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Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: I am speak.
ing of the fighting soldiers, not soldiers be.
hind the lines. Anyone who has had ex.
perience of actunl warfare knows that men
in the fighting line have no time for debat-
ing. The soldicr decs not want to vote; as
I said, he does not care two straws about
politics. He does not care who becomes a
member of Parliament or who does not; he
does not know anything about the candi-
dates, and yet we are solemnly asking him
to cast a vote. What we will do is to cause
disruption in our Fighting Services if we
pass this measure in its present form, he-
eanse there will always be someone anxious
to secure votes for a candidate he is sup-
porting. He will be going around arguwing
politics, and where such arguments take
place there will always be a row. Is it right
that we should allow anything of that sort
to enter into our Fighting Services? Surely
we people who are behind the lines should
have intelligenee enough to vote corvectly
for the welfare of our country without cast-
ing upon our men in the firing line the
burden of seclecting a Government. They
hava their job {0 do. When all is said and
done, whatever Government is returned is
clected for a term of only three years, and
then the people will have another oppor-
tunity to vote.

I strongly oppose the reduction of the age
tn 18 years. I am pleased to note that the
Bill does not propose to make voting com-
pulsory for the soldiers, although I think it
only right and fair that our fighting men
desirons of voting should have an oppor-
tunity to do so, espeeially when so many
of them will be ont of the firing line simply
awaiting events. They should not be de-
prived of the right to vote.

The Bill only refers to soldiers outside
Western Australia, becanse soldiers within
the State are on the roll. Some of them
may have attained their majority after en.
listing, but provision is made for them to
vote as though they were actually enrolled.
I have no objection to that provision. As 1
have said, it is wrong to say that a person
of 18, hecause he is fighting for his eountry,
should be entitled to vote. Why should we
not go further and say that a person of 18
years should not be obliged to obtain his
parents’ consent to his marriage? Why
should we not say that a youth of 18 years
ir. eivil life should be given the right to
carn the basic wage? The most important
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funetion that & man can exercise in his -civil
life is to vote intellizently for the welfare
of his eountry, and I submit that no person
under 21 years of age has acquired the
necessary experience of life to east a vote
correetly. When we reach the Committee
stage T shall submit several amendments in
accordance with the views I have expressed.

HON. J. CORNELL (South): In offering
a fow remarks on this measure, may I say
that it eoncerng the Legislative Assembly
and not this Chamber? I understand an-
other Bill has been brought down that does
alfeet this House. Whatever this House
does with this Bill, I hope it will not agree
{o it until such time as we can ascertain
what is ooing to happen to this Chamber.
T hope the Bill aficeting this House will not
he o replieca of the measure now before us
and provide that heeause a man or a
woman is in the Forees he or she onght
to have a vote for the Legistative Couneil,
as that wonld he merely shooting at the
moon. The Bill bristles with difficultics so
far as its applieation is concerned. It is
all very well to say that we should@ adopt
the Commonwealth law and put it into
shape to suit this State. That might read
well on paper, and if might seem to be an
eagy matter, hut it will, in faet, prove to
he anything but easy.

The Commonwealth law is, so to spesk,
univeysal, buf this measure will affeet only
a very small fraction of the Common-
wealth. For example, let ns consider a
battalion of, say, 1,000 men. The Com-
monwealth law makes it mandatory on the
battalion eommander to provide facilities
for all those men to vote, not merely some
of them. The commander has to see that
that is done. He may pass the duty on to
a suhordinate officer, but it is his obligation
to see that every facility is given fo the
whole battalion. Take that battalion, and
apply this Bill to it.  The Premier has
given an assurance that the gervices of the
commanding officers shall be at the dis-
posal of the State for the purposes of
taking the votes of Western Aunstralian
members of battalions, Is this assnrance
going to be implemented by a National
Security Regulation saying that a battalion
commander must do this under Common-
wenlth law; or is he going to be asked to
do it, and the matter remain there? That
is the fundamental difference between this
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measure and the Commonwealth Act. Mr.
Moore, Mr, Roche, Mr. Parker or Mr. Craig
could bear me out when I say that Western
Australians were in every unit of the A LF.
during the last war. )

Hon, H. L. Roche: It is happening this
time, too.

Hon, J. CORNELL: It is generally con-
ceded that while no Eastern States person-
nel reinforee Western Australian units,
Western Australians reinforce units from
all States of the Commonwealth. There is
another field of research. I have been told
on the hest authority that more than half
of the 32nd Battalion is composed of West-
ern Australians, and that is not a Western
Australian unit. If we go right through the
piece we will find that Western Australians
are in every A.LF, and Militia unit. How
can we say to the commanding officers of
practically every Anstralian unit that they
shall provide facilities for every Western
Australian to vote? I am not drawing the
long bow, but am stating what will prove
to be a fact. I have given this illustration
becanse the same position did not arise in
the Commanwealth eleetions. It is not going
to be a simple matter to take the Western
Australian vote at the coming eleetion, The
Bill also is cirenmseribed, when compared
with the Commonwealth Act, because it does
not go outside the celebrated goal-post of
the South-East Pacific line, where the Mili-
tin units are compelled to serve. Western
Australians are scattered throughout the
length and breadth of the globe, fighting
with the Allied Forces, but only in the
South-East Pacific zone, and within Aus-
tralia are servicemen to get the vote. Is any
provision made for! the Navy? Nol
Neither is any made for the Air Foree per-
sonnel. That was not the position under
the Commonwealth Act.

The difference between this Bill and the
Commonwealth Act is that not only were
the commanding officers compelled by law Lo
provide facilities for their persennel to vote,
but the latter measure also preseribed the
manner in which the votes should be takemr
and counted and returned to the respective
electoral officers thronghout the Common.
wealth. The proposal in this Bill is that every
vote shall be returned to the Chief Electoral
Oilicer for counting purposes. That is a
very tall order. First of all, the command-
ing officer must ask a soldier if he wishes
to volunteer to vote and then, aceording to
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the Bill, he has to fill in a dectaration. That
deeluration is to be returned, I assume, with
the vote, to the Chief Electoral Officer for
counting purposes and for distribution to
thy candidate. for whom the vote i3 re.
oorded. What I want to know is this:
What check will the Chief Electoral Officer
have on thosc votes? By that I mean, what
moihod of comparison will he have to satisfy
himself that the person is a Western Aus-
traline  resident, in accordance with the
declaration? Such a vote as that will take
six months to count, and it is open to fraud.
It is much more open to frand than was the
case under the Commonwealth system, be-
cause in that election all the men voted;
they were all members of the unit or bat-
talion, and they voted for their respective
candidates—a vote more or less checked on
the spot., But here the votes are to ‘be
checked in Perth by the Chief Electoral
Ofticer.

There 15 only one logical way in which
these votes can he properly checked, aud
that is, in addition to asking the Common-
weulth Government to allow commanding
oflicers to take the votes of Western Aus-
tralians who want to vole, to request the
Detence nuthorities to supply our Chief
Elcetoral Officer with a nowminal Toll of
every Western Australian in the Defence
Forces. If he had that roll he could check
every vate with it, in the same way as he
checks every postal vote with the eleetoral
roll, because people who are not on the roll
may vote. I come now to the question of
all-in-all voting. T have never heard a more
gpecious argument than was put forward in
this proposal. T have heard people argue
that hecause men and women are in uniform
they should be entitled to vote. T bheurd the
same people years ago saying the same
thing. By what stretch of imagination can
we say that, because men and women are in
uniform, they should have the vote? I can
menfion my next-door neighbour, a boy, who
within the last month turned 18 and has
qualified in the A.T.C. He has now joined
up. He will have a vote. I know women
who will have it. There are not thousands,
but hundreds of thousands, of people—men
and women—now in uniform, who will never
go out of the city. I agree, because the
Commonwealth has set the example, that
those persons who served or are serving in
an actual battle zone, where they take a
definite risk, should be given the vote. That
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happened at the Commonwealth elections of
1940 and again at the last Commonwealth
elections. They are the only persons under
the age of 21 years who have had the vote.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: That is not correct.
T had a vole here in 1918, when I was
eighteen.

Hon. J. CORNELL: No vote was taken
then, Was it in 19177 )

Hon. E. M. Heenan: It was in 1918 or
191y .

Hon. J. CORNELL: Was that on a refer-
endum?

Hon. E, M. Heenan: I eannot recall.

Hon, J, CORNELL: I cannot place any
reliance on what Mr. Hecnan says.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: It shows the value
of a vote at that age!

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes, it does. Under
the Commonwealth law, very few people of
the age of 18 would have served in a definite
battle or danger zone, because it is laid
down that no man is to he sent to such places
before he is 19. I venture to say that the
men under 19 returned to Australia from
either the Middle East or elsewhere oversea
ure as rare as hen’s teeth, I consider that
this House is within its rights in sticking to
the Commonwealth law. I have yet to learn
that the Labour Party lost anything by it
ut the Jast election. Why the State Govern-
ment wants to go beyond that and bring in
all and sundry I am at a loss to understand.
My vote will be directed to keeping this Bill,
so far as the vote is concerned, within the
bounds of the Commonwealth law, I am
Jjustified in doing that beeanse this Govern-
ment itself has deparied from what the Com-
monwealth provided by denying some ser-
vice men and women the vote hecanse of
their geographieal position. It then specifies
a circumseribed area and says, “Because you
are within that area, although you are only
18 years of age you shall get the vote.”

I was in Victoria during the last State elec-
tions there, and the Vietorian Government
did not attempt to go outside the State in
the matter of taking the votes of soldiers,
and the machinery used was that provided
in the Electoral Aet. If some enterprising
gentleman cared to set to work, he could
pack our rolls. Members of Eastern States
units who have been in Western Australia
for six months—and there are many of them
—are enlitled to be enrolled under our Elee-
toral Aet by reason of being domiciled here.
T believe in giving a vote to serviee men
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or in giving them an opportunity to exercise
their vote, but I do not consider that every-
body in uniform should be placed on an
equal footing.

One of the most vexed questions exercis-
ing the R.S.L is as to whom it will admit
to membership. Will it admit every man
and woman who is in uniform, or will it
confine its membership, as in the past, to per-
sons who e¢mbarked and went oversea or
served in n definite battle zone? Today the
R.S.L. goes no further than to admit such
persong to its membership, and I think a
majority of the States approve of that.

Hon. G. W, Miles: That is a non-political
organisation.

Heon, J. CORNELL: Yes, and it is also
non-secterian. When we find an organisa-
tion of that sort admitting to its member-
ship only persons who have served in a
battle zone, this House would be parfectly
Jjustified in adopling a similar atitude.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: The R.S.L. will ad-
mit a boy of 19 who has returned.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Of course it will.

Hon, E. M. Heenan: Why not give him a
vote? :

Hon. J. CORNELL: I am prepared fo
extend the franchise to every returned man,
hut T am not prepared to give it to a boy
of 18 who has never been out of Australia.

Hon. G. W, Miles: Or to all those girls
ronning around town in uniform.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Quite s0. I hope
the House will hold the Bill over until we
see what another place proposes regarding
the franchise for this House. This Bill will
definitely amend the Constitution and, if the
Government has the requisite majority in
another place to reject vital amendments, it
has not the majority in this House o pass
the measuare into law. It has to get the votes
of cight members other than its own sup-
porters in order that the Bill might be
passed info law.

Hon. G. W, Miles: Was it passed by an
absolute majority in another placet

Hon. J. CORNELL:: Yes. While the Gov-
ernment considers that it has certain rights,
T point out that this House also has certain
rights; and the country should be told
plainly that, while o constitutional majority
in onc House approved of the Bill, the Gov-
ernment had fo rely upon the support of at
least eight other members in another place
before the Bill could beeome law. I sup-
port the second reading.
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HON. G. FRASBER (West): I support
the second reading. From the trend of the
debate, it appears to me that members are
making too many comparisons between the
present war and the 1914-18 war in judging
who should be given a vote. In the ather
war, there was no donbt as to who were
the men in the fighting areas

Hon. L. Craig: And there is no doubt
this time,

Hon. G. FRASER: That is not so. In
the other war a man had to leave Australia
to reach the battle zone, but he has not lo
do so this time. There are many people in
Australia who have been under fire.

Hon. J. Cornell: Then why not give the
vote to civilians under 2179

Hon. G. FRASER: There are people not
many miles from Perth who have been under
fire as a result of enemy action. Being
bombed by plane is being under fire, just
as much as if a man were at the battle front.
We have been told that, because quite a lot
of people in the serviees have not been in
the firing line, they are not entitled to a
vote, We have also been told that nobody
under 21 years of age should have a vote.
Quite a number of persons under the age
of 21 are holding important positions in
the Fighting Services—in the Air Foree, for
instance.

Hon. L. Craig: They do not want the
vole.

Hon. G, FRASER: Men of under 21 are
fighting. If a man can be trusted in a
bhomber or a fighter, is not he entitled to
a vote? If memhers want a man to show a
higher spirit of citizenship or more common-
sense than one who has reached the stage
of heing able to take his place in & bomher
or a fighter, they are hard to please. A
man who has got to that stage should have
enough sense to know how to record a vote.

Hon. L. Craig: Special cases make bad
law.

The PRESIDENT : Order!

Hon. G. FRASER: I am not speaking of
special cases; there are thouwsands of such
men, and they are more entitled to 2 vote
than those who have stayed behind and done
nothing. TUnless the Bill becomes law, we
shall be giving the vote to people who are
here and denying it to those who are fight-
ing for us.

Several members interjeeted.

The PRESIDENT : Order!
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Hon. G. FRASER: I do not eare what
& man's age might be. I do pot judge his
sense by his age. Many people of 50 have
not as much sense as some of the boys of
18 or 1% in the services have shown them-
selves to possess.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Speak for yourself.

Hon. (i. FRASER: Fortunately, I hap-
pen to be over 21. Members should appre-
ciate that this war is different in type from
the other. Unless the Bill is passed, many
of those in the services who have remained
here will be able to record a vote and it
will be denied to those who have been sent
outside the State. Is that fair or reason-
able? It is necessary that the Bill be passed
in order that our fighting men should have
an opportunity to exercise the vote. We
have been told that, if the Bill becomes law,
many who have not been out of the State
and have not denme any fighting will be en-
titled to vote. There again we ought to
remember the difference between this war
and the war of 1914-18. Thousands of people
here are doing jobs quite as big as are those
of the men who are carrying rifles,

Hon. 3. B. Wood: Why give a vote 1o
girls in the munition factories?

Hon. G. FRASER: Those workers would
he residing in their own districts and could
record their votes. If the hon. member is
agreeable, I would be prepared to concede
them the vote at the same age.

Hon. J. Cornell; What abou{ the mer-
chant navy men? They will not get a vote.

Hon. G. FRASER: If the hon. member
sees an omigsion there, he should move in
Committece to bave a provision inserted.
Members should not adopt the aititude that
because Jim is here and John is not, neither
will get a vote. In our eriticism we should
be constructive and not destructive. I have
referred to the fact that there are many
men in the eity who are not handling rifles,
but are doing as good a job as the men
who are. Take my own section; we do not
earry rifles, but we have to stay at our posts
and take it.

Hon. G. B. Wood: Take what?

Hon. G. FRASER: Whatever the enemy
likes to drop on us.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: There is not much
danger in that.

Hon. G. FRASER: We have to go
wherever we are sent, just as do many
others to whom the vote is {¢ be given. They
have enlisted for service anywhere but,
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owing to the way in which the present war
1 being waged, quite a lot of people have to
be retained in Australia.

Hon. L. Craig: That applied in the other
WAr,

Hon. G. FRASER: Not to the same ex-
tent, because the fighting then took place
thousands of miles away, Many members
of the Forees have been retained in various
parts of Australia, not through any fanlt
of their own, but because the powers that
be consider they should be held here for the
defence of Australia. Thus there are thous-
ands of Australians who have not been in
the fighting line, but I maintain they are
entitled to a vote and provision should be
made for them to have it. T mentioned
earlier in my remarks that I have no objec-
tion to a person who has enlisted, whether
18 or 21 years of age, being given the right
to vote. In fact I think it only right that
he should have if.

Hon. H. S. W. Parker: It was the Pre-
mier who said, “If they can fight, they can
vote.”

Houn. G. FRASER: Yes. Many people
are placed in the -occupations where they
will never be ealled upon to fight, but they
are in a5 much danger as the men who are
fighting.

Hon. H. 8. W, Parker: No,

Hon. G. FRASER: Quite a lot are in the
battle areas and perhaps are in greater
danger than the fighting men who have
means to protect themselves, whereas the
others have not. And quite a lot of those
voung chaps between the ages of 18 and 21
who, up to the present have not been in the
fighting area, may bec there any day. They
have shown their citizenship, and have sufli-
cient sense to record their voics; and that
is all we need worry sbout. Why did we
not make the age 18 years originallv? 1
suppose that, as a start must be made some-
where, we took 21 years. But since that age
was taken, the world has progressed quite
a deal.

Hon. .J. Cornell: Or has it gone back?

Hon. G. FRASER: Education has ad-
vanced. The person of 18 years krows a
lot more today than did the person of 21
years when that age was adopted. In many
respects the person of 18 today is better
qualified to decide how to cost his vote
than was a similar person previously.
Twenty-one years is merely a start-
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ing point. I consider that today 18
vears is quite reasonable for those who
have joined the Forces, and that we
should extend the franchise to them. T trust
that the one or two deficiencies pointed out
by Mr. Cornell will be rectified, so that every
person whe under the principle of the Bill
will be entitled to a vote shall have a vote.

HON, G. B, WOOD (East): 1 shall sup-
port the second reading, as I believe every
other member of the House will. T regard
this as a Committee Bill, and my remarks
will be brief. The most contentious clause
i= that giving the vote to a boy or girl under
the age of 21 years. There is also the ques-
tion of the checking of votes. However, a
person who goes to fight is trained to fight,
He is not trained to vote. We might as well
propose that aboriginals in the A LF. shall
be given a vote. Our young soldiers have
no idea of public affairs or matters of State,
Yet this Bill proposes to give them the vote
hecanse they are in uniform! I believe there
are many young people not far from the
froat holding jobs which should entitle them
to a vote—munition workers, for instance;
vet the Bill does not give them the vote.
‘Why not bring them all in?

Hon T. Moore: Yes!

Hon. G. B. WO0OD: The ery is, “0ld
cnough to fight, old enough to vore” That
is rubbish. I am glad that in the Committee
slage 2n amendment is to be moved keeping
the minimum voting age at 21. That amend-
ment I shall heartily support. I may say
that as a serutineer at clections I have been
amazed to see the way some people vote.
For Heaven's sake let us not lower the pre-
sent minimum age, which is too low now for
many people. )

On motion by Hon. E. M. Heenan, debate
adjourned.

BILL—TRADE UNIONS ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading—Defeated.
Debate resumed from the 15th September.

HON. J. CORNELL (South) [6.7]: I
understand that during my ahsence last
week, my colleague hit the roof. Had I
been here, I would have joined him. Mr,
Williams referred to the faet that the Trade
Unions Act has been on the statute book for
41 years. This Bill, boiled down, means
ihat the provisions of that Act shall be ex-
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tended o organisations which cannot regis-
ter under the Industrial Arbitration Act.
After 41 years those organisations are to
be given the right to sue for arrears of
dues, o right which has been almost uni-
versal sinee the inception of the Industrial
Arbitration Aet. I was in trade unions many
years ago. The object of the Trade Unions
Act was to give trade unions a legal status.
A union registered under the Trade Unions
Act had a hetter status 35 years ago than
other trade unions have. The Industrial
Arbitration Aet was sabsequently amended,
and gave some trade unions rights under
the Trade Unions Aet. As a result the Aet
fell practically into disuse. That is the posi-
tion now. For years the A.W.U. was re-
fused an amendment of the Industrial Arbi-
tration Aect which would meet the special
circumstances of that umion. Eventuvally
the A.W.U. conformed to the provisions of
the Industrial Arbitration Act. The present
position as regards the AW.U,, however, is
that it flonts that Aet. True, it is regis-
tered under the Aet as an industrial union,
but that is mere lip service.

The Chief Sceretary: What is wrong with
that?

Hon J. CORNELL: It is an infringement
of the law. Now as regards the Eastern
Goldficlds Tributers’ Association, I would
like the Chief Secretary, when reply-
ing, to tell me if that organisation is
a trade union. My reading of the Trade
Unions Aect is that a body has to be one
thing or the other, either a vnion of workers
or a union of employers. It caonot be a
mixture of the two. But that represents
what the tributers’ organisation actually is.
It comprises both employers and employees.

When a man takes a tribute in a mine,
he employs workers. I understand thal the
Tributers’ Association has only about 25
members. Agsin, the Railway Officers’ Union
and the Electrical Trades Union are
here proposed to be brought in. The three
bodies I have mentioned are wot trade
unions, and the Minister bas said that the
measure will affect those three unions. The
electrical workers are registered under the
industrial law of Ausiralia but not under
the Industrial Arbitration Aect of this State.
All the Bill proposes to do is to give those
three bodies the same right to sue for dues
as the other 30 unions registered under the
Industrial Arbitration Aet have already.
That right is to be given to the electrical
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trades workers beeause their union cannot
be registered under the Industrial Arbitra.
tion Act. The constitutions of the three
bodies in question do not permit of their
being granted registration. Now it is pro-
posed, by this measure, to give the three
bodies the right to chase members for dues.
1 shall vofe against the second reading of
the Bill

HON. H. L. ROCHE (South-East): The
Bill on iis introduction did seem to me an
attempt by the Government to enable execn-
tives of unions to keep control of their
affairs and also to assist the exeeutives in
the collection of dues. I must own that I
am not in any way hostile to the further-
ance of legislation of that kind. Where
henefits are being obtained for people, those
people should be prepared to bear their
share of the financial responsibility with
other people. However, as the debate has
progressed certain questions seem to have
arisen—certainly in my mind—on which I
should like a little more information.
Apparently the Bill affects about 1,300
nnionists. There are altogether between
40,000 and 50,000 unionists in Western Aus-
tralia, according to Mr. Thomson'’s figures,
which I do not think can be questioned.
Most unions bave thought it meet and proper
to register under the State Industrial Arbi-
traiion Act, or at all events to bring their
constitutions into conformity with the re.
quirements of that Aect. Why eannot the
unions affected by this Bill do the same
thing? The Industrial Arbitration Act is
within the control of this Parliament. Tt is
designed to preserve harmony in industry,
and I regard the statute as of considerable
use to both industry and the workers. If the
three organised bodies referred to wish tn
avail themselves of the benefits of that Act
then, if their constitutions require amend-
ment, they should amend them so as to bring
them into tine with the constitutions of other
unions in Western Australia.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pm.

Hon. H. L. ROCHE: Although this is
only a small Bill and is not regarded as a
major measure, I think a principle is in-
volved. I should like to be convinced that
the unions coneerned have made application
for registration under the Industrial Arbi-
tration Act and that this Parliament would
be justified in passing legislation apparently
for the benefit of about one and & half per

[COUNCIL.]

cent. of the unionists of this State. It seems
to me that the Electrica] Trades Union wants
it both ways, and I trust that when the
Minister is replying be will be able to clear
up some of the points that have been raised
in the debate.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (in
reply): I was surprised at the criticism of
this Bill by Mr. Williams. I think that, be-
fore I have finished speaking, the majority
of members will sce that the measure will
afford justice {o a seetion of workers that
cannot be registered under the Industrial
Arbitration Aet. The Crown Law Depart-
ment has advised me that the statement made
by Mr. Parker to the effect that originally
trade unions were illegal but the Act of 1902
made it lawful to form them, is not correct.
On page 1459 of Volume 32 of Halsbury's
Laws of England, 2nd Edition, there is the
following correct statement of the law—

Trade unions are not the creation of statute,
they existed and still exist at common law and
at common law may be either unlawful or law-
ful aceordingly as their objects and rules do or
do not violate the general principles of law
and in particular those aa to restraint of tradec.
In a loose way it is often thought and stated
that trade unions are a statutory creation.
The above quotation illustrates that they are
not, and further, that they are not neces-
sarily iltegal.

Hon. H. 5. W. Parker: Is that not what
I said: Originally they were illegal but
the statute made them lawful?

The HONORARY MINISTER: No; the
hon. member said the opposite. Both M.
Parker and Mr. Baxter are corrcct when
they state that the deletion of the words “or
8 court of snmmary jurisdiction” should be
made. These words were placed in the Bill
in error and there is an amendment on the
notice paper designed to bave them struck
aut, The deletion of these words will not
affect the spirit or the intention of the Bill
in any way, and the amendment will bring
it into line with the Industrial Arbitration
Aect on this particular point.

Hon. J. Corneill: Those words should
never have been in.

The HONORARY MINISTER: That is
so. Mr. Williams seems to doubt the state-
ment that the Railway Officers’ Union can-
not be registered under the Industrial Arhi-
tration Act. He says there is not in the
State a trade union, if it is 2 genuine West-
ern Ausiralian trade union, that eannot be
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registered under the Arbitration Aet. His
statement is wrong. In Section 4 of the
Industrial Arbitration Aect, which is re-
printed in the 1935 Volume of Statutes, it
will be seen that the term “worker” does
not include any “officer” within the mean-
ing of that word in the Railway Classi-
cation Board Aect, 1920. That explanation
will convinee Mr. Roche thai the Railway
Officers’ Union as an organisation cannot
be registered under the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Aect. Railway officers are covered by
the definition of “officer” in the Railway
Classification Board Act; therefore members
of the Railway Officers’ Union are not
“workers” within the meaning of the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act. As a consequence,
the union cannot be Tegistered under the
provisions of Section 6 of the Industrial
Arbitration Act.

Hon. J. Cornell; Why not amend the
Industrial Arbitration Act?

The HONORARY MINISTER: This is
an easier and quicker way. Section 6 states
that any socicty consisting, in the case of
“workers,” of any number of workers not
less than fiftcen may make application for
registration as an industrial union. As the
railway officers are not “workers,” their
union or society does nol come within the
ambit of Seection 6. Mr. Williams alse seems
to be inquisitive as to why the Xastern
QGoldfields Tributers’ Association has not
been registered under the Industrial Arbi-
tration Aet. He states that this association
is a union of employers and not of em-
ployees. That may be correet, but it should
be pointed out that an association of em-
ployers can be registered under the Indus-
trinl Arbitration Act as 2 union, and, in
fact, some such organisations are registered.

Again referring to Seection G of the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act, members will see
that any society eonsisting, in the case of
“employers” of two or more persons, ete,
¢an make application for registration as en
industrial union. I ean see no relevance be-
tween this question, however, and the amend-
ment to the Trade Unions Act. As a matter
of fact, an association of employers can
Tegister as a union under the Trade Unions
Act.

Hon. J. Coraell: That applies to both.

Hon. L. Craig: They cannot register.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Not
under the Industrial Arbitration Aet be-
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cause they comprise both the employers and
workers.

Hon. J. Cornell: They are not a trade
union,

The HONORARY MINISTER: They
are registered as one. This Bill is not
brought forward to assist any partieniar
union. Neither should it be rejected because
the Tributers’ Association is eoncerned. As
a matter of fact, membership of the Tribut-
ers’ Association at one time numbered many
hundreds but it consists now of less than &
seore, The fact that the tributers are con-
cerned should not be an excuse for rejecting
the Bill.

Hon. J. Cornell: You are trying to legal-
ise what has been in operation for 20 years
without any complaint.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The
Electrical Trades Union has been refused
registration under the Industriai Arbitra-
tion Act although it has made more than one
application for registration., When a union
applies for registration, the registrar may
accept or reject the application. This body
is outside the ambit of the Industrial Arbi-
tration Act.

Hon. J. Cornell: It is registered under
the Commonwealth Coneiliation and Arbi-
tration Aect but cannot be sued.

The HONORARY MINISTER: That is
s0.

Hon. L. Craig: Why?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Because
there is no union governing the getivities of
these men.

- Hon. L, Craig:
union,

The HONORARY MINISTER: That

does not provide an excuse for rejecting
the Bill.

Hon. J. Cornell: Of eourse it does.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Under
Section 20 there is an appeal from the de-
etsion of the registrar and the President of
the Arbitration Court may confirm or alter
the registrar’s deeision. This section has
been availed of with respeet to the Eleetri-
ca! Trades Union and its application has
been refused on the ground that there are
other unions in Western Australia already
eatering for the workers belonging to the
Electrical Trades Union, and the eourt’s de-
cision has always been given against the
registration of the Electrical Trades Union.

It is a Commonwealth
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Hon. J. Cornell: You are giving the mem-
hers of that union what the Arbitration
Court would not give them.

The HONORARY MINISTER: This
Bill gives them the same rights as are en-
joyved by others registered under the In-
dustrinl Avbitration Act.

Hon. L. Craig: Yon are over-riding the
Avbitration Court.

The HONORARY MINISTER: No.
There is nothing sinister in this Bill,

Hon. J. Cornell: You ave giving them a
right the Arbitration Court wounld not give
them.

The HONORARY MINISTER: No. If
they were given the right of registration
they would antomatically come under the pro-
visions of the Aet. The fact that the court
considers there is nnother union covering
their activities prevents them from coming
under the Industrial Arbitration Aet and
deprives them of the rights which should be
specified in the Trade Unions Act and is
not.

Hon. H. 8. W, Parker: What is the ob-
jeet?

The HONORARY MINISTER:
are two objeets.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: T mean of the
Act.

The HONORARY MINISTER:
Aect?

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: The Trade Unions
Act.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The ob-
Ject 1s to give them legal status.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: Exactly. Yet
the Crown Law authorities say I am entively
wrong.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I am
not going to enter into a legal argument
with the bon. member. The Bill simply
amends Seetion 5 of the Trade Untons Act
of 1902 giving the right—

(1) to the union to recover fines, levies and
dues payable under the rulea by its members,

andd
(2) to any member to reeover benefits duc

by the union to him.

That should be carefully considered by the
House. If the union unjustly refused to
erant a2 man benefits due to him be would
have no legal redress. That is the position
at present. With the passing of thiz Bill
the members of the union will have a legal
right to sue a union. I think that is reason-
able. Under the Trade Unions Act 33 unions

There

‘What
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are registered. Of those, 30 are registered
under the Industrial Arbitration Aet. The
remaining three cannot register under the
Arbitration Act for the reasons I have given,
and the Bilt extends the same rights to those
three unions as are enjoyed by the other
thirty.

Hon. J. Cornell: Can a memher of an in-
dustrial union registered under the Indus-
trial Avbitration Aet sue a union for bene-

fits?
The HONORARY MINISTER: Of
coursc! AMembers can claim their rights

under the ruies of their union in respect to
any Dbenefits the union may provide. The
Act gives those unions rights denied fo
these other three unions, and I consider it
would be difficult for the House justly to
reject the Bill.

Hon. J. Cornell: Will not this Bill give
them the right to recover political levies?

The HONORARY MINISTER: No.

Hon. J. Cornell: The Arbitration Act
does.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I do not
know about that. The hon. member cannoi
quote a ease where & man has been sued for
a political levy. I do not know of any case,
nor does the hon. member.

Hon, J. Cornell: Yes, I do.

Hon. H. 8. W, Parker: It would give the
union the power.

Hon. J. Cornell: Of course it would.

The HONORARY MINISTER: That is
only & bogey.

Hon. J. Cornell: The union makes the
levy part of the dues.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I think
the argument in favour of the Bill is reason-
able. It gives rights to thesc unions which
are enjoyed by other unions that can legally
register under the Industrial Arbitration
Act.

Hon, J. Cornell: T would support you in
your ehjective if you were fo amend the
Industrial Arbitration Aet.

The HONORARY MINISTER: T ask
members to agree to the second reading of
the Bill

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 10
Noes 11
Majority against 1
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AYES,
Hon. L. Craig Hon. E, M, Heenan
Hoo. J. M. Drew Hon, W. H. Kitson
Hou. ¥, m hoson Hon, T, Moore
Hon. E, H, Gray Hon. G, B. Wood
Hon. W. R. Hall Hon. Q. Frager
{Pelier.}
Noes.

Hon, H, 5. W, Parker
Hon, H. L. Roche
Hon. A, Thomson
Hon, F, R, Welsh

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch
Hon. J. Coraell

Hon. E. H. H. Hsll
Hon, V, Hamersley
Hon. W, J. Mann Hon. H, Tuckey

Hon. G. W, Miles (Telier.)

Question thus negatived; Bill defeated.

BILL—EDUCATION ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Ovder Discharged.

Order of the Day read for the resumption
from the 16th September of the debate on
the second reading.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I desire to
make an explanation regarding the Bill. A
rather eurious situation seems to have arisen
in that T have been advised that it is ex-
tremely probable that a Message from His
Excellency the Lieut.-Giovernor will be neces-
sary before this Bill can he introduced in
another place. That being so, it would
merely be 2 waste of time to proceed any
further with the Bill in this Chamber, and
I therefore move—

. That this Order of the Day be discharged
from the notice paper.

Hon. J. Cornell: Is not this Bill similar
1o one introduced by Mr, Drew to amend and
consolidate the Edueation Act?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannol
say.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. J. Cornell: I think the Minister will
find that it is.

Motion paut.

The PRESIDENT : Is it the wish of the
House that the Bill he discharged from the
notice paper? There being no dissentient
voice the Order of the Day is discharged
from the notice paper.

Motion thus passed; order discharged.

BILL—COMPANIES.
Im Commitiee,

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chief
Secrctary in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—Short Title:

Hon. STR HAL COLEBATCH: I move
an amendment—

That at the end of Subelause (1) the fol-
lowing words be added:—*‘but not until six
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monthy after the cessation of hostilities in the
present war,??

Une curious feature of the Bill is its size.
I tind it extremely difficult to believe it neces-
sary that the measure should be of such a
volnme, and 1 think it will be admitted that
a Bill of this size will require a great deal
of consideration by those who are econcerned
with its provisions. During the war period,
business people find it extremely difficult to
look atter current alfairs and certainly have
not the staff available to go through a Bill
like this to satisfy themselves regarding the
alterations in methods necessitated by the
new legislation.

1 do not think it is the intention of the
Government to bring into operation all the
provisions of the Bill at the present juncture.
I am sure the commercial community wonld
he satisfied if they knew they would have at
east six months after the cessation of hos-
tilities to pot matters in order. I certainly
do not think any harm would result if the
amendment were agreed to. For very many
Years we have earried on more or less satis-
factorily under the existing Companies Aet,
and T eannot see that it would be detrimental
to eontinue doing so for the period of the
war and six months afterwards. T the
measure were to be proclaimed at an ecarlier
date, n great doeal of trouble mivht be eansed.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : It is not the
inteniion of the Government to proelaim the
Bill immediately, if it should become an Act,
but vather to wait the lapse of a satisfactory
time before doing so. Certainly, sufficient
notiee would be given the commereial com-
munity jn order that whalever arrangements
were necessary in the cirenmstances should
he made. The Bill has been under considera-
tion for about three years. Tt received very
exhanstive examination on the part of those
who are particularly interested in lepislation
of this deseription. A Joint Seleet Commit-
tee, on which this House was well represented,
inquired fully into the requirements of our
compuny law and was responsible for a large
number of the amendments included in the
Bill. 1 helieve that every section of the
commercial egmmunity has had an oppor-
tunity to examine very thoroughly the por-
tions of the legislation with whieh each was
concerned.  The Bill was introduced in an-
other place. where it was the subject of
lengthy debates covering a long period. It
cventually reached this House and, when I
moved the second reading, I made it perfeetly
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elear that if members desired to move amend-
ments [ would be only too pleased to give
consideration to their proposals, provided the
amendments were placed on the potice paper
so that I could have an opportunity to ex-
amine their effect. That is still the position.

I have taken the Bill into Committee this
evening with the object of making a further
appeal to members and to make a short stafe-
ment. The Government is very anxions that
the work of the past three years shall not
go for nothing, and that eventually, as a
result of the deliberations in this Chamber,
Parliament will pass a measure satisfactory
to all parties concerned. I formerly asked
that amendments desired should be placed on
the notice paper, but unfortunately one only
is before members. I understand that one
or two members have given thought to this
question and have a considerable number of
amendments to move. However, they have
not really had an opportunity to place them
on the notice paper, but their proposals will
be before wmembers tomorrow.

In auddition, I have been advised by the
Goverunent authorities that a number of
amendments are necessary. I have not had
an opportunity to examine them myself, but
the Registrar of Companies desires them in
order to facilitate the administration of his
office should the Bill become law. Those
amendments, which are fairly lengthy, will
also be on the notice paper tomorrow. In
order that members may assist me to help
them—1 want to be as generous as possible
regarding the time available for disenssion
of the Bill and I am anxious that we shall
reach a satisfactory econelusion to our de-
Liberations—I frust that they will see to it
that their amendments are placed on the
notice paper. If they do so, I shall be only
too pleased to have o full discussion on the
points raised. In the meantime, I move—

That progress be reported.

The CHAIRMAN: Before putting the
motion, I appeal to members, on behslf of
the Clerk as well as myself, that wherever
possible they will have their amendments
properly prepared and put on the notice
paper. The Bill comprises 357 pages, 432
elanses and 13 schedules. I trust members
will not strain the generosity of the Chair-
man of Committees and the Clerk.

Motion

put and passed; progress re-
ported. -
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BILL—LOTTERIES (CONTEROL) ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 16th September.

HON. J. G. HISLOP (Metropolitan)
[8.2]: I desire first to thank the Chief
Secretary for allowing me the privilege of
addressing the House at an hour later than
both he and I had first intended. This is
not the first occasion on which I have
spoken against a similar Bill. I feel that
g0 long as this measure is brought before
the House as a continuance Bill, I must cou-
tinue to oppose it and vote against the see-
ond reading. Onece again I appeal to mem-
bers either to reject the Bill altogether, or
to amend it by an alteration in the date, as
an intimation to the Government that this
House is thoroughly dissatisfied with the
way in which the money collected by the
Lotteries Commission is distributed. I ap-
peal to members to see that these moneys are
distributed in a sane fashion, and I shall
use all the facts at my disposil and what
small powers of persuasion I may have, to
convince members that the issue is very
simple.

Either we desire this inequitable and un-
just distribution of hospital funds to cease,
or we desire the funds and the administra-
tion of hospitals to be placed on a sound
basis. These funds are intended to be a
very substantial eontribution to the hospital
function of our State, I realise that this
is a continuance Bill, but I attack it again
becanse I eaunot amend it, as it is a con-
tinuance measure, nor can I, as a private
member, introdnce a Bill providing that the
funds shounld be distributed in a different
manner, because that would be a measure
dealing with publie funds. I therefore have
no alternative but to ask members either
to vote against the Bill or to vote for an
alteration in the date up to which the meas-
ure can continne in force. 1t is for this
reason that for the third time I ask mem-
bers to give the whole question very serious
consideration.

In order to meke my point clear, let me
cxamine the remarkable balance sheet of the
Lotteries Commission for the last ten
months. It appears that the Commis-
sion collected for distribution a sum of
£84.000. Of this amount, £76,468 was the
measure of assistance to hospitals. In itself
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that is a magnificent proportion, but I draw
attention to the fact that not less than
£72,000 of this sum was set aside for in-
terest and sinking fund in eonnestion with
the new Perih Hospital. T maintain that
this was not the intention of the Legislature
when the principal Aet was passed.

Members: Hear, hear!

Hon, J. G. HISLOP: It was not the in-
tention of the Legislature that the Lotteries
Commission should be asked to provide
funds to build the Perth Hospital. If the
sum of £72,000 per annum represents in-
terest and sinking fund in respect of that
institution, then the Lotteries Commission is
being asked to find 10 per cent. of the
original estimate for inferest and sinking
fund. From my knowledge, I understand
the actual cost of the hospital will consider-
ably exceed £1,000,000, yet we are still be-
ing asked to find interest and sinking fund
at the rate of seven per cent. on £1,000,000.
One might term this continuance Bill a
measure for “the continued plunder of hos-
pital funds.” The first o¢curred when the
hospital tax was introduced, the proceeds of
which were taken from the hospitals, which
were expected to live on their income from
the hospital tax. Now we have the remark-
able statement which makes it elear that the
hospitals are to be asked to live upon the
proceeds of the hospital tax and to accept
but very little from the Lotteries Commis-
sion,

I say emphatically that the responsibility
for the building of the Perth Hospital rests
upon the whole State, and not upon the
members of the public who are contributing
to the lotteries. Consolidated Revenue waz,
in my opinion, assisted last year to the ex-
tent of £72,000, being the amount plundered
from the hospitals fund. The actual amount
which the hospitals received over ten months
was £4,468. Let us consider this point. The
public has been subseribing to lotteries at
the rate of £1,000 per day for ten months.
Apart from the interest and sinking fund of
the Perth Hospital, hospitals have benefilcd
from the Lotteries Commission only to thu
extent of £4,468, less than five days’ publie
subseriptions to the lotteries! These figures
are staggering!

Hon. A. Thomson: Do you refer to coun-
try hospitals?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Hospitals generally,
apart from the Perth Hospital. Now let
us examine this diminutive sum. An amount

.Commission has even 2
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of £070 was paid to the Collie Hospital. 1
take it that sum was the share which the
Lotteries Commission was forced to give
by Government deeision in order to trans-
form the present infectious diseases block
into a midwifery ward, which suits no-one.
We come down (o this fact, that £3,500 1s
the sum total distributed to hospitals in the
last ten months out of the £281,000 which
the public subseribed to lotteries. But the
worst is to come. Of that £3,500, the sum
of £300 goes to the St. John of God Hos-
pital for a free ward. In all fairness to
that hospital, I say as one who has always
over the years been able to persuade its
anthorities to accept a patient who cannot
afford to pay—provided I gave the hospital
aunthorities the assurance that neither wounlhi
I charge the patient—the institution amply
deserves the £300 per annum which it
receives.

But T would ask whether the Lotterics
seeret  document
from that hospital stating how much has
been spent per year on the free ward. There
15 no free ward. Last night, at 10 o'clock,
a medical man could not find a bed outsidle
the public hospital for a patient who was
dying. We do not, however, begrudge the
8t. John of God Hospital the £300 per
anpum. The authorities of that hospital
have plways been able to find a free bed
when it was justified. Members will also
be surprised to learn that the Mount Hos-
pital also receives £300 per annum, pearly
£6 a week, for its free ward. This hospital
is run by shareholders. It may take in free
patients, but I have never known it to dv
so and I doubt whether any member of the
medical profession has known it to do so.

I am not doubting the honesty of the
hospital authorities for one moment. If,
however, we are going to arrange for every-
body who does a charitable act to receive
some assistance from the Lotteries Commis-
gion, is there anything to prevent me, or
any other member of the medical profession,
from asking the Lotteries Commission for
assistance hecause of our charitable acts?
1 ask again, can the Lotteries Commission
supply this House with a balanee sheet, seeret
or otherwise, showing whether the Mount
Hospital has supplied free beds ta deserving
cases? Personally, I doubt it. So we are
left with a total of £3,000 which has heen dis-
tributed to the hospitals of the State.
If my arithmetie is correct, the £3,000 con-
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tributed to the hospitals of the State, apart
from those 1 have mentioned, looks to be very
much less than 1%4d. per 2s. 6d. of money
stbseribed by the pablic, and much less than
1d. per 2s. 64. profit made by the Lotteries
Commisston, The remainder is either in re-
serve, or has been contributed to Consoli-
dated Revenue for interest and sinking fund
payments. I cannot for one moment think
that this is what members thought the Lot-
teriecs Commission was going to do. Of
£128,000 availuble, the Commission con-
tributed £3,000 only to hospitals.

This House is aware, I think, of the state
ments I have already made about the con.
dition of tmany of the hospitals throughout
Western Australia, 1 cannot criticise the
£10,000 commitments. T know not what they
contain, but I do know that if they are mude
up in the same way as they were last year,
the Commission is committed to £7,000 «
month for intercst and sinking fund pay-
ments in connection with the Perth Hospital.
Is that another £7,000 out of the £10,000%
Then there is a sum of £21,000 in reserve. At
this stage of the proceedings we might look
a little eloser into the analysis of the Lot-
teries Account. 1 will read this paragraph
which, although it is un extract from a news-
paper report, 1 think correetly interprets the
woerds of the Chief Secretary when introduc-
ing this Bill—

As this sum—

And this sum means the £72,000 which was
confribnted for interest and sinking fund
charges—with  what was already there,
amounting to £158,000—and it is this
£158,000 that has been spoken about.

—-was considerably in excess of that required
to meet interest and ginking fund commit-
ments on the capital liability, it was decided,
during the year, to apply £100,000 in redue-
tion of the amount already advanced by the
Government in order that the fullest possible
uge might be mode of the money set aside for
this purpose.

The questions I would like to ask are these:
Having now taken away £100,000 of the
money set aside for that purpose, Is
the interest and sinking fund to be
reduced next year by £7,2009 Or is
this £100,000 jwst heing placed back into
Consolidated Revenue? In other words, was
the whole of the 2s. 6d. that individuzls
subseribed to the Jotteries another method
of taxation§ That £100,000 meant that some
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of last year’s money went back either into
some reserve fund or into Consolidated Re-
venue. If that is so, the public has been
grossly misled because the people contri-
buted nothing whatever to hospitals last
year. Even some of what was aceumulated
last year went back into Consolidated Re-
venue. These considerations make me feel
that all is not well with hospital finance. I
ask this House to consider whether the cou-
tinuance of the Lotteries (Control} Act, in
ils present guise, is proper. I have no
qualms about lotteries, and I would have no
gqualms in aceepting twice, thrice or even
ten times the amount from lotteries for the
benefit of our hospitals. But I ask, first
of all, whether this House ever thought it
was the duty of the Lotteries Commission
to protect Consolidated Revenue or to pay
for the Perth Hospital. I suggest that not
one member of the Commission is thoroughly
competent to decide upon the distribution of
these funds. Let me go a little further.
What does worry me is that nowhere in the
whole chain of hospital administration in
this State is there any professional advice.
1 do not want members to be misled by the
title of the Commissioner of Public Health,
whieh does not imply government or adminis-
tration of hospitals.

The department is divided into two sections
—the Hcalth Department and the Medieal
Departinent. The Chief Seeretary, when re-
plying, ean tell me whether I am right or
wrong, but T believe that the Commissioner
of Public Health has little or nothing to da
with hospital administration. I was interested
when, on a recent oceasion, My. Thomson felt
reassured beeause the Commissioner of Publie
Health visited Wagin, a town in his district.
I have no information on the subject, but I
am willing to suggest that when the Commis-
sioner of Public Health visited Wagin re-
cently he did not visit the maternity hospital
of that town, heenuse hospitals are not within
his jurisdiction. Therefore, from top to
bottom we have no professional advice what-
ever on the conduct of our hospitals. In the
distribution of the money we have the Lot-
teries Commission, and in our Medical De-
partment we have ne medical adviser. Even
the Chief Sceretary the other day, when
replying to my question concerning hospitals,
pointed out that very often the arrangements
made at country centres were effected with
the eonnivanee of the doctor of the distriet.
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The Chief Secretary: “Knowledge” is the
word.

Hon. J. G, HISLOP: I am sorry if I
used the wrong term. It simply means that
when the call up comes from our country
hospitals, no guiding hand is left to direct
hospital administration throughout the en-
{ire State. The administration and distri-
bution of this money and the administration
of hospitals are not in professional hands.
Nothing but lay adviee is governing our hos-
pitals. I am asking members to support me
on this occasion. Last time when 1 ap-
pealed to the House {o diseontinue the
Lotteries (Control) Aect, as an intimation to
the Government that we considered some new
method was neeessary in the distribution of
moneys by the Lotteries Commission, the
support I received was not adequate, because
many members felt that the time was not
ripe to amend the Aet. That does not apply
now.

When the continuance Bill was introduced
Inst year we were close to the end of the ses-
sion. 1 would remind members that on this
oceasion the Chief Secretary has had to bring
in the balance sheet of the Lotteries Com-
mission as a ten months’ statement. There
is, therefore, ample time for the Governa
ment to amend the Aet. I consider that if
—purely as a direction to the Government
that we, as the Upper House, require a Bill
providing for a different distribution of the
money—we do not continue this measure,
we shall be within our rights. On the last
two oceasions members hesitated to snpport
me because they felt that the hospitals eounld
not afford to lose the money, On this ocea-
sion the country hospitals have recetved less
than £3,000 in the last ten months, There-
fore I suggest that even if we do impose
upon the hospitals some disability for a
month or two, we cannot do them any great
disservice.

Surely the time is ripe for us, as a House,
to suggest that we have no quarrels with the
people who collect this money, but we do
want some proper distribution of it to the
hospitals throughout the State; that we do
not consider that the Lotteries Commission
money should be returned to Consolidated
Revenue but should be distributed among
the hospitals throughout the State! Surely
the time has arrived when we should
protect the interests of the hospitals wilh
regpect to the moneys from the Lotteries
Commission’s fund.
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The Chief Seeretary: What right have you
tir say that this money goes into Consolidated
Revenue?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: T have already given
my reasons for making that statement, I
did €0 because £72,000 of that money goes
tewards the interest and sinking fund
charges in connection with the Perth Hos-
pital.  Surely that is relieving Consolidated
Revenue of some of its responsibilities. The
third reason why members found it difficult
to support me previously was that they
felt there must be some body to distribute
these funds and that if some alteration were
made ecertain difficulties would arise. I hava
made it perfeetly clear on this occasion that
this bedy does not now distribute a very
large proportion of its funds.

Hon. G. ¥raser: Over £50,000.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Of the £128,000,
£76,000 went to hospitals—£72,000 of that
amount, I repeat, went to the Perth Hos-
pital—and £21,000 is held in reserve, making
a total of £97,000. We must realise that,
in eonnection with the remainder, the Com-
mission is again committed to the payment
of a further sum of money over which il
has no contrel. When the Chief Seerstary
introduced this Bill—I again quote from the
newspaper—he made this statement—

In order that the requirements of country
hospitals shall not be neglected it was recently
resolved to cstablish a fund which the Com-
mission proposcs to apply to the purpose of
finaneing its post-war obligations.

Having some two-thivds of its funds thus
apportioned, and now having to form a new
fund of what I estimate must be balf as
much as the amount set aside for the Perth
Hospital, I think we can lock forward to a
charities commission which will have little or
nothing to bestow. Therefore I suggest that
members who support me and vote with me
on this oceasion can lose nothing whatever
for their hospituls, This money must con-
tinue. The public—and I am one member
of it—econtributes its odd half-erown now
and again to the lotteries. I have never wou
anything, but that @ces not matter; the
other fellow has. That is the spirit in which
we contribute {o the lotteries. But we frel
that when we contribute our half-crowns,
something is going towards providing ameni-
ties for hospitals. In the last year nothing
has been msade available for that purpose.
If T could be assured that the £100,000 the
Government has taken over has gone into a
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fund for the re-building of the Fremantle
Hospital, the cost of which will be roughly
£250,000, then I would feel satisfied. But I
doubt whether that is so. The Fremantle
Hospital is medieval and T think the chair-
man of the loeal hospital board will agree
that nothing is more urgently in necd of re-
construction. But we were not told so by the
Chief Secretary. We were told that this
£100,000 had been taken out so that the
money could be used more wisely.

Hon, L. Craig: Would it be possible to
provide amenities for other hospitals dur-
ing the war?

Hon. J. G, HISLOP: Moncy has gone
into a sinking fund to repair wastage and
wartime damage to railways and various
other things. We know quite well that the
equipment at the Perth Hospital, the Fre-
mantle Hospita, and in fact all the hospitals
in the State, is in such a condition of dis-
repair that the instruments and equipment
need immediate veplacement. If I can get
an assurance that this 1aoney has been placed
in a separate fund so that this equipment
may be restored, I shall be satisfied. But
from my knowledge from the time the first
plunder of hospital funds occurred years
ago until—

Hon. A. Thomson: What do you mean
by the frst plunder of hospitals?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Before the infro-
duction of the hospital tax, hospitals received
from £150,000 to £200,000 a year. When
the tax was imposed it was the belief of
almost everybody, including members of
both Houses, that the money was to be used
to supplement the sum provided by the
Government.

Hon. A. Thomson: That is so.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: But the original
amount that was contributed was deducted.

Hon. A. Thomson: I knew what would
happen, and you will find on record that I
pointed it out.

Hon. J, G. HISLOP: In fairness to the
Chief Seerctary, I must say that this did
not happen during the time his party was
in power. It oceurred when members of the
other parties formed the Government. Any-
how, I have little faith in either side as
regards its interest in the hospitals of this
State. During these years we have begun
to realise that we did the wrong thing, and
T hope I have impressed the Chief Seeretary
with the point of view that the wrong thing
is still being done.

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. E. M. Hecnan: Has any move been
made by the B.M.A. to call the attention of
the Lotterics Commisgion to the state of hos-
pital equipment?

Hon. J. G, HISLOP: [ know of gne in-
stance in which a member of the Lotteries
Commission approacked an individual in the
profession and asked for advice on a par-
ticular subjeet. The advice was given, and
it was suggested that the adviec be given
generally to the Commission. The individaal
is still waiting, Having seen one member
of the Commission, he is still waiting an
opportunity to give advice to the Commis-
sion. '

Hon. E, M, Heenan: That docs not answer
ny question, Has an official move been
made by the B.M.A. to call the attention ot
the Lotteries Commission to the stale of the
hospital equipment?

Hon, J. G. HISLOP: It its not the part
of the B.M.A, to ask that jnatice be done
in all these matters. It is my duty as a
representative, not only of the B.M,A, bat
alse of my province, to bring to the notice
of members the disahilities under which
hospitals are suffering. I hope I bave made
myself perfectiy clear. The question is: Do
members desire the present inequitable dis-
tribution of Inttery funds to be perpetnated
or do they desire to intimate to the Gov-
ernment that they consider some body should
be formed capable of distributing the funds
wisely and equitably throughout the State?
Those are the two points about which I am
concerned. With them in mind, I am noti-
fying members of my intention to vote
against the second reading of the Bill.

HON. SIR. HAL COLEBATCH (Metro-
politan) : I find my=elf in complete accord
with the arguments advanced by Dr. Hislop.
I should like to see these lotteries abolished
entirely as being a wasteful and demoralis-
ing method of raising money, but members
who take 2 different view and for one reason
or another consider that the lotteries should
be continued ought still te vote against the
second reading. The original legislation was
passed, I think, in 1932 so that for ten sue-
cessive years confinuanee measures have been
introduced. I ask the members who were
in the Fouse at that time and who, I con-
sider, very wisely insisted that the Act
should he limited ir its operation to one
vear, why they were determined upon that
limitation. Why qdid they want a 12 months’
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limitation? Suvely if theve was not some
sound reason, it would have been better to
pass the measure without any limitation as
to duration. I can see only one motive in
limiting the operation of the Act to 12
months and it was that they might be able
to see that it worked satisfactorily. Then,
at the end of any period, if they were dis-
satisfied with its operation, they might ex-
press their dissafisfaetion.

I ask members whether they are satisfied
with the way in which the measure has oper-
ated? Are they satisfied with the method by
which the money has been distributed? To
call the lotteries a charities sweep is mislead-
ing, a sort of confidence trick. They are not
a charities sweep st all. The money that
goes to charities is about 13%d. out of each
23. 6d. We have departed entirely from the
original intention. Now we have an oppor-
tonity of saying that the original intention
should be reverted to. If we reject this
Bill, it will mean that the Government, if
it wishes to continue the lotteries, will have
to bring down a new Bill, and that measure
will be subject to amendment in this House
if we think amendment necessary. In the
Bill provision could be made for a better
distribution of the money. 1 can see no
argument at all against rejecting this Bill,
even on the part of those who consider that
the lotteries should be eontinued.

If those members are completely satis-
fied with the way the Act is being operated
ai the present time, and if they are
satisfied with the method of distribution,
those are the only circumstances in which
they are justified in voting for the second
reading-—not because they think the lotteries
are cstablished and that people would like
them to be continned. That is no reason for
voting for the second reading. The only
sufficient reason would be that they are satis-
fied with the way the lotteries are being
conducted and the manner in which the
money is being distributed. Is there any
member who ean say he is satisfied with the
method in which the money is being distri-
buted ¢

All we have to do is to rejeet this Bill.
Then, if the Government wishes to continue
the lotteries, it wilt have to bring down fresh
legislation, and jt will be competent for us
to see that the method of distribution is more
in conformity with the original purposes of
the Act. I ser no reason why members 11
vears ago should have insisted on limiting
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the operation of the Act to 12 months except
that they wanted to keep an eye on what
was happening. They wanted to bave an
opportunity periodically to see that every-
thing was being done in accordance with the
policy at the time,

The Chief Seeretary: What is your ob-
Jeetion to the distribution? '

Hon. SIR AL COLEBATCH: I object
to the lotteries entirely as heing a wasteful
and demoralising method of raising money.
Apart from that, I object to the manner in
which the money is being distributed. I gave
detailed reasons for my objection last ses-
sion. ¥ quoted from the Victoriam Act and
showed the method of distribution adopted
there, which is far better than the roethod
used here.

Hon, E. H. H. Hall: There is no method
here,

Hon, SIR HAL COLEBATCH: I con-
sider that the distribution shonld be the duty
of someone apart from the Commission that
raises the money. If members are satisfied
with the distribotion, let them vote for the
seeond reading. I am dissatisfled with the
distribution and shall vote against the second
reading in the hope that this will eompel
the Government te bring forward another
measure in which the method of distribution
can be set out and made satisfactory to
members of this House.

HON. E. M. HEENAN (North-East): On
a few occastons during my period as a mem-
ber of this House, I have had an opportanity
of speaking in support of the lotteries as
the eontinuance measure has eome forward
each year, and nothing that Dr. Hislop or
Sir Hal Colebateh has said will induce me
to alter my previous aititude, We can re-
gard lotteries from different points of view,
but I consider that the argument as to the
moral aspeet was worn threadbare long ago.
This method of raising money has proved
highly aceeptable and useful during quite a
number of years. Speaking for the few
hospitals in my provinee, I ean say that the
people on numerons oceasions have had
every cause to be grateful to the Lotteries
Commission, Secveral times I and the other -

- members representing the North-East Pro-

vinee have had requirements at different
hospitals brought under our notice by the
loeal doctors and hospital committees, and
we have submitted their requests to the Lot-
teries Commission, On every oceasion that
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I can vecall a generous response has been
made. Dr. Hislop mentioned the position of
St. John of God Hospital and the Mount
Hospital.

I have not much knowledge of St. John
of God Hospital in Perth, but eertainly I
have knowledge of 3t. John of God Hospital
in Kalgoorlie, and I know for a positive
foet that any number of indigent people
are treated there every day of the week, and
il they are unable to pay for their treat-
ment that is the end of it. I assume that
that position oxists to a far greater extent
in the larger private hospitals here in Perth,
sneh as St. John of God Hospital and the
Mount Hespital. I am sure that every
member of the Chamber will feel satisfied
that the Lotteries Commission,K makes ade-
quate inquiries. Without wanting to sce
any reports or balance shects, I koow whai
my own oxperience has been—that the sum
of £300 would by no means be an adequate
recompense for the charity that those hos-
pitals provide. Dr. Hislop's chief argu-
ment about the distribution of the money
appears to be the amount going to the Perth
Hospital. I do not know very much abounl
that, but just on the surface it appears to
me that the people of Western Australia
have every reason to bhe grateful for that
splendid building which has been crected,
and which some day will prove a great boon
and blessing not only to the people of Perth
but to the people in all the outlying centres
of Western Australia.

Hon. G. 'W. Miles: What has the Perth
Hospital cost up to date?

Hon, E. M. HEENAN: I do not know.
Every time I come to Perth I look at that
building and I feel grateful to the aunthori-
ties responsible for its erection and for the
means whereby moncy has been raised to
pay for it. If the lottcries do not pay for
il, the public must pay for it in some other
way; and if the lotteries have already con-
tributed £72,000 towards establishing the
Perth Hospital, I feel sare everyone will
consider that a splendid job has been done.

No-one who has heen to the Lotteries
Commission throughout the 10 or 12 years
of its existence will begrudge any ticket
bought by him if some of the money has
gone towards providing that splendid hos.
pital. I asked Dr. Hislop a question
about the equipment, and I am sure we were
all sorry and surprised to hear that such a
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state of affairs existed. I should have
thought that the British Medical Association,
which stands very high in the estimation of
the public and which is the custodian of
public welfare in matters such as those
mentioned by Dr. Hislop, would have ful-
filled a publie duty by bringing ihat matter
under the notice of the Lotterics Commis-
sion. If the B.M.A. had suggmested that a
sum of £20,000 or £10,000 was required to
purchase new equipment that was badly
needed, from my experience of the Lotteries
Commission I feel sure that the smn would
have been provided. I see no reason why we
should alter our attitude towards this Bill,
which I shall support.

HON. G. W. MILES (North): I thank
Dr. Hislop for what he has done. I have
never yet bought a ticket in a lotiery. I
know people cannot he made moral by Act
of Parliament, and that is why I voted in
favouwr of such Bills as this in previous
gessions. Dr. Hislop pointed ouf that the
only way in which we can amend this legis-
lation is by refusing to pass the continuanee
Bill. As the hon. member explained, we did
not in other vears have the opportunity to
deal with the Aect, beeause rejection of the
continnance Bill would have caused the Act
to lapse at the end of the 'vear; but on this
oceasion the econtinuance Bill has been
brought in earlier. If we follow the advice
of Dr. Hislop and Sir Hal Colebateh and
defeat the continuance Bill, the Government
will have to bring in another measure, and
wc shall be able to amend it as we think fit.
I have said many times before that I think
the Lotteries Commission is paying too much
by way of remuneration for sale of tickets.
I still hold that opinion,

The Chief Secretary: Do you quarre]l with
the distribution of funds%

Hon. G. W. MILES: I consider that the
distribution could be in better hands than in
those of the Lotteries Commission. With all
due respect to the members of the Commis-
sion, and though the chairman and some of
the members of the Commission are friends
of mine, I think we could have a board to
distribute the funds heiter than the body
we have today. A new board should he ap-
pointed consisting of a medical man aud
the Mayors of Perth and Fremantle. 1 de-
sire to quote Section 19 of the original Act
which makes me doubtful whether the Com-
missioners are giving effect to the Act as its
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provisions should be administered. Section
19 provides—

No sum of money exceeding £250 shall be

paid out in distribution of moneys raised by
any lottery conducted by the Commission under
this Act to any one association, body, or in-
stitution where the purpose to which such
money is to be applied comes within the pro-
visiona of paragraph (i) of the definition of
‘*tcharitable purpose’’ in Section 2.
I do not know whether that means that not
more than £250 shall be contributed to any
one charitable institution or not. Presum-
ably that wounld be out of one lottery.

The Chief Secretary: You need to read
the whole Aect.

Hon. G. W. MILES: The section is
marked specially here by someone who has
looked np the Aect previously. However, if
we reject the Bill now, the Government will
be forced to bring in another measure should
it want to continue the lotteries—which I
think it does. As vegards the amount of
£70,000 handed over to the Perth Hospital,
what is the omount that has been spent on
that hospital up to datc? Perhaps the Minis
ter ean tell me that.

The Chief Secretary: I eannot tell you.”

Hon. G. W. MILES: I do not know, but
I think there has been only ahout £500,000
spent up to date.

The Chief Secvetary: I do not think that
is right.

Hon, G. W. MILES: What happens to
interest and sinking fund contributions?
Does the money go into a special trust
aecount?

The Chief Seevetary: Of course it does.

Hon. G. W. MILES: Probably in dealing
with a continuance Bill we are not entitled
to diseuss this point; but if we veject the
Bill, the Government will he compelled to
bring in another lotteries Bill, when we shall
bave an opportunity to discuss the subjeet
from every angle. Therefore I shall vote
against the Bill.

HON, G. FRASER (West): I have lis-
tened carefully to the debate, and have also
carefully considered the definition of “char-
itable purpose” in the Act. In no part of
this diseussion have ¥ heard any member
assert that the Lotteries Commission has
done anything it is not entitled to do. Be-
fore going to the length of defeating the
Bill, we ought to show that the Commis-
sioners have fallen down on their job. If
anyone ecares to go through the principal
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Aect, 1 do not think he will be able to show
that they have done anything of the kind.
What is the reason for the opposition to
the Bill, apart altogether from objection to
lotteries gencrally, I fail to anderstand. No
suggestion has been made as to what alter-
ations are needed in any new measure.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Dr. Hislop suggested
some alterations.

Hon. G, FRASER: I cannot follow Dr.
Hislop’s logic at all. According to his
analysis ahout 75 per cent. of the money has
been going into hospitals. The only thing
wrong with the Perth Hospital is that it is
called by a wrong name.

Hon. J. Cornell: It is in the wrong place.

Hon. G. FRASER: The name should be
“State Hospital.” Dr. Hislop's objection
appears to he that too much money is being
spent on the Perth Hospital from lottery
funds. Before we say that, we ought to show
that other hespitals ave being starved. I
do not know of any applieations by other
hospitals being refused by the Lotteries
Commission.

Hon. V. Hamersley: The hospitals in my
district lave had nothing, and bave pot
asked for anything.

Hon, G. FRASER: Then the hon. mem-
ber has no complaint to make.

Hon, V., Hamcrsley: Some of the hogpi-
tals in my distriet have been closed down.

Hon. G. FRASER: Was that before the
institution of the Lotteries Commission?

Hon. (. W. Miles: It was the fault of the
Government for not subsidising them as it
should.

Hon. G. FRASER: T should like to hear
where the Commission Las fallen down on
the job. If eountry hospitals have been
closed down becaunse there bas uot been
suflicient money, I suyrgest the hon. member
has not done his job.

Hon. V. Hamersley: I have personally
paid more inn hospital tax than miy district
has received.

Hon. G. FRASER: | say that it is a 1e-
flection ou the member for the distriet if the
hospitals in his distriet have been nllowed
to deeline. The reflection is not on the
Lotteries Commission.

Hon. J. Cornell: The trouble is that the
voting strength is not there. )

The Honorary Minister: I do not think
that is fair.

IHon. G. FRASEKR: I do not think so,
either. T bhave heard no complaints from
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any member tonight nor at any time dunng
the debate on this Bill regarding any short-
age of any hospital in his district due to the
Lotteries Commisston.

Hon. W. J. Mann: The Lotteries Com-
mission is not supposed to attend to hospi-
tals alone.

Hon. G. FRASER: I am not referring to
that, but to this measure. Kvery member
knows that all hospitals in this State have
at some time or another heen assisted by the
Commission. If any district is not getting
its fair share, the duty ol the member for
that distriet is to let us know about it in
this House.

Flon. IL, L. Roche: What could you do
about it?

Hon. (. 'RASER: I could do nothing by
mysell, but, in conjunction with the hon.
member and other members, 1t mght he
nossible for me to do something. Nothing
hus been anid during the debate to indicate
that the Lotteries Commission has not car-
ried out the provisions of the Act. I defy
any member to point ont where the Commis-
sion has departed from the Act for which
this Chamber, together with another place,
was responsible,

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Let us amend the
Act,

Hon, G. PRASER: In what way? This
idea of throwing the Aect out and doing
something else does not appeal to me. T
would like to know what is proposed before
T assist to get rid of the Act. If any hon.
member desires information in connection
with the Lotteries Commission, I am sure
the Commission will he only too pleased to
snpply it. Before we go to the drastic ex-
tent of throwing out this Bill, let some good
reasons be given, The only eomplaint 1
have heard advanced tonight is that foo
much is spent on the Perth Hospital. There
has been no complaint that other hospitals
have been neglecled hecanse of that amount
heing piven to that particulur institution.

I remember, when the first Lotteries Bill
was introdueed. Mr. Clydesdale, who was
in the Chamber at that time, suid that if the
Act were placed on the statute-book it wonld
be possible to raise £50,000 for the bencfit
of charities in this State. That contention
waug disputed. Tt was said thal to raise that
amount would be impossible. That was the
ultimate goa! of the original Lotteries Bill.
Now we find that approximately £128,000 is
raised. FEven allowing for £72,000 being
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given to the Perth Hoaspital, there is stiil
more available for distribution than the
amount set as the original goal. Dr. Hislop
appeared to me to have in mind that the
whole of the lotieries money goes to hos-
pitals. That is not so. It is distributed to
various charities. The money spent on the
Perth Hospital is spent in the interests of
the whole State and I have no objection to
that expenditure, and I will bave no objee-
tion until some member ean show me that,
as a result of the cxpenditure of that large
amount each year, other hospitals are being
neglected, If that can be shown I will assist
members to have an alteration made. Until
then, I am prepared to support the measure.

HON. G. B. WOOD (East): I would not
have said anything aboui this measure but
for the remarks of one or two members in
regard to the maldistribution of this money.
I am prepared to assert that country dis-
tricts generally have bhad a very fair spin
indeed from the Lotferies Commission. In
my short Parlinmentary career, I have been
associnted sometimes with the opening of
hospitals and at times with the raising of
money for them. I have been -associated
with seven or eight such country hospitals
which have reeeived money from the Lot-
teries Commission. If it had not been for
that help additions to those hospitals would
not have heen provided.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: That is not disputed.

Hon. G. B. WOQOD : It has bheen disputed,
becausa people have said that the country
has not secured the money it should have
received and that the money has gone into
the Perth Hospital. 1 do not want that
statement to go out without refutation.

Hon. E, H. H. Hall: Not all of it, but too
much has gone to the Perth Hospital.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: I intend to support
the measure. F am particularly interested in
York, where T live. For many years that
eentre had n very out-of-date maternity hos-
pital, and for a long time the hespital com-
mittee could not do anything about it. At
last, however, we had a roposition from the
Lotteries Commission and the ITealth De-
partment. We were told that if York could
lind £1,000 those bodies would find the rest.

Hon. E. 1. H. Hall: Was that done in
connection with the Perth Hospital?

Hon. G. B. WOOD: T am not so much
concerned nbout what happened in Perth as
about our efforts to get our maternity hos-
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pital in York. The loeal road board found
£500, the municipality £500, the Health De-
partment £1,500 and the Lotteries Commis-
sion £1,250. When I know that is going
on all over the country, how can I do other
than vote for the second reading of the Bill?
Recently, a terrible storm oceurred in York.
Many of the old people had their honses
blown down and could not afford to re-build
them. We approached the Lotteries Com-
mission for £750 and we were given £800
because the Commission knew that we had
a just case, 1 was also associated with the
provision of & new maternity hospital at
Kellerberrin and with hospitals at Koorda,
Corrigin, Merredin, Cunderdin and Wongan
Hills. How, therefore, can I say anything
against the distribution of the money or
agree that there has been maldistribution
when I know that all these things have hap-
pened in country areas? No case has heen
put up te persuade me to vote against the
Bill and I hope the sceond reading will be
carried.

HON. L CRAIG (South-West): Mr.
Wood said many things that I bad intended
to say myself. T have an open mind on this
question, but would like to ask what Dr,
Hislop would do with the money if he did
not deal with it as it has been distribuled
in the past. 1t is not possible to improve
country hospitals, make additions to them or
provide equipment for them at the present
time.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: It is not possible to re-
pair engines, either, withont money.

Hon. L. CRAIG: It is not the function
of the Lotteries Commission to maintain hos-
pitals and the maintenanee aspeet ean hardly
be brought into this argument. Sir Hal
Colcbateh docs not agree with this measure
on principle. T respect that view. I am not
very enthusiastio about it myself, but there
15 a public demand for lotteries todav. There
is a lot of money available—more than ever
before—and the lotteries provide an outlet
for surplus half-erowns, which do good. My
original objeetion to the Lotteries Commis-
sion hag more or less disappeared and I
think it is serving a good purpose. Then
there is the question of what is being done
with the moncy.

If there is one uwrgent work that should
be earried ouf it is the provision of more
beds at the Perth Hospital, T know that one
of the chief aims of the doctors there is to get
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rid of their patients as soon as they ean, but
they complain that they sometimes have to
send people out before they are ready to go.
My son is there and knows something about
the matter and he says that the erying need
ig for a plaee for people who are never going
to get better but who are oceupying beds
that should be used by people who are likely
to he in and out of the hospital in a short
time. I should kke to find out something
about the colossal eost of the Perth Hospital
and its relation to the small number of
beds. Dr: Hislop said it is going to cost over
£1,000,000 and I understand there will be
only 300 heds.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: More than that.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I am glad to hear it.

Hon. 1. G. Hislop: There are to be over
GO0 Deds,

Hon. L. CRAIG: I am pleased to hear it.

Hon. Sir Hal Colehateh: Is not the cost
of £1,500 a bed enough for you?

Hon. L. CRAIG: I understand thnt
cost ineludes administration and operating
theatres and so on. However, it is a high
cost. T think the fizure used to be £1,200
for a bed in a2 modern hospital.

Hon. J. &. Hislop: It is £2,000 in the
Adelaide Sanatorium.

Hon. L. CRAIG: The point I want to
make is that T have not been convinced that
this money is being bedly distributed. If
the wmoney were taken out of the hands of
the present Commission and handed to some-
body clse, in what different way and for what
better purpose would it be distributed?
Country hospitals are not in urgent need of
funds for improvements or enlargement of
butldings or for new equipment. I under-
stand that the work at the Perth Hospital is
being continued and that men have been put
on the job recently.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: There is provision for
post-war hospital work to be done in the
ecountry,

Hon. L. CRAIG: Yes, I understand there
15 a veserve heing held for that purpose and
if an over-payment is made in any one year
in respect of the Perth Hospital it may be
deducted in subsequent years. I do not think
that any real complaint can be made ahout
the distribution of this money ai present.

HON. H. 8. W. PARKER (Metropolitan-
Suburban) : T raised a question on one of
these continuation Bills some time ago con-
cerning the matter of expense. My objec-
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tion to the Lotteries Commission is based on
ihe waste of money that could otherwise be
used for charitable purposes. Of course,
when the Commission originally started, it
had to he organised and put on a proper
footing. For the raising of moncy, a man-
ager or 1 secretary, or whatever he may be
called, together with his staff, ean control
lotterirs, hut ecertainly a commission or a
board is required for the distribution of the
money. The Leotteries (Control) Aet cer-
tainly needs an overhaul with a view to an
alteration in.that respeet. .

The Chief Secretary: What is wrong with
the present members of the Commission?

Hon. H. §. W, PARKER: I think that
the people who distribute the money should
be public men and not paid offieials. Those
who distribute the money should not have to
rely on the Government for their appoint-
ment,

The Chief Secretary: I think there is «
nasty inference there!

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: T bhave not
finished what I propose to say. I am sorry
the Chief Secretary should have jumped to
sueh a conclusion, one that was not in my
mind at all. I think it wrong that this vasi
amount of money should be distributed by
people who have to rely on the Government
in power for their appointment. It is
wrong in principle. I say again, distinetly
and definitely, that I cast no reflection on
the persons at present holding office. 1t
must be remembered that the present Com-
missioners will not always bhe members of
the Lotteries Commission, and equally so
prescnt Ministers will not always form
the Government of the State. A question
of principle is invelved. I would like the
positions to be occupied by men holding
seme public positions, who would receive the
appointments by virtue of the positions they
hold and not be subject to individual ap-
pointment. For that reason I would like to
gec the Act completely overhauled.

HON. J, CORNELL (South): I had not
intended participating in the debate, but I
would remind the House of some conse-
auences of this legislation. It was thz
means of the late John Seaddan losing his
scat in Parliament and that applied also to
the then member for Perth, whose objeni
was to do away with erossword puzzles.
Strange to say, the faet that the present
Act is {empovary in its application is due
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to the action taken by Mr, Collier in another
place, seeing that he moved that its opera-
tions should be restricted to one year. In
consequence of that it is a temporary
measuve and re-enacting Bills have to be
passed cach year. I oppose the original
legislation on lines similar to those adopted
by Mr. Collier. [ have opposed the legisla-
tion consistently and yet T have declared I
would give it permanency if it followed the
methods adopted in conneetion with the
Colden Casket in Queensland and the whole
of the proceeds were used for the purposes
of a hospitalisation fund. 1 got nowhere
with that propoesal, and now we have before
us mercly a continuanee Bill.

There is definitely only one way out, for
we can get nowhere with a debate on the
Bill before us. As it is a continuance Bill,
if we deal with it in Committee we ean
merely extend or reduce the period of the
operations of the principal Act. However,
there arve more ways of killing a dog thar
by choking him with butter. We could hold
up this Bill and some member who is ex-
tremely anxious for the readjustment of the
existing situation could introduce an amend-
ing Bill. That js within the province of a
private member because the legislation
wonld not invelve the expenditure of publie
moneys but merely deal with the allocation
of funds. We could pass that Bill and hold
up the Government’s measure until we saw
what gnother place bad to say about it. If
another place did not see fit to agree to the
amending legislation, then we could choose
whether we would go on with the job or
continng the Act for another 12 months.
That is the only way by which we can get
over the present difficalty. I support the
second reading of the Bill,

On motion by Hon. A. Thomson, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.20 p.m.



