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tween the policy set out by the Premier
and that of the Chief Secretary. I want
to make it clear that our attitude on thi,;
Bill is not to be taken as an indication of
our attitude on the other Bills that are to
come down. It has been said. by the Pre-
mlier that the whole plan is indivisible. We
do not subscribe to that. We are going
to divide it, and we are not shaping our
attitude onl this Bill as anl indication of
what our attitude viil be on the Bills that
are to follow. I have outlined what the
policy of this party has been, and what
should be done. The position now is that
there has been an agreement by all Gov-
ernments to reduce ii~erest by this miethodA.
If the voluntary conversion fails, that w ill
still leave the field open for the taxation
that we have advocated in the past. We
stand for the principle of relieving the
community from the enormious interest bur-
den with which it is faced at the present
time, and with that in view we do not 1Pro-
pose to offer any opposition to the Bill.
'We think our proposal will work with far
less inconvenience than the mneasure hefore
us. Here is an agreemefi, arrived at by all
Governments, that can be put into force, and
we are not disposed to discard that by
rvaching- the end that we desire, merely be-
cause we are not arriving at that end in
the manner by whicl! we would wish to do
so. Our attitude on the remainder of the
scvheme will be indicated when the Bills, arc
presented to Parliament.

Onl motion by the Attorney General, de-
bate adjourned.

BILLr-FARMERS' DEBTS ADJUST-
MENT ACT AMENDJMENT.

]Returned from the Council with anl
amendment.

House adjourned at 6 p.m.

legislative Council,
1l'ednesday, J.%t July, 1931.

Q1 estion:. Caves Ihous9e, re-btiding ............
Nth;s Firearms and litmus, teliort..

WVorkers' Compenwatlou, 2R.............
State kianiufactures De..riptlon, arc,' ..

Motion: Hudget economries..........

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took
Chair at 4.30 pan., and read prayers.
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QUESTION-CAVES HOUSE, E-
BUUJDING.

Ron. G. FRASER asked the M1inister for
Country Water Supplies: 1, Is the state-
ment appearing in the "..West Australian"
that the Government have no funds to re-
build the Caves House correct? 2, Were the
premises insured; and, if so, (a) for what
amount, and with whom, (b) What has be-
conic of the mioney?

The MINISTER FOR COU-NTRY
WATER S-UPPLIES replied: 1, Ye,, 2,
(a) The premnises were insured for f£12,000
Nii Messrs. Bennie S. Cohen and Son
(W.A.), Ltd.; (b) the sum. of £0,2S3 was
recovered from the insurers for thc damanged
portion of Caves House, of which £1.106
17s. Id,. has been spent iii replacinlenta, and
the balance of X2,1716 2s, Ild, is in the
Treasury (Trust Account).

BILL[-nIEARMS AND GUNS.

Report of Commnittee adopted.

BILL-WORKERS' COMPENSATION.

NSccoid Reuding.

])ebate resumned fromi thle previous day.

HON. SIR EDWARD WITTENOOM
(North) [4.37] -. My remuarks, on thi-i Bill
will be brief, at all events for the
present. The measure is certainly one
of thle Ifost puzzling- within ily e-xperi-
enee. It puts me in mind of the old
saing concerning the curate's egg, which,

was good in parts. One eonil hardly real;ie
the source fromt Which the Bill origina ted,
when many of its clauses are considered.
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Proceedling, from a Governmnut whose policvy
is hostile to State trading concerns, the
measure has for its lending feature a State
monopoly. In such circumistances what ore
the supporters of the Goverinment to do?
For miy part I intend to support the second
reading, in the hope that several anmad-
ments will be made in Committee. First, aw;
regards compensation, the amount dhould lie
reduced] from, £C500 to £400 or le~ss. Secintill v,
thle composition or personnel of the cormais
sloti should be changed from that ])ropolsed
in the Bill, Thirdly),) a contr'aetor shuld nmot
come within the definition of "wvorker"
b'ourthlv, a clause should be introduced pe'r-
mitting any person to insumre where hie likes,
either with the Commission or with aIn inl-
tirzrance ecompany' . Ili the event. of these
amendments not being. accepted ill Coin1-
mittee, I reser've to mysewlf the right of
voting against the thurd reading of the IBiM.
Again, if the 'Minister in his reply 'vndlieaites
that he is, distinctly oppmosed to, and will
not accept, any of these inneudments, I1 wiay
quite possibly vote against the second read-
ing. The mneasure as it stands is extr4-mel3
drastic, so munch so that I fear everY cmn-
ployer will hesitate to engage more'- wvorkers
titan he can possibly help, especially it Mr.
IDrew's amendments to the Second Schedule
are carried.

HON. V. UAMERSLEY (East) [4.42]:
Like Sir Edward Wittoomi, I view this
measure, coming from the source from, which
it originates, with some degree of hesitancy.
No doubt it -will require earniest considera-
tion on the part of aill members, and I
anticipate that before it passes we shall en-
counter various stumbling blocks. I1 sin-
cerely hope that the measure will reach the
statute-book, with some modiftcations. My
support of it is mainly due to anl argument
used by the Rinister who introduced the
measure in another Chamber. It is so
es sential to bring down the cost of produc-
tion that we must make up our mninds
-whether the Bill is likely to he]lp towards
that end. In this country we have reached
a s;tane where, according to all the figures I
have sieen, the cost of production has been
steadily rising for years-, and more particu-
larly since various alterations hare been
mnade in this legislation. They were made
in boom-time, when it was possible to give
greater consideration to the welfare of the
worker and to rendering more favourable

his conditions of working. We all readily
agreed with that policy when we could afford
to pay the amnounts involved. But now it is
a serious question whether, if we c!an no
longer afford to pay those amounts, industry
shall stop. Fair compensation to injured
workers, whether covered by insurance or
not, is an important feature. I realise that
it is anl essential consideration, whether we
call the proposal of the Bill a State miono-
poly 01. anything else. Every worker coming
within the iasure is to be insured, whether
thne employer takes out an insurance policy
or riot; amid1 that seemus to me only fair.
Many employers are probably not financial
enough to take out cover for their workers
with private comipanies. In the past nialiy
of them have employed workers without
covering- them, notwithstanding the compul-
sory naUtue Of our compensation law. Those
employers w;ere not in a position to take
out insurance policies. Men hare worked
with them in all good feithi, never
anticip)ating an accident, bout all co-
operating in the effort to make a success
of the job. The Bill covers the whole of
that ground, and in that respect seems to me
eminently fail-. In future there will probably
be miany more cases of employers unable
to cover their workers, but those workers
will nevertheless he entitled to proper medi-
cal attention and adequate hospital treat-
ilent. In that direction the measure contains
a great deal that is to be commended. My
fear is that the Bill will not be policed suffi-
ciently by the proposed hoard. In the past,
whenl coinipanics have operated, they have
taken upont themselves the responsibility for
thle compensation to be paid. And naturally
they are going to police the measure as far
ais theyv can and see that they keep down
the expenses to the lowest limit, because it
is their misfortune if a great number of
claims conic inl against thema. But if we
make this a State monopoly, I do not see
who is going to police it. Like so many
other Government departments,, it will run
away with itself. And the fuand will be
raided from time to time, not only by doe-
ton, lbmt by hospitals and by individuals
who miry be only slightly injured but who
will lie up for a long period. There is a
grave danger of that. We have heard of
that in connection with workers' compensa-
tion for a long time past. Claims that in
the old dnly. would never have been put for-
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ward have been miade upon employers because
the woprkers knew their employers had taken
out an insurance policy with the companies.
Those fellows bare put in claims they would
never have submitted had it not been that
thle employers were insured. I am confident
the effect of this insurance has been to
create a great many more injuries, and to
make much more of those injuries than was
ever done before the days of workers' com-
pensation.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Who has made more
of the injuries, the medical men or the
workersI

Hon. AT. HAMKERSLEY: The muedical
men. One has only to look into any of those
returns, to see that the doctors have been
able to get very much more from the fund
than could the worker himself, or even the
hospital concerned. To hand this over en-
tirely to the doctors, to put the control even
more into their hands, would be disastrous.
Because, after all, although we know the
chairman of the board is to be relied upon,
there are the other two members of the
board, one a representative of the Employ-
ers' Federation, and the other a representa-
tive of the A.L.P. execuitive. I do not know
that I personally feel satisfied with either
of those two mnembers. of the hoard who will
lie in charge of this measure. [ know that
a great many people feel that those two
members, will remain direct representatives,
thle one of the Employers' Federation, and
the other of the A... There are many
employers of labour who do not feel they
require guidance from those members of the
hoard, and I am afraid that if they accept
that guidance they will find themselves very
much misled. If' we take away the power
of the local courts in respect of this com-
pensation, it will remain entirely a matter
to be dealt with by the board. But a great
many people feel that they -want the right
of appeal, of testing their case before the
court. That they should be left entirely at
the mercy of the hoard is rather a severe
strain. Regarding the amount of compen-
sation, I feel that in the circumstances in
which we find ourselves to-day this measure
does, not make the reduction we could reas-
onably have expected from the remarks of
the M11inister wiho introduced the measure in
another place, and who said we had to get
thle costs down. Yet wve see in this schedule
the very high rates we have had in the past.

[128]

Mr, Drew, I notice, has a large number of
ameadment.i on the Notice Paper. Evidently
hie has the idea that we shall go along as
before. But it has been impressed onl my
mind that we cannot afford these rates, and
so will have to reduce themn rather than ac-
cept any increase, or even allow them to re-
main as they are. The reduction of the
medical fees f rom £100 to £52 10s. is, I
think, a move in the right direction, and I
contend they should conic down con-
siderably lower than that. I do not want
members to run away with the idea that I
desire merely to hack into the figures with-
out any care; but we must realise that to-
day the value of money i a very important
factor in industry, and that it is recognlised
that we must get down these costs in in-
dustry, or at all events in those industries
we wish to encourage. But we do not want
to leave any loophole for these extreme
charges to he brought in to hamper or
interfere with anybody who wishes to em-
bark in industry in this State. These
various charges by the doctors have been
given a fairly wide margin, and to-day
£52 10s. is really quite as good as was £100
two or three years ago. Even with the pro-
posed reduction, the fees have not been
brought dowvn sufficiently lo-w. It is a point
that requires to he carefully guarded in this
legislation in which we fix a definite
anmount; for undoubtedly it will have a
tendency to create in the mnind of the worker
the idea that he can go along pretty freely,
that it is all right, that there will be suffi-
cient in the fund to cover his medical ex-
penses. in regard to this fund, the commis-
sion will strike a rate on all industry to
corer the insurance costs, and they w;ill be
able to divide the industries into so mnany
grades. I cannot see how we are to get
over the difficulty, hut when no appeal is
provided for there is a very grave danger
that the grades may be quite unsuited to
certain industries. For instance in the
Railways wYe have differential rates. Wool
was charged a very high rate indeed be-
cause it was thought the wvoolgrowers were
making such enormous profits. It was niot
because there was any extra trouble in the
carrying of the wool, nor because of any
great deal of booking in respect of wool.
There was no difficulty about that. Yet an
extremely heavy rate was imposed upon
wool because it was a valuable commodity.
Similarly a very high rate -was put on tim-
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ber because it was felt the timber companies
were making a lot of money. In the same
,way there are various other lines that
would be charged on that ratio, and so there
may be some differential rates fixed for in-
surance that would be a direct handicap on
some industries. And those rates might
not be properly differentiated as the insur-
ance companies differentiate them, by put-
ting higher rates on to an industry that is
making too many claims. Naturally the
companies put higher rates on. such indus-
tries. I can quite see that the other scheme
might be adopted if we make a monopoly
of this. For instance, if we take that
!formula giving a comparison of rates, I
Lavie 'very little sympathy with the com-
panies for their rates in connection with
the industries in which my constituents are
concerned. Take land clearers. By way of
comparison. I may mention that inNe
South Wales the rate was 150s. per cent.
with explosives, and 48s. per cent. without
explosives. The rate fixed by the insurance
companies here was 250s. per cent., while
that of the State office was 200s, per cent.
The rise in the companies' rates over the
1912 rates was .316s. per cent., with ex-
plosives. That is an enormous increase;
and the strange thing is that without ex-
plosives the rise in their rate was .525s- per
cent. That is one of those anomalies which
I cannot understand. Why, first of all,
should the rate he so extremely high where
our maximum liability is £750 as against
£1,000 in New South Wales; why should
the insurance companies have a rate of
100s. per cent. higher with explosives, and
why should it be the same rate without ex-
plosivesI The farmer in New South Wales
has a rate of 30s. and in Western Australia
the figure is 65s. Here the rate has gone
up 188.9 per cent. since 1912. 1 notice in
the comparison of rates that in N_ ew South
Wales for the fruitgrower it is, 30s. per
cent. and for the hide and skin stores 38s.
The insurance companies of Western Aus-
tralia have a rate for fruitgrowers of 65~s.
and for the hide and skin stores 50s. It is
strange that in New South Wales the fruit-
grower should pay 30s. and the hide and
skin stores SSs., and that in Western Aus-
tralia these figures should be reversed. The
iisks incurred by frnitgrowers are nothing in
comparison to those associated with the
dealing in hides and skins. That seemis to
be recognised in New South Wales but in
Western Australia the rate is much greater

ini respect of the man who is fruiturowing
than for the Person who is dealing in a
line that is much more risky. It is ad-
mitted that the timber-g-etter is ne of those
who is occupied in a somewhat danaerous
occupation, and because of that the rate is
150s. per cent. in New South Wales, whilst
here it is .500s. per cent., and in our State
office 400s. per cent. The increase iin West-
ern Australia over the rate of 1912 is 69.2.
The same thing applies in connection writh
wvell sinkers. In that occupation rates have
gtone'up to an extremely high figure and it
seems to me that they have been fixed he-
vause of the amount of money that has been
nut into the industry. To a certain extent
those engaged ih such industries have been
looked upon as fair game, and although the
companies fix the rates upon the enormous
claimns put in, there is, T admit, consider-
able danger attached to the work, and I do
not know how we -would lip able to police
the business if the State got control of this
insurance. There is a fear that this; may
develop into another taxation matter simi-
lar to those adopted by Governments fromt
time to time. We have had experience of
these things, and already we have seen in
one or two instances that Governments have
got in on the funds. That is what I fear
may happen in this instance, that the Gov-
ern nient may fix the rates so that revenue
may be derived from that source. There
lies the danger, and I can realise that mLanyv
members will he more disinclined to sup-
port a proposal of that kind than have
the competition of the companies with the
State enterprise. I have read several of the
reports of commissionq that have inquired
into the question of workers' compensation.
In Newv Zealand the commission was against
its heing a monopoly and found that it was
in the interests of the workers as well as of
the emplo-yers that there should be competi-
tion. We usually recognise that healthyv
competition is a good thing- if we can only
get it. There is a tendency on the 1part of
the insurance companies to put their heads
togoether and impose charges that enable
them to make huge profits. Natur-Al'Y they
do not like to disclose those profits and they
are able suece,;sfully to hide them. Like-
wise it is realised that the companies are
not nsr for their health's sake, that they
enter upon this kind of business in order
to make profits. AM the more power to
them. I am glad to find that some com-
nameps are successfufl in their opralin- in
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spite of all the obstacles that are putt iii who have cmibarked their capital ititer-
thleir way. They are shrewd enough to
achieve success, and naturally we coma
acro,s a number of people who would like
to establish themselves in a similar line of
businems I assume that several of the
State departments would like to do the
same thing. What I fear is that whatever
we do in connection with this we shall have
to be very careful that we do not scame em-
ployers who, at this juncture, require every
enc(ouragement. I realise that the com-
panies have made an offer to reduic their
fees by a considerable sum. I regret that
they t'id not make those rednetin bcfore.

Iis because of the rates that were in force
that they have incurred this opposition.
We not only want a reduction in the cost
of production in connection with this mat-
ter, but we do not want the Government to
stop at this measure. In every other direc-
tion1 costs must come down. I commend the
Government for at least taking up this mat-
ter very earnestly. Their endeavour in this
direction shows that it is their desire to
eariv out the wishes of those who are en-
gaged in the various industries. Thus the
Government deserve every encourageinent
and we fouuld see that they conti-iie along
the samie lines, and get down the cost of
prodluction in every possible direction.

Hon. G. W. Miles: It is not like creating
a State monopoly.

Hon. V. HAMNERSLEY: In sonme in-
stances it may be necessary to do so where
the companies have got their heads together.
They are not the only people who have put
their heads together, and we have not been
aIble to get redress. Recently I was looking
at some figures in connection with returns
of my wvork, and I noticed that shipping
freights last year were four times higher
than they were some years ago. 'We find
also that the charges in connection with
handling are much greater than they were.
Many of those charges are two and three,
and in some cases, four times wvhat they were
a few years hack. We must return to the
period when we were so much better off,
in 1906.

Hon. Sir William Lathinin: That is a
long time ago.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: It is, but our
position should be even better than it was
at that time. We are continually being told
that we are making a forward move. The
position generally may be better for one
section of the community, but not for those

prises.
Hon. IE. H. Harris: Do you say that

the State has not progressed since 1906 1
Hon. V. HAM1ERSLEY: It depends

upon what the hon. member calls progress.
I say we are in a much worse position than
wve were in 1906. The encouragement given
to-day is not the encouragement that people
had at that time. The position is reversed.
Therefore we must go back over our tracks
and find out how it is that wre have gone
wrong. If the Bill we are considering and
the nionnpolv proposed mean that there
will be a gain, then we must embrace it.
The mere fact that the Government have
put up this proposition has already brought
from the companies, suggestions that they
will accept a drop of 30 per cent, in the
rates. That is a splendid gesture, but I say,
"Let us get even a little more," and see
whether more bargaining can be done in
other directions as well. It is only by do-
ing something in that way that Ave shall
succeed in getting what the comm unity de-
sires, and that is a considerable reduction
in our costs. I will support the second
reading of the Bill, and will watch its pas-
sage through Committee with interest. I
trust we shall put on the statute-book a
measure that will he better than thle one
the place of which it is intended to take.

HON. SIR WILLIAM LATHLAII
(Mfetropolitan-Suburbhan) [5.13]: The
Government to-day have placed many of us in
an awkward position because, while we desire
to give them every possible support, they
have in the present instance introduced a
measure, and although they do not call it
State trading, it i s in my- opinion another
State trading concern. It is against my
principles to give support to any more such
ventures. The peculiar thing ab~out the Bill
is that Mr. Drew stated definitely he did
not intend to support it, and '.%r. Kitson,
by way of interjection, declared that he
considered that the State insurance part of
it-the compulsory part-was the great
remedy for all evils, and that it was the
best part of the Bill. I beg to differ from
those gentlemen on that question. While
we are called upon to sacrifice a principle
or, as an alternative, accept the present Bill
with the commission as furnishing some
amelioration in the cost of workers' com-
pensation, thus lessening the load upon in-
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dustry, I -will have to give the -whole matter
serious consideration before arriving at a
definite decision as to whether I shall sup-
port the second reading of the Bill or op-
pose it. In his opening speech, the M1in-
ister quoted the position in many American
States. The mass of information he placed
before the House did not supply us with
one tittle of evidence to support the pro-
posal in the Bill. We do not know what
is the position of the insurance companies
in their relation to the States in America,
nor do we know the position of the insur-
ance companies themselves.

Hon. J. Nicholson: In America they en-
courage private enterprise.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: That
is not the position here. From the very
inception the insurance companies are not
taxed on their profits hut on their premiums.
According to a statement in the Legislative
Assembly by the M1inister who dealt with
the Bill, the amount received by the var-
ious, companies wvas £230,000 and on that
they were compelled to pay 21- per cent. in
respect of the premiums they received. That
represented £5,870. In addition, the com-
panies are called upon to lodge a deposit
of £-5,000 each. That cannot be regarded
as encouraging private enterprise; it im-
poses a penalty upon the people as a whole.
When a former Government imposed a. tax
on insurance policies, it was stated that the
impost would be paid by the insurance com-
panies. Everyone who receives a policy
knows that he find not the insurance comt-
panies is called upon to pay the tax. When
reviewing the position of insurance comn-
panies in America, we require to know
whether the conditions arc on the same basis
as those operating in Western Australia.
'We have been told that the State Insur-
ance Department's administrative costs, are
less; than 5 per cent., but I do not think any
man in his ordinary senses; would ac-
cept that statement as being correct.
In one instance, the Department paid
over 90 per cent. of their receipts,
leaving a small margin for other expenses.
We have some idea of what the expenses of
Government concerns; represent. That re-
minds me that I have an excellent example
to show how such costs mount up. I have
had handed to me 13 stamped envelopes sent
to one man who owns 13 motor vehicles. He
has had sent to him a. voucher for each par-
ticalar vehicle and enclosing each voucher

was a separate envelope hearing its particu-
lar stamp. Included in the 13 stamped
envelopes wer-e 139 additional stamped enve-
lopes forwarded to that gentleman in order
that he might return the 1.3 vouchers and
thus enable his 13 motor vehicles to he re-
registered!

Hon. G. W. Miles: -'We should have a
Royal Commission to inquire into that.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIX:- When
we know of such extravagance as that-no
commercial house would he guilty of such
amazing waste--it helps us to attach the
proper amount of weight to the statement
that the State Insurance Department can
handle insurance business so much more
cheaply than can outside companies.

Hon. G. W. Miles: 'No wonder we have a
deficit of £1,500,000!

Hon. W. H. Kitson: What has State in-
surance to do with that?

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHILAINK: I ami
discussing the Insurance Department which
is a Government concern. If Mr. Kitson
will only listen, he will realise that my
diatribe is against State trading, and the
Insurance Department will prove another
of the enormous failures Governments bare
created.-

Hon. E. H. Gray: Would you advot-ate
private enterprise police?

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN : I
might, if I desired to arrest the hon. miem-
ber. The Bill will impose hardships in more
ways than one. It specially mentions muni-
cipalities. 'Mr. Franklin can bear me out
when I say that under their present arrange-
ments the Cityv Council have been able to
effect insurances with one company at rates
lower than those charged by the associated
iisurance companies in this State. If the
Bill be agreed to, the City Council will be
deprived of their right to place their insur-
ailees with the company that has given them
every satisfaction in the past, at rates lower
than those charged by other companier.

Hon. E. Hd. H. Hall: Municipalities
should carry their own insurances.

Ron. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: And
so should private companies.

Hon. C. H. Wittenoom: The municip'ali-
ties have that right in Mtelbourue.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: Re-
garding the personnel of the commission, I
am in agreement with M1r. -Nicholson in his
criticism. We have in the Arbitration
Court an example of a tribunal coinp-)-ed
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partly of representa tives of the two oppos-
ing sections, employer and worker. I can-
not remember any particular instance in that
court in which a unanimous decision was
arrived at -where a vital principle was con-
cerned. If any such commission as that con-
temuplated by the Bill is to be set up, I
favour one that will he entirely independent,
representative neither of the employer-class
nor of the worker-class.

Hon. H. Seddon: It may he difficult to
get such a board.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN:- It
may be difficult, but I think there are many
men in the commiunity who keenly desire to
help their country, and I am convinced that
a proper selection could be wnade.

Ron. E. H. Gray: Suich a board would he
weighted against the workers.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: We
are always bearing about the workers; there
are others besides the workers!

Hon. G. W. 'Miles: We are all workers.
Hon. Sir WILLIAMN LATHLAIN : If

M1r. Gray had the experience of some of the
employers at the present time, he would
have more consideration for them.

Hon. Sir Edward Witteaoonu He would
be glad he was a worker.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLi] N: That
is so. Clause 0 sets out that the commission
may, with the consent of the MN1inister,
establish branch offices and agencies and
close uip and abolish any so established.
Here we have the same indication that typi-
lies Governmnt concerns. They want to
extend and grab everything, like an octopus.
It was the same when the sawmills were
established first. At the outset they were
regarded as quite at good thing. But in order
to make the miilling- side of the business
miore prosperous, the department had to
start joinery works. Not satisfied with that,
they wvent in for ironmiongery, and sent out
travellers seeking orders. Eventually the
samie position will arise in connection wvith
the insurance commission.

Hon. G. W. 'Miles : Do you know they
have started another State trading concern?
They have started retailing petrol. I wvill
ask a question about that to-miorrow.

Hon. E. H.L Gray: At any rate, the saw-
mills have returned thousands of pounds to
the State.

Hon. Sir WVILLIA'M LATHLAI-N: I do
not care what the State Sawmills have re-
turned:. 1 am concerned with the principle.

Irrespective of whether they are paying con-
cerns or not, I would get rid of the lot of
them; State Sawmills, State Hotels-every
one of them. Clause 14 deals with the
liability of employers and is one of the most
important in the Bill. It contains a most
deceptive proviso. It reads, inter aI:

Prodided that if an employer proves to the
satisfaction of the M %inister thiat such an em-
ployer has4 before the commencement of this
Act established a fund for insurance against
liability in respect of injuries suffered by
workers employed by him, and has deposited
at the Treasury securities charged with all
payments to become due under suchi liability,
the Governor may exempt such employer from
the liability to make contributions under this
Act;

Why should the man who is in that position
at present be the only one to be allowed to
undertake his own insurance? Is no other
man wvho desires to do so, to be allowed the
same privilege 9 There is a nigger in the
woodpile for the proviso continues-

-and nay at any time-revoke any such ex-
emption.

That mneans that the head of a firm may
innocently, and with the best of intention,
set up his insurance scheme, something
similar to that carried on by Millaxr's, and
yet he may be penalized at any time by
baring the exemption cancelled. Ia that
event, the head of the firm would be forced
into the State Thsuranee Department, nder
the control of the commission.

Hon. J. 'Nicholson: 'Will that encourage
industry ?

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATULAIN : It
will discourage industry to a great extent
indeed. Subelause 4 of Clause 21, which
deals with the assessment of contributions,
sets out that when an employer is engaged
in industries belonging to different classes,
he shall he separately assessed in respect of
each class. Hon. members should realise
that that is a most important provision.
The existing Act is not wide enough in its
application in. this respect, and not nearly
enough divisions are made in industries. I
will cite the position in) connection with my
own business. Under the existing Act I
pay a rate of 3s. for the whole of my cleri-
cal workers, and for the shop assistants I
pay at thle rate of 10s. The shop assistants
in my business are handling drapery lines
only, and they are no more liable to acci-
dent than are those engaged in the office
doing clerieal work. On the other hand, if

[1 JuLy, 193-1.]
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we consider the position of the larger em-
poriums, it will be appreciated that the
shop assistants there are engaged in the
grocery departments where electric cutters
are in use and they are thus liable to meet
with accidents. In other departments,
glassware, crockery, ironmongery and vari-
ous lines arc dealt with in which the lia-
bility to accident must be considered greater
than in mv business that deals strictly with
drapery lines. The embracing of all those
different phases of work under the general
heading of "shop assistants" is not fair to
those who are less liable to accident. There
is no desire on the part of anyone to deny
the right of any employee to receive proper
compensation in the event of an accident,
but there should be a much wider classifica-
tion of those engaged in various industries.

Hon. E, H. Harris: Does niot this Bill
provide for classification by the commission?

Hon. Sir WILLIAMN LATELAIN: But
the commission may adopt the present elas-
sification. Mr. Drew was very sympathetic
in his references to the worker. We are all
%ynpathethic towards the worker. In that
T give place to nobody.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Not even to 'Mir. Gray.
Hon. Sir WVILLIAM IsATHLAL \: o,

mid he is a faithful supporter of the party.
I should like such mnembers to realise that
there are othier-. here who are just as syi-
pathetic to workers who may he injured,
hut we have to ask ourselves whether, under
existing conditions, we can afford to pay
the rates of compensation for injuries, that
we have been paying. We should very
much like to pay more, but we cannot do it.
The president of an arbitration court once
siaid that if an industry could not afford. to
pay the wage., prescribd, it should go out
of existence. That has been the experience:
numerous industries in Australia have
c2eased to exist because they could not afford
to pay the rates prescribed by the arbitra-
tion court.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenooin: Half a
loaf is better than no bread.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: While
I desire to do all T can for the worker,
Australia, and particularly Western Aug-
tralia, cannot aff ord to pay the present ]high
insurance premiums. If a man loses an
eye or a limb, no0 compensation is adequate
for the injury. It is merely a solatinin;
that is all the Legislature can give and the
Second Schedule should provide only such

compensation as the country can afford to
pay. I hold strong opinions Onl wvorkers'
compensation. There was no necessity to
introduce this measure in ltb present form.
It would have been iouch better to amend
the Act, and deal with it on the same basis
as Governments throughout Australia are
dealing with other things, namely, niake a
20 per cent. reduction. It would have been
quite easy to make the necessary amend-
ments to medical expenses and to readjust
the Second Schedule to mieet existing condi-
lions. With those amendments and adjust-
mnnh. the Act would then probably have
'icen, as Mfr. MTeCalluza described the exist-
ing Act, the finest in the world. 1 010

opposed to any monopoly of workers' corn-
petisatimiiisrcie If the Bill reaches
the Coinmaihtee stage, I wish to see that
provision amended. I shall ag-ree to no
monopoly to the Government or to anyone
else, 'We cauve had experience of maono-
polies in relation to wheat and other things,
andI many fingers have been burnt in the
process. When a man is conducting his
business as he thinks right, he should niot
he compelled by law to insure only with a
State mnonopoly. I hold no brief for the
insurance companies, hut it is; fair to men-
tion that they made a distinct offer to re-
duce their charges by A0 per cent. That
offer was based on the Bill as it was intro-
duced in another place, when the limit of
remuneration to qualify a worker for bene-
tits under the measure was £400. When the
Bill was passing through another place, the
'Minister for Works agreed to increase the
amount to £500, thusi increasing the liability.
Why that should have heen clone at a timle
like the present I cannot understand. Had
thme Bill contained tihe £E400 limit, the insur-
ace companies would have stood to their
proposal and reduced premniums by 30 per
cent. That wvould have been a distinct gain
to industry. In view of the increase frM
£400 to £C500, it is no wonder that the in-
suranice companies- have withdrawn their
offer, as I understand they have dlone. It
has been said that the insuirance companies
would undertake only certain risks. When
the matter was being discussed on a pre-
vious occasion, it was stated that the reas;on
why the companies could not quote for cer-
tion miners' diseases was that they had not
been furnis;hed wvith authentic information
to enable them to calculate the liability.

Hon. 0. W. Miles: The Government do
niot know their liability vet.
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lon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLATN: And ference between what is considered a fair
it was impossible for the insurance com-
panies to calculate their liability. I shall
listen with interest to the views of other
members and shall then decide how to vote
on the second reading. However I vote, I
strongly protest against granting a mono-
poiy to the Government or anyone else in
workers' compensation insurance business.
The Government have no right to interfere
with all employer's method of conducting
his business. Although the Government
propose to give the right to present self-
insurers to continue their own forms of in-
surance, the provision reserving that right
to them could be withdrawn at any time,
anid its presence in the Bill is of no value.

HON. W. R. KITSON (West) [5.393:
From what I have heard of the debate, I
think I shall find myself in strange company
when the division is taken. I have been
surprised at the sentiments expressed by
some members, particularly those who have
stressed that this is a workers' Bill. Nat-
urally, any measure dealing with workers'
compensation could he described as a work-
er's' Bill, but it might not he in the best
interests of the workers. While there are
some features of the Hill that I favour and
would like to see given the effect of law,
there are objectionable features outweigh-
ing them. Hence I shall vote against the
second reading. The 'Minister, in his speech,
submitted two main reasons for the Hill.
The first was that the burden of workers'
compensation onl industry was so rreat as
to be unbearable and the object of the Hill
was to lightent that hurden.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: It is one of
many burdens.

Hon. W. H. IKITSON : The second reason
was that exploitation had occurred during
the last year or two under the existing Act,
due to workers indulging in self-mutilation
to secure compensation under the second
schedule, and to doctors exploiting the pro-
vision of £100 for medical expenses. Doubt-
less those were two excellent reasons. Even
admitting the first reason to be valid.
namely, that workers' compensation is a big
burden onl industry, particularlj, at the
present time, is it right to contend that the
injured work-er should bear that burden?
Is it right to insist that the ioan injured in
industry, probably -seriously, and even per-
malnently, should have to make up the dif-

charge on industry and, the present burden?
By no Stretch of imagination can that con-
tention fairly be maintained. As to the
question of exploitation of the second ached-
ide, the Government could have introduced
amendments to prevent that. It has been
said that workers in the timber industry
indulged in self-mutilation by severing their
toes. Surely the Act could have been
amended to deal with cases of that kind.
If it is considered impossible, somebody
must be at fault., because I could suggest an
amendment that would provide suffcient
saifeguard. It appears to me that the Bill
has not been brought down for those two
reasons in particular, but that it has been
introduced to satisfy certain sections of the
community who, for the last 18 months or
two years, have been urging that alterations
be made to the second schedule.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: Those people will
not be satisfied now.

Hon. NV. H. KIT'SON: And they never
will be satisfied. During the last couple of
years we have witnessed what has been, I
suppose, the most intensive propaganda in
regard to workers' compensation that has
been undertaken in any State of the Corn-
naonwealth. Hardly a week has passed
without some reference to it, some article in
the daily' or weekly Press, particularly to
the fact that some Then have allegedly and
wvilfulily cut off at toe. In those cases where
there has been any reason to assume that
this kind of thing has been done deliber-
ately , it has applied only to the timber in-
dustry. In most cases, too, it has applied
to those who are not of Australian nor of
British nationality. Even there it is possible
to provide means to overcome the objection.
From time to time statements have been
made that this kind of thing has taken
place on a fairly large scale. I have not
yet seen any report giving the details of
these eases. I have, however, seen it stressed
that a certain foreign Iworker employed in
the timber industry did manage to have one
particularly clean foot before he met with
an accident to that foot. That ease has been
quoted onl numerous occasions. On account
of it, and perhaps one or two other cases,
we are told it is necesary to amend the Act,
and that not only will the Second Schedule
be altered as it affects injuries to toes,
hut that practically the whole schedule will
be altered with the exception of the eaom-
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pensation paid in the case of death or total
incapacity. If there is anything in the
arguiint, the Second Schedule could be
amended in a much better way from the
workers' point of view than is now pro-
posed. What is the burden npon industry
about which we bear so much?9

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: It is
£400,000 a year.

Hon. W. H. KITSON. It consists of the
premiums that are charged by the insurance
companies. The overhead charges of the
companies operating in this class of business
represent approximately 33 per cent.

The Minister for Country 'Water Sup-
plies: The figure is 37 per cent.

Hon. W. H. ITSOY: I will take it at
33 per cent, for the purpose of my argu-
went. We are told that the premiums
c3harged by the State Office are 20 per cent.
less. Consequently, if therec is roomi for
lightening the burden on industry, here is%
one case where it is possible to afford re-
lief: by cutting down a large proportion
of the charges that are now bearing npon
industry. This is not likely to conic about
while we hav-e a combination of private Comn-
panic;, which form themselves into an
association or become members of one, and
who fix the same rate for all companies. I
know there are one or two which are not
associated with the majority. It is a re-
markable thing that in these one or two
cases, whenever they want to secure business
they undercut to a considerable extent the
other comnpainies. Whilst there may he some
reason for amending the Act, no justifica-
tion has been given for the extrenic measure
now before us. i31r. Nicholson said very
serious principles were involved, and because
of that he was going to oppose the Bill. I
am prepared to recognise certain principles.

Hon. G-. W. iles: Are you trying to con-
vince him not to vote with you?'

Hon. W. H. KITSON: I am trying to be
fair, and to give both sides. The portions;
of the Bill I do not agree with so outweigh
the points I do agree with, that I ant pre-
pared to vote against the measure.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Are you afraid you
are not going to get enough support to
throw it out on the second reading?

Hon. W. H. KITSON: I hope it will be
defeated. The only principles I recognise
are first of all the right of the individual to
have adequate medical attention following

upon an accident, and for his dependents to
have adequate compensation following- upon
incapacity or death. Another principle I
recognise is that workers' compensation
should not be exploited for private gain.

Hon. Sir Williani Lathlain: Hear, hear!
Hon. 3. Nicholson: 'No one would suggest

it should be exploited.
Hon. W, H. KLTSOYN: I sugg-es;t that

it is;
Hon. J. Nicholson: I do not know how.

Hon. AV. H. KITSOX,: It has been ex-
ploited and will continue to be, so long as
workers' compensation is part and parcel of
the operations of private insurance corni-
p-ais and financial houses, which would not
undertake that kind of business. unles-s for
private gain.

Hon. E. H. Hlarris: And yet you are pre-
p~ared to vote against the Government taking
the business over from private enterprise,
which you declare is exploiting- it.

Hlon. W. H. KITSON: I am not voting
against the Govermnent taking it over.

Hon. G-. W. Miles: That is what the Bill
proposes.

Hon. WV. H. IKITSON: The Government
are doing workers' compensation business
very well. They are showing the private
companies it is possible to do it without
huge expenditure being incurred. It is
not right that any individual or firm should
exploit workers' comIpensation for private
gain. If the Bill could prevent that, there
is something in the measure as suggested by
the Leader of thle House.

Hon. Sir William Lathinin: Do you sug-
gest the companies have made abnormual
profits nut of it?

Hon. Al. H. KITSOXN: I am not suggest-
ing- anything of the kind. I suggest that
insurance companies are naturally out to
make a profit. They are not the easiest
people iii the world to deal with when it
comes to making a settlement on behalf of
some injuredt person, who is not capable of
looking after his own interests.

Hon, J. Nicholson : You support the
monopoly princilples of the Bill?

Hon. W. H. KITSON: I do. In practi-
cally all countries where workers' compensa-
tion has existed in recent years the monopoly
principle has been introduced. In no case
where it has operated for any length of time
has there been any departure fromn that prin-

3642



[1 JULY, 1931.] 3643

ciple. Another good point in the Bill is its
compulsory character. Against that wve have
the amendments to the Second Schedule, the
alteration in the amount allowed for medical
attention and medical fees, and the re-
introduction of the waiting lttie.

Hon. V. Haiiiersley: That is most im-
portant.

Hon. W. H. KITSON': It is not imiportant
that there should be a waiting time. Is there
any logical reason why at man should not
receive compensation for injury from the
date of such injury? Why should he have
to wait three days and bear all the expense
himself during that period, and not receive
any comipensationl

Hon. H. Sedclon: Have you react what
the International Labour office has to say on
the matter?

Hion. WV. H. KITSON: Yes, that
compensation should commence from the
time when the injury occurred. Is any
workcr likely to desire to impose on the
Act in the wvay suggested, more especially
as he would not receive any compensation
during the time?

Hon. V. Hamierslev: That is the point.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: Anyone who
suiffers anl injury as a result of his employ-
anent is entitled to compensation from the
time suchl injury is caused. it should not
be necessary for him to be off work for
seven days before being compensated for
the whole of thle time. TChe matter is most
important fromt the worker's point of viewv.
His wages to-day are low enough. I do not
know whether Mr. Haniersiey had in mind
some statements niado by a judge that, if
indlustry cannot stand up to a decent wage,
it should go out of existence. If industry
cannot compensate those who are injured
during the course of their employment, I
say it should go out of existence.

Hon. V. Haniersley: Many industries
have already gonle out of existence.

Ron. W. H. IKITSQN: 'Men who are in-
Jured for life, and whose earning capacity
has been reduced, should be fully compen-
sated, but no amount of compensation wil
make up to a man for the loss ofa lim.
I see no reason why it should benecessar
to lay the burden of injuries received in in-
duistry' upon the workers. Nor do Isee
why it should be necessary, if we are to
prevent exploitation of the Act, that the
Second Schedule should be amended in this

wholesale fashion. There is no logical rea-
son why the injured worker should have to
wait for sev'en days before getting compen-
sation.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Would you agree to
take the medical fees out of the compensa-
tion if we agreed to allow the old schedule
to remain?7

Hon. WV. H. KITSON: No. The lion.
inember must know of many cases where,
uinder the schedule as altered, all the com-
pensation paid to the worker would be ab-
sorbed by medical fees.

Bon. 0. W. Miles: The doctors would
not manipulate the Act.

Hon. W. H. KITSON: I am not pre-
pared to admit that doctors generally
manipulate the Act. I know there have been
cases where a small proportion of the medi-
cal fraternity have, in common parlance,
made a welter of it; but I also believe that
the British Medical Assoeiatiohl have endea-
voured to cope with that aspect, and have
been successful. I know of many medical
men wvho have not altered their attitude
towards injured persons simply by rea-
son of the £100 medical expenses which
the existing Act provides. It is within my
knowledge that nunmerous medical nien have
shown themselves most sympathetic to in-
jured wvorkers, just in the same way as to
ordinary patients. In many eases the in-
jured wvorker has a great deal to thank the
profession for. It seems to ile illogical
that a man who has been injured shall he
limited to a specified sum of mioney for
medical attention. So much depends or,
circumstances-where the accident has oc-
curred, and thme nature of the accident.
Again;, I see no reason why the present
amount of £100 should be reduced to 50
guineas. If the desire was to prevent ex-
ploitation, it would have been quite possible
to amend the Act in such a manner as to
prevent anything of that kind. I agree
that there are good points in the Bill. I
give the Government credit for having been
converted in one direction-that workers'
compensation insurance should not he the
prov'ince of any private individual or firm
td; exploit. At the same time, the other
amendments proposed are of so drastic a
nature that they outweigh the good points
of the Bill; and therefore I shall vote
against the second reading.

On motion by Hon.H.Sdnebt
edjourned.H.Sdoebt
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BU.Lr-STATR MANUFACTURES
DESCRIPTON.

Report of Committee.

Order of the Day read for the considera-

tiorn of the report of Committee.

THE MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES (Eon. C. F. Baxter
-East) [6.3] : 1 move-

'flat this Ordchr of tile Day lie poitpolned.

Various lioa. members were good enough to
suggest that certain portions of this Bill
should be further considered by the or-
ennuent. I have taken the various matters
up with the Crown Law Department, and
amendments which will greatly improve the
measure have been prepared. In order that
lion. members may have an opportunity of
considering themn, I am placing them on the
Notice Paper1 and they can be dealt with
to-inorrow oni recommittal.

Motion passed; Order of the Day post-
poned.

MOTION-BUDGET ECONOMIES.

Debate resumed from the 24th June, on
the following motion by Hon. Sir Edward
Wittenoom:

That in the opinion of this House steps
should be taken to suggest to the Treasurer
economics that may be made to assist iii bal-
ancing the Budget for 1931-32.

THE MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES (Hon. C. P?. Baxter
-East [6.5]: None of the proposals put
forward by the member appeal to me as
feasible in execution, nor do they seem to mae
in keeping with the needs and rights of the
people. Nowadays there are certain obli-
gations due to the people; and if Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom is unable to support the
general terms of his motion with more ac-
ceptable suggestions consistent with the
statutory responsibilities of the Govern-
ment, then I think his ideals will not find
many well-wishers in this House. I do
not agree that State secondary education
should he discontinued; that the Govern-
ment should dishonour its promise to assist
the University; that the Arbitration Court
should he abolished; that the State trading
concerns should lie given away; that the
office of the Agent General should be closed;

and really it is unnecessary for me to ex-
plain in more than a few words why I do
not subscribe to the views of the lion. meutl-
her in those respects.

The happiness and freedom of advanced
and enlightened education are too apparent
to the majority of p~eople to require expla-
nation; and whilst I know that Sir Edward
has shown age-long opposition to State
secondary education and to the univers9ity,
I think hie has overlooked the fact that in
the liberties of advanced education great
advantages accrue to the State and to ini-
dustry; and that the latter would soon be-
come decadent, and that stagnation would
prevail,' were those chierished rights
wrenched from the children of basic-wage
people and others unable to pay for higher
education. A primary education may have
sufice.(d in the schooldays of Sir Edward
\Wittenloom, but to-day it would not enable
our people to compete successfully in in-
dustry and commerce; and if the cream of
of our children were denied the opportunity
to possess themselves of the intellectual light
and knowledge obtainable at the State sec-
ondary schools and at the University, there
would be heartburn jugs in the homes of our
not weil-circumnstauced people. Although
drastic economics have been effected in all
educational expenditure, and perhaps still
more drastic cuts mnay be necessary if our
circumstances fall away, I eonsider a meas-
ure of advanced education just as vital to
the wvell-being of the people as are our ho3-
pitals to the care of the sick. Also, I firmly
believe that society has more to fear from
starved brains than from sick bodies; and(
I consider that tuition arising from reas-
onable expenditure on State secondary edii-
cation and the University is fruitful to the
community at large. Were it not so, no
such thing as Prosperity wouldi be known
to us.

It is and long has been our settled
policy to afford to every young per-
son in the State the opportunity to obtain
secondary education, no matter what the
pecuniary circumstances of such person
might. be. In furtherance of that piolicy, no
child has been debarred from receiving_
secondary education beeause such child, or
the parents or guardian of such child, could
not pay for the cost of that education; and
the Government have no intention of depart-
ing from that position. The Government
refuse to subscribe to the reactionary pro-
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posal of inakinir the hig-her formn of educa-
tion dependent on the length of the re-
cipient's purse.

To-day Western Australia is f ar less
happy than it has been for years. Money
is short, thousands of men are unemployed,
and many families arc living in straitened
circumstances. and in spite of those trials
the hion. member puts forward the sugg~es-
tion that the Arbitration Court should he
abolished and, peculiarly, he is not friendless
in the proposal. Althoug h it seems; unthink-
able, it is nevertheless true that, in making
that suggestion, time lion. member is unwit-
ting-ly fraternising with the Communists, wvho
shrewdly realise that the workers' charter-
the idustrial Arbitration Act-is an insur-
mountable obstacle to the achievement of
their objectives. In its birdh the Communist
doctrine relies fundamentally on initial
grave disorder and discontent; and as the
aftermath of Sir Edward's5 proposal for in-
dividual bargaining between emfployer and
employee would he a state of aggrieved un-
certainty as to wages anid working condi-
tions, no doubt the serious disaffection re-
sulting would assist Comimunistic- beliefs.

I look upon the proposal to abolish the
Arbitration Court as a dogmnatic and un-
conciliatory one, and bloodless in conception.
It disturbs, the serenity of public opinion in
our temporary misfortunes. Instead of
harrassiog the ideals of the already dejected
worker, I1 think we should endeavour to bring
about a united front in the facing of our
iminiulent and obvious dangers. We cannot
Afford bitternesses, and if by opportunism
they are allowed to creep in, then I believe
'that those who are prepared to sack the
situation will assuredly pay the reckoning in
the future. In this predicament, too much
is being said about. what the other fellowv
should do, arid very little stresis is being laid
on the sacrifices due fronm our individual
selves.

In his speech on the Address-in-reply Sir
Edward said, "The only two State trading
concerns that are justifiable are the State
Shipping Service which is engaged along
the north-west co&a, and the Wyndham
Meat Works"; but now, in his latest views,
he mnahes no exception and be courageously
impllies that the c-oncerns should be given
away.

Ron. Sir Edward Wittenoom: There was
sonc moncey at that time.

The MINISTER FOR COUTNTIRY
WATEIR SUPPLIES: I am just as much
against the continuance of the State trad-
ing concerns as is the lion. mnember; and
unlike others who profess similar views, I
have already done something to indicate my
earnestness in the matter. Therefore our
inability to dispose of the concerns in a
straightforward manner is as irritating to
me as it is to others. To-day the assets of
the concerns arc valued at approximately
£2,000,000. That is the amount at stake
and it belongs to the taxpayers. I have
always held the opinion that Governments
should not trespass in trading beyond such
activities as public utilities. However, trad-
ing concerns are in existence in this State;
and as custodian of them for the time being,
I am not prepared to dishonour my oath of
office or to misuse myv commercial know-
ledge by ally wanton destruction of the
taxpayers' assets, such as the closing-down
of the concerns or the giving-away of them.
The Government are seeking reasonable
offers for the sale or the lease of the con-
eerns; and should any conic to hand, as I
trust they will, Sir Edward need have no
anxiety as to the decision of the Govern-
mient.

I will not attempt to contradict Sir Ed-
ward's statement that during his term as
Agent Genera! the functions of the office
were of a social character, and that he
merely attended teas and] dinners; and his
frank admission of his opinion when he left
the position is also very interesting. I can-
not speak of those days, but I do know that
the present Government are greatly- in-
debted to the present Agent General for
many important and responsible services,
and that his representation in London has
saved the State heavy expenditure. Per-
haps the duties of the Agent General have
altered considerably since Sir Edward oc-
eujpied the post.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: I said
nothing against the Agent General person-
ally.

The -MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES: Certainly not. At
any rate the Agent-Generalship is now no
sinecure. Because the onerous work is not
daily advertised, it is not right to assume
that the money for the upkeep, of the agency
is not being well spent.

Speaking generally, the foundation of
tine prosperity in the future must inerit-
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ably rest upon a strict discharge of the
obligations of the past; and in facing that
fact there is no room in our counsels for
proposals other than those devoid of parti-
ality and in complete sympathy with the
honesty, courage and faith of the people to
pull together in the task before them. For
those reasons I feel that the views expressed
by the hon. member will not appeal to the
House.

On motion by Ron. J. i. Drew, debate
adjourned.

* House adjourned at 6.15 p~m.
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The SPEAKER took tile Chair ait 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION - UNEMIPLOYMENT,
CLOTHING DISTRIBUTION.

Charge for Dyeing.

Mr. PANTON asked the Premier: 1,
Have the Government received from the
Federal Government -a quantity of clothing
for distribution? 2, Is it a fact that the
unemployed are being charged by the Pre-
mier's Department for the dyeing of the
clothing? 3, Is so, can he inform the unem-
ployed where they can obtain the money to
pay such charges?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, No,
but the local committees, of which there are
102, are being asked to bear a portion of

the cost, to which the Government is con-
tributing £104 Os. 8d. The Government is
also providing administration, handling and
distribution. 3, Answered by No. 2.

QUESTION-MIGRANTS, REPATRIA-
TION.

Mr. SLEEM.AN (without notice) asked
the Premier: In view of ' the large number
of iiatnes of migranits I hayc received from
the country, is it his intention to take action
in accordance with the inotion agreed to by
the House onl thle 23rd June, dealing with
the repatriation of unemployed migraxsts3

The PRE'MIER replied: The hon. mem-
ber will remember that thle first step towards
giving effect to the motion must be to eosi-
suit the Federal Government, and the sec-
ond step will be to get somse money, which
is impossible at present.

.1r. Sleeman: I want to know what to
tell these people.

The PREMITER: Well, tell them that.

WROTH BANKRUPTCY-SELECT
COMMITTEE.

Extension of lim.

Ots mnotion hy Mir, Marshall, the time for
bringing up th report was extended for
two weeks.

BILL - LANDO AND INCOME TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Introduced by Mr. Sampson and read -a
frst time.

BILL-DEBT CONVERSION AGREE-
MENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resunmed from the previous (lay.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [4.371:
1 do not desire to cast a silent vote onl tme
Bill. I confess I support the measure re-
lucfantly, because it contains much that is
of an extremely disagreeable description.
Usually when dealing with bondholders,
the Premier has been particularly concerned
about thle small bondholders.
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