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passed, the Geraldton braneh of the R.S.L.
will have no difficulty in raising the money
necessary to erect a hall worthy of them-
selves and of tke town. The Bill goes fur-
ther than giving powers of morigager in
regard to the land which is the subject of
the Bill, it provides similar powers in re-
lation to any other land which the trustees
may hereafter acquire. It will be noticed,
however, that any lease, mortgage or sale—
all of which are covered by the Bill—is
made subject to the approval of the Gov-
ernor-in-Couneil. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ete.

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

Read a third time and passed.

House adjourned at 1227 am. {Thursday).

TNegislative EHssembly,
Wednesday, 19th December, 1534.
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MOTION—BULEX HANDLING SITES.

Departmental Commitiee’s Notes of
Evidence.

HON. C. 6. LATHAM (York) [4.33]: §
move—

That there be laid on the Table of the Houso
a copy of the notes of evidence taken by the
departmental committee on bulk handling sites
which was the subject of papers tabled pur-
suant to & motion moved by the memhber for
Fremantle (Mr. J. B. Sleeman) on Wednesday,
the 5th December, 1934,

When the departmental committee’s report
was asked for I pointed ont to the Govern-
ment that it was wrong to discuss the matter,
which was then the subject of a libel action
before the court. It appeared to me that
this was staged to ensure that the informa-
tion contained in the report would reach the
jury. It might be said that the evidence is
privileged; then so also should be the re-
port, The Minister was anxious to make
the information available, for he had the
report in his pocket. We should know who
gave the evidence, and whether the report
is a fair one. The committee, in referring
to conditions operating during the present
season, stated:—

The unsatisfactory transport position has
been largely, if not entirely, due to two factors
—the unuswal narketing conditions  under
which the normal seasonal sales were very
greatly restricted, and the absence of adequate
storape facilities at the Port.

Yet the ecompany offered to lend the Har-
bour Trust or the Government £150,000 to
£200,000 with which to equip the Port with
a plant conforming to offielal requirements.
The only eondition attached was that the
lenders were to have some form of security
over the structure until it was paid for.
This offer was not aceepted, nor could any
definite permission be obtained for the use
of bulk facilities on the wharf. The com-
pany in desperation decided to rely mpon
using equipment on board vessels, and stor-
age at Leighton, and proceeded accordingly.
After the company had gone to considerable
expenditure, the Harbour Trust agreed to
the company converting a second gantry, one
gantry, eonverted at the cost of the bulk
handling company, having been in use the
previous season. Nevertheless the Port
cquipment is not what the company desired,
but what it was forced to adopt tn overcome
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the final resort of official antagonism to bulk
handling, namely, delay. The management
of it all was to he left entirely in the hands
of the Harbour Trust, so the departmental
committee cannot blame Burlk Handling Ltd.
becanse the facilities were not provided at
the port.

The Acting Premier: They did not blame
Bulk Handling Ltd. They simply said the
facilities were not there.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM : But that was not
the fault of Bulk Handling Ltd.

The Acting Premier: They did not say it
was,

Mr, SPEAKER: I do not think the hon.
member is in order in diseussing the report.
His motion asks that a copy of the notes of
evidence taken by the deparimental com-
mittee be laid on the Table. IHe is in order
in giving reasons why this should be done,
but he iz not in order in discussing the re-
port.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: If you, Sir, ave
going to restrict me, I eannot tell the Hounse
why I want the evidence.

Mr. SPEAKER.: If the hon. member pro-
poses to conneet up the report with his
reasons for wishing for the evidence, it will
be all right, but 1 do not want a lengthy
discussion on the report.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I wish {o find
out why this report was put up. A grave
injury has been done fo Bulk Handling
Lid. Dby this report bheing made avail-
able without any evidence to show that it
was an unbiassed report.

My, SPEAKER: If the hon. member is
going to connect up his remarks with the
motion, it will he all right.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Yes, I wish to
aseertain whether the file was perused for
the purpose of getting this evidence.

The Acting Premier: The notes of evid-
dence will not show that.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: They ought to
show that from such-and-such a file the
evidence was cobtained.

The Aecting Premier: Of course not.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not know
whether the committee took evidence
from Bulk Handling Ltd. It is of no
use having reports laid on the Table which
are going to do an injury fo a company
that is striving its best to save costs
to the primary produeers. I should like
to find out from the evidence where they
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got the information that 4,000,000 bushels
of wheat was placed in bins. That state-
ment is not true. The quantity of wheat
held in bins was 2,236,000 bushels, which
is considersbly less than the report states.
They denl with the protection of wheat in
bulk, and I should like to find out whether
they went into the question of the protec-
tion of wheat in bags. Bagged wheat was
in exactly the same eondition as bulk wheat,
and at Geraldton it was worse. I read an
unbiassed report in the Geraldton news-
paper showing the condition of the wheat
in bags at that port, se I should like to find
out where the committee got the evidence
about the condition of bulk wheat. A re-
port like that on the Table shows that the
committee evidently were biassed.

The Minister for Justice: No, no,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Well, why pick
out bulk wheat, sinee there was a lot less
bulk wheat than bagged wheat, yet both
were in the same condition?

The Minister for Justice: The committee
were dealing exelnsively with bulk hand-
ling. That is why the committee were
formed.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Why should they
tell of the damage to bulk wheat, instead
of saying it was due to the fact that the
season was abnormal?

The Minister for Justice: They were
dealing with an application for buik hand-
ling facilities all over the State.

Hon. C. 8. LATHAM: But why should
this repoert deal with bulk wheat alone, in-
stead of with hagged wheat also? This
report probably has done a great deal of
injury to the company. I do not think
the Minister has any desire for that. Then
there were the complaints about the inseet
pests. Why did the committee particularly
pick out bulk wheat for that complaint?
The bagged wheat in Cleraldton was in a
shocking condition when I was up there,

The Minister for Justice: They were
dealing with nothing but bulk wheat.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I should like to
see the evidence on which the committee
led the people of the State to believe that
only bulk wheat was affected in this way.

The Minister for Justice: That is all they
were asked to consider.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: If we are fo have
reports framed on that basis, I hope that
in future, if the Government want a de-
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partinental inquiry, they will restrict the
papers to the departmental files, and not
lay them on the Table of the House. The
condition of bulk wheat and bagged wheat
was identical in regard to pests, and also
destruetion by fire. If there were losses by
fire and hy water, they might also have
applied to bagged wheat. The eommittee
must have known that hoth hagged
wheat and bulk wheat were insured.
Tt looks as if they selected bulk handling
particularly, to endeavour to expose the
weaknesses of it. That is unfair. T helieve
the Government will lay on the Table the
evidence, so that we may get more than a
one-sided view.

The Minister for Justice: You will not
got anything abeut bagmed wheat, whatever
happens.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Let us see what
leading guestions werve submitted to the wit-
nesses, and what the evidence was.

The Aeting Premier: How do vou know
there are any notes of evidence?

Hon. C. . LATHAM: The committee
said that notes of evidence were available.

The Acting Premier: Where?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Tn their report.

The Acting Premier: Not notes of all the
evidence.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: On the second
paze of the report they say, “Notes of the
evidence were taken and are available for
reference.”” We ought to have those notes.
Tt is not fair that the ecompany should be
injured in this way. I should like to see
the notes. The public will then have in-
formation from which they can judge
whether the report was fair or not. Bulk
handling has rendered great assistance to
the peopic concerned in Western Australia.
It has meant a tremendous saving in corn-
sacks and so on.

The Acting Premier: In the ease of some
people.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Those who had
the benefit of it. The Minister has not had
the benefit of bulk handling.

The Acting Premier: I have had to pay
for others to get the henefit.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Leader of the Op-
position is being led astray by interjections,
and is discussing bulk handling generally.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I should like to
see what led up to the report, and I want
to know the source of the information upon
which it was framed. The committee refers
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to two shiploads of wheat being sent away.
It would be interesting to find out where
they got the information. Reliable informa-
tion supplied to me is that there was no
dockage, as is said in the report, upon that
wheat. The firm who bounght it in London
eabled for two more shipments, and paid a
premium on the Western Australian wheat.
We have to be eareful that the evidence sub-
mitted to departmental committees does
not injure our exporters. I see the Minis-
ter for Lands is shaking his head. No one
but he can tell the truth. We had a happy
time while he was away in the Eastern
States, and T want to have a happy time
unti] the session ends.

The Minister for Lands: I leard a great
deal in the FEastern States.

Hon. C. G. T.ATHAM: The commitiee
said it was damaged wheat, and veferved to
two shipments from Western Australia.
That is not fair to exporters.

The Minister for Justice: Do you sav
the statements are not trme?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Many of them
are not true. Such things apply to hagged
wheat as well as to bulk wheat.

The Minister for Justice: The committee
had nothing to do with bagyed wheat.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : The people in the
country are concerned about this. They
want to know whether they should put their
wheat through in hulk, and where the evi-
dence was obtained. T think it must have
heen picked up in some hole-and-corner man-
ner. It may be all right from a depart-
mental point of view, hut it may do a great
deal of injury, not ouly to the company and
the farmers, but to the exporters.

The Minister for Justice: You know the
personnel of the committee. Do you think
the oflicers concerned would take any notice
of hole-and-corner evidence?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Some of their
ideas do not coincide with mine.

The Acting Premier: Some of the hon.
member’s ideas are not in accordance with

mine.
Hoen, C. G. LATHAM: Most extraordin-
ary! The table would not be dividing us

if that were otherwise.

The Acting Premier: Then why complain
about these officers holding different views
from your own?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: We should know
who the Bank oflicer was who gave the in-
formation about the serip.
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The Aecting Premier: Why?

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: It is not different
from any other serip that is given for wheat,
and is guaranteed by a substantial comn-
pany, We should have the notes of evi-
dence so that we may judge whether the
report is fairly and reasonably based on the
evidence, and we should know whether the
evidence was called from reasonable people.
It would be possible to go along the Terrace
and get witnesses who would condemn even
the present Government.

The Acting Premier: Oh, no!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The Minister for
Lands said he had heard » great deal in the
Eastern States. If he is referring to mer-
chants who bave been unable to dispose of
wheat, he should give us their names.

The Minister for Lands: You are merely
making a speech on behalf of Wellington-
street.

Hon. . G. LATHAM: I ask for a with-
drawal of that remark,

Mr. SPEAKER: The lLeader of the Op-
position asks that the Minister for Lands
should withdraw the statement that he is
making a speech on bhehalf of Wellington-
street.

The Minizter For Lands: I suggest he is
not making it on Dbehalt of Wellington-
street. He can deny the statement, if he
likes. Of course, T was disorderly in mak-
ing the interjection. I will withdraw the
statement.

"Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T did not speak
on the previous motion before the House. T
thought it should net have been brought up
and that it was an improper thing to do.
The farmers are my principal concern.

The Minister for Lands: That mob down
there!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I refer to those
who have put in their wheat having confi-
dence in the company. It will give more
confidence to the farmers if they know the
reason for the report beinz framed on its
present lines.

The Minister for Mines: Why did not yon
object to the report being tabled?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I did. I drew the
attention of the Acting Premier to the case
before the eourt.

The Minister for Mines: Only for that
reason?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It was the best
reason 1 conld submit. T do mot think the
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Acting Premier knew there was a case be-
fore the court.

The Acting Premier: Not until you told
me.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Probably he
thought it was only a minor case, but it has
proved to be one of the higgest cases heard
before the court for some time. I am sure
the Government will agree to submit the
evidence on which the report is based. It
has always been the practice, when a report
has been laid upon the Tabie of the House,
to accompany it with a copy of the evidence
taken, I have had a full search made, and
nowhere ean I find a case of a report being
tabled without the evidence.

Mr. Marshall: The report of a depart-
mental committee?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Reports by de-
parimental committees are not tabled. 1t
is generally the file that is tabled, and this
contains all the facts of the case. I am
depending upon the Government to treat us
fairly, and to do whai has always been the
custom ever since this House bas existed.

THE ACTING PREMIER (Hon. A,
MeCallum—South Fremantle) [4.57]: Some
time ago the Government reeeived an appli-
cation for further leases for sidings for
bulk handling installations. Before de-
eiding what to do with the application, the
Government appointed 4 departmental eom-
mittee of officers who were entirely disinter-
ested. No one could say those officers were
interested in any way. They are all hold-
ing high positions in the Public Service.
We appointed them to advise ns whether
the operations of the bulk handling aystem
during the last wheat season would warrant
the Government in extending it to other
sidings. That was the only business they
had to inquire into. There was no sugges-
tion sbout looking into the whole problem
of wheat handling, bagged versus bulk.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They looked into the
financial side,

The ACTING PREMIER: They were to
advise the Government whether the appli-
eation was warranted or net. The com-
mittee submitted their report, and upon it
the Government acted. The Leader of the
Opposition has denlt with the merits of the
report.

Hon. C. @. Latham: I had to do that to
justify the request for production of the
evidence,



[19 DecEMBER, 1934.]

The ACTING PREMIER: I wish to point
out the difference between persons giving
evidence before a departmental commitiee,
and before a Royal Commission or a select
eommittee. A person giving evidence hefore
a departmental committee comes forward
voluntarily, and without compulsion, and
gives his evidenece under arrangement with
the committee. He has no privilege or pro-
tection of any kind. On the other hand, a
person giving evidence before a Royal Com-
mission or select committee is privileged,
and has the protection of the law. The
moment the hon. gentleman’s motion ap-
peared in the Press, I was waited upon by
a number of Perth businessmen and some
bank officials who protested against the
suggestion contained in the motion and told
me that they had appeared before the de-
partmenial committee and made statements
there on the distinet understanding that the
matter would be treated as sirietly confl-
dential.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Then the report
ought to be treated as conlidential also.
Will you agree with that?

The ACTING PREMIER: I sent for the
chairman of the departiaental eommittee
and asked him whether the statements that
had been made to me were correct. The
chairman replied that they were correct,
that such an undertaking had been given to
the businessmen and the bank officials. To
agree to the motion would be to break the
promise of confidence given to the witnesses
—a distinet breach of confidence. The
names of the members of the departmenval
committee appear on the report. They are
all publie servants with years of experience
and holding high positions. Before the re-
port was tabled here, the chairman of the
departmental commiitee was asked whether
he or any other member of the committee
objected to its being produced. In the re-
sult each member of the committee deelared
that he had no objection. Had any one of
them objected, the report would never have
been produced here.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They ought to have
drawn your attention to the faet that the
evidence was privileged.

The ACTING PREMIER: The hon. gen-
tleman knows that the onlv farm of in-
quiry where evidence is ever privileged is
a Parliamentary inquiry.

Hon., C. G. Latham: Well, T mean confi-
dential.
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The ACTING PREMIER: Parliament
gives no protection whatever in the case
of what may he termed a more or less pri-
vate investization sueh as this was. If the
Leader of the Opposition wants an oppor-
tunity of having the evidence for or against
bulk handling published, he will have that
opportunity within a few weeks, I hope.
The Government have undertaken to appoint
a Royal Commission to inguire into the
ruestion of the handling of our wheat har-
vests. A Toyal Commission will bhe
appointed, and the evidence taken by it will
he available to the public.

Hon, C. G. Latham: We ought to bring
here the people who gave that evidence.

The ACTING PREMIER : The Royal
Commission will be able to call whom they
please. I have no doubt whatever that the
Royal Commission will eall the chairman of
the departmental eommittee.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I do not want the
members of that committee, but the people
who gave evidence before it.

The ACTING PREMIER: The Royal
Commission will be able to ascertain who
gave evidence before the departmental com-
mittee. The scope of the Royal Commis-
sion’s inquiry will be quite bread enough to
suit the Leader of the Opposition. The only
fear I have is that he may complain of its
being too hroad. The Government want all
the information and all the facts and the full
truth of the position laid bare. We propose
to give the Royal Commission very wide
powers to investigate. Therefore, if it iy
Just fromn that aspect the hon, member wants
information, he will he able to obtain it
shortly, 1f any damage has been done to
Bulk Handling Ltd., there will be every
opportunity of righting the wrong before
the Royal Commission., 1 cannoft conceive
that the House, or that the hon. member,
would be a party to the hreaking of eon-
fidence.

Hon. ¢. G. Latham: No; but I do not
think, in view of that admission, that you
ought to have laid the departmental com-
mittee's report on the Table.

The ACTING PREMIER: I repeat, that
report would never have come here if any
member of the comnmittee had raised objec-
tion. But here in this Chamber we have had
a request from the two sides. One member
evidenily thought that the departmental
cominittee’s report was in favour of bulk
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handling, and the other that it was against
bulk handling.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There was only one
speech.

The ACTING PREMIER: The member
for Guildford-Midland (Hon. W. D. John-
son) spoke in support of the motion, but
from the opposite standpoint to that of the
member for Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman).

Hon. C. G. Latham: No one on this side
of the House spoke on the motion.

The ACTING PREMIER: That is so;
but those were the two main speakers, and
they spoke from entively different view-
points, though they both asked for the re-
port. If the Government had objected to
its bheing tabled, we would have been told
that we had something to hide and wonld
have been asked why we had decided not
to increase the number of sites this year.
The request coming from two members hold-
ing direetly opposite views on the guestion,
we eould do nothing but lay the report on
the Table. always provided the members of
the departmental ecommittee did not object.
That is the whole situation. A depart-
mental committee ean give no protection
to withesses. We have had one lawsuit
that has lasted for weeks; and if the evi-
dence were disclosed, there might bhe a crop
of lawsuits. But what I object to most
strongly is the breaking of confidence, a
breach of the undertaking that was given.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I agree with you
that the undertaking should not be broken.
At the same time, in view of that undertak-
ing, I consider you ought not to have laid
the report on the Tahle.

The ACTING PREMIKR: Had we heen
advised at the time that certain evidence
was given in confidence, we would probahly
have objected to tabling the report. How-
ever, no one suggested that the report of
the evidence would be called for. The motion
merely asked for a report which is only a
report of departmental officers. I submit
that the desires of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in moving the motion will be met
when the Royal Commission inquires. If
any damage has been done to any indivi-
dnal in connection with the departmental
inquiry, it ean he rectified before the Roval
Commission, under the zaze of the publie.
But to agree to the motion at this moment,
would brand every cue of us assoeiated with
it as untrustworthy. T do not think the
Leader of the Opposition wants to place
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either the House or himself in such a posi-
tion. I had scarcely read the hon, mem-
ber’s motion, I had hardly got to my office,
when the telephone rang from someone msak-
ing objections——

Mr. Doney: I can quite believe that.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I ean quite under-
stand that. All the more reason why the
evidence should see the light of day.

The ACTING PREMIER: Witnesses be-
fore the departmental committee told me
they had given evidence vitally affecting
their own business, evidence which should
not go out to the public, Not that there
was anything untruthful in it, or anything
that would nof bear investigation; but it
was evidence relating to their confidential
business, the business of banks and so forih.
They did not want that information dis-
closed to the world. They had diselosed
it to a departmental commnittee investigating
on behalf of the Government. The carry-
ing of a motion of this kind would be a
gerious reflection upon men acting on be-
half of the Government, with the respons-
ibility of reporting to the Government.
Undertakings given in such *ecircumstances
should, I consider, be respected by every-
one. Therefore the Government eannot in
any ecircumstances agree that the evidence
should be produced here. I believe that
the Leader of the Opposition, knowing now
that the undertaking was given, will not
press his motion, as the earrying of it would
coustitute a distinet reflection on Parlia-
ment.

HON. €. G. LATHAM (York—in reply)
[5.12]: I quite agree with the Acting Pre«
mier that if the witnesses in question volun-
teered to give evidence—to use the hon.
gentleman’s own words—on the under-
standing that it would be treated as con-
fidential, it should not be supplied to thd
House. I do not ask the Government to
allow people to give evidence on the under-
standing that it is confidential and then,
immediately upon its being obtained, reveal
it to the publie. However, that does not
excuse the fact tham an injury was done
by tabling certain papers dealing with the
outeome of that confidential evidence, I
acecept the Aecting Premier’'s word that he
was not aware that the evidence on which
the report was based was eonfidential, and
that if he had possessed this knowledge he
would have considered whether the report
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ought to be tabled. To me personally it
does not matter a great deal. I am not
affected, but people in the country are
affected. As regards the Aeting Premier's
statement about bapking business, I do not
see how that enters into the question of
sites. The hon. gentleman referred to bank
officials having given evidence. I am pre-
pared to admit that in view of the infor-
mation supplied by the hon. gentleman it
is not fair to ask the House to carry thd
motion; but T do hope that if in future
departmental inquiries are held and wit-
nesses arve told that their evidence will be
treated as confidential, the reports result-
ing from sunch inquiries will be retained
within the departmental files. I ask leave
to withdraw the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

RETURN—LOTTERIES COMMISSION.
Charitable Orgonisations Assisted.

MR. NEEDHAM (P’erth) [5.147: 1
move— -

That s return be Inid on the Table showing—
(1) the names of the charitable organisations
in Western Australia that have heen assisted
by the Lotteries Commission during 1934; (2)
the amonnt granted to each organisation.

On motion by the Minister for Acrieul-
ture, dehate adjourned.

QUESTION_WHEATGROWERS,
Federal Payment to Western Anstralia.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSOX asked the Min-
ister for Lands: 1, Will he, in view of the
small payment niade to the wheatgrowers in
‘Western Australia as compared to the pay-
ments in other parts of Australia, particu-
larly Queensland, as disclosed by a refurn
supplied to Senator Johnston in the Senate,
explain—(a) why the W.A. payment is less
than that of other States:; (b) whether any
wheatgrower having 2 taxable income in
Western Australia has received any pay-
ment? 2, If so, {2) how many: (h) amount
paid? 3, Have payments been finalised in
this State? 4, If not, what amount is still
available and when will it be distributed?
5, In addition to the above questions, could
he make a statemeni to the House generally
explaining his metheds of payment as com-
pared to others as disclosed in the Federal
return?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, (a) The amount alloeated to thiz State
under the Wheatgrowers’ Relief Act, 1933,
was £639,493. The hasis of allocation was
the same for ench State on the estimaied
acreage to be harvested for grain.  Such
allocation was based on the acreage under
wheat in each State, as published by the
Covernment Statistician. The Western Ans-
tralian alloeation was on the Government
Statistician’s estimaie of 3,178,000 acres, but
the State paid on claims covering 3,268,588
acres.  Assuming the figures quoted in the
Federal return embrace only the Common-
wealth grant, the payment of a hizher rate
by some of the other States would he due to
the fact that the eireumstances of a larger
percentage of growers in these States ren-
dered thew ineligible for the honus, thus
enabling a larger payment to be made to
those who were considered to have just
claims to assistance. (b) No; payment only
made when certificate received from Taxu-
tion Department that settler had no taxable
income. 2, See (b). 3, No. 4, £43,596;
distribution is heing made daily to {farmers
whose vields have been helow average: also
finality has not been reached in all cases wilh

‘the Taxation Departent and heneficiaries

under Seetion 11 of the Act. 5, Section 5
of the Act provides that the moneys shall
be applied hy the State for the assistance
of wheatgrowers, it being left to the disere-
tion of the State anthority to decide if a
grower is entitled to assistanee. In this
State growers have received a flat rate of
3s. 6d. per acre on the acreage harvested for
grain, leaving o balance of approximately
£70,000 to further assist growers whose
vields have been well below the average.
This has cuabled payments to be made in a
number of cases of an additional 23, per
acre. I have no knowledge of the method of
distribution adopted in the other States be-
vond that diselosed by the Federal return.

BILL—CREMATION ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Dehate resumed from the 5th December.

HON, C. G. LATHAM (York) [3.18):
The introduction of the Bill was remark-
able in view of the fact that the original
Act when it was presented contained the
provision that the member for Northam
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(Mr. Hawke) has included in the amend-
ing Bill. The Government of the day, the
mentbers of which were almost identical
with those ineluded in the present Govern-
ment, opposed the proposal on the ground
that they woold not allow outside people
to control ecremation within the State. On
account of that epposition, the member for
Claremont {Mr. North), who introduced the
Bill that is now an Aect, withdrew the
clause that dealt with that phase. In my
opinion the Government of the day were
perfectly right, and if crematoria ave to be
built in Western Australia they should be
erected in cemeteries and not outside such
areas,

The Minister for ealth: Apart from ene
exception, can you tell me of any crema-
torium in the Eastern States that is built
in & cemetery?

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: The fact that
a certain eourse is adopted in the Eastern
States does not furnish any reason why we
should act similarly in Western Anstralia.
When 1 was Minister for Public Health,
an application came before me from people
who were prepared to form a company for
the purpose of erecting a crematorium in
1Western Australia.
was in the interests of the public to have
such an instifution crected in the middle
of the city. In consequence, that applica-
tion was refused. I believe the proper
authority to earry out such work in the
metropolitan area is the Karrakatta Ceme-
tery Board., It may be that the board had
not sufficient money at the time, but they
have tangible assets to enable them to raise
funds and o give effeet to the wishes of the
member for Northam. The board already
possess the necessary authority under the
Act, if thonght necessary. It would be un-
wise to reverse the decision arrived at pre-
viously by Parliament and I shall oppose
the second reading of the Bill. If there
were any justification for the Bill, T would
support it, hecanse I am not at all against
cremation,

The Minister for Health: Are we ever
likely to have cremation instifuted in this
State unless the Bill be agreed to?

Hon, C. G. LATHAM : Yes.

The Minister for Health: No, never.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: In other paris
of Australia cremation is practised. The
only time I saw a body cremated was in

I did not believe it
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London. The work was carried out by the
Enst Finebly Cemetery Board who had
crected a private crematorium attached to
the cemetery. It would be regrettable if a
crematorium were erected in the heart of
the city.

The Minister for Iealth: Who says it
will be erected in the heart of the city?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is quite likery
it will be.

The Minister for Health: Nof at all; the
site has to he approved of.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: And who can say
the site approved of will not be in the
middle of the city?

The Minister for Healik: The site will
have to be approved by the Commissioner of
Publiec Health.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: And that officer
may hold the same opinion as the member
for Northam; he may not mind where if is
erected, so long as effect is given to the
proposal emhodied in the Bill. I hope the
House will ahide by the view expressed by
the Premier (Hou. P. Collier). WWhen the
original measure was under discussion, he
sald the Government would not allew any
private company to build a erematorium.

The Alnister for Health: Any undertaker
has that right now. )

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Yes, so long as
the crematorium is buili on cemetery
grounds. We should not vary our previ-
ous deeision, and I am rather surprised to
know that a new member like the member
for Northam can introduce such a measure
and have the support of the Minister.

MR, CROSS (Canning) [3.22]: For once
I am in agreement with the Leader of the

Opposition.
Hon. C. G. Latham: Then I must be
erllg,

Mr. CROSS: T shall not have much to
say on this subject, but I claim that the
principle of giving a private corporation
the right to cremate bodies is wrong. I
subseribe to all the views expressed by the
Leader of the Opposition, and I hope that
in Committee the Bill will he amended along
the lines suggested Dy his remarks. Tf a
crematoriom were conducted by the Gov-
crnment or by the Warrakatta Cemetery
Board, it would be all right, but to give
that privilege to two or three people would
be wrong.
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The Minister for Iealth: It can be given
to one unier the law as it is now,

Mr, CRO8S: And rthat is wrong. 1f a
crematorium were provided at Karrakatta,
any undertaker could make use of it, and
that is as it should be.

ME. NORTH (Claremontt [5.24]: T hope
the introduetion of the Bill will revive
intercst in the subject of eremation. The
operations of the Bill that was previously
introdoced and became an Act wers con-
fined to cemeteries becaunse the Gover.
ment of the day would not agree to private
enterprise entering into the matter. 1
understand that the propesal in the Bill
is not to extend the right to private com-
panies, but only fo incorporated hodies.
That would mean that if a cemetery board
refused permission, ground could be taken
elsewhere and the work carried out only
by & body not condueted for the purpose ol
making profit. If T remember aright, that
is one ronsideration—the incorporated body
must be one that is not out to show profits.
It is rather surprigsing that no netion has
been taken under the Cremation Act to es-
tablish a erematorium. At the time the
Act was passed, the women's ormanisations,
particularly the Women’s Rervice Guild,
had approached me on the subject. They
were anxious that cremation should be
fostered in Western Australia. We xnow
that a woman likes to be sare, but that is
as far as they got with this matter., The
women's organizations showed their dexire,
but went no further with it, I think the
real reason for that was the opposition of
the Karrakatia Cenetery Board to the eon-
struction of a erematorium at that june-
ture. I bhad no desire to thrust new theories
npon persons whose religious beliefs did not
enable them to approve of those theories.
I am aware that there is a certain amount
of controversy ahout ecremation, but the
State has reached a stage when it is large
enough to enable that method of disposing
of the dead to he available to those who
believe in the system. A rather interesting
story of the elassical period is told about
Darius who got together two sets of people
ir his court. One set believed in burning
bodies after death and the other section
believed in eating them. Darins asked
those who believed in eating the corpses
if they would agree to burn their ancestors,
in conmsequence of which they fell to howl-
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ing aloud. On the other hand he asked
those who believed in burning the re-
mains if they would eat them, and the
lamentations {rom the persons concerned
were truly terrific. So it is to-day. Through-
out the State different ideas are held with
regard to the disposal of the dead. I be-
lieve, with the member for Northam (Mr.
Hawke), that it should be possible for those
who believe 1 eremation to dispose of
bodies in acvordance with their desires. If
it is not possible for a local eemetery board
to undertake the necessary action, I eannoi
see why incorporated bodies should not he
permitted to undertake the task, seeing thal
it is done elsewhere. If it will give practi.
eal effeet to the provisions of the existing
Act, the Bill should receive the support of
the House, Nevertheless, I believe it shoul¢
nol be a task available for private com
panies. I sopport the Bill and I hope i
will lead fo effective action being taken.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (lon
S. . Munsic—Hannans) [5.28]: As Mini=
ter for Tublic Health, T hope the Bill wil
be agreed to. I do not desire to force m;
opinions upon those whose views are dif:
ferent from mine, but I do not want thos
who do not believe in crematicn to say tc
those who do believe in it that they shall no
have the right to dispose of bodies as the;
desirec. The Bill does not eontain any pro
vision foreing the principle; it is purel
optienal. The Act has been in existenc
for about five years, and nothing has beer
done so far. Personally T believe that o
the Act remains in its present form on thy
statute-book for the next 20 years, still no
thing will be done. TUnder the existing Ae
it is possible for any undertaker to nego
tinte with a cemetery board to build
erematoriur within a cemetery and con
duct it a5 a business. As a matter of fact
we shall never get an undertaker to do that
Tf eremation eame into vogue he would los
that on which he makes his profits. Tha
is why undertakers do not waut eremation
With its introduetion, all the frills fron
which they make their profits would b
gone. Hence there has been no application
under the existing Act.

Mr. Patrick: They could put the ashe
in a nice box.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Statis
fies of other States and countries show tha
erematoria are inc¢reasing in number. T
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New Sounth Wales about 30 per cent. of the
pecple who die are cremated. It is only
a few years sinee cremation was made pos-
sible in that State, and the same argument
+was used in opposilion to it, namely, that
mo one wanted it. Recently I diseussed
-cremation with a man who had been
:strongly opposed to it. He had been to
Bydney and had an appointment with a
Friend, but the friend rang vegreifing hiz
inability to keep the appoiniment because
he had to attend a funeral. He told the
vigitor that if he had no objection to aitend-
ing the funeral, they could spend some time
together afterwards. When the visitor
got to the cemetery he found that the body
was to be eremated. e attended the cere-
mony and his conversion to cremation as
against hurial was an eye-opener to me,
There is no comparison between the two
methods of disposing of the dead. With
eremation everything is more appropriate.

Mr. Wilson: Do they have a jazz band¥

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
hon. member may joke about it, but there
are thousands of people in Western Aus-
tralia who believe in cremation, and T am
one of them. It is not right that those
who do not believe in cremation should pre-
vent me and others who think with me
trom having the right of cremation. There
is not the siightest doubt that eremation
is preferable to the present degrading prac-
tice of burial.

Mr. Lambert: What does Dr. Atkinson
think of it?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: What-
ever he thought it would influence me more
then would the hon. member’s opinions,
which are of little value to anyone.

Mr. Lambert: That is a wonderful tribute
to me.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
favour the Bill and hope it will become law.
If it be passed, it will merely give the oppor-
tunity to those who desire it, whereag it is
not possible to put the existing Aet into
operation. Some people are so strongly in
favour of eremation that on three oceasions
within the last two years bodies have been
sent from Western Australia to New South
Wales for cremation.

Mr. Lambert: And the ashes used as
tooth powder!

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
hon. member might like to use the ashes as
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tooth powiler, but no sensible man would.
That remark by the hon. member was on a
par with his previous interjection, The
cremation society of Western Anstralia in-
elndes a large number of leading ecitizens.
1t is an incorporated body and is prepared
to put into operation something in which its
members believe and not to make profit. T
hope that an opportunity will he given to
establish a crematorium in a cemetery or
elsewhere. If they eannot get permission to
erect n erematorium in a cemetery, they will
have the right to use ground outside a
cometery, but it will be dedicated as a
cemetery.

Mr. Marshall: Give them the old FEast
Perth cemetery.

The MINISTER I'OR HEALTH: That
site is too valuable. In justice to those who
helieve in cremation, we should pass the Bill.

MR. LAMBERT (Yilgarn-Coolgardie)
[6.36]: The Minister’s speech reminds me
of the story of a certain person who took
exception to the formalities assoeiated with
burial—hearse, mourning coaches, flowers,
pall bearers, ete. After the burial of a friend,
he returned to his club and expressed the
hope that there would be no fuss of the kind
when he died. A e¢andid friend replied,
“No, there will be no fuss over you; they
will merely pour vou hack into the botitle”
He was a man who imbibed Scoteh whisky
freely and frequently. Parliament should
not be asked at this stage of the session to
congider crank-like legislation of this kind.
The practice of burial has descended through
the ages and no exception has been taken to
it. Troe, a few cranks have objected, but
they would be eranks on any other subject.
The Minister said that for lealth reasons, if
for no other reason, eremation was desirable.
The Prineipal Medical Officer eould tell him
of the 300,000 million mierobes that are
floating around in the atmosphere and might
attack any human being. Of course there
are buman heings that no self-respeeting
mierobe would attack.

The Minister for Health: Two more have
been discovered since you ecounted that
number!

Mr. LAMBERT: If Dr. Atkinson dis-
covered the other two, he has not discovered
anything else.

The Minister for Health: You do not
know his views.
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Mr, LAMBERT: T thought the Minister’s
views were his views.

The Minister for Health: They were my
own views, I do not know his views on
eremation.

Mr. LAMBERT : The Bill i= an affront to
those who hold definite views on the burial
of those dear to them. Trne, it is not songht
to make cremation compulsory, but when
legislative sanction is obtained, it is a diree-
tion to people to follow the lead.

The Minister for Health: You know that
Parliament has already passed legislation.

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, at the instigation
of the member for Claremont. The mem-
ber for Claremont holds other views that are
not accepted as orthodox. We have heard
him or Douglas Credit proposals and
vegetarianism,

Mr. SPEAKER: Those matters have no-
thing to do with the Bill.

Mr. North: The hon. member is becoming
very eonservative in his old age.

Mr. LAMBERT: Some people are pre-
pared to depart from orthodox forms.

The Ainister for MHealth: A good thing,
too.

Mr. LAMBERT: Parlinment would be
better employed in looking after the living
than in trving to provide a formula for
the dead. The practice of hurial has been
ohserved since the dawn of civilisation, and
certainly since the Christian era people
with respeet for their dead have adopted it.
Parliament should rejeet the Bill as an
emphatic protest against fantastic legisla-
tion of this kind to meet the whims of one
member of this House.

Mr. North: Why inzult the Eastern States
where cremation is in foree?

Mr. LAMBERT: Recently the hon. mem-
ber did not hesitate to offer a pronounced
insult to tbe Eastern States,

The Minister for Health: All the other
States have cremation. Why should not we
have it?

AMr. LAMBERT: Qther State: have many
things that we do not possess, including a
Jack Lang.

Mr. Hawke: They have not any George
Lamberts.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must discuss the Bill,

Mr. LAMBERT: If the member for Nor-
tham desires a discussion on the merits of
eremation versus burial, he should intro-
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duce the subject at an epportune time and
not in the dying hours of the session.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: The dying howrs
should he the appropriate time.

Mr, LAMBERT: If (overnments toler-
ate the introduetion of nonsensical legisia-
tion of this kind, we may expect much more
of it to be introduced. The member for
Northam professes to have a great regard
for the living, industrially and economie-
ally. TIf his professions were put into prae-
tice, he would he doing something for his
constituents and for the State.

MR. HAWEKE

(Northam—-in reply}

.[5.43] : The speeches on the second reading

of this measure have for the most part been
at least related to the Bill, but the last one
delivered bad no connection with it what-
ever. The member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie
{Mr. Lambert), indulged in his uswal bad
habit of making speeches supposed to be
dealing with a eertain proposition, buf in-
stead he gave us o very jumbled explanation
of his very jumbled views of the whole prob-
leni. The speech be made might have been
to a small extent appropriate bad it been
delivered when the Act of 1929 was before
this Chamber in the form of a Bill. On
that oceasion the Bill was passed by the
Chamnber without any opposition at all. So,
as I said in introducing the Bill, this House
and another place unanimously agreed to
the prineiple of eremation on that oceasion.
Yet this afternoon we have this guardian
of the public morals, the member for Yil-
earn-Coolgardie, rising in bis seat and in
righteous indignotion pouring .contempt
upon the proposal. Where was he, I ask,
in 19297

Mr. Marshall: Being poured back into
the bottle.

Mr. HAWKE: The member for Murehi-
son to an extent has taken from me a
comment that I had made a note of. What
I was going to suggesti was, after listening
to the speech of the member for Yilgarn-
Coolgardie, the very erratic member for
Yilgarn-Coolgardie——

Mr. Lambert: Don’t get so damned in-
sulting, or I will be insulting to you, too.

Mr. HAWKE: that the most appro-
priate form of burial was——

Mr. Lambert: I will bury you. politieally
and otherwise.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr. HAWKE: The member for Yilgarn-
Coolgardie takes a remarkable delight in
condemning other people and ridiculing pro-
posals seriously brought forward by them,
‘and when e is politelv and delicately rap-
ped over the knuckles for his bad habit in
‘that respeet, he loses control of himself and
mnakes statements thaf are out of place, and
which bring down upon him the censure of
the Speaker.

AMr. Lambert: Your iden of politeness and
deliency is the use of the nigger's waddy.

My. HAWKE: The hon. member referred
to this as a crank-like proposal. Crema-
tion is in practice in most parts of the Brit-

ish Empire, in London and other parts of-

England, in Scotland and in every capital
eity of Anstralia with the exeeption of
Western Aunstralia, and so the only concin-
sion we can come to is that in varions parts
of the Empire, and in every city of Aus-
tralia the people who have taken in hand
this question are eranks and only concern
themselves with erank-like proposals! |
suppose, unless a proposal receives the ap-
probation of the member for Yilgaru-Cool-
gardie as would, say, a dentists Bill, or
something of that character, it cannot be a
mem of wisdom. Therefore T do not think
that the unreasonable speech delivered hy
the member for Yiigarn-Coolgardie wiil have
the slightest effect uwpon members of this
Chamber. T am wondering, why the hon.
member, if he has studied this nuestion so
deeply and is so vitally concerned abont it,
failed entirely in his speech to make any
reference to the Bill. I pay the hon. mem-
ber the compliment of believing that had he
given sevious consideration to the provisions
of the amending Bill, and, instead of mak-
ing a speech that was inappropriate and in-
correct. risen in his seat and regaled us with
a dissertation that might have contained
much wisdom, he would have assisted us to a
careful undersianding of the Bill and in that
way helped it to become an established fact.
Thus the people who believe in cremation
would have the vpportunity of being buried
after death in the manner they desired.
Mr. Lambert: I have no desire for any-
one to wiiness my being grilled in a five.
Mr. HAWKE: That may be, but I point
out that under the Act at present on the
statute-book, cremation is entirely a ques-
tion for voluntary decision and individual
concern. Thus there is no point whatever

[ASSEMBLY.]

in the extravagant eontention put forward
by the memher for Yilgarn-Coolgardie. I
trost the second reading and the remaining
stages will be put throngh as quiekly as
possible,

(uesiion put, and a division taken with
the Following resull :—
Ayes .. .. . .o 29
Noes .. .. - .. 7

Majority for .. .. ..o 22

AYES,
Mr. Brockman Mr. Nulsea
Mr. Clothler Mr. Patrick
Mr. Coverley Mr. Rodoreda
Mr. Ferguson Mr. Sampson
Mr. Hawke Mr. Sleeman
Mlss Folman Me. I* C. L. Smith
Mr. Johnson Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Kenneally My, Troy
Mr. McCallum Mr. Wapebrough
Mr. McLarty Mr, Warner
Mr, Mann My, Willeock
Mr. Marshall Mr. Wige
Mr. Millington Mr. Withers
Mr. Munsie Mr. Wilson
Mr. North (Teller.)
Nogs,
Mr, Cross Mr. Moloney
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Pieste
Mr. Keenan Mr. Doney
Mr, Lambers (Tefler.)

Question thus passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Sleeman in the Chair; Mr, Hawke
in charge of the Bill

Clanse 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Amendment of Section 4:
Mr. CROSS: I move an amendment—
That paragraph (b) be struck out.

This paragraph will take away the rights
of incorporated associations, and it is what
the Leader of the Opposition objected to.
Of course, if power is given to a cemetery
board, it iz all right.

Mr, HAWKE: If the paragraph is struek
out, we get bhack to the original position,
hecause paragraph (a) gives the trus-
tees or controlling suthorities of a cemetery
the right te have a license. That already
exists. The hon. member has advanced no
reasons for asking the Committee to delete
paragrapk (b), and so I ask that the amend-
ment bhe defeated.

Amendment put and negatived.
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Clause put and passed.
Clauses 3, 4—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and transmitied to
the Council.

BILL-—-ADMINISTRATION ACT (ES-
TATE AND SUCCESSION DUTIES)
AMENDMENT.

Council’s Amendments,

Consideration resumed from the previous
dav of samendment No. 51.

In Commitiee,

Mr. Sleeman in the Chair; the Minister
for Justice in charge of the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Pro-
gress was reported yesterday on amend-
ment No. 51, which provides that no
duty shall be payable in respect of any
gift, request, legacy or settlement made or
given to or in trust for (a) any public hos-
pital within the meaning of the Hospitals
Aect, 1927. Objection was taken that the
gift might be made to a hospital run ex-
clusively on the basis of paying patients.
I move an amendment on the Couneil’s
amendment—

That the following be inserted to stand as

paragraph (b): ‘‘For the maintenance of a
free ward in any hospital.’’

Amendment on the Council’s amendment
agreed to; the Council’s amendment as
amended put and passed.

Resolutions reported, and the report

adopted.

On motion by the Minister for Justice, a
committee consisting of the Acting Premier,
the Leader of the Opposition and the
mover, appointed to draw up reasons for
disagreeing to certain of the Council’s
amendments.

Reasons adopted, and a message accord-
ingly returned to the Couneil.
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BILL—DAIRY PRODUCTS MARKETING
REGULATION.

"In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day. Mr.
Sleeman in the Chair; the Minister for Ag-
rienlture in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 29 and 30—agreed to.

Clause 31—Provisions relating to pay-
ments of contributions to expenditure and
to the stabilisation fund:

Mr. PIESSE: I move an amendment—

That *‘and’’ be added at the end of para-
graph (b).

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. PIESSE: I move an amendment—

That the following be inserted to stand as
paragraph (e):—'‘No producer or manufac-
turer within the meaning of the Act shall be
required in any week to make any contribution
under either Scction 29 or Section 30 in respect
of dairy products manufactured by him for
sale in that week when the total weight of
such dairy products is less than 20 lbs.’’

The amendment has been drafted by the
Crown Law Department, and I understand
the Minister will aecept it.

Amendment put and passed.
Hon, P. D. FERGUSON: I move an

amendment—
That Subelause 5 he struck out.

The subelause provides that where a manu-
faeturer or dealer inadvertently fails to de-
duet the amount of any contribution pavable
by him as required by this section, but never-
theless has paid the amount of sueh contri-
bution to the board, he shall be entitled fo
recover the amount so paid by him as a
debt due to him from the producer econ-
cerned. Tt is wrong that the Bill should be
used to cover up any negligence on the part
of a manufacturer. Under ordinary pro-
cesses of law there is ample opportunity
for the manufacturer to recover any debt
due to bim by the producer. The Minister
gaid the Bill was designed in the interests
of the producer. If so, why have in it this
provision to molly-coddle the manufacturer,
who can safely be left to collect everything
due to him by the producer?

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
This subclinge makes provision for a re-
coup hy the board in the case of the manu-
facturer or dealer who has overpaid a pro-
ducer. There should he no ohjection to an
adjustment of that nature. There is no
question of taking down the producer. The
diferent sections of the indnstry must work
together if the results are to be satisfac-
tory, There must be no sharp practice as
between one and the other.

Hon. C. G. Latbam: Would not the pro-
ducer have r claim in common law?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Probably, but the way provided in the Bill
is the best way to overcome a difficulty of
this sort. In all probability once the mat-
ter is referred to a producer he will agree
to the necessary adjustment being made.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: Apparently
the Minister is going fo some pains to pro-
fect the manufacturer from the consequences
of any mistake he may make. Similar mea-
sures should be taken for the protection of
the producer. I move an amendment—

That the fellowing words be added to Sub-
clause H:— “Where a producer inadvertently
overpays the amount of any contribution pay-
able by him under either Section 29 or Section
30 of this Aet, ns required by this section, the
producer shall be entitled to recover the amount
of the contributions overpaid by him as afore-
Baid as a debt due by him to the manufaeturer
or dealer concerned.

Mr. PIESSE: The Minister might agree
to a limitation being plaeed upon the time
during whick the manufacturer or dealer
wouid he entitled to recover from the pro-
ducer. The subelause should be amended
accordingly.

The CHAIRMAXN: The Committee have
decided that the subelause shall stand as
printed.

Mr, PIESSE: The manufacturer or
dealer might go back for years in order to
lodge a claim.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The board colleets from the manufacturer
and the dealer, and not from the producer.
The hon. member now suggests that the
amounts paid by the producers to the manu-
facturers should aise be controlled. The
Bill does not provide for such a thing, The
board will be established only for equalisa-
tion and selling purposes. If the manufae-
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turer or dealer gets a better price for the
butter, the producer will receive the benefit
of it. Under the hon. member’s proposal
a ¢laim could be set up that the right price
had not been paid for milled butter. We
eannot put something into the Bill that fixes
the price to be paid by the manufacturer,
for that would be entirely outside the scope
of it. It would he setting up too complex
a machine to lay down that the producer
shall be paid some definite price on the spot.
An adjustment will be made through the
factories and the merchants, but that will
nof he made at once. I see no reason why
the producer should not obtain the advan-
tage of that adjustment in the price that is
paid for his ecream. They at present do
not know the cost of manufacturing but-
ter. Under the Bill they will know. There
will not he adjustment on the spot, but
there will be adjnstment right through. The
amendment would prove dangerous. Mat-
ters could not be adjusted to a nicety each
week or each month.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: Surely the
Minister’s reasoning is not sound. If it is
fair and equitable to protect the manufac-
turer as regards anything underpaid, it is
fair and equitable to give the producer
corresponding protection as regards over-
payment. It is provided that the board shall
have everything to do with the contribution
by the producer. The Minister has failed to
realise what the clause means. In his
anxiety to get it through, he has lost sight
of what is fair to the producer. I hope the
Minister will accept the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The clause empowers the board to obtain
payment of the levy from the manufactarer,
not from the producer. The manufacturer
will deduet from the producer’s cheque. The
clanse does not determine how much the
manufaeturer shal] deduet from the pro-
ducer. The board determines the amount
required in order to equalise butter prices.
It is the sole responsibility of the factory
to deduct sufficient to pay the levy to the
board. The producer’s interests cannot he
conserved as proposed by the amendment.
Whether fortunately or unfortunately, the
board will not fix the price to be paid by the
factory to the producer. The amount by
which the producer was underpaid would
have to be determined hefore the amendment
could beeome operative, and there is no



[19 DecexuER, 1934.)

machinery for such determination. What
the board collect wili be the property ol the
pool, nut of the board. The Bill is not a
price-fixing measure for butter-fat.

Hon. ¢. G. LATHAM: The member for
Irwin-Moore points out that a subelause has
been passed enabling the wmanufacturer, if
he has made to the hoard a pavment which
he has not dedneted fron the producer,
afterwards to deduet the amount of such
payment from the produeer. The member
for Diwin-Moore now asks that if the pro-
dueer has overpaid the manufacturer, he
shall have similar recourse azainzi the
manufaeturer.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Where too great an amount has heen levied,
the matter will be automatically adjusted.
Buch adjusiment would not be eonfined to
one man. Moreover, what would then ogenr
would be in the nature of adjustment. Sub-
elauses 2 and 5 ave complementary to cach
other. The contribution to the board has to
be paid- In order that it may he paid, the
manufacturer is authorised to levy a con-
tribution on the producer. The amendment
would have nothing to do with the hoard.
but would concern two sections of the indus-
try. This matter will have to be adjusted in
some other way. Hundreds of such adjust-
ments are bound to be made. The price
realised for butter will be the price evenfu-
ally paid to the butter factory,

Amendment put and negatived.
Clanse, as previously amended, agreed to.

Clause 32—Powers and functions of the
board:

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: I move an
amendment—

That in paragraph (a) of Subclause 1, after
the word *‘the,’’ there be inserted ‘‘treatment
during or for the purpose of manufacture and
the,?’

Subclause 1 would then read, “The regula-
tion and organisation of—(a) the treatment
during or for the purpose of manufacture
and the sale aund distribution of dairy
products; (b) the storage of dairy pro-
ducts in storage places” and so on. The
amendment is the one thing lacking
to make the measure what it should
be from the peints of view of all concerned.
If the board are given power to regulate the
manufacture, sale and distribution of dairy
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produets, the Bill will, in my opinion, be
well-nigh perfect, and fulfil the objects the
Minister and those nssociated with him de-
sire.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
What the member for Irwin-Moore desires
is certainly necessary, but not in the pre-
sent Bill. The powers are already contained
in the Dairy Industry Act, and we will not
hand over to the board funections that are
the responsibility of officers of the Agricul-
toral Deparfinent under that Aet. We have
had some difficulty with the Whole Milk
Act, and econflict with the Health Board.
We do not propose to have a similar ex-
perience in conneetion with this Bill. We
realise the importance of the amendment,
but it cannot be agrced to, in the cireum-
stances. It would involve technical matters
that should not be a function of the board,
but they will be attended to by the officers
of the department.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. SAMPSON: The powers provided in
paragraph (c¢) appear to be unnecessary. If
agreed to, it will mean that the producers
will not be able tg purchase the plant they
consider best suited for their purposes.

Mr. BROCKMAN: 1 presume the ohject
of the inclusion of the power referred to
by the member for Swan is to enable the
board to see that the utensils and plant are
kept clean.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Does the member for Swan suggest that
the board should not have the power to in-
spect plant and utensils? If the paragraph
were struek out, it would bawstring the
board in their operations.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: If the member
for Swan desires to take away from the use-
fulness of the hoard, he has indicated the
best way of going about it. It is essential
that the paragraph should remain in the
Bill if the board are to function properly.

Mr. SAMPSON: T move an amendment—

That paragraph (e} be struck out.

Amendmeni put and negatived.

Hon, P. D. FERGUSOX:
amendment—

That the following subelause to stand as Sub-
clause (2) be inserted:—‘‘(2) Fixing the
minimum price to be paid by manufacturers
for the purchase of, the maximum charges to

I move an
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he levied by manufacturers for the manufae-
ture of, and for the markeiing of various

elasses of dairy prodnce.”’

If the Minister will agree to the amendment,
it will represent the coping stone of the
Bill, For many vears the manufacturers
have had the privileze of fixing the priee
paid to the producers for butter fat. They
have not always treated the producers in a
fair and equitable manner, and some of the
charges levied have heen exorbitant, higher
than anywhere else in the world. The manu-
facturers have had their fling for a long
time, and the price of butter fat has been
so low that it is surely time the board, which
will he representative of all interests, should
have a turn in fixing prices. That is the
only way by which entire satisfaction can
be given to all eoncerned. -

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the Bill sought to establish a butter pool,
1 might be able to agree to the amendment,
but it would be impossible to do so under

the Bill. In order to achieve what the hon.
member desires, elaborate and expert
machinery would be required.  Does the

member for Irwin-Moore really propose to
interfere with the course of industry to the
revolutionary extent indicated by his amend-
ment? The factories have the necessary
machinery to enable them to defermine
priecs.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Was it not revo-
lutionary to include such a provision last
year with regard to whole milk?

The MINISTER T"OR AGRICULTURE:
Yes.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: And {hat has been
& complete success?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Not such a suecess as the hon. member

thinks. I do moi know how long that pesi-
tion will continue, but we are now
dealing with factories. If the board

were to fix priees, it would mean taking
the conduct of their business out of
the hands of the manufacturers. There
was no suggestion that the board to
be created should have price-fixing
powers, but that its function should be
more that of egqualisation. I am afraid
the hon. member’s proposal is too ambi-
tious, but later on, when the industry has
developed, we might adopt the Queensland
system and establish a pool.

Amendment put and negatived.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Clause put and passed.
Clanses 33 to 35—agreed to.

Clause 36—-Dairy products intended for
storage and export:

Hon. P, D, FERGUSON:

amendment—

I move an

That in line 3 of Subelsuse (1} after *‘quan-
tities’? the words ‘‘elasses and qualities™’ le
inserted.

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I aceept the amendment.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to

Clauses 37 to 39-—agreed to.

Clanse 40—Dairy products for storage
to be stored in a licensed storage place:

Hon, P. D. FERGUSON:
amendment—

That in line 2 ‘‘elsewhere than in a storage
Dlace licensed under this Act’’ be struck out,
and the following words inserted in lisu:—*‘un-
less—(a) the same are of a standard approved
by the Board for storage purposes; and (b)
the same are stored in a storage place licensed
under thig Aet.?’

I move an

The eoffect of the amendment is that no
dairy produets can be stored unless of a
standard approved by the board as fit for
storage purposes.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Clanse #4l—Application of moneys in
dairy products stabilisation fund:

Mr. HAWKE: Paragraph (a) appears
to be exiremely genmerous to the manufaec-
turer and provides an excellent opportunity
to make money if he is that way inclined.
Most manufacturers are a little inelined
that way. Provision is made for compen-
sation for the difference in price, and para-
graph (a) stipulates that notwithstanding
any compensation paid, if the board, after
taking the amount into account, find the net
profit realised by the sale less than the net
profit which would have been realised had
the product on the day of shipment heen
sold in Western Australia, they may pay
further eompensation. It would be wise to
delete in line 7 the words “on the day of
shipment” and in line 9 the words “thereof
then,” and insert after “hoard” in line 10
the words “at the date of its purchase”” A
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manufacturer or dealer could buy a quan-
tity of hutter when the price was low, and
if on aceount of some movement in Lon-
don the price incrensed, he would be able
to dispose of it and the board would be
compelled to pay the difference between
that and the price ruling in Western Ans-
tralia. Instead of taking into account the
price realised on the day of shipment, we
should provide that the price on which com-
pensation shall be paid should have some
relation to the price paid for the product
on the day of purchase. I move an amend-
nent—

That in ling 7 the words ‘‘on the day of
shipment’* be struck out.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Flas the hon, memher stndied paragraph (b)
which ix the converse of pavagraph (a}?
Both should be studied carefully. This is
the equalisation clanse, and it has heen
drafied to ensure that those who export will
receive an equal price with those who sell
for immediate sale or those who store. This
is the legal macbinery. Paragraph {a) pro-
vides that should there be a f£all in the Lon-
don price between the day of shipment and
the dav of sale, the manufacturer shall}
he further compensated after proving to the
hoard that he has incurred further loss.
Paragraph (b) provides that should the
London price rise hetween the day of ship-
ment and the day of sale, the difference be-
tween the net profit actually realised and
the price on which he was ecompensated on
the day of shipment shall be refurned to
the board. The c¢lause is complicated, but
it makes the requisite provision.

Mr. Hawke: The price on tbe day of
shipment may have no relation to the price
paid.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Then on what day would the hon. member
fix the price? We are concerned that the
manufacturer or dealer should receive the
correct price, and that an adjustment should
be made.

Mr. Hawke: It does moi take into con-
sideration the price at which the produce
was purchased.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member wants the manufacturer
te make & refund.

Mr., Hawke: No.
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The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is provided for in paragraph (d).

Mr. Hawke: I am anxious that the price
should have relationship to the price paid
by the manufacturer.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The prices are equalised. The board is de-
signed to equalise the prices. The manu-
facturer would get the effeetive priece. There
will he worse complications if we tinker
with the wording of the clause.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clanse put and passed.
Clauses 42 to 50—agreed to.

Clause 51—Sale of dairy products by cer-
tain persons prohibited:

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I move an amendment—

That the following paragraph be added to-
Subelause 1:—“(e) a storekeeper other than
in the metropolitan area who proves to the
satisfaction of the board that he has pur-
chased the dairy product direct from the pro-

ducer for sale retail in his store in the ordinary
course of business.'’

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Clauses 52, 53—agreed to.

Clause 54—Packages of dairy products
to be marked:

Mr. MeLARTY: I move an amendment—

That the following paragraph be added:—
““(d) the name of the manvfacturer of such
dairy produet.’’

Each package of butter should bear the
nanufacturer’s name. 'eople should know
where their butter comes from, and if there
is anything wrong with 1t they should be
able to get into touch with the manufae-
turer and lodge the necessary complaint.
The effect of the amendment will be that
the manufacturer will no longer be able to
take risks. He will have to carry out the
interpretation of the Dairy Act and keep
the different grades of cream in the grades
to which they belong. If the guality of the
butter is not up to standard, the consumer
will know which factory is responsible, and
the effect will also be to prevent that con-
demnation which is sometimes heard of lo-
cal butter. If the manufacturer's name ap-
pears on the butter, it will not be possible



to do that. We know of cases where Wes-
tern Australian manufactured second-grade
butter has been put into wrappers and called
choice Western Australian butter. I hope
the Minister will accept the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the amendment were agreed to, it would
be incapable of being enforced. If the
clause is read carefully it will be seen that
it does provide for the registcred brand
-or the stamp of the packer to appear on
the package. The Bill as framed will pre-
vent the nse of a brand so designed as to
mislead the purchaser. In times past this
undoubtedly has been done. Low-grade
Eastern Statez butter has been sold as Wes-
tern Australian, but that will not be pos-
sible now. It will be a punishable offence
to attempt anvthing of the kind. BEvery
package must bear a2 mark indicating the
grade of the product and thai will be a big
advantage since people will know what they
are buying. At present there is no protec-
tion for the purchaser as to the quality he
is buying. The proposal of the hen. member
would be impossible of enforcement, but I
assure him what he desires is already pre-
vided for. Factories are anxious tbat their
butter shall he marketed under its particu-
lar brand.

Mr. McLarty: I want to prevent false
lahelling.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member will find that that is pro-
vided for. The placing of the name of the
manufacturer on every package will only
complicate matters.

Mr. MeLarty: It would help us to get
good butter.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It would be as well for the hon. member ot
to press his amendment because all he de-
sires is already provided for and there will
be all the identification needed.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 55 to 59, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Council.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGEN(CY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT,

CounciPs Further Message,

Message from the Council received and
read notifying that it did not eoncur in the
opinion expressed by the Assembly in Mes-
sage No. 64 regarding the Financial Tmer-
geney Tax Assessment Act Amendment 13ill
and was therefore unable to accede to the
request of the Assembly and consequently
returned the Bill.

BILL—MINE WORKERS' RELIEY ACT
AMENDMENT,

Council’s Amendment.

Awmendment made hy the Council now
considered.

In Commitiee,

Mr. Sleeman in the Chair; the Minister
for Mines in charge of the Bill.

Clause 3—Insert at the end of paragraph
{ii) of the proposed new Subsection (3) the
following proviso:—

“Provided that where any person Te-
ferred to in either paragraph (i) or (ii)
of subseetion (3) of this section does not
apply, then upon such person ceasing to
work as a mine worker, or becoming pro-
hibited from being further employed as
a2 mine worker by reason of a notice is-
sued and served by the Minister under
and in accordance with the second proviso
to regulation six (e) of the Regulations
made under the Mines Regulation Aet,
1906, sueh person shall he entitled to re-
ceive from the Board, and the Board shall
repay to him the amount of all eontribu-
tions then paid by such person to the
Board as a mine worker under this Act.”

The MINISTER. FOR MINES: I pro-
pose to accept the amendment. It will be
remembered that when the Bill was being
discussed in this House, the member for
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe raised the question that
the proviso contained in Section 2 of the
Act should also appear in Seetion 3. I
promised to mske inquiries and if I found
it necessary to add the proviso to Section 3
I would have the amendment made in
another place. The Parliamentary Drafis-
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man agreed that it was necessary to have it
in Clanse 3, and so with the sanction of the
Government it was inserted in another place.
I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

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

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

BILL—ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 1).

Council’s Message.

Message from the Council notifying that
it had agreed to No. 1 of the amendments
made by the Assembly to the Council’s
amendment, but had disagreed to No. 2, now
considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Sleeican in the Chair; the Minister
for Justice in charge of the Bill.

No. 2. Paragraph (¢).—Add at end “by
virtue of a certificate of naturalisation issued
under the laws of the Commonwealth or any
State of the Commonwealth.”

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Aec-
cording to the Council’s message, our
amendment No. 2 conflicts with the term
“naturalised” in the definition section of the
principal Aet. Therefore I move—

That the amendment be not insisted on.

Question put and passed; the Assem-
bly’s amendment not insisted on.

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

BILL—CONSTITUTION ACTS
AMENDMENT,

Council’s Message.

Message from the Council notifying that
it had agreed to Nos. 1 and 3 of the amend-
ments made by the Assembly to the Council’s
amendment, but had disagreed to No. 2, now
considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Sleeman in the Chair; the Minister
for Justice in charge of the Bill.

No. 2. Paragraph (e¢}).—Strike out
‘‘under the laws of the United Kingdom or.”
After the words “any State of the Common-
wealth” strike out “or under the laws of
any of the British Dominions.”

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Council has accepted two of the three
amendments we sent up. The one the Coun-
cil has disagreed with is similar to that in
the Electoral Act Amendment Bill {No. 1).
I move—

That the amendment be not imsisted on.
Question put and passed; the Assem-
bly’s amendment not insisted on.

Resolution reported, the report adopted
and a wessage accordingly returned to the
Coungil,

DISCHARGE OF ORDERS,.

The following Orders of the Day were
discharged from the Notice Paper:—

1, Electoral Act Amendment Bill (No. 2).
On motion by the Minister for Justice.
2, Metropolitan IPublie Utilities Trust Bill.

3, Hairdressers and Retail Tobacconists
Licensing.
On motion by the Acting Premier.

House adjourned at 8.50 pm.



