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Treasury. While it is satisfactory to receive
commendation regarding the work of the de-
partment, hoth as vegards teachers and
staff, I would explain for the henefit

of the member for Pingelly (Mr. Sew-
ard}, who queried the additional vote
of over £4,000 for the Teachers’ Col-

lege, that we are providing extra courses
for 36 new students from July to June and
increasing the number who will take the new
course starting in February. Additional lec.
turers have been appointed, and we are en-
deavonring to make up for the lag in past
vears, which accounted for the shortage in
teachers.

Vote put and passed.
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 10.55 p.m.

Tegislative Qouncil,
Tuesday. 4th October, 1938,

Questlon : Auslrallan Workers' Union, registration
undet Arbitration Act 1185
Rllls : Lights (Noavigation Prmcctlon), “an. 1185
State Government Tnsurance Office, 2R. 1185
Health Act Amendment, personal explnnntlun 1188
Alsatlan Dog Act Amemlment, 2R,, Con. rcporr, 1188
Falr Rents, 2r, . 1188
Industrial Arbitration Act .-\mem]ment ‘Bp. 1191
. Adjouroment, specinl . 1192

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

QUESTION—AUSTRALIAN WORKERS'’
UNION.

Registration under Industrinl Arbitration
et

Hon. H, SEDDOXN asked the Chief Seere-
tary: 1, On how many occasions has the Aus-
tralian Workers’ Union applied for registra-
tion as a union under the Arbitration Aet?
2, What other unions—if any—lodgzed objee-
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tions to such registration? 3, On what
grounds were objections lodged?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: I
have a statement that answers all the gues-
tions of the hon. member. This statement I

will lay on the Table of the House.

BILL—LIGHTS (NAVIGATION
PROTECTION).

Read a third time and transmitied to the
Assembly.

BILL—STATE GOVERNMENT
INSURANCE OFTICE.

Second Reading.

Tebate resumed from the 20th September.
HON. A, THOMSON (South-East)
[4.35] : The Honorary Minister said this Bill
was hrought down in accordance with the
findings of the select committee that sat last
vear. I have ecarefully perused the report.
A statement has frequently been made in
this House that the companies point blank
refused to make any offer for ihe insurance
of men who eame under the Miners’ Phthisis
Act. Be that as it may, they were justified
in asking for information that the Govern-
ment apparently did not possess. The Gov-
ernment really took a long shot in the dark.
I will not 2o into all the pros and cons deal-
ing with the evidence that was submitted to
the seleet committee. In reply to a question
I asked T iearned that over £600,000 had been
contributed by the Government to the de-
pendants of those who suffered from miners?
diseases. [ have consistently voted against
legislation of this nature as it has come be-
Fore us year afler year, but on this oceasion
1 may surprise members hy giving this Bill
my support. In the interests of what I may
term soctal service, an undertaking of this
nature shounld be within the control of the
Government.

The Workers' Compensation Aet was in-
tended to operate compulsorily in the case of
all those who would be likely to ¢ome under
its provisions. Those employers who are
able to pay will no doubt have relieved them-
selves of responsibility for aceident or death
by insuring their employees. Another section
of the community is willing to take the risk.
When accident occurs, the dependants suffer



1186

grievously because the employer proves to be
4 man of straw and his employees are nof
covered by insurance. If a claim is made
against him, the claimant gets nothing. The
Act was intended to make insurance compul-
sory, and such operations should be in the
hands of a State department. When an em-
ployer has been careless and has not insnred
his employecs, the workers should not be
permitted to suffer. We are told that this
Bill will deal wholly and solely with compen-
sation under the Workers’ Compensation Aect
and the Employers’ Liability Aet, as well as
with compensation and damages at common
law in respect fo injuries suffered by workers
during their employment. Such a measure
represents a step forward.  Im all proba-
bility the premiums that are charged can be
materially reduced. If members will look at
the returns associated with the report of the
select committee, they will find that the State
Grovernment Insurance Qffice received a rev-
enue of £766,171. No commission was paid
on the business obtained and the office had to
ineur no expense on that account. Private
companies collected £715,892, but they had to
pay commission to the men who obtained the
husiness for them. The State office would he
able to do this business without incurring
any expendifure for commissions, and every-
one would be covered by insuranee. Already
employers have to submit to the Taxzation
Department a return setting out the persons
who are working for them. This provides a
reasonable method of assessing and collecting
the amount that would be payable on the
wages disbursed. T support the proposal be-
fore the House because T am a strong be-
liever in the eompulsory protection of em-
Ployecs.

Another form of insurance might well be
considered at this stage. An alarming num-
ber of fatalities and aceidents has ocenrred
through fast-moving motor cars and motor
trucks.  This State is a long way behind
others in dealing with this question. I am not
suggesting that the State Government Insur-
ance Office shounld take up the matter. but T
do think that when these vehicles are licensed
an oxtra £1 per vehicle might be charged, and
that the additional money should form a trust
fund. The income from the additional pound
should produce a revenue of anything from
£60,000 to £70,000 a year. The money could
be used for the assistance of people who were
injured, or the dependants of those who were

[COUNCIL.)

killed and could get no redress beeause the
person responsihle was without means.
Those two things should be compulsory. If
the State Government Insurance Office,
which so far has operated illegally, becomes
legalised and definitely fixes a rate of
premium, something will have heen accom-
plished,

I have read the Bill closely. 1 feared
that under it the Government might possibly
be enabled to enter mpon ordinary disease,
sickness and accident insurance. I hope
that is not the intention of the measure. I
belicve it is not so, because all that will re-
snlt under Clause 6 will be to validate exist-
ing contracts. This means that in fnfure
the State office will not engage in fire or
marine insurance. I acknowledge that the
Government will be quite justified in insur-
ing its own employees against accident, and
its own bhuildings against fire risks. That in
the long run must mean 2 considernble sav-
ing to the State.

The Bill provides that the State Insurance
Office shall be under the confrol of a Min-
ister of the Crown. In that respect I hope
the HMouse will agree to an amendment. I
would like to see the eontrol vested in the
Government Actuary as one of those who
will supervise this Government activity if it
is legalised. Tn such cirenmstances I believe
there would be no fear of the office going
ontside the scope of the measure. I am
pleased to sce the reference in Clause 7,
Subelause G, to—
the equivalent of the amount of taXes in
relation to profits or income liable to be paid
by insurance companies (other than life in-
surance eompanics) under the laws of the
State, which the said State Goverment Imsur-
ance Office would be liable to pay if it were
an insnrance company subject to such laws
and liable to pay sueh taxes.

We are often told of the advantages derived
from State cnterprises. THowever, those
ventures are placed in n highly favoured
position, having no rates or taxes to pay.
For example, the Railway Department has
in various parts of the State eotfages which
receive all henefits aceruing to the owners
or tenants of other buildings. Nevertheless,
they are entirely exempt from rates. That
is an unfair advantage. The Bill should
pass the second reading, but should be held
up until such time as the Bill to amend the
Workers’” Compensation Act now before
another place reaches this Chamber. Then
we shall be able to insert an amendment



Muaving  private  insuranee  companies  in
oxaetly the same position as the State Gov-
ernment Insuranee Office in the event of the
Lrovernment entering upon rlasses of busi-
nes~ other than those mentioned in this
measure,  The State Offiee should not have
an unfair advantage in the matter ol conw
pulsory  workers' eompensation and  (hird
party visk.  The Govermmenlt will  have
ample seope Lor the performance of useful
serviees if it concentrates on the forms of
insuranee mentioned in the measure. 1 snp-
port the second rveading, and hope that the
Minister will agree to the postponemeni of
thi Committee stage as T have sugeested.

HON. C. B, WILLIAMS (South) [+.517:
Everyone knows that without State insur-
anee the mining industry of Western Austra.
lin cannot function. That fact was acknow-
ledged by the National-Country Party Gov-
ermaent as well as by previous Labonr Gov.
ernments.  TE the mining industry does not
function, this country will g6 hack to the
aboriginal state. Tt is useless for members to
be hypoeritical by talking as they  have
talked.

The PRESIDENT ; Order!

Hon. €. B. WILLIAMS: If ihat staie-
ment s in any way offensive, T will with-
draw it. TIHowever, it was offered in n por-
fectly friendly spirit.

The PRESIDEXT: I am sure the hon.
member did not mean fhe remark,

Hon. C. B. WILLTAMS: It was not meant
to hurt the feclings of any member. T assure
vou, Mr. President.  As regards insurance
of miners by private eompanies, the fact
remains that no private eompany wants the
risk. Private companies eonld got that busi-
ness now if they wanted it. They could now
be competing with the Stafe Tnsurance Office,
However, the business is of no use to them.
Let us not shut our eves to the circumstance
that if they did take it, that position would
not snit the State, because of the need for
continuity of insurance, taking the good with
the bad. That is essential, Private com-
panies may he prepared to insure voune
miners without any dust in their lungs: but
when the risk becomes enormous, in say 10
or 15 years' fime, the private companies
would wash their hands of it as a non-insur-
able risk, probably after having secured a
couple of millions in premiuvms. The Third
Schednle risk might mean bankrmptey to
them, This State has. men affected with dust.
The risk in mining is something altogether
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diffevent from the risks in other occupations.
Men in the mining industry to-day develop
tuberenlosiz.  The miners, mine owners and
the Government together contribute towards
the miners” relicf fund at the vate of 2s. 34,
per man per week.  Men suffering from
tuberenlozis do nof come under the Workers'
Compensation Act or under any form of
insurance.  They do come under the Mine
Workers' Reliefl Fund, the three-party
scheme.  TI private insnrance  companies
cover these risks, not for a moment will the
workers or the companies or the Crovernment
continue to pav contributions as they are
row doing.

1 hope Parliament will do its dury. Tt ean
do its duty. That is why T do not like
hyproerisy with regard to State insurance.
Ar. Holmes has pointed out what this Coun-
cil ean do to stop Stafe insurance. However,
nobody has done if, and nobody wants to
do it. If private insurance companies took
control of mining insuranee, the winers awl
the Government wonld adopt another scheme.
The mining industry employs upwards of
15,000 men. Of theze about nine-tenths are
under State insurance. We should pass laws
that will do justice to the people generally.
There were hundreds of men cmployed in
shypoo shows that have heen foisted on the
pablic. Celebration and Edjudina employed
large numbers of men, and when the poor
fellows gob hurt there was no compensation
for them either under ordinary insnranee or
under the three-party cover. The big mines
on the Golden Mile have contributed, and so
have mines on the Murehison and at Wiluna.

T woald not have risen to speak bui for
the fact that if there is to be confinuity of
insurance for the mining industry, there
must be State insurance. I c¢laims become
foo heavy in the vears to come, fhe State
will have to find the money. The fime will
come for an enormous bill to be footed.

Hon. A. Thomson: The State 1s putting in
a fair issue to-day.

Hon. €. B. WILLIAMS: It has had to
foot two-thirds of 2 millien. Mr, Thoinson
did not read quite far enough when quoting
from the report of the seleet committee. The
Government Footed that bill becanse of ik
desire to put inte operation the Miners’
Phthisis Act of 1926. At that time the Gov-
ernment tried to persuade private insurance
companies to cover the risk. Tn fact, the
Government of the day paid the first year's
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premiums. After all, the State Insurance
Office gets only the rough stufi.

Hon. A. Thomsen: It gets a lot of good
stuff as well.

Hon. C. B, WILLIAMS : If members carry
out their intention not to legalise State
insuranee, there is no need to have
it for Government employees, becanse their
will be no Government employecs. Farm.
ing is bankrupt, and wool is down about as
low as it ean possibly be. The only bright
spot in our country is, and for many years
has been, goldmining. There is a little bit
of butter in the South-West, and it will be-
come a good item. Certainly the butter
industry will be there long after the mines
have gone. Let us be honest to our tradi-
tions. Let us bear in mind that we cannot
allow our miners to be insured by private
¢ompanies which will walk off, as they did
previously, without & week’s wuotice, can-
celling all policies as soon as the risk be-
comes real. If that is going to happen, we
can safely reckon that of the 17,000 men
employed in the industry, no fewer than
12,000 will receive the maximnm amount of
compensation provided under the Workers
Compensation Act, namely, £750.

Members cannot reasonably argue that
private companies have not had an oppor-
tunity to undertake this class of insurance
because, had the mining companies been
able to secure cover from any of the pri-
vate companies, they would have availed
themselves of it long ago in preference to
insuring with the State Office. T ask mem-
bers to be honest to the industry and to the
people engaged in it, and to enable the Gov-
ernment to obtain a million pounds or two
from the industry while it is prosperous, so
that the State will be in a hetter position
to meet the charges that will inevitably have
to be met when the claims socome heavv.
Undoubtedly private companies will not
acecept this class of insurance. We have been
told that the getting of the business is more
costly to private companics than to the State
Office, but a cheque from a mining eompany
can  be handled just as cheaply by
an insurance company as by the State
Office. The insurance preminms are ecal-
culated on the wages sheet, and there
cowdd be mno greater oexpense for the
collection of those premiums by the in-
surance companies than by the State Office.
[ hope the Couneil will pass the measare on
this occasion. I am not at all pleased ot the

[COUNCIL.]

Labour Government’s having modified the
measure as it has done. Still, that has had
the effect of winning over one member to
support the second reading, and I trust that
more will be influenced in the same way.

Hon, H. SEDDOXN: I move—

That the debate he adjourned till the 18th
October.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1
oppose an adjournment for a fortnirht.

must

Motion (adjournment) put and passed.

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT.
Personal Explanation.

HON, J. M. MACFARLANE (Metropoli-
tan-Subarban} [5.3]: I desire to make a
personal explanation. 'When speaking on
this Bill a few days ago, I intimated thet
I would oppose the second reading. Since
then I have been in touch with one of the
principal bealth oflicers, and after having
had a long discussion with bim, I have con-
claded that the right course to adopt would
be to support the Bill, Therefore I wish
to advise members that in view of the later
information received, I shall support the
Bill.

BILL—ALSATIAN DOG ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 29th September.

HON. H. TUCREY (South-West) [3.5]:
I hope the House will agree to the Bill. The
most desiructive dog in the hush is the
eross-bred dinge, and the Alsatian cross is
far worge than any other. In the South-
West, in places on the coast, these cross-
breds are killing yearling enlves, amd one
of the dogs was seen tackling the cows as
well as the calves. I should like to see the
breed banned entively, beeanse it is a dan-
gerons dog when at large, but after it comes
into contact with pure-bred <dingoes, the
cross-bred is much worse.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W.
H. Kitson—West) [3.6]: T am raizing no
objection to the Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Commitlee.

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

BILL—FAIR RENTS.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 29th September,

HON. H. TUCKEY (South-West) [5.8]:
I consider that this Bill contains very un-
reasonable proposals, and I cannot under-
stand ifs heing re-introduced in the original
form. The 1% per cent. allowed above the
Commonwealih Bank overdraft rate would
reiwrn 5334 per eent. on capital only when
10 per cent. of rents could be eollected.
There is no provision to guaarantee the pay-
ment of rents; nor is there any allowance for
the loss that would be incurred during the
time houses were unoceupied. Therefore, to
average cven 53, per cent. on capital under
these proposals would be impessible. Pro-
vigion is niade for valuations and for appeals
to the court, but the costs incidental to such
proceedings  wounld he a  farther charge
against the 531 per cent. I would like to
ask the Minister whether, under such provi-
sions, he wonld care to invest even a small
portion of his wealth in, say, half-a-dozen
houses to he let on the goldfields. T feel
sure that he would not. However, sup-
porters of the measure admit that the effect
would be to vetard the progress of the build-
ing trade which, in my jodgment, is a very
serious aspect of the matter. Those chiefly
concerned abont the passage of the measnre
are eertain people on the goldficlds. It is
rather remarvkable that in spite of the boom
conditions prevailing on the goldfields, no-
hody eaves to risk the investment of mueh
capital in the building of houses. Fvidently
investars remember the depression period
when honses eould not be let at anv price.

Hon. €. B. Williams: Tn the last few
vears nearly a thousand new houses must
have been built there.

Hon. H. TUCKEY: That is not many
considering the progress of the goldfields in
that time. Possibly cheap homes ean be
hailt on the goldfields under the provisions
of the Workers’ Homes Act. T nnderstand
that the board will now aceept applieations
for the building of houses on any part of the
eoldfields, and T would favour that poliey
rather than the passing of a measure of this
sort which, I consider, will amount to confis-
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vution of private property. I am satisfied
that many people on the goldfields could do
much to assist by building their own homes,
but there is just a desire to avoid the obliga-
tion and risk and leave the building of homes
for somecone else to undertake. I have had
some experience of house property, and I
say definitely there is considerable deprecia-
tion in this class of business. Ceriainly
there arve times when serions loss is experi-
cenced In various ways.

The clause providing for the valuing of
the property in order to arrive at a fair
rental appears to he too risky. An investor
might build a house at a cost of £1,000, and
the valnation would probably be written
down to £800, so that on £200 of his outlay
he would get no return at all. There are
times when houses remain empty, and there
ave times when the rents cannot be collected
from the tenants, Bearing these factors in
mind, T am satisfied that to average even 534
per cent. profit on the eapital would be impos-
sible. Furthermore, clients of private banks
would not be able to approach the Common-
wealth Bank for financial assistance, which
most people need when builting houses Ior
specnlative purposes. If they had to go to
private banks, they would not be able to ob-
tain the money at 414 per cent., the ruling
rate at the Commonwealth Bank. They
would have to pay more like 534 per cent
for the accommodation. Therefore that class
of investor would he completely debarred
from rnising money. Scemingly, the basis
for arriving at the rent should be ihe over-
draft vate of the private banks, not that of
the Commonwealth Bank. Seeing that simi-
lar legislation last session received such
strong opposition, T am surprised that the
Govermment has re-introduced it without
modification. Personally, T ecannot under-
stand what is behind its re-introduetion.
Apparently the measure has been sent along
here in order to fill in time, though I am
loth to acense the Government of doing busi-
ness in that way. Last year’s measure Te-
ceived the opposition of 75 per cent. of the
members of this House, and as this Bill is
practically identical, I sec no reason why
there should be any thought of its meeting
with suecess on this oceasion. T shall cer-
tainly vote against the second reading.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Meiropolitam)
[5.15] : When the second reading was moved,
we were informed that the Bill had been in-
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troduced with the object of providing for
persons whe pay rent for dwellings, protee-
tion from the rapacity of some landlords.
As a representative of the letropolitan
Province, T made some inquiries and, so far
as T have heen able to nseertain, in the wreat
majority of instances rents paid in the met-
ropolitan area are most moderate.  Front
that standpeint there is no justification for
the introduction of suel legislation. During
the coarse of the debate. T have noted that
invariably the instances of rapacity quoted
have coneerned landlords on the goldfields.
The more the position is examined, the more
must we feel convinced of the justifieation
for landlords, who have had the eourage to
build houses on the goldficlds and accopt the
risks inevitably associated with goldfields
districts, receiving returns from thejr invest-
ments moch in exeess of these prevailing in
other centres. Mr, Craig quoted a conver-
sation he had had with a goldfields worker
dortiy a raitway jonrney,  The experience
was interesting and served to enphasise the
position in that part of the State. When
asked why he had not built a home for him-
self, the man responded in effeet, “Da you
think T am a mug? When the goldfields go
down, T will be left with a house on my
hands” In the *West Australian™ of the
7th September was published quite an inter-
esting letter written by a formuer resident
of the goldfields. e had invested his sav-
ing= in property and related his experiences
in the course of his letter, the conelnding
pavagraph of which read—

Take my case, for instance, as n builder and
prospector from the carly davs. Tt was the
common saving then that *“imeney made on the
fieldg should be spent on the ficlds.’? Acting
on that prineiple, money wns spent there by me
to the extent of £4,000, W were among the
rest of the heavy losers.

T take it he is referring ihore to the time
when the depression existed in the mimnge
industry.

We now linve only o little property left and,
there iz no hope of ever getting the money ont
of jt that was spent by us. The passing of
this so-called Fuir Rents Bill will yesult in 2
*urther loss to us a3 we now, in eur old nge,
have onc-fifth of the property left. As well
s1s this, T am 1 eripple through the heavy work,
There is an instanee of a man who
invested in property the money that he had
made in hic eavly years on the goldfieids.

Hon. G, Fraser: And lic wants one invest-
ment to make up the deficiency on the other
four!

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. J. NICHOLSOXN: XNo, buf he had
the courage to invest his savings in gold-
fields property and now he is to be deprived
of at least portion of his returns.  The
remedy ix very simple, and is the ordinary
one to which we resort when we seek to deal
with any cconomic condition. We must pro-
vide the means wherehy the demanad shall he
met by the supply.  The remedy is certainly
not to be found in the introduction of legis-
lation that will interfere with the natural
Jaw of supply and demand. If man-inade
laws scek Lo alter or tamper with natural
laws, then the former will be swept asule
every time.  That has heen our experience
in the past.

Fair rvents legislation was inlvodueed in
New Soath Wales, but experience proved it
useless hoeanse it was opposed to natural
laws, T that State other means had to be
sought whereby the demand could be met
by the supply. Similarly, in New Zealand
a like experienee resnited and lately Senator
eane has issued an inferesfing pamphlet oun
“Housing,” in which is fully explained the
position both in New South Wules and in
New Zealand., [ eommend that pamphlet to
the attention of members. who probably re-
ceived copics themselves. A seheme was ins
trodueed in New Zealand by whieh  the
Crovernment provided the funds and, under
the gnidanee of local aunthorities. who bor-
row the necessary money from the Govern-
ment. arrangements are made for the eree-

ticn of buildings,  Apparently, the fund
originally  was  £1,500,000, and it was
availed of  hy  vavious local  authorities.

There is some sense in a scheme like
that.  Tn Western sAnstralia, we have the’
Waorkers” Homes Board, and surely a seheme
could be deawn up  wherchy  rveasonably
cheap houres could he erected under condi-
tions that woulidl provide for payment over
a shorter peried than is deewmed necessary
in more settled areas.  Such a provision
would he fair and certainly theve should be
some differenee in the eonditions woverning
such a scheme as between the goldfields aad
the metropolitan  aven. ln New South
Wales the position was met hy co-operative
building schemes, which have worked won-
derfully  well. 11 the Workers” Iowmes
Board cannot undertake the work, it might
he possible for some =nch scheme for en-
operative building (0 be inlrodueed in West-
ern Aunstralia.
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I stress iy contention that the housing
difficulty could be overcome by that means,
but it certainly cannot be overcome by a
measuve such as that now before the House.
I regard the Bill as merely destructive of
principles that are recognised as wise in
connection with investments. In my view
such legislation would vesult in the diver-
sian of capital that normally would be avail-
able for the building of houses into other
channels snch as share investments or indus-
trial enterprises.  Tn the past meney has
been invested in  building properties with
advantage to both borrower and lender.
With the introduction of fair rents legisla-
tion, such conditions will be wholly alteved.
That was the cexperience in New Sonth
Wale, where it was discovered that instead
of encouraging huilders to ercet more
houses, operations in that direction were
curtailed. In the circumstances, the Bill
should be rejected.

On motion by the Honorary Minister, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 29th September.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan}
[5.207: The Bill has heen reviewed and
eriticised thoroughly by previous speakers,
and its defects have been dealt with ex-
haustively, partieulavly by My, Baxter and
Mr. Purker. J(Members will vecall that Mr.
Parker acted as chairman of n select com-
mittee to which a somewhat stmilar Bill was
referred last sesston, That committee took
evidenee, presented its report and made cer-
tain recommendations.  This House passed
a Bill based on the report of the committec.
The Bill was returned to anothey place and
the recommendations of this House, instead
of being reccived with that courtesy which
15 usnal between the Houses, were overlooked
or ignored. T have said that the Bill pre-
sented Iast vear resembles in character very
mueh the Bill now before us. In fact, there
is but little varviation, as a comparison of
the Bills will show. Having vegard to what
was done hy this Chamber last year, and to
the erificism which has heen offered on the
prezent Bill, mx apinion is that this Honse
can do but one thing—reject the Bill. T
have studied the measure carcfully, and quite
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agree with the views expressed by the mem-
hers to whom T have referred.

1 do not intend to take up the time of the
House by dealing with the points that they
have already so fully debated; but I ask
mysell this simple guestion: would this Bill,
it passed, be of benefit in prometing indus-
try or helping the establishment of indastvy
in this State, and would it assist in provid-
ing work? The more one studies the Bill,
the more one is convinced that, if passed,
only one result would ensue, and that iz the
nndonbted prevention of the establishment
of industries here. Members must bear in
mind that the first thing a man or n com-
pany secking to establish an industry in any
country would do, would he fo study its
tndustrial legislation. Tf such a person were
to find legi~lation of the character that this
Bill proposes, he would, on comparing it
with similar legislation in other eountries,
feol impelled to come to one conclusion,
namely, that this is no place for him. We
shall not help the workers of this State if
we pass the Bill; we shall he doing them
the greatest possible injury. We would also
dostrow the futurea nracpavity of the State,
For those reasons. and bearing in mind what
was done last session, T say unhesitatingly
that 1 shall not support the Bill.

HON, W. J MANN (South-West)
[5.34]: Twelve months ago, a similar Bill
was presented to the Fouse Tor considera-
tion.  As Mr. Nicholson =aid., it was re-
forred to g seloet eomumitlee and as a resnlt
of {he commitiec’s recommendations, we
made seme amendments to the Bill that we
vonsidercd  woere  definitely  necessary  and
then passed the seeond rveading.  Tn my
opinion, we returned to another place a very
2ood amending measure. The way in which
the vecommendations of this Honse were re-
ceived by another place, however, was such
as to cause me to believe that the Govern-
ment was not so anxious to have the parent
Act amended as we were led to believe. If
my memory serves me aright, when that Bill
was returned by another plaee, eight amend-
ments were submitted to us for considera-
tion. Of these we accepted four and re-
jected fonr. The Bill was then sent back
to the Assembly and the Minister in charge
gave it very seant consideration.  When
speaking finally on the Bill, the Minister for
Employment =aid—

The amendments agreed to by the Council,
although desirable—



1192

Iie admitted the amendments were desirahle,
and apparently the remainder of the Bill was
desirahle—

—although desirable, were not very important.

He went on to say that the other amend-
ments were obnoxions.  One wounld have
thought that after this Ilouse had given way
except for four amendments, ome spirit of
compronmise would have been shown; but the
Minister, on being asked whether he pro-
posed to give further consideration to the
Bill, merely said that that was not his in-
tention, and the Bill was thrown aside. In
view of what wax done by another place on
that occasion, T ean assure the Government
it is not going to get my vote for this Bill.
That is one reason. Other reasons ave that
I find quite a numher of the suggested
amendments are such as are unaeceptable
to me. My vote will he cast against the

Bill.

On motion by the Chief Seeretary, debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W,
H. Kitson—West) [5.397: T move—

That the House at its rising adjourn till
Tuesday, the Tith October.

Question put and passed.

House adjoutrned ot 3.10 pan.
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pnt, and vead pravers.

QUESTION—WORKERS'’
COMPENSATION ACT.

Appaintment of Woman Wedical Gificer.

Mr. RAPHAEL (withont notice) asked
the Minister for Employment: 1, Is Dr. M.
A. Radeliffe-Taylor being eonsidered for ap-
pointment to fill the position oceupicd by the
late Dr. Lovegrove? 2, Has the Government
eiven eonsideration Lo the faet that there are
Western Aunstralinn male doetors available to
fill that position? 3, Has jt considered that
about 99 per cent. of these to be examined
under the provisions of the Workers' Com-
pensation Act are men? 4, Have the men's
ferlings heen considered in view of the pro-
posal that a woman shall conduet the exam-
inations?

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT
replied: 1, .\Appliecations for this position
were called in the usunal way by the Publie
Serviee Commissioner. Favourable consider-
ation is heing given to the application of Dr.
Radeliffe-Taylor. 2, 3, and 4, So far as I am
aware, the matfer has not yot been finalised.

BILL—FREMANTLE GAS AND COKE
COMPANY'S ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
H. Millington—>Mt. Hawthorn) [4.35] in
moving the second reading said: Tn the met-
ropolitan area, as is well known, there are
two gas-supplying authorities, namely, the
Electricity and Gas Department of the Perth



