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The CHIEF SECRETARY:- Th'e question
of securing a suitable site for the Savings
Bank has exercised the minds of the Govern-
ment, but it has not been possible to
find a site better than that proposed
by the Bill. I am glad to acknow-
ledge that Sir William Lathlain has taken
a practical interest in the State Savings
Bank. Some time ago he made in this Chain-
ber suggestions that were noted by me, and
have been adopted by the management of the
bank with gratifying results. On the second
reading I bad intended to give figures show-
ing briefly the progress of the bank during
the last seven years, but could not lay my
hands on them. I have the figures now,
and with your permission, Mr. Chairman,
will read them-

No. of wo o Deposits
Acons trasn during

tics,, I yes?.

£
1020 .............. 1@M,053 1,008,216 6,070,618
1927................225,490 1,418,18 7,095,2 71

Increase .. 61.427 40,90 1,014,60

Average Increase per
year - . 8,775 58,557 144,929

During recent months the deposits have been
increasing to an extent which may almost
be described as disproportionate, the reason
being that the management have been con-
ducting an advertising campaign as sug-
gested by Sir William Lathinin last year.

The CHAIRMAN: Strictly speaking, the
whole of the discussion on this clause baa
been ant of order. It should have taken
place on Clanse 2.

Clause pat and passed.

Clause 4-agreed to.

Schedule, Title--agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the

report adopted.

House adjourned at 6.7 p.m.

legislative &escmbil2,
Thursday, 15th September, 1927.
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The SPEAKER took the C hair at 4.30
p.m., and read pra~ers.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motion by Mr. Wilson, leave of absence

for a fortnight granted to Air. Lamond (Piu-
bare) on the ground of urgent private bus-
iness.

BILLr-CLOSER SETTLEMENT.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

BILL-ELECTORAL ACT AMEND-
MENT.

In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day; Mr.
Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for Justice
in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Clause 18, dealing
with the claims for enrolment or transfer
of enrolment, is under discussion.

Mr. SA-MPSON: Subelause 2 makes pro-
vision for the -residence of an elector for one
month in a district or subdivision before
being entitled to have his name transferred
to the roll for the district or subdivision,
but there is no reference to residence within
the Commonwealth. Is that provided for
elsewhere V

The Minister for Justice: Yes.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not

wish to go over the whole of the ground
we have already traversed, but I again pro-
test against the inclusion of Subelause 7,
which sets out that the validity of any en-
rolment shall not be questioned on the
ground that the person enrolled has not in
fact lived in the district or subdivision for
a period of one month. This means that if
a man's name appears on the roll rightly or
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wrongly, he will be entited to vote. Even
if we know that the name is wrongly en-
rolled, the right of that individual to vote
cannot he questioned. Even a person pass-
ing through a district can become enrolled
and no exception can be taken to it

The Premier: It does not wean that a
person passing through can be enrolled.

Eon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This Oil
provide the opportunity for the enrolment.

The Premier: No, the necessity for one
month's residence stands.

lion. Sir JAMLES 'MITCHELL: Then
there is no justification for the subelause.

The Premier: It does not provide what
you suggest.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It pro-
rides the possibility for that abuse.

The Premier: It has nothing to do with
the enrolment. It deals with objections to
names already enrolled.

lion. G. Taylor: That is the point.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hoe

the subelause will be struck out.
The Premier: You are misstating the posi-

tion.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am not.
The Premier: Absolutely.
Hon. Sir JAM,%ES MITCHELL: The sub-

clause says that a man can he enrolled al-
though he may not have been resident in a
district for a month, and we will not b~e
entitled to take exception. Already attention
has been drawn to incidents of this descrip-
tion.

The Mfinister for Justice: And I have
asked you to give particulars.

The Premier: You make that statement
over and over again, hut you do not supply
any evidence.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What evi-
do you want?

The Premie-r: Evidence in support of your
contention.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: I can
give particulars of a case in which a man
was enrolled hefore he reached a district.

The Premier: I do not believe it.
Hon. Sir JAMES 'MiTCELL: The Pre-

mier has no right to say that.
The Premier: Well, you made the state-

ment.
Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: I will

submit tie name of the man and if the 'Min-
ister does not like to take notice-

The Premier: Why did you not submit
that ease to the Electoral Departmcntl

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But I
did, and the depattment insisted upon the
name remaining on the roll.

The Premier: Then the department was
right, I suppose.

The Minister for Justice: Were you satis-
fled when the Electoral Department gave you
a ruling like that?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They re-
tained the name on the roll.

The Minister for Justice: And you were
satislied to let them do as they liked, without
consulting the Minister!

The CHAIRMAN: I think it would he
better if the lion. member were allowed t o
make his speech to which the Minister can
reply. We will get on better under those
conditions.

Hon. Sir JAMES '11TCHELL: The Miii-
ister knows the name of the man I refer t0.

The Minister for Justice: 1 know nothing
of the kind.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
man's namle was Daddow. His name ai')-
pears in "Hans~ard-' and I gave the particul-
lars.

The Minister for Justice:. You put i11
sorts of wild thing-s in "Hansard."

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Minister talks like that, I -will say something
he will not like. He is not justified in mak-
ing such a statement.

The Premier: The hon. member is not
justified in making a statement time after
time, without producing evidence.

H ion. Sir JA'ME S MITCHELL: I did
give the particulars to the department; [
could do no more.

The Minister for Justice: Yes, you coull.
After the department adopted the attitudle
you suggest, you could have brought the mat-
ter under my notice.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did
I brought the matter under tile notice of the
House. Of course, if the Minister will not
do his duty, that is another question.

The Premier: Why did you not write (1)
the linister if you had a complaint to mnake.
That would have been the proper course to
follow.

Hon. Sir JAM1ES MITCHELL: But we
have the Minister here.

The Premier: We are not supposed to
take action regarding everything we bear
in this House.

Hon. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: I think
you are-
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! I think we
should get on with the clause.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The name
of the man I mentioned is illegafly on the
rolls. I we give information of that sort
in this House, the Minister should take some
notice of it and he should reply to the state-
ment. He did not do so but sat tight,

The -Minister for Justice: When was that?
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: During

the debate on the motion for the adoption
of the Address-jo-reply. If the Minister de-
sires it, I will move a special motion dealing
with the question.

The Minister for Justice: There is no
necessity for that sort of thing.

Hon. G. Taylor: We deserve some consid-
eration. These things were talked about all
over the place. I do) not know whether they
were (rue or untrue.

The ['reinier: What things were talked
aboutV

H-on. G. Taylor: Roll stuffing.
Tlhe Premnier: You know that was a lie.

Roll Luffing, indeed! Political agents will
say anything at clection times.

Hon. W. J. George: It is true that a man
named Thomas Gould, who was enrolled in
West Perth, put in a claim card and was
enrolled for the Murray-Wellington elec-
torate, although he was not qualified for en-
rolment.

'The Premier: You squeal because a men
was there making roads in your district.

Hon. W. J1. George: I am not squealing
because he was in the district.

The Premier: This is absurd.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!I The question

before the Committee is the adoption of
Clanse 18.

The Premier: This is purely political pro-
paganda.

Hon. W. J. George: Roll stuffing is not
political propaganda, is it?

The Premier: If you say that we stuffed
the rolls, you are a liar.

Hon. W. J. George: I did not say that,
and you must not talk to mec in that way.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Hon. W. J. George: Well, make the Pre-

mier behave himself!
The Premier: You talk about stuffing rolls!
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am

dealing with Suhelause 7 and endeavourin~g
to point out the possibilities under it. r do
not think many of the people who signed
these claim cards know the law.

The Minister for Justice: They have to
attach their signature to the claims and take
the responsibility.

Hon. Sir JAMES MI1TCHELL: 1 do not
think they read the particulars on the claim
cards at all. They are asked to sign them,
and they do so. At election times we see
tables in the street and every convenience and
help is available to assist people to get on
the rolls, even though some of them may
get on illegally. This clause means that
the names so enrolled will have to remain
there, because the validity of such enrol-
ments; cannot be questioned. I do not think
that is what the Minister wants.

The Mdinister for Justice: I am not very
particular about it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Practic-
ally the only objection that can be taken to
enrolment is that a person has not lived in
the district for the requisite period. If
there is to be no residential qualification,
then let us make that the law. The suhelause,
will nullify the whole effect of the residence
qualification. I move an amendmnent-

That Sobelause 7 be struck out.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: It is
about time the Leader of the Opposition re-
frained from making such an insinuation or
took some definite action. He has repeated
the statement over and over again until he
almost believes it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do not inake an
ass of yourself. I am simply stating a fact.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE:'Hut the
hon. member almost believes it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: On a point of
order I object to that statement.

The Premier: That is not a point if order.
The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If the

hon. member has any legitimate grievance
regarding anything done by the Electoral
Department he has a remedy. Last night
the hon. member, in speaking on this clause,
expressed the opinion that the Minister
should not interfere with the department any
more than was absolutely necessary. I gate
him an assurance that I did not interfere.
Now he states that because he made a com-
plaint to the department it is my business
to go there and see what action the depart-
ment have taken. I have said time and again
that if people sign false declarations or
untrue statements they will be prosecuted.
The bon. member cannot cite an instance of
my having refused to order a prosecution if
thea Electoral Department did not take action.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Why do you sit
on those benches? We make statements and
you take no notice of them.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
hon. member knows that notice is not taken
of every trivial thing said about the adminis-
tration of a department.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Is it a trivial
thing?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
importance of the bon. member's complaint
is shown by the fact that the department
have taken no notice of it and that he has
not referred it to the Minister, but he still
insists that it must be true. When the de-
partment took no action the hon. member
apparently was satisfied to let it go. Pre-
sumably it was too trivial a thing with which
to bother the Minister. If people infringed
the law I would not regard it as a trivial
matter and I assure the hon. member I. would
order prosecution.

The Premier: It would be better to in-
form the Minister than to keep on harping
on this subject every night.

Hon. G. Taylor: Give us the reason for
including Subelause 7.

The -MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I gave
the reason last night. Throughout the dis-
cussion of this Bill the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has been making innuendoes against
the administration of the department.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Quite openly,
too.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
but the hon. member has no right, authority,
or necessity to do it. Let me tell him this
undoubted fact, that Cabinet decided an
amalgamation of the rolls was desirable.
The department were given instructions to
prepare a Bill, as simple and short as pos-
sible, to give effect to the policy of the
Government. The Government bad nothing
to do wth the drafting of the Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But you are re-
sponsible for it.

The M1IfNISTER1 FOR JUSTICE: We de-
sire to make our legislation as far as pos-
sible uniform with the Federal law. This
clause was taken from the Federal Act. If
it had not been in the Federal Act, it would
not have found a place in this Bill. In
order to obtain uniformity the provisions of
the Federal Act were taken holus bolus and
put into this measure. Perhaps the hon.
member will not believe me and I had
better read the subsection in the Federal

Act. I do not appreciate the manner in
which the hon. member has dealt with the
niatter.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I do not expect
you to, but I expect to he treated with
courtesy.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I
think you receive more courtesy from me
than I do from you.

Hon.- Sir James Mitchell: When matters
are mentioned you do not give them atten-
tion.

The MI1NISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Leader of the Opposition is a poor judge.
The subsection in the Commonwealth Act
reads--

The validity of any enrolment shall not in
any ease be questioned on the ground that
the person enrolled has not in fact lived in
the subdivision for a period of one month,
I do not attach much importance to the sub-
clause and I did not ask for it to be in-
serted in the Bill.

Hion. Sir Jamnes Mitchell: But you brought
it to the H~ouse.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
in order to secure as uniform a system as pos-
sible so that joint rolls would he
successful. If we had different quali-
fications and different disqualifications and
10 per cent, or 15 per cent, of the people
were entitled to be on one roll and not
on another, the whole thing would be a
farce. Because the Government believe in
having 'joint rolls we hav'e to make the pro-
visions as uniform as possible. The sub-
section has been in the Federal Act for years
and I have not beard of any gross scandal
arising from it.

Hon. G. Taylor: The subsection in the
Federal Act does not contain the words
"district or."

The MINISTER FOR JUTSTICE: "Dis-
trict" in our Act is equivalent to "sub-
division" in the Federal Act.

Hon. W. J. George: A different thing
altogether.

The MINISTER FOR JTUSTTCE: What
difference does it make to the principle?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do you mean the
subdivision of a distriet9

The MIINISTER FOR JUSTTCE: The
bon. member is only quibbling now.

lion. Sir James Mitchell: I am not. Stop
those insinuations!

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I am
getting a bit tired of the hon. member. The
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subsection has been in the Federal Act for
years and, if it permitted of roll stuffing and
all sorts of reprehensible things, they would
have occurred. Yet we have never had a
single complaint.

Hon. W. J. George: We cannot do any-
thing with regard to the Federal roll.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: But if
Federal members had h-ad cause for com-
plaint, they would soon have repealed the
subsection. I discussed this matter with the
Commonwealth Electoral Officer this morn-
ing, and I understand from him that there
has been no suggestion of anything wrong
having occurred. The subelause is included
only because this measure cannot over-ride
the Commonwealth Franchise Act. I am
not at all concerned about the subclause. I
am prepaired to agree to its deletion, hut I
wish the Committee to understand that
there has been no attempt, as has been
suggested several times, to interfere with
the Electoral Department to secure advan-
tage or give unscrupulous persons the
right to become enrolled. The Bill has
been introduced in pursuannce of the policy
of the Government to adopt joint rolls.
There has been no tinkering with or alter-
ing of principles. I gave the draftsman
no instructions to insert this subelause.
It has been in the Commonwealth Act for
years and has proved successful. I agree
with the Leader of the Opposition that if
some people are sufficieutly unscrupulous
and irresponsible to sign a claim Card
certifying they have lived in a certain
district for a month, whereas they have
just passed through the district, they
should be prosecuted, and prosecuted they
shall he.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The witness
should be prosecuted.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
witness takes the responsibility of witnessing
the signature; the man who signs the card
takes the responsibility for the accuracy of
the statements it contains. If he declares
that he has resided in the district for a
month and has not done so, he is liable to
prosecution. If the hon. member knows that
people break the law and he cannot get the
Electoral Officer to institute Prosecutions, I
shall be glad to have the information. Let rue
repeat that the Government have brought
down this measure sirmply to seure uniform-
ity and without any ulterior motive what-
ever.

Mr. Angelo; Why have the words "or dis-
trict'' been inserted?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE.: The
hon. member is hopeless.

The Premier: Those words do not affect
the principle.

The M1INISTER FOR JUSTICE: If the
hon. member, for the sake of uniformity, pre-
fers to have those words struck out and re-
tain the subelause exactly as it appears in the
Federal Act, I am prepared to agree, but I
do not consider it of sufficient importance to
insist upon it. The Leader of the Opposition
suggested that the subclause might leave an
opening for abuse. Though I have the assur-
ance of the Conmmonwealth Electoral Officer
that it has not been abused, I shall not insist
on the retention of the subclause.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There is a
danger in it and I ama entitled to say so. A
man can be in a subdivision and still in a
district.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Does
the hon. member want it left like that?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : I want it
knocked out.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: If the
hon. member is not prepared to pass the
clause in this form, I am not going to insist
upon the subclause remaining in.

Mr. Marshall: Pull the Bill out and let it
go altogether.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : I1
would have no particular objection to the
amendment.

Hon. W. J. GEORGE: I do not know the
cause of this heat. I am not attacking Min-
isters. Certain individuals in the Murray-
Wellington district had their claim cards
filled in before they had resided there a
nionlh, and many of them were also regis-
tered in other parts of the State. A man
named Thomas Gould, registered as a lab-
ourer and living at Coolap, had his claim
card filled in, whereas he actually lived in
West Perth near the subway. He made his
postal vote during the middle of March, on
a Sunday, but he did not vote in the Murray-
Wellington district. That shows how neces-
sary it is we should strike out the subelause.
I did not mention the case before because
the election was over and I was successful.

The Premier: Has there ever been an
election without some irregularity?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No.
The CHATEM1AN: The question is whether

these words shall be struck out or not,
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Hlon. W. 3. GEORGE: I shall be satisfied
if the subelnuse is deleted.

The Minister for Justice: I will throw
out the whole Bill if the Committee desires.

Hon, W. J. GEORGE: I do not care
whether the Minister does that or not.

The Premier: There is an insinuation that
we have some motive behind the Bill. We do
not want it any more than do members op-
posite want it.

Hon. W. 3. GEORGE: I think a Bill of
this kind is needed. Many people, who have
signed one form onlly, think they are on both
the Commonwealth and State rolls. They
should know where they are. A Bill of this
sort is necessary, but we are entitled to dis-
cuss it without heat.

The Premier: And without insinuations
that there is a particular object in bringing
down the Bill.

Hot. W. J. GEORGE: I am making no
insinuations. When I do I make a direct
charge. The Premier misunderstood -what
was going on, and that is why I did not take
him up in another way.

Hon. G1. TAYLOR: Does "district" mean
an electorate for this Assembly?

The Minister for Justice: Yes; the Com-
monwealth authorities call them either divi-
sions or subdivisions.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: That makes the sub-
section all the more objectionable. A person
may have his name on a district roll and it
need not he questioned. I do not accuse the
Minister of having anything more to do with
the draftingy of the Bill than I had, although
he munst take the responsiblity for it. I ex-
pect the draftsman put this in because it is
in the Federal Act.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I take it the subelause
refers chiefly to absentees, to persons who
have been struck oft the roll because they
have been away for two or three months.

Mr. ANGELO: T should have no objection
to the subelause if it followed the Common-
wealth Act word for word.

The Minister for Justice: Then move to
amend it.

Ifr. ANGELO: The insertion of the words
"district or" makes all the difference. In
Federal polities a man may he enrolled for
the Gascoyne subdivision, but may be away
in the Asbburton subdivision, but all the time
he is in the K~algoorlie division. It is only
fair that the validity of his enrolment should
not be questioned. If the Minister 'will

strike out the words "district or," I shall be
satisfied.

The Minister for Justice: The Committee
can do what it likes.

Mr. ANGELO: If the Minister is so
anxious to copy the Commonwealth Act, why
does he not strike out these wordsq

The Premier:- You do not understand the
ABC of the Bill.

Mr, ANGELO: If the desire of the Min-
ister is that the Commonwealth Act should
have the same effect as this Bill, the words
division or subdivision should have appeared.
If then an elector went from one subdivision
to another subdivision, provided he remained
in the same division the validity of his en-
rolment could not be questioned.

The Premier: Of course not, so far as
Federal elections go,

Mr. ANGELO: But under this subelause
he is to he allowed to leave the district f or
a month.

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

Clause 19-Compulsory enrolment:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Is Sub-
clause 4 taken from the Federal Act

The Minister for Justice: No, this is one
thing that has been put in,

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We had
a considerable discussion as to whether cer-
tain sections of the people should be allowed
to remain on the roll when changing their
address. It seems to me that station book-
keepers and station hands should not be in-
cluded in this list. Their postal address
would be the station homestead.

The Minister for Lands: Some stations
are in two separate electorates.

Hon. Sir James MITCHELL: The home-

stead itself would be in only one electorate.
The Minister for Lands: But he camps

in the other part.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then this

clause does not help him. It would be
much better if we provided for a marriedl
man to remamn on the electoral roll for the
district in which he has his home, even it
he moves away from it temporarily.

The Premier:- We made provision for
that, and you censured Lis for giving him
the necessary protection.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No. If
a man changes from one farm to another,
he should register that change of address.
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The Minister for Justice: But some ot
these men are changing all the time. Where
would they get on the roilI

Ron. Sir JA-MES MITCHELL: The per-
manent farm hand is in a different position
from the farm hand who moves about. We
should provide that a man remain on the
roll for the district in which his home is
situated. In a small electorate it would
not matter a jot; but take an electorate
like Avon, which is about 100 miles long,
or Yilgarn, which covers hundreds of
square miles. If a man changes from
Ravenathorpe to Southern Cross, he should
notify hi- change of address.

The Minister for Justice: Yes, if h3 is
going to stop at Southern Cross; but if he
goes there only for a month or six weeks,
he wvilI be struck off the roll in the absence
of this provision.

The Premier : A miner working at
Ravensthorpe and going to Southern Cross
for the harvest could be struck off but for
this provision. The member for Gascoyne
knows how easily men can be got off the
roll.

.Mr. Angelo: Not if they remain in the
district.

The Premier: We know how you got
them off the roll.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Farm
hands, station bookkeepers, and station
hands are not on the move all the time-

The Premier: Not all of them, of course;-
but same are.

Hon. 0. Taylor: There is no need to have
the boundary rider included here, seeing
that he is permanent, riding the boundaries
of certain paddocks or areas.

The Minister for Justice: He might be
well-sinking on another station two or
three months later.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL : We
should secure all the information we can
for the rolls. Farm hands can easily give
addresses. They do not change often, but
are highly permanent workers.

The Minister for Justice: What about
harvest hands or bag-sewers?

Hon. G. Taylor: They are not described
as farm hands.

The Premier: What could they be called
ether than farm hands!

Oppositiou Members: Labourers.
The Premier: Is a man working on a

farm, harvesting, not a farm hand?
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No.

The Premier: The time the man is on a
job does not determine the definition. The
definition is determined by the nature of
the job.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I under-
stand a farmi hand to be one 'who follows
continuously the work on ft farm. I move
an amendment-

That in Subelause 4 the words '"farm
band, " in lines 3 and 4, be struck ut.

The MINISTER FOR JUST ICE: The
proposed disability should not be imposed
on people who work in the agricultural in-
dustry. These are the men who do the
intermittent work of the industry. A man
permanently employed on a farm is in a
different category altogether. Thle agri-
cultural industry is specially marked by
intermittent employment. A casual farm
employee is employed to plough, for in-
stance.

Hon. G0. Taylor: Such men are not called
farm hands.

Thle MINIfSTER FOR JUSTICE: What
would the hon. member call themg

Hon. G. Taylor: Labourers.
The MLINISTER FOR JUSTICE: A man

ploughs 200 or 300 acres on one farm, and
this occuipies him for two or three months.
He passes on, and at his next farm he does
200 or 300 acres fallowing. 'When he
finishes there, he may do a little clearing
somewhere else. When Christmas comes
he takes a harvesting job. That is the lot
of mnany agricultural workers in this State
-of many farm hands, as they are called.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Such cases are
not frequent.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes,
they are. The position of the agricultural
industry would be precarious but for these
men.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do you cona-
sider-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member
for Oeraldton must be permitted to make
his speech. There have been altogether
too many interjections.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I
know dozens who carry on work in that
way. Farmers employ many experienced
hands without employing them all the year
round. While those men are wandering
about in a subdivision there is no need to
interfere with their entries on the roll. If
anybody is entitled to retain his qualifica-
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tions as a voter, it is the man in the agri-
cultural industry.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We may
be doing the farm hand an injustice.
He may be enrolled as being in one
district, and on his removing to another
district his name on the roll for the first
district may be objected to. But be will
know nothing about it, for the electoral
officer will not know where to find him.
Therefore this provision is likely to do more
harm than good.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: This will work
a hardship on farm labourers, because so
many little towns and places are close to
the boundaries of our electorates. A farm
labourer working near the boundary of an
electorate may cross over that boundary,
thinking that he is all right. Instead of
that, he may be struck off the roll without
knowing anything about it. It would be
better if, when changing his address, he
knew that it would be wise to notify the
department of that change. Apart from
that the main principle of the measure is
to secure uniformity with the Federal rolL
The Federal Act has not this provision, not-
with standing that the Federal electorates
are very much larger than ours. There is
no necessity for the provision, and it may
result in many farm labourers being dis-
franchised. I will support the amendment.

31r. KENNEALLY: The particular de-
sire of members to protect the farm labourer
is made manifest by the Leader of the Op-
position, who whilst agreeing that a comn-
mercial traveller should be provided for iii
the clause-

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I did not say
he should be.

Air. KENNEALLY: Well, you did not.-
object to his inclusion. Just let us con-
sider the conmnercial traveller and the farm
labourer. The commercial traveller goes all
over the State. He is provided for in this
clause, in that it is laid down that when hie
moves from one part of the subdivision to
another he is all right, and that only when
he leaves the subdivision does he have to
notify the department. Why, then, should
not the farm labourer have the same rightst
I fancy the opposition to the inclusion of
farm hands in this clause is deeper than
appears. The farm labourer is just as much
entitled to a vote as is the commercial
traveller, and while he is going round a
district looking for employment his vote

should be protected. I hope the amnend-
ment will not be agreed to.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The members for
Menzies and for Mount Leonora know, as
I do, that a man can move for hundreds of
miles in, say, the Mount Margaret elector-
ate without having his name erased from
the roll.

The Minister for Justice: That is the
procedure under this clause,

Hon. G. TAYLOR- Yes, on the gold-
flda we have been working under this
clause for many years past.

The Minister for Justice: But without
authority.

Eon. 0. TAYLOR: Certainly without
any hardship. So long as this will not
allow a mnan to have his name on two rolls,
I think it is quile all right.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. MARSHALL: I move an amend-
met-

That after "hne, in line 4, r"drover"

be inserted.
Some members seem to think the drover is
a station hand. It is not so. Consequently
a drover would be disqualified under this
provision, unless he is expressly included.

Amendment put and passed.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I move

an amendment-
That in line 5 "station book-keeper" be

struck out.
If this man moves about, objection may he
made to his name being on the roll, and
the electoral officer will not be able to notify
him. Surely a station book-keeper would
find no difficulty in notifying the depart-
ment of a change of address. To leave the
station hook-keeper in this list may deprive
him of his vote.

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

Clause 20-agreed to.

Clause 21-R-ferenee of claims to divi-
sional returning officer:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At the
risk of being misunderstood by the Minis-
ter, I ask him whether he has yet found
out if the registrar is a State or a Federal
officer. He promised last night to secure
this information.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: He
is a Federal officer paid by the Federal
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Government, but it is provided in the agree-
ment that he shall be appointed by the State
to carry out his duties under this Act His
position will be much the same as that of
the Commissioner of Taxation; for while he
is to be a Federal officer, he will be a State
officer also for the carrying out of the pro-
visions of the State Electoral Act.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Then for the
purposes of our Act he is our officer?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is what

I said last night.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 22, 23-agreed to.

Clause 24--Alter-ation of Rolls:

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Paragraph (h)
provides for the removal of a name fromn
the roll by the direction of the Divisional
Returning Officer on the certificate of the
Chief Electoral Oflicer, and there is a pro-
viso which sets out that the Chief Electoral
Officer shall not issue such a certificate unless
lie is satisfied that the elector has ceased to
be qualified for enrolment on that roll, and
has secured enrolment on another roll. There
is surely a mistake there.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I think
a typographical error has crept in. The clos-
ing paragraph of the proviso should read]
"or has secured enrolment on another roll."
I move an amendment-

That in line 7 of paragraph (hi) ''ad''
be struck out, and ''or'" inserted in lieu.

Amendment put and passed.

Ron. Sir JMES MITCHELL: Subelause
2 provides that where the name of an elector
has been incorrectly placed on the roll, the
Divisional Returning Officer may direct the
Registrar to place the name on the correct
roll. Does that mean that the Returning
Officer can correct an incorrect registration
in the office or that he can correct an iucor-
rect claim card?

The Minister for Justice: Yes, he can cor-
rect a wrong registration.

The Minister for Works: It is done fre-
quently.

Clause as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 25 to 27-agreed to.

Clause 28-Lists of convictions to he for-
warded:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Is this
provided for in the Federal Act?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: This
clause coincides with the provisions in our
existing Act.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Can these peo-
pie vote?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: People
who are sentenced for an offence punishable
by 12 months? imprisonment are not en-
titled to vote:

Mr. Sleeman: From the wording of the
Hill anyone serving a sentence of under 12
months is not debarred from voting.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Yes he
is.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 29-agreed to.

Clause .10-Names on roll may be objected
to:

Hon. Sir JAMES MdITCHELL; The pro-
viso sets out that 59. shall be deposited in
respect of each objection lodged. I move an
aniendment-

That ''59.' be struck out and ''2s. 6d1'
inserted in lieu.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
amount of 5su, is provided in the Federal
Act. The object is to prevent frivolous oh-
jections being lodged. In the Central Pro-
vince last year one man lodged a big number
of objections many of which proved futile.
In cases where the objections are upheld,
the amount deposited is refunded. I do not
know that an 'yone should have the right to
lodge numerous objections and put people
to the expense of having to appear before
the court. The amount of 2s. 6d. has ap-
peared in our Act for years, but the Com-
monwealth Act provides for a deposit of 5is.
The desire is to bring about uniformity
as well as to deter people from lodging
frivolous objections and perhaps compelling
others to travel 20 or 30 miles to defend
themselves.

Mr. CHESSoN: I favour the amount of
5s. In the Central Province last year an
individual objected to many names that were
on the roll: Notices were sent out to the
people whose names were objected to, mid
those people were asked to travel to the
Revision Court at Geraldton. Ainny of them,
however, did not receive the notices in time.
If we leave it open to an individual to make
objections, he should be prepared to pay 56.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The mem-
ber for Cue seems to think that objections
are lodged only against people rightly en-
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rolled. Anyone who endeavoured to strike
off the name of a person entitled to be en-
rolled, would deserve to be fined X50, for
such a man would be a scoundrel. Every
possible encouragement should be given to
people to see that the rolls are clean.

The M1INISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
trouble as that some friend may tell another
that a man named Taylor, for instance, should
be off the roll and that person, accepting his
friend's statement, lodges an objection to
the enrolment on payment of the amount.
That is what happens, The obictor does
not make inquiries about it at first.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If that
sort of thing is done, then the person lodging
the objection should be made to sign a de-
claration setting out that it was within his
own knowledge that the elector was not en-
titled to be enrolled.

M1r. Chesson: But these men have organ-
isations behind them

Hon. Sir JAMES MIUTCHELL: If un-
scrupulous people are going about endeav-
our to get people off the roll whose names
should be retained, then they deserve severe
punishment.

Hion. G. Taylor: They ought to be sent
to gaol.

The Premier: A man may tell a friend
that somebody who was 40 miles away was
not entitled to be enrolled. The man accepts
his friend's statement in good faith and
lodges an objection. He cannot make in-
quiries in the circumstances.

Hon. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: My atti-
tude is that the clause should apply only to
the removal of names that should properly
be eliminated from the roll, and therefore
instead of making it difficult, we should make
it easy.

The Minister for Justice: But the clause
indicates that frivolous objections arc re-
ceived, and then the deposit must be for.
feited,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It seeins
to me that we should take steps to protect
the rights of people to have their names re-
tained on the rolls.

The Minister for Justice: There were un-
scrupulous people and this sort of thing was
done.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL : The
Minister sbould provide some adequate pen-
alty for such persons. It should be every-
one's job to get a clean roll.

The Minister for Justice: If a legitimate
objection is lodged, the amount of the de-

posit does not matter because the money is
refunded.

Hon, G. TAYLOR: Any person who
would adopt the method indicated by the
member for Cue, knowing that the person
to whose enrolment he intended to object
'would not receive the form of notification
in time to allow him to prevent his name
being struck off the roll, should be severely
punished. The mere forfeiting of 5is. would
be no punis;hment. Would anyone with a
spark of manhood in him play the game so
low down as that, irrespective of party f eel-
ing or any other consideration? A man of
that sort would be a criminal.

The Mtinister for Works: It is done at
every election.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I hope I will never
be associated with anyone who has ever done
that sort of thing.

The Minister for Works: I have bad to
encounter it in every election during the last
25 years.

Amendment put, and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes .. . .15

Noes . .. .. 19

Majority against .. 4

A
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Sir

Angelo
Brown
George
Griffiths
E. B. Johnston
Lindsi
Mann
James Mitchel

Mr. Obasson
Mr. Collier
Mr. Corerter
Mir. Cunningham
Mr. Heron
Miss Holmnn
Mr. W. D. Johnson
Mr. Kenneally
Mr. Lambert
Mr. Miilington

Mr. Maley
Mr. Ferguson
Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Lathamf

YES.

40CE.

'AM~

Mr North
Mr. Sampson
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. .1. M. Siu
Mir. Stubbs
M r. Taylor
Alr. Richardson

Mauler.)

Mr. Mata
Mr. Panton
Mr. ROWe
Mr. Sleeinan
Mr. Troy
Mr. A. Wanshinough
Mr. Wilicock
Mr. Withers
Mr. Wilson

M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mir.

(fttr.,

Noze.
Corboy
Kennedy
Larnond
Clydesdale

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and pased.

Clauses 31, 32-agreed to.

S.
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Clause 33-Notice of objection:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Sub-
clause 4 means that if a person has been
away for five years and then returns and
has been one day in his electorate, no ob-
jection can be taken to his name being re-
tained on the roll.

The Minister for Justice: Do you suggest
that a man could he away for that length of
time and his name still remain on the roll?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It could
happen. A man might have a nomad form,
even if he 'were in Timbuetoc.

The Minister for Justice: But the sub-
clause distinctly contemplates residence
within the district or subdivision for at least
one month.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It would
be well if the Minister would go into the
clause with the draftsman to see if it could
he improved. It seems to me that if a man
has been out of the electorate for a day he
could be objected to, but the Minister thinks
he must first have been out of the electorate
for a full month.

The Minister for Justice: Unless he has
been atway' a full month, no objection can
he lodged.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well.
the provision can he read either 'way. Will
the Minister go into it with the draftsman?

The Minister for Justice: Yes, all right.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 34--agreed to-

Clause 35--Ditermination of objection:
Hon. Sir JAI[ES MITCHELL: It is

here provided that no name shall be removed
after the issue of the writ for an election
and before the dlosing of the poll at the
election. It is further provided that if any
objection lodged is held by the divisional
returning officer to be frivolous, the person
objected to shall be entitled to an allowance
not exceeding £5, to be awarded as the divi-
sional returning officer thinks fit. This is an
extraordinary provision to place in a Bill.
There ought to be no occasion to pile up
costs, for surely it would be a good answer
if the person objected to sent down a state-
ment signed by, say, a pollee constable.

The Minister for Justice: Of course, the
award would not be as high as £5. No

sensible officer would allow £5 costs in those
circumstanaces.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At all
events, it ought to be a sufficient answer to
the objector. The trouble is that if these
costs are to be allowed, the persons objected
to will pile up unnecessary costs by bring-
ing along witnesses.

Hon. G. Taylor: This should stop people
from objecting.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
think it will. What will happen is that
long before the closing of the rolls, they will
say to the divisional returning officer. "Such
and such a man has left the district; will you
have inquiries madeI" In any ease, this ap-
plies only to frivolous objections.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 36--Appeal to court of summary
jurisdiction:

Hion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Here we
are getting hack to police and resident magis-
trates. Surely any two justices ought to he
capable of hearing these appeals.

The Minister f or Justice: They must be
authorised by the Governor to hear electoral
app~eals.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCH1ELL: If we ap-
point justices to try other offenders and take
away their liberty, we ought to he able to
trust them in cases of this class.

The Minister for Justice: It is a court of
appeal against the decision of the divisional
returning officer, and so it requires to he a
fairly capable court. The ordinary court pre-
sided over by justices would not be a court of
appeal.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But this
is wvhere the appeal first comes before a court
of justice. If justices are not capable of hear-
ing such eases, they should not sit on the
bench at all.

The Minister for Justice: The divisional
returning officer has a full knowledge of the
Acet, and 'we do not want to leave it to an
ordinary justice to say he is wrong.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But it is a
question of fact, not of lair. The whole ques-
tion is as to whether the person objected to
is entitled to be enrolled.

The Minister for Justice: It means an in-
terpretation of the electoral law. It should
not he left to an ordinary justice.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The or-
dinary justice is interpreting the law all the
time, and should be able to interpret the

775



776 [ASSEMBLY.]

electoral law. Of course, we might occasion-
ally get one who would emulate our friend
from Pingelly and sentence a man to a
month's imprisonment.

The Premier: Such a justice ought not to
sit on a court of this kind!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
any two justices ought to be capable of tak-
ing these eases. Occasionally one does hear
of extraordinary decisions by justices. I
remember that a perfectly harmless old chap
was given three months for being tight.

The Premier: At Southern Cross?
H~on. Sir JAMES MITOCHELL: N-o, much

nearer to Perth.
The Premier: Well, I remember that at

Southern Cross the justices gave a man three
months for being- tight. That was worse even
than the judgment of the member for Pin-
gelly.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: However,
I suggest that two justices ought to be cap-
able of doing this work. It is very cunmber-
some to require a court of summary jurisdic-
tion to be constituted by a police or resident
.iagistrate.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 37-agreed to.

Clause 38-Consequential amendments of
principal Act:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL; The Act
provides that a person must live for six
months continuously in Western Australia.
We are now going to alter that to read six
months in Australia.

The Minister for Justice: That is the ef-
fect of it.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It will
mean that residence of one month in an ele-
torate is all that is necessary.

The Minister for Justice: Provided the
claimant has lived for six months in Aus-
tralia.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. Will
that bring our law into line with the Federal
Act?

The Minister for Justice: Yes; an Aus-
tralian is an Australian regardless of the
State in which be lives.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
amending paragraph (c) of Section 17. Does
the Federal Act specify a period of one
month or of 28 days?

The Minister for Justice: One month.
Hon. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: Then we

must adhere to that term. I would prefer to

see the number of days specified as the term
"month" is apt to cause confusion.

The Premier: Jf the number of days were
specified it would be clearer.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Minister, after consideration, thinks it advis-
able to specify the period in days, he will be
able to get the clause recommitted.

Mr. LINDSAY: I move anl amendment-

That the following be inserted to stand as
Subelause 4:-' Paragraph (d) of Section 18
of the principal Act is amended by adding the
following proviso:-'Provided that this see-
tion shall not apply to persons of the Jewish
or the Lebanonian race.' ''

The disqualifications included in Section 18
apply to a person who is an aboriginal native
of Australia, Asia, Africa or the islands of
the Pacific, or a person of the half-blood. The
Commonwealth Act allows Asiatics to vote.
That is not advisable, but persons of the
Jewish or Lebanonian race should be entitled
to vote.'

Mr. M1ANN: The amendment does not
meet all requirements. There are iii Perth
a number of natives of Palestine and Aft.
Lebanon who are naturalised British sub-
jects. Und~er the Federal Act they have a
vote, but under the State Act they are not
entitled to vote.

Hon. C. Taylor: Asiatics are debarred
under our Act.

Mr. MANN; Yes, even though they have
been naturalised.

The Prenier: Suppose you had a real
Asiatic Jew from China or -Japan?

Hon. G. Taylor: Under the amendment he
would have a vote.

The Premier: That is so.
Hon. G. Taylor: A dangerous departure.
Mr. -MANN: Natives of Palestine and of

Mt. Lebanon are naturalised only in ex-
ceptional circumstances.

Mr. Chesson: Monetary?
Mr. MANN: I have in mind a registered

chemist, the chief dispenser at Trouchet's.
He is a white man, born of white parents,
but his birthplace was Mft. Lebanon.
Although he is naturalised, he is not
allowed to vote because he was born in
Asia.

The Minister for Justice: He would not
be an aboriginal native of Asia.

Mr. MANN: He has been notified by the
electoral authorities that he is not entitled
to vote. Here is the provision of the Fed-
eral Act.

Mr. Lindsay: We do not want that.
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Mr. Heron: No.
Mr. MANN: It says -

(e) He is a person to whom a certificate
of naturalisation has been issued under a law
of the Commonwealth or of a State and that
certificate is still in force, or is a person who
obtained British nationality by virtue of the
issue of any such certificate.

The man in question can vote under the
Federal Act because he is naturalised.

Mr. Heron: An Indian can vote under
the Federal Act.

Mr. MANN: He cannot.
M~r. Heron: He can, because he is a British

subject.
Mr. MANN: There are a number of

Indians in the metropolitan area who are
not on the roll.

Mr. Hleron: They may not really be
Indians.

Mr. MANN: They are on the Federal
roll. We are trying to bring our law into
line with that of the Commonwealth.

Ron. 0. Taylor; We do not want that
sort of uniformity.

The Minister for Justice: This House
would not agree to a half-caste having the
right to vote. I did not dare to bring down
that proposal again on this occasion.

Mr. MANN: The man I have in mind is
a white man, born of white parents.

The Msinister for Justice: A half-caste
is a white man's son who may own land and
pay taxes.

M r. MANN: I am speaking of a white
man who can vote under the Federal Act
but not under the State Act.

The Minister for Justice: If he was born
of British parents he would not be an
aboriginal native of Asia.

Hon. G. Taylor: There must be some
other reason for his disqualification.

The Minister for Justice : An English
child born in China is not a Chinaman.

Hon. G. Taylor: If he were, a child born
in a stable would be a horse.

The Premier: That man's parents must
have been aboriginal natives of Asia.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Mr. LINDSAY: I have a new paragraph
to move to stand as paragraph 5.

The CHAIRMAN: That is beyond the
scope of the Bill. We are not dealing with
that particular section of the Act. In any
ease, the bon. member is too late.

Bill reported with amendments.

BILL-NORTHAM MUNICIPAL ICE
WORKS"ACT AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Council
amendment.

without

BILL-HOSPITALS.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed fromn the 30th August.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [8.3] : When
the Bill was introduced reference was made
to the anomalies that existed in respect to
Government and committee hospitals. I
should like to read a few remarks uttered
by a former Colonial Secretary, Mr. F. T.

Broun, when introducing the Hospitals Bill
in 1921. He said-

We have many hospitals managed by the
Government, and in consequence the cost to
the State is proportionately high. The exist-
ing method of subsidising our hospitals is un-
fair. We may have a Government hospital in
one town and alongside of it a committee hos-
pital, the Government hospital being supported
by the Government but the committeo hospital
being merely subsidised, with tile result that
the local ,eqidents have to contribute a con-
siderable proportion of the cost of adminis-
tration of that institution. And this anomaly
obtains; those who make sacrifices in contri-
buting directly to the maintenance of the
committee hospital have also to subscribe by
way of taxation to the maintenance of the
Government hospital.

Later on the late Mr. Boyland, then mem-
her for Kalgoorlie, interjected "Do you tax
only the ratepayers?" The Colonial Secre-
tary replied-

Yes. i should like vecry much to be able to
give (vii'ybody a vote, and to be able to tax
everyIoedy for the maintenanco of hospitals,
but that is almost impossible. It would en-
til :to enormous amount of machinery.

The member for Cue, Mr. Chesson, then
interjected: "You will never make a success
of it until you do that." I feel sure
that members will commend the member for
Cue for that very pertinent interjection.
The member for Murchison (Mr. Marshall)
then interjected "It will never apply up our
way." I take it that this interjection of
the member for Murchison implied support
of the remark that had fallen from the
lips of the member for Cue. When I ad-
dressed the House for a short period on
this Bill a few nights ago I referred to the
difficulties confronting road boards in re-
spedt of the damage caused to their roads
by motor transport. I bad been dealing with
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the matter of the added burden this Bill
may east upon them in respect of the sub-
sidy relating to the provision of hospitals.
I was proceeding to say that there was a
possibiity of the subsidy provided by the
Government, which bad already been reduced
from a maximum of £300 a year to £140
a year, being still further reduced. That
has not actually been stated, but the reply
of the Premier to a question asked earlier
in the session indicated that consideration
was being given to a further reduction. No
words of mine are therefore required to show
that the diffliculties road boards face are
likely to be increased through a further re-
duction in the funds that they have avail-
able for expenditure upon road-making.
Early in his speech the Minister for Health,
in introducing this Bill said "So far as pos-
sible I want everything connected with hos-
pitals to he optional." At a later stage he
said: "There is no provision for taxing
anyone." The main portion of the Bill
actually proposes to throw the cost of hos-
pital services upon the ratepayers of those
districts which decide to erect hospitals. Be-
cause of the service, it wvill be necessary for
the local authority to add to its rates to
secure greater funds in order to carry out
the work. I draw attention to this hecause
if two-thirds of the local authorities in any
locality desire that funds shall be provided
for the construction of hospital buildings,
or for hospital services, the remaining third
shall, without any agreement on its part, he
brought into the scheme.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: And may prefer to
start another hospital altogether.

Mr. SAMPSON: Quite possibly. The
Minister has said that he desires everything
connected wvith hospitals to be optional, and
that there was no provision for taxing any-
one.

Trhe Minister for Health: Which is quite
true.

Mr. SAIlPSON: Later on the Minister
said-

The Bill makes provision for the local
authorities to contribute their share of the
capital cost of the erection of a hospital. That
is purely optional, and the local authorities
mnay ask for the right to do this. We cannot
forct the band of an3y local authority in this
nmatter, and I am not asking for power to do
so.

The Minister further said he could see no
logical objection that could be raised to the
proposal. He said also, referring to the

position when two-thirds of the local authori-
ties approve-
Ail the arbitrary power I am asking for in
thi Bill is that where such a thing hap-
pans--

That is where two-thirds agree.
-the k~inter may compel other local au-
thorities to pay their quota towards the in-
terest and sinking fund of the capital cost of
the institution.

The Minister for Health: Bear half of
the capital cost.

Mr. SAMPSON: When two-thirds agree,
that would leave one-third.

The Minister for Health: To pay interest
and sinking fund on one-half of the capital
clost-

Mr. SAMPSON; These are the words of
the Mfinister, "to pay their quota."

The Minister for Health: That is so, their
quota.

Mr. SAMPSON: Towards the interest and
sinking fund of the capital cost of the in-
stitution. I claim there is nothing optional
4bout that. Should it happen that all the
authorities in the locality agree, it may be
said that everything is in order, and that
no exception can he takten to the position.
There is, however, another viewpoint to be
considered. Let me say before proceeding
that if two-thirds agree, the third party may
be compelled to come in, and power is there-
by taken by the Minister in charge of hes -
pita is to bring this about. The position is
entirely an inequitable one. The rights of
local authorities are being infringed. They
would, in the case to which I have referred,
be required, without any power to object,
to come into a scheme, the effect of wvhich
might be to prevent them from carrying out
the functions for which they have been
established, namely, the construction, main-
tenance, and care of roads.

Mfr. North: Things are bad enough now
for them.

The Mlinister for Health: All local auth-
orities. should maintain their hospitals. It
should not he a Glovernment. function to do
SO.

Mr. SAMUPSON: The M1inister says that
all local authorities should maintain their
hospitals.

The Minister for Health: It is their duty
to do so.

Mr. SAMPS ON: Local authorities al-
ready have their hands full in an endeavour
to provide roads for 'the settlers in order
to get their produce to market. The work
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they have in hand is increasing in volume
year by year, and the income they have in
order to carry out that work is not in comn-
parison with its great importance, and is
decreasing as time goes on. I maintain
that the work that road boards have to
carry out to-day is three times greater than
it was 20 years ago. The Minister says it is
the duty of local authorities to maintain
their hospitals. Let us consider a case where
Government works arc established. Take
Midland Junction, for instance. There
should be a hospital there, and there would
be one if the town were further from Perth.
In that case the ratepayers would be re-
quired to provide a fund to maintain the
institution, but those carrying on the Mid-
land Junction workshops would not be called
upon even to pay rates. The Bill also gives
power to road boards to borrow money for
the construction of, and other works in
connection with, hospitals. All the power
given under the Road Districts Act, 1919,
it is proposed to confer upon hospital
boards in order to prov'ide these services.
The borrowing power in the Road Districts
Act was given mainly for the construction
of roads, but the Minister feels that that
power should be used partly for hospital
service. It is a limited power, and already
many road boards have taken advantage of
its full extent. The power asked for is--

The Minister for Health; I know of
only one road board in the whole of West-
ern Australia, and I believe there is only
one, that has not asked for this provision;
and up to date only one road board has ob-
jected to it.

Mr. SAMPSON: I think the Minister
wvill find that many will object in view ofl
the two-thirds majority being sufficient to
bring in the whole; that is to say, two-
thirds in any district. The Bill proposes to
empower local authorities to expend up to
10 per cent. of their income on hospital ser-
vice. Under the Roads Districts Act there
is already power to subsidise hospitals-

A Igaid may, subject to this Act, subsidise
any district nrsing s ystem or hospital, public
or private, for the reception of the sick estab-
lished within or without its district or any
duly qutalified medical practitioner, and may
join with ant local authority in the exercise of
any quchll~ r

Surely that is sufficient so far as local au-
thorities are concerned.

The 'Minister for Health: It is not suffi.-
cient, because unier the Municipalities Act

municipal councils have no such power.
This Bill merely legalises the doing, by
municipalities, of what road boards already
have power to do.

.Mr. SAMPSON: The personnel of a
road board varies from year to year, and it
is easily conceivable that at some particular
stage that personnel might agree to come
into a hospital scheme, thereby providing
for an indefinite period, in fact permanently,
an amount of up to 10 per cent. of its rev-
enue for hospital service, and the successors
of that personnel would be committed to the
expenditure of that proportion. I submit
it would be wrong to give that power, par-
ticularly as hospital service is not a func-
tion for which road boards were especially
created.

The Minister for Health: It should be,
though.

Mr. SA-MPSON: I admit that hospital
service is of great importance, but there is
a better mode whereby that service can be
provided. Under the Bill, I note, the cost
of relief provided in connection with in-
mates of a home or a hospital constitutes
a debt, and it would be possible for legal
recourse to be had in order to secure pay-
ment. In somec cases that might be a pro-
per proceeding, but a good deal of care
would need to he taken in the exercise of
the power, as otherwise it might easily be-
come a burden.

The Minister for Health: There is al-
ready such a power as regards asylums.

Mr. SAMPSON: I know that at present
the power does rot exist regarding most
hospitals. Howvever, that is a matter as to
which them are certainly two viewpoints.
Now I wish to deal with the reference in
the same clause to the hospital treatment
of aborigines. The clause aims at making
it obligatory on the aboriginal's employer to
become responsible for any debt incurred
in respect of hospital service. That is an
entirely new principle.
.The Minister for Health: It is not; it

operates to-day.
Mr. SAMPSON: I do not know where.
The Minister for Health: No employer

of an aboriginal can get a permit without
undertaking, in the permit, to do what the
clause provides; so the hon. member need
not worry about that.

Mr. SAMPSON: It appears inequitable
that because an aboriginal is employed, no
matter for how short a period, the employer
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shall become liable for the payment of hos-
pital service received by the aboriginal.

The Minister for Health: If the abori-
ginal is good enougb to be employed, he
certainly should be good enough. to be
looked after if he becomes sick.

Mr. SAMTNPSON: Certainly, but why
should the employer be the responsible
party? Anyone who is sick should receive
hospital service. When a white employee
becomes sick, does his employer assume re-
sponsibility for the payment of hospital
feesI

31r. Marshall: In many cases that would
be so.

Mr. Davy: Under the Workers' Comapen-
sation Act the employer becomes respon-
sible; then why put it in this measure?

Mr. SA]UPSON: The service referred to
is not limited to treatment for accident,
as in the case of the Workers' Compensa-
tion Act, but refers to all medical service.
The Bill says that if an aboriginal is em-
ployed. the payment for any hospital ser-
vice given to him becomes an obligation on
the employer, and not for a limited period
but for all time.

The Minister for Health: While the
aboriginal is employed.

Mr. SAMPSON: His employment may
have extended fiver a few days, or even
over a Low years, and be may go into hos-
pital and become permanently incapaci-
tated. Then there is a permanent respon-
sibility on the employer for payment of the
account.

Mr. Marshall: Do you suggest that the
State should supply cheap or free black
labour to those who desire iT

My. SAMPSON: I have not said one
word about free labour or black labour, hut
have been endeavonring to criticise the in-
troduction of a new principle, the drawing
of a colour line, as it were, in respect of
payment for hospital service.

Mr. Chesson: The drawing of a humane
line.

Mr. SAMPSON: Humanity demands
that the people, and that is the Govern-
ment, should provide hospital service for
the sick. I know the Minister for Health
would be one of the first to see that hos-
pital service was provided for a sick per-
son. But in the case of an aboriginal the
Minister seeks, to east upon the employer,
the last employer, of the aboriginal the
duty of paying his hospital expenses.

The Minister for Health: Awful!l
Mr. SAIMPSON: Net awful, but inequit.

able.
Mr. Marshall: Well1 he can stand the

responsibility 1
Mr. SAMPSON: The responsibility in

connection with the aboriginal is the samne as
the responsibility in connection with the
white man. A former Colonial Secretary,
Mr. F. T, Broun, frequently spoke of the
marked anomalies existing between a som-
mit~ee hospital and a Government hospital.
Committee hospitals have to face difficulties
that do not con-front Government hospitals.

The Minister for Health: What difficul-
tiesI

Mr. SAMPSON: I have previously given
the Minister that information.

Tite Minister for Health: Your statements
have been indefinite. Give us definite infor-
miation.

Mr. SAMPSON: Shall I read out the
infotmation again?

Mr. Marshall: No. That would be
tedious repetition.

Mr. SAMPSON: 'Mr. Broun said in
1921-

We may hovlve a Government hospital in one
town and alongside of it a committee hospital,
the Government hospital being supported by
the Government, but the committee hospital
being merely subsidised, with the result that
the local residents have to contribute a con-
siderable proportion of the cost of adminis-
tration of that institution.

There is an anomaly. Why should a hos-
pital in the electorate of the member for
Avon (Mfr. Griffiths), say at Kellerherrin, he
required to secure, so much assistance from
the people of the district-even though they
supply it willingly and gladly-whilst at
Narrogin the Government provide the neces-
sary funds and there is not the same respon-
sibility on the loval people.

The Minister for Lands: That applies at
Northam, Geraldton and elsewhere.

Mr. SAM.~PSON: Yes. Between the corn-
mittee hospital and the Government hospital
there is a great difference, which I need not
stress further, as I am sure the Minister for
Health knows the position thoroughly.

The Minister for Lands: You knew it,
too.

Mr. SAMPSON: Yes, but I never agreed
with it; it always seemed to me most in-
equitable. The system is difficult to alter,
but I looked forward to the bringing down
of a measure which might make it possible
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to give equal consideration to all these
people. Take the Leonora hospital: the
Leonora people are hard put to it to keep
the hospital open; and that applies also to
the hospitals at Mount Morgans, Laverton,
Cue and many other places. Everyone who
knows anything of the circumstances gives
eredit to those responsible for providing
funds, but I say again that the position is
unfair. On the one side the Government
provide the fund., and on the other the com-
mittee provide the fuads, and the people
of the towns in which there are commit-
tee hospitals are taxed equally with
those in the towns in which Govern-
ment hospitals are established. To come
back to the Bill, payment for hospital treat-
ment of parents may he enforced against
any adult child. One sees how easily a diffi-
cult position might be created there. A
young married man with a growing family
is to be called upon to support his aged
parents. I feel certain that if he were able
to support them, lie would in nine eases out
oiten do so; but if the proposed power is
given and he is to be levied upon, harassed,
quite possibly at position of difficulty may
arise. The power might be used; I hope it
would not be, but in my opinion to insert
such a power in an Act would be unwise.
I cannot conceive of any adult child in a
position to assist his aged parents who would
not dd6 it if his means permitted. If he is
to he compelled to find funds for the care
of his parents when those funds are required
for his wife and children, no benefit will
result.

The Mlinister for Health: Do you think
any Minister would attempt to do such a
thing 7

Mr. SAMPSON: Another clause provides
that where an amounit is owing for hospital
service, legal recourse shall be had to cel-
lect it. That is sufficient to upset people
who are already worried.

The Minister for Health: Do you want
the Bill to go through with all outstanding
hospital dues wiped off The Bill merely
legalises debts that are owing- to hospitals
at present. Surely you will giqve US a chance
to collect them.

Mr. SAMPSON: The power to compel
an adult child to pay for the care of his
parents in some hospital or institution is an
extremely dangerous power to give.

[2-9]

The Minister for Health: If the adult
child, having the means, refuses to do it, he
should be made to do it.

Air. SAMPSON: That is all very well.
The person who can do it requires no legis-
lative compulsion.

The" Minister for Health: I know differently
from that. As Minister I have written to
one man demanding payment, and received
it reply that my correspondent was receiving
only £4 Th . per week, and that he hoped I
would therefore grant his mother 9s. per
wveek assistauce. That man has no responsi-
bilities, no family of his own.

Mr, SAMPSON: Such a ease would be
exceptional. Mfy experience of that class of
man prompts me to say that no matter what
power was enacted, be would still refuse to
pay. On the other hand, those more humane
and more considerate would worry them-
selves in the desire to find money towards
the payment of their parents' hospital fees,
whereas their incomes were realy insufficient
to provide for the needs of their own wives
and children.

Mr. Marshall: The clause can be abused;
that is the great trouble.

ktr. SAMPSON: I am not a recent con-
vert to the idea that the State has a duty
to those who are sick. It is equally im-
portant that hospital services shall be
provided for those who are sick, as it is
that educational facilities shall be pro-
vided for the public generally. If limita-
tion of funds necessitated considerations
of economy, surely the funds available for
education, much as we value it, should be
reduced rather than those available for
the assistance of the sick. Ia 1922 a
Royal Commission was appointed to in-
vestigate muatters in connection with our
hospitals. In a summary attached to their
report the Commission who, by the way,
brought in a unanimions recommendation in
favour of a tax of a penny in the pound
on all income, to be collected at the source,
had this to say-

It will be obvious that legislation is neces-
sary to provide some common policy and basis
for the hospital and medical services of the
State, antl also to provide some scheme whiere-
by the financing of these services may be upon
a reasonably adequate basis. It is not right
that the sick portion of the community should
be in any way jeopardised or should suffer
for lack of reasonable funds, nor is it right
that those responsible for the maintenance of
these humanitarian institutions should be con-
tinually harassed by the knowledge that the
financial position is very insecure. We are in.
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formed that on more than one occasion the
boards of management of certain of the larger
liospitaks havc seriously contemplated the
necessity of closing down certain ward;, if
necessary funds could not be forthcoming.

We have beard that on many occasions.
Every Minister has felt sincere regret that
the exigencies of the public purse required
that people should be continually appealed
to in efforts to secure sufficient funds. All
manner of stunts and appeals are resorted
to in efforts to drag in money to keep the
hospitals working properly.

The Minister for Health: Do you thinlk
if we had a tax of a penny in the pound on
all incomes that would return suficient to
maintain all the hospitals in the State,
without anything else?

Mr, SAMPSONK : I would not like to
answer that question offhand, but I cer-
tainly think that in addition to what is
already provided, that money would be
sufficient not only for all hospital and medi-
cal services but for research work as wpil.
I contend that that research work can
properly be carried out by those associated
with our public hospitals. When a hospital
Bill was introduced by the then Colonial
Secretary, Mr. F. T. Broun, it was read a
second time and referred to a Royal Com-
mission. Before that decision was arrived
at, the then deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion, Hon. W. C. Angwin, passed a scathing
comment upon the measure. I could wish
that the present Minister for H~ealth would
recall the remarks of Mr. Angwin for
-whom we all had the greatest respect.
That Bill was on somewhat similar lines to
that introduced by the present Minister
for Health, but it was not nearly so drastic,
coercive or inequitable in its provisions.
Yet Mr. Angwiu, iu referring to Mr.
Broun's Bill, said--"lt is the most dis-
graceful Bill ever introduced into this
House."1 I am younger than Mr. Angwin,
so myn language must be more moderate.
Nevertheless I feel I wvould be wanting in
my duty as a member of this Chamber if
I failed to draw attention to some of the
undesirable and improper features of the
Bill. I hope the House will not approve
of it and that the Bill will be defeated on
the second reading. I trust that subse-
quently the Minister, realising the import-
ance of hospital services, will decide on a
hospital tax.

The Minister for Ilealth: But I will have
to introduce a Bill to secure control, just
as I have to now.

11r. SAMIPSON: We do not want the
Minister to increase the responsibilities
road boards have now to shoulder, by add-
ing others they should not he called upon tc
bear. There are other features of the Bill
that eould very well be eliminated. I be-
lieve that if a hospital tax were introduced,
every member would feel a glow of satis-
faction in supporting it,believing that they
were doing something in the interests of
their fellow -citizens. In the 1922 Bill, pro-
vision was made for free hospital services
for anyone in receipt of not more than fC1
a week. That seemed a very proper and
considerate provision. If we are to pro-
gress and the fathers and mothers of fami-
lies in Western Australia are to enjoy the
freedom from anxiety that should be thei-r
lot, then they should know that hospital
service was available for them. They
should realise that no matter what services
had to be restricted, those required for
hospitals and nursing would be available to
everyone. If the Minister will introduce
a Bill having for its object the provision
of funds for hospital services, it will
probably receive 'the unanimous support
of the House.

The Minister for Health : How many
clauses in the Bill before us now were not
contained in the Bill you introduced?

Mr, SA.MPSON: The only similar clauses
are those relating to placing hospital legis-
lation on a proper basis, and they occur in
the early part of the mneasure. Those
clauses are comparatively innocuous, but in
the subsequent parts of the Bill, the Min-
ister has cut deeply into established prin-
ciples of equity. He has sought to throw
the burden of an aged parent upon an adult
child who possibly may already have
renter financial burdens than he is able
to carry. The Minister desires that I
should indicate where the Bills vary. The
present Bill is as dissimilar as possible.
lIt does not seek to do what my Bill
attempted.

The Minister for Health: Your Bill at-
tempted to raise £C130,000 and-

'Mr. 1PA13P SON: I acknowledge that bad
point about the Bill, but the Minister could
bring down a Bill eliminating that feature
and it -would he supported heartily by the
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House. I oppose the second reading of
the Bill.

MR. E. B. JOHNSTON (William&.Nar-
rogin) [8.41]: All members of the House
appreciate the desire of t-hc Government to
place our hospitals on a good footing. Per-
sonally I appreciate the work carried out,
and the interest displayed, by the present
Minister for Health in connection with out
hospitals. One of his first actions was to
build a hospital in my electorate.

Mr, Marshall: You always seem to be
lucky when the Labour Party come into
power.

Mr. B. B. JOHNSTON: There always
.seemed to be delay in regard to that matter
until the present Minister came into office.
Because of his interest in hospital work, I
had expected a better Bill from the
Minister. He has referred to it as a
machinery measure and to the extent that
it is such, I agree with him. I am with
him in 'his desire to put the hospitals
on a proper basis, and to legalise their
work. Unfortunately it appears to me
that the Minister's Bill also introduces
a policy of Government control over
hospital hoards. That is a new- feature
in this State.

The Minister, for Health:- There is no such
control indicated.

'Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Throughout the
State we hare our hospital committees, and
wherever they are at work they have been
appointed by the local subscribers. They
are very good committeeb, and work splen-
didly. The Minister has got on very well
with them and as they are at present consti-
tuted-

The Minister for Health: So they will
remain under the Bill, except that their pow-
ers will be legalised.

MAr. E. B. JOHNSTON: But they are at
present appointed by the subscribers.

The Minister for Health: And so they
will be.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: No, the Minister
will appoint them. I have read the Bill, and
it sets out clearly that the Minister will ap-
point hospital committees.

The Mini,.ter for Health: Nothing of the
kind.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I am not allowed
to deal with the clauses of the Bill at this
stage, but it is clearly stated that the Min-
ister has to appoint the hospital committees.

The subscribers who contribute the money
should have that right,

Alr. Chesson: And those people will in-
sist upon appointing the board.

The Alinister for Health: And no one
will interfere with them.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I am surprised
at the attempt of the Government to take
away that power from the local people and
to give it to officials in Perth.

The Minister for Health: Nothing of the
kind.

Air. E. B. JOHNST0jX: I do not know
what is in the Minister's mind, but merely
what is set out in the Bill. It is provided
that hospital hoards shall have a proper
legal status, with power to sue. I quite
agree with that. I was amazed to hear the
Minister state that hospital boards have not
possessed that power. They should have it,
and that principle will certainly be supported
by members on the Opposition eros-benches.
As to the local authorities having legal power
to contribute towards the erection of hospi-
tals, it was explained that road boards al-
ready had that power. At Wyaleatchem, for
instance, the local road board floated a
special loan in order to contribute the board's
share towards the erection of a hospital. I
think it is proper that municipalities should
have the same power that road boards pos-
seas in that respect. A provision of the
Bill to which I particularly object is that
jn regard to the Minister's power to select
a certain number of local governing authori-
ties as suitable for the suppart of a hospital
and the power to take a referendum amongst
them on the question, the minority to be
bound by the wishes of the majority re-
garding the contributing of support to at
particular hospital. The Minister or his
officials may make a mistake in including a
particular local authority in the list of those
it is thought should contribute to that par-
ticular hospital. Hie may take six local
authorities, four of which akre assoeiatrd
with that particular hospital geographically
or by reason of commercial interests, and
would glady support it. But the other
two road boards might prefer a hos-
pital of their own, or alternatively, to
con tribute to another hospital altogether.
Then we have the position that four
road boards whose ratepayers would natur-
ally gravitate to that centre and whose
sick people would use a particular hospital,
all agreeing to support it; and two other
road boards, closer to another district or
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another hospital, would be compelled, as the
result of the majority vote, to contrihute
to a hospital that they would not use and
did not require, while in any event they
would prefer to devote their money to an-
other hospital altogether. In my own elec-
torate to-day there is one road hoard that
some people think should contribute to an
adjacent hospital. That board lies between
two hospital areas. Many of the ratepayers
are much closer to another hospital. The
ratepayers and the whole of the members
of that board would gladly contribute either
to a hospital of their own or else to one
of two other hospitals. Yet the Minister
might take a referendum of three local au-
thorities and two of them say "Yes."

The Minister for Health: They, not 1,
have to act.

Mr. E. B. JOHN STON: But you put in a
board that does not want anything to do
with it.

The Minister for Health: Not unless I get
a requisition.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: But you make
a board that does not want to do so support
a particular hospital; and you say that if
two out of three local authorities in an area
want to support a particular hospital, the
third body also must support that hospital.
That is most clearly set out in the
Bill, and it is quite unjustifiable. Take
the Kuhin district. The people of
that district want a 'hospital of.
their own. If they cannot get that, they
are divided in opinion as to whether they
prefer to support the Wickepin hospital or
the Narrogin hospital. They should have
the right to exercise that choice.

The Minister for Health: So they have.
"Uir. E. B. JOHNSTON: Yet under the

Bill they might be told that they have to
go to an existing hospital on the northern
side of them.

The Minister for Health: They would not
-'he told anything of the kind.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Well why should
the Bill so clearly set out that if a re-
ferendum he taken and two or three local
authorities wish to support a partcular hos-
pita1 the third one will have to send its
money in that directions

The Minister for Health: The principal
example of that is in your own electorate.
You know the circumstances very well.
There are four road boards that desire a
hospital, but thc Narrogia Road Board ob-
ject.

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON: That is a dif-
ferent case altogether. That is not the one
I have referred to.

The Minister for Health: Narrogin can-
not get a hospital unless they agree.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON, If the Kuhin
people prefer to contribute to the Wickepin
hospital or to the Narrogin hospital or to
a hospital of their own, surely they should
he pcriitted to do so.

The Minister for Hlealth: Certainly.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON:- Yet I have heard

it said repeatedly that the desire of the de-
partment is to make them contribute to an
exsting hospital at Kondinin, which they
do not wish to do. At any rate, if
the Minister says the board must con-
tribute to a hospital, that is sufficient.
We should then let the board say
which existing hospital they prefer to
Support. Let them send their money in
that direction if they wish, but do not com-
pel them to contribute to a hospital they are
out of sympathy with and do not wish to
support.I

The Minister for Health: That is certainly
not going to happen.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: It seems to me
we abrogate the principle of local govera-
meat altogether if we do not let the local
authorities say which hospital they will sup-
port. If the Minister were to say, "You
have to support a hospital," I could under-
stand it; but I cannot understand his saying
that because three out of four local authori-
ties wish to support a particular hospital,
the fourth one also must support it,

The Minister for Health: Would you say
that-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must address the Chair. No member is
entitled to say "You cannot. do this or that."
It is the rule of the House that hon. mem-
bers when speaking shall address other
members as "the hon. member."

Air. E. B3. JOHNSTON: At any rate,
the position the Minister referred to at
Narrogin is entirely different. I am sure if
the Minister gave the local authorities
near Narrogin the option of contributing
to a public hospital they would choose the
Narrogin Public Hospital in those circum-
stances. The Minister could permit his
Bill to be altered so as to give the local
authority the right to contribute to which
hospital they thought fit, without in any way
affecting the position at Narrogin. But it
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would be possible-I am not suggesting that
the Minister would do it-that a referendum
be taken of three or four local authorities,
4nd one of themn would be compelled to con-
tribute to the sunpport of a hospital that
they did not wish to use. It would ho much
better if the )linister so altered the Bill
that even if he made a board contribute to
a hospital, the board could say to which hos-
pital their contributions should go or could
devote their funds to at hospital of their own.

.MR. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [8.53]: The
Minister said the Bill was mostly a machin-
ery measure. With that I agree. One thing
remarkable to me is that it is proposed to
alter the name from "committee hospitals"
to "hospitals controlled by a board." Yet
we have a clause that deals with quite a
number of committee hospitals. The prin-
cipal innovation in the Bill gives the road
boards certain powers in respect of certain
hospitals. I agree that the road boards in
some eases have asked for it, but I hope the
Minister is not going to carry out the sug-
gestion that local authorities should be asked
to tax themselves to maintain the hospitals
in any given district. I do not think they
should he asked to do such a thing, for then
only a section of the people would contri-
bute. Some of the boards are doing that at
present. Where committee hospitals exist-
in my electorate there are no Government
hospitals--we have to find practieally the
whole of the money to maintain the hos-
pitals. It is a very great drain on the people
in small districts.

The Minister for Health: There is not in
your district any hospital that does not get
a subsidy.

Mr. LINDSAY: I will deal with subsi-
dies later. It k, a great drain on people in
a small centre to maintain a hospital in a
large district. We have asked for these
powers, and to a certain extent are using
them under the existing Road Districts Act.
The Minister has enlarged those powers to
allow us to use up to 10 per cent of our
rates, but I hope that a more even distribu-
tion of Government funds 'will be made be-
tween committee hospitals and Government
hospitals in the future. I have here certain
figure to quote. The Minister is not re-
sponsible for them. They are all I have
been able to get, and they deal with the year
1923. It is remarkable that we have Gov-
ernment hospitals scattered all over the State,

and the people in the districts where 'those
hospitals are pay no money for their main-
tenance, Yet in an adjacent district people
have to find money to maintain committee
hospitals. Why the York hospital should be
a Government hospital, and the Beverley hos-
pital a committee hospital, I do not know.
The Minister is most enthusiastic on the sub-
ject of hospitals. I beard him make an inter-
esting speech at the opening of the nurses'
quarters at Wyalkatchem. He said he
wanted to see a hospital spirit in the dis-
trict. I agree with that. At every com-
mittee hospital certain members of the
committee make it their business, not only
to visit the hospital and chat with the
patients, but also to create a hospital spirit
amongst other people of the district. Hos-
pitals, of course, are absolutely necessary.
I have been connected with one for 18
years. When we start a hospital, the more
we pay for the building of it, the more we
have to pay to enlarge it. So it is a con-
tinual drain upon the people of the district.
The Bill proposes to give road boards cer-
tain powers. I am afraid there is going
to be serious trouble there, for each little
centre wants its own hospital. There is no
road board in the wheat belt that would
voluntarily pay money to erect or main-
tain a hospital in some other area. The
Wyalkatchem hospital serves an area. of
country extending up to 80 miles or more.
We bring in patients from all over that
district; but when it comes to making up a
deficiency in the finances of that hospital
it has to be contributed by a few people
within eight or ten miles of the spot. In
my district during the last two years we
have spent something like £2,300 in doub-
ling the capacity of the hospital; and since
the work was finished we have had to find
another £1,500 to again increase its
capacity. The Minister asked the member
for Swan in what way did committee hos-
pitals have more responsibility than Gov-
ernment hospitals. I will answer the ques-
tion. A committee hospital in a certain
town has a great deal more responsibility
than any other Government 'hospital in
that town. We do get a certain subsidy
from the Government, but it is very small.
I do not know if the Minister has any
definite scale. I have made inquiries, but
so far I have not had any information on
the subject. I have here a pamphlet issued
in 1923. it is evidently a Government
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pamphlet, for it was issued by the Govern-
ment Printer. I have not yet found out
how it came to be issued. It contains the
beading "Medical Funds in Relation to the
Proposed Scheme." so I assume that it was
printed in connection with some previous
medical scheme. According to this pamph-
let we have 21 Government hospitals in
country districts-that is, apart from the
Perth, the Fremantle and the Children's
hospitals-an 1 28 committee hospitals, to-
gether with several cottage hospitals. The
pamphlet contains a column that deals with
subscriptions, donations and special efforts.
Of the 20 Government hospitals in the
State not one penny is shown as having
been collected ander that heading. Taking
the committee hospitals, on the other hand,
every committee has collected a certain
amount. That is what I had in mind when
I said that committee-run hospitals have
greater responsibilities than have Govern-
ment hospitals. The committees find that
they have to raise funds to make up the
deficiency. At the Wyalkatehemn hospital
the average number of beds is seven and
the amount of the subsidy is £150.

Mr. Mann: Is the Kununoppin hospital
a cottage hospitalI

Mr. LINDSAY: It is not shown in this
pamphlet, but it is really a cottage hos-
pital. The expenditure on the Kalgoorlie
hospital was £C11,824, the patients' fee%
amounted to £3,314 and the Government
found £8,510. That is a large sum of
money for the Government to have to find.
In other words, about one-third of the cost
of running the hospital came from patients'
fees and the remaindier came from the
Government. The cost of running the York
hospital was £1,680; nothing was collected
by way of subscriptions, donations, etc..
£504 was received from patients' fees, and
£1,086 was received by way of subsidy
from the Government. The average num-
ber of beds in that hospital was five. Does
not that seem remarkable? Is there not
something wrong with the scheme of
financing hospitals when that can occur?
At Beverley, situated only a few miles
from York, the cost of running the hospital
was £1,894: the amount collected by way'
of subscriptions was £432, patients' fees.
amounted to £E655, and the Government
subsidy was £200, the average numaber of
beds occupied being three. Although the
average number of beds occupied in the
Beverley. hospital was only three, as corn-

pared with five at York, the patients' fees
at Beverley amounted to £655 and the
patients' fees at York to only £e594.

The Minister for Health: Do you know
that out of the £635 paid by patients at
Beverley, more than two-thirds came from
the mnaternity section and there was no
maternity section at York hospital9

Mr. LINDSAY: I. do not know that.
The Bruce Hock hospital received a subsidy
of £C150, the number of beds was four,
patients' fees amounted to £349, and the
amount collected by way of subscriptions
was £3552. As to committee hospitals, there
is nothing definite regarding the amounts
they are to receive. I gathered from the
Minister's speech dint each committee hos-
pital recived a subsidy aceording to the
number of beds occupied. That may be so
to-day, lbat according to the pamphlet it
was not so in 1923. The cost (if running
the Cue-Day Dawn hospital was £1,019,
the amount collected by way of subscriptions
wvas £199, patients' fees totalled £108, and
the Government subsidy was £700, while the
number of beds was three. So Cue-Day
Dawn received considerably more by way of
Government subsidy than did Beverley. is
that any incentive to the people in the Bev-
erley district to collect money and keep their
hospital up to date? There are many other
anomalies to which I could direct attentio4,.
but my object is to show that no definite
system has been adopted by any Govern-
ment to place the people of the State on an
equal footing as regards hospital facilities.
So far as possible they should be placed on
an equal footing. It is no encouragement to
the hospital committee at Kellerberrin, who
receive £160 a year for an average of seven
patients, to find out that another hospital
is getting £700 for ant average of only three
beds.

Mr. Chesson: That is not true.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Mr. Speaker,

may I ask if an lion. member can say the
member for Toodyny has made an untrue
statement It may be an inaccurate state-
ment.

Mr. SPEAKER: I (lid not iinderstand the
member for Cue to accuse the member for
Toodyny of making an untrue statement.
I thought he questioned the statemient tint
the lion. member quoted.

Mr. Chesson: That is correct. I simply
said the statement was untrue.

Mr. LINDSAY: This pamphlet is headed,
"Hospital Revenue and Expenditure, 1923."1
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Lhave mentioned the year 1923 about i10
times. it is not my statement; I am quot-
ing from a Government pamphlet. The pain-
phiet says that the expenditure on the Cue-
Day Dawn hospital in 1923 was £1,019, sub-
scriptions, donations and special efforts pro-
duced £199, patients' fees £-108, while funds
from the State amounted to £700. Of other
revenue there was £12. 'The average nuin-
her of beds occupied was three. If the mem-
ber for Cue wishies to say that the statement
is not correct, I reply that it is a statement
issued in a public document, and I am pre-
pared to say it is true.

The Minister for Health: It wasm true at
the time.

.1r. LINDSAY: I have no doubt about
that. I have endeavoured to get up-to-dale
information on the same lines. 1 should like
the Minister to tell us if a similar publics-
tion is issued every year. So far as I hive
been able to ascertain, the officials of the
House have not an up-to-date copy of that
informaition, and I believe that similar infor-
muation has not been issued since. It is most
interesting information to the people con-
nected with the hospitals, and members of
the House should be entitled to the latest
figures. it shows the anomalies that ex-
isted in 1923, and, so far as I am aware.
those anomalies exist to-day. If they do
not exist to-day, the Minister shoul give
us the information. I repeat it is not fair
to ask certain sections of the community
to tax themselves for the maintenance of
their hospitals and devote much time to ar-
ranging, entertainments, etc., in order that
mnedical facilities may be provided, while
the people in other districts are doing notih-
ing. I shall support the second reading-
of the Bill, though it contains some anomt-
alies. I do not like the suggestion of the
Minister that the local authorities should
be responsible for the upkeep of hospitals.
I hope that does not mean that the Minister
intends to reduce the subsidies. I hope it is
not intended that the local governing bodies
are to be givens additional power to expend
their revenue on the upkeep of hospitals.I
should have liked a measure framed on dif-
ferent lines, one that would tax the whole of
the people of the State for the upkeep or
hospitals. There is one clause to which I
wish to direct attention. I have mentioned
that our hospitals are called committee hos-
pitals. Under the Bill, however, the whole
of the hospitals are evidently to be run:y
boaerdsn.

The Minister for Health: A. committee will
be constituted a board.

Mr. LINDSAY: The Minister said that
a hospital hoard would not be appointed by
the Government but would be elected by
the subscribers. There is nothing in the
mecasure to show that that will be so. The
Bill states that the Minister may appoint a
hoard and may ask a hoard to go out of
office, but there is nothing to show that the,
people or the subscriber-s will have the right
to elect a hoard.

31r. Griffiths: Is not the appointment by
tlie Minister to be only temporaryt

Mr. LINDSAY: After the first appoint-
ment has been made there should be macbin-
e~ry to provide for the appointment of a
board by the subscribers.

The Minister for Health: The committees
are appointed in that way now.

Mr. SPEAKER: [ may point out to the
hon., member that that matter can be dealt
with in Committee.

Alr. LINDSAY: I bhIOUld like to know
wvhether hospital commnittees uinder this meus-
aire will have the power to sue for money
owing. I have read the Bill carefully and
I doubt whether the existing hospital com-
mittees will have the power to sue that is
enjoyed by Government hospitals. If it is
not clearly provided for in the measure,
I shall move an amendment to the effect that
that power shall be exercised by hospitals
mentioned in the schedule. If the Minister
intends to appoint more than one road board
to deal with the work of a hospital, let mec
warn him that he is tackling a question that
the people in the country have to handle
very gently. It is fine to have one district
showing spirit and fighting its own battle
and being rather jealous of another district,
but if the people of a district 25 miles away
are asked to tax themselves to support a
hospital in another centre, it will not he
successful. T should not like a minority to
be forced to tax themselves if they are op-
posed to the idea of providing a hospital
in sonmc other district.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
Ihn) [9.13]: We can consider this Bill,
as we do most Bills, in Committee, but there
is something to be said before the Bill
reaches the Committee stage. Something
that I shall have to soy I arn afraid will
not be very pleasing to the Minister.

The Minister for Health: It will not be
offensive, anyhow.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The ties to assist in the erection of buildinars and
inister is very enthusiastic in this work;

in fact I think he has allowed his enthu-
siasmn to ran away with him a little. The
Minister has a profound belief in his own
judgment, and under this measure he pro-
poses to do things that he should not do,
but should leave to other people. He is
going to transfer from the Government to
the local authorities the responsibility for
p~roviding certain funds towards the cost of
erecting hospitals. The local authorities
will provide fronm their ordinary revenue
money with which to run hospitals. I sup-
pose they' will be subsidised. It is impos-
sible that the contributions of the local auth-
orities will be sufficient to meet all the
charges for the work of a hospital. There
is no provision in the measure for the ex-
penditure of funds other than the funds con-
tributed. I understand that the 'Minister
under his entertainment tax gets about
£50,000 a year.

The M1inister for Health: 1 wish I did.
Hon. Sir JAMIES 21JITCHELL: I under-

stand that from the remarks of my friend.
The Minister for Health: Your friend

made that statement?
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I sup-

pose that would be available for country
hospitals. in the metropolitan area the Gov-
ernment have always spent large sums of
money on hospitals, a far greater propor-
tion than has been spent on the outer dis-
tricts. Many cases, of course, come in from
the outer districts to this hospital. Not only
are the hospitals used by people in the
metropolitan area, but to a large extent by
persons all over the.State. We seem always
to have relieved the people of the metro-
politan area from any need to contribute to
these hospitals. The metropolitan local
authorities wvill escape under this Bill. I
do not know whether the Minister realises
that road boards are expected to do far more
in the way of road upkeep than they ever
did in the past notwithstanding the enor-
mous sums of Federal and State money that
are being spent on roads. There must be a
great number of motor ears in the State.
We spend about a million pounds a year in
petrol, and each gallon takes a motor car
20 miles along the road. One can well
understand bow it is our roads are knocked
about, and how impossible it is for the local
authorities with their limited funds to keep
them in anything like order. Now the Gov-
erneit are going to ask the local vuthori-

in the running of hospitals. No doubt the
Minister intends that the ratepayers or
someone shall suggest suitable people for
appointment to the hospital boards, but he
does not provide for any election by the
local authorities from those wvho subscribe
the money. He can consult them. He takes
power to appoint, remove and to control
absolutely, these hospital boards. He gives
them power to make by-laws and to regulate
the conduct of the hospitals, but in the final
clause of the Bill he says, "I will make
model by-laws for you." He iuay sa ' to any
hospital board, "It does not matter about
your own regulations; these are wine, and
you will jolly well have to adopt them."

The Minister for Health: The Bill says
wre may make uniform regulations for the
lot.

Hon. Sir JAMES 2\I1rCHELL: Whether
they like them or not. The Minister will
say, "Here you are; take them." This Bill
is like another we have had before us. In
effect it says,,"This shall be the law unless
the Minister otherwise determines."

The Minister for Health: I do not think
the people have much to fear so far as hos-
pitals are concerned. They are very satis-
fied for the most part.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I dare-
say they are well satisfied with the Minister.
I do not know why they should not be. Of
course they do not know him very well.

The Minister for Health: They know me
better than they have known any other Min-
ister. I have more often been round the
hospitals than any other Minister, and have
given them a little more money, too.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL::No doubt
he has devoted a good deal of his time and
thought to hospitals. He has done a great
deal of work, as every Minister must do if
he wishes to succeed in his administration.
This Bill, however, does not do him credit.
He could do better if he tried, and we should
let him make another attempt. The local
authorities are to provide the money, and
through the board, the Minister in to pro-
vide for its expenditure. No one is to have
any say in the control except those who are
appointed by the Minister. Macbinery is
provided under which it will be very easy
for hinm to act. He can appoint, dismiss,
remove persons or do anything he pleases
in connection with the running of hospitals.
He takes a power which I think the Premier
will be interested in. He is an autocrat in
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the rutnning of hospitals. He says the GSoy-
ermnent may set aside any land that is
vested in the Crown as a hospital endow-
ment. This means that the Minister may
do so.

The Mtinister tor Health: Is there any-
thing wrong in that as a means of raising
revenue?

Hon. Sir JA.XES MITCHELL: It i., de-
cidedly wrong.

The Minister for Health : I do not
think so.

Hon. Sir JAM.%ES MITCHELL: T do not
think this power will be found in any other
Act. It should not find a place in this Bill.
If endowment lads are to be set aside for
hospital purposes, this House ought to deter-
mine the question from time to time. It does
not often happen that lnds set aside in this
way for endowment purposes are an advant-
age to the community. Although the uni-
versity endowment lands may some day be
very valuable, up to now they produce very
little revenue for the university.

The Minister for Health: That institution
has never tried to get any revenue out of
them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
have been unable to do so, and it will he a
long time before they do. They have been
given blocks of land scattered here and there,
which cannot be readily leased. The niver-
sity authorities are very troubled about them.
I could understand an endowment being valu-
able if it constituted a block of land, say, in
the city of Perth, or in some business centre
in the country. Endowment lands are not
of very great use in this State where people
do not want leasehold land. If land is to he
set aside for hospital endowments, this House
ought to be consulted, floes the Premier
realise that if this Bill passes, the site we
propose to sell to the State Savings Bank
may he taken from the Government and
utilised as an endowment for the Kalgoorlie
or Northam hospitals?

The Premier: Is that sot We shall have
to knock that out.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Bill
says, "Land vested in the Crown." It does
not exclude any land.

The Premier: We cannot have that, of
course.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
would cover the King's Park reserve. The
Minister would become the king of Ring's
Park. He would be able to say to his political

friends ,Go in" and to his political eaemies,
"Stay out.", He may take a reserve at Nor-
tham for the purpose of endowing a hospital
at Busselton. Under the Bill he can do as
he pleases.

The'Premier: That is too much power al-
together.

The Minister for Health: I can only do
that with Crown lands, and not with pri-
vately owned lads.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: These
are Crowni lands. We shall have to call up
the police force and bring back Constable
Green to protect us here from this Minister.

The Minister for Health:1I am not too sure
the land would not be put to better use if it
were utilised for a hospital.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Probably
the Mlinister would offer us the lease of it
after he had taken it. He is even usurping
the functions of the Minister for Lands. He
is nearly as bad as the Minister for Works.
I take it that ordinarily, if land is to be set
aside for any purpose, this will be done by
the Minister for Lands, but under this Bill
he need not be consulted.

The Premier: He may take some of the
land we want for forest reserves.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He can
take the whole of our forest reserves, our
3,000,000 acres of jarrab.

Hon. G. Taylor: We shall have to watch
this M1inister.

Hon. Sir JAM1ES MITCHELL: These are
the powers he seeks under this Bill.

The Premier: I bare not noticed them.
Hon. G. Taylor: If he 'gets at your forests

you will notice it.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No such

clauses should be allowed to appear in the
Bill. We should be exceedingly foolish if we
allowed them to pass. There is nothing the
Minister will be unable to do if this Bill be-
comes law. Apparently he can order the Mini-
ister for Works to build a hospital.

The Minister for Health: No, he cannot.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: After he

has done that he can submit the plans to the
local authorities, and they will have the
pleasure of refusing or approving them. If
they do not approve, probably the Minister
will be able to collect the funds all the game.
If we read the clause dealing with the erec-
tion of hospitals we find that he can order
the Minister for Works to do the work, and
he can go through the form of asking the
local authority to approve.
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Mr. Griffiths: Where does the Treasurer what we can to see that they get such work as
come in,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He is out
of it. He will have to find the money, the
Minister for Works will have to eirect the
building and the Minister for Lands will
have no say in the block on which it
stands. I do not know what the Minister for
Drainage and Water Supply may have to do
in the matter. This Bill should not reach the
Committee stage in its present form. Fromt
the point of view of the Minister, no doubt it
is all right.

The Minister for Health: It is not had.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Mini-

lster will not always be there.
The Minister for Health: He will be there

for a long time yet.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have a

feeling he will be there only for another
three months. After that we may have a
Minister who is not quite so keenly interested
in hospital work, and does not devote so
much time to it. We have, therefore, to be
careful. We ought to be careful in the pas-
sing of all laws.

SThe Minister for Health: We are quite
careful enough.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL; All Bills
should be reasonably well drafted. This one
would be bad law anyhow. There is another
provision that ought not to find a place in the
Bill. It is our duty to look after aborigines.
We have pledged ourselves to do so. Under
the constitution we have set aside £10,000 a
year to expend on our natives, apart from
other sums we provide for running cattle
stations, etc. Under the Bill the Minister
says the employer munst be responsible for all
hospital charges in connection with the sick-
ness of aborigines.

The Minister 1'or Health: If he gets a
permit to employ them.

Hon. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: He may
not employ them without a permit, e~cept
occasionally. I think the elau~e would apply
to anyone employing labour. If a man has a
permit and employs a native who falls sick,
it does not matter how sick lie is or for how
long he is sick, N, must pay his hospital
expenses. I shiould imagine this would mean
that the employer would not engage natives,
which would be very undesirable. We have
taken from the aborigines their country and
their hunting grounds, and have made it
necessary for them to work in order to live.
We should see that they get work, and do

they can do. In the North there are plenty of
aborigines and they generally do something,
though perhaps not as much as they should
do. We want them to be employed. Be-
cause some of them are not employed we
have our cattle stations and look after them
ourselves. Under the Bill the employer is
to be responsible for the total hospital cot.
Why does this not apply to other people?

The Minister for Health: Because the
other people employed by the station owner
are paid wages, and therefore are respon-
sible for themselves. The niggers get
nothing; and it is up to the employer, when
a nigger becomes sick, to pay something
towards his hospital fees.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In
many cases aborigines are paid.

The Minister for Health: They are paid
very little.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Many
of them are not worth miuch beyond food
for themselves and their many wives. I was
on a North-West station where there were
at least a hundred aborigines, and the great
niajority of them did not do a tap of work.
Under tie Bill, I suppose, the station owner
would be responsible for all those natives.

Mr. Marshall: He does not get permits
to work them all. He would be responsible
only for those in respect of whom he had
permits.

Mr. Kenneally: If the aborigines do not
work, why are the station owners so anxious
to get them?

Hon. G. Taylor: The natives are on the
stations.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
uative has as much right to be in this coun-
try as has the l on. member interjecting.

Mr. Kenneally: I am not questioning
that. I am asking why station owners are
so anxious to get aborigines if they do no
work.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
natives are not worth much, and the station
has to keep the w'hole tribe. I suppose there
are times of the Near when a great number
of the natives do some work. However,
under the Constitution we are obliged to
protect the natives of this country, and
must set aside at least £10,000 annually for
that purpose. f do not sec the necessity
for this elau~e.

The Minister for Health: Do you think
the £10,000 covets the annuial expenditure9
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:. I do
not know whether it does or not. At least,
I do, of course, know.

The Minister for Health: Many subsi-
dised medical officers get their subsidy only
for treatmnent of aborigines.

Hon. Sir JAMIES M1ITCHELL: They
rret that subsidy because a medical officer
mnust be provided in a settled district. Sub-
sidies are not paid because of natives. In
the South-West there are still natives, and
some of them are paid wages. The other
day I met one who said he had good work
and good wages. That native, if hie felt
sick, should not be the responsibility of his
employer. No employer would keep him
if that was to he the position.

The Minister for Health: The employers
do it to-day.

Hon. S.-ir JAMJES 'MITCHELL: Volun-
tarily.

The Minister for Health: The applica-
tion notice compels them to do so; make no
mnistake about that.

Hon, Sir JAMNES MITCHELL: Sup-
Pose a native developed leprosy, as natives
do in the North, would the employer be re-
sponsible for all timie?

The Minister for Health: Not to the ex-
tent of one penny.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Under
this Bill he would be.

The Minister for Health: He would not.
Hon. Sir JAMES MKITCHELL: Yes.
The Minister for Health: The native

would not go into a hospital.
BWon. Sir JAMNES INITCHELL: What

would happen to him?
The Minister for Health: 'He would go

into a lazarette.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITT(HELL: Ts the

North-West excluded from the Bill?
The Minister for Health: No.
Hon. Sir JAMAES MITCHELL: This

Bill and the Minister's intentions-good in-
tentions I have no doubt-will be the law
of the land. I hope the House will reject
the mueasure andl that the -Minister will then
bring down something more reasonable, a
measure that w.%ill give bini a little less
p)ower and give a little more power to. the
people who pay the piper. I hope the next
Bill brought down will not inclad2 the
clause referring to land vested in the
Crown.

Hon. G. Taylor: I ami afraid that clause
will not, go through. .

Ron, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: -Under
that clause the ZWnister will wander
through the country stealing stations. To
the hospital committee at, say, Meeks-
tharra, be will declare, "Gentlemen, your
endowment is 10,000,000 acres in the
North-West." Then the hospital board
will he able to exc-hange that laud for any
other land. Power for that is provided in
the Bill, and the land can be sold without
reference to Parliament or anybody else.
I shall vote against the second reading;
and while the Minister for Health is pre-
paring another measure the M5inister for
Lands will, I hope, take some interest in
the clause I have mentioned.

MR. GRIFFITHS (Avon) [9.38]: I shall
be brief, because the points I intendd6d to
touch upon have been ably treated by the
member for Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay). I
wish to express my appreciation of what
the Minister for Health has done in regard
to hospitals generally and also in regard to
care of the sick and needy. I agree with
other members that there is general appre-
ciation of the Minister's enthusiasm and
of his desire to do what is right. The
thoughtful speech made by the member for
Toodyay calls for the attention of the
House, and especially that part of the
speeh referring to the different classes of
hospitals. It is true that the member for
Toodyay was quoting from a Government
pamphlet issued in, I believe, 1928.

The Minister for Health: It was not a
Government pamphlet.

Mr. GtRIFFITHS: A pamphlet issued
from the Government Printing Office. The
member for Toodyay referred to various
hospitals, and I wish to emphasise the hon.
member's remarks on the Itellerherrin hos-
pital referred to by the member for Swan
(Mt. Sampson). Whilst the Itellerberrin
people received £150 from State funds in
one year, they themselves contributed
something over £1,230 in that year. The
Kellerberrin hospital committee have taken
control of the local picture show, and de-
rive considerable revenue from it. Mlore-
over, the Kellerherrin people have the hos-
pital committee sense which was referred
to by the member for Toodyay, and have
been most liberal in their contributions of
poultry, meat, eggs, butter and other things$.
The various social functions in aid of the
Kellerberrin hospital have been -well
pati-onised. I believe the amount of
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monetary contributions which I mentioned
.has since been exceeded. As pointed out
by the member for Toodyay, with regard
to many Government hospitals the people
concerned have not the samne sense of
responsibility, and do not make the special
efforts that are necessary, and therefore
cannot carry the burden of the hospital.
The member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr.
E. B. Johnston) said he thought the tax
should he on everybody throv.ghout the
State. I agree that that is the proper way
to distribute the burden of upkeep of hos-
pitals. Another matter to which I desire
to refer is the graniting to city hospitals of
the right to sue. In that connection the
member for Toodyay, I understand, intends
to move an amendment, In my opinion, all
that is needed is the insertion of the
scheduled hospitals, the ease of which does
not seem to be covered. They should have
the same right to sue as the Government
hospitals have. As to road boards, these.
bodies are now having enough trouble to
meet upkeep of roads and other charges,
and I shall listen with interest to what the
Minister has to say on that aspect. When
an hon. member to-night referred to an
entertainment tax, I interjected that the
proceeds of that tax had been £50,000. In
fact, £50,151 has been collected from the
entertainment tax; and the only question
is, over how long a period. Probably the
period is more than 22 months.

The Minister for Health : A year and
eight months.

Mr, GRIFFITHS: If I had thought, I
would probably have realised that the
£50,000 did not represent a mere 12
months' collection.

MR. BROWN (Pingelly) [9.42]: As the
Bill is likely to pass the second reading
to-night, I wish to state my views at this
juncture. The measure is long overdue, an.]
something should certainly be done for hos-
pitals in country districts. According to thc
schedule there are 77 hospitals scattered
through Western Australia. Iu my elector-
ate there is only one-the Kondinin hospital.
The Kondinin district is situated in the far
east of the State, and considerable difficul-
ties are being experienced in its upkeep. For
a while it was without a doctor. The resident
medical officer had left the district, I really
believe merely on account of not receiving
sufficient salary.

Lion. Gi. Taylor:. Not sifflicient private
practice, too.

Mr. BROWIN: The trouble with the Ron-
dinin hospital is that the patients who enter
it do not really belong to Kondinin. Patients,
come to that hospital from 50 miles round.
The Pingelly electorate is only 25 or 30 milc.
wide, and if one is 12 miles outside Kondinill
one is outside the Pingelly district, The
Bill is supposed to be a machinery measure;,
but it contains a clause mentioning revenue.
That clause empowers road boards to makie
a special rant, up to 10 per ceuL of their
revenue, towards hospital service. I do not
know whbether that refers to the whole of
a board's revenue or not. Suppose a board
baa a revenue of £2%000 annally, presum-
ably the board will be able to devote £200
to country hospitals; hut it is optional with
the board to grant or withhold that ainomit.
There is no provision for compulsory contri-
bution. Accordingly, it is possible that road
boards will not contribute anything at all.
Thbat does not seem entirely right. The Bill
should contain machinery compelling the con-
tribution of a certain proportion of revenue
by the local district. There is nothing in
the Bill to compel the board to provide any-
thing at all. There is no hospital at Kuhin
or at Narembeen, yet patients are sent from
both centres to the Kondinin hospital. The
other boards in which Kuhin and Narembeen
are situated do not contribute anything to-
-wards the upkeep of the Kondinin hospi-
tal. That is wrong. I am disappointed that
the Minister did not introduce a Bill to pro-
vide for the contribution of funds by local
authorities. We are endeavouring to estab-
lish a hospital at Pingelly.

Mr. E, B. Johnston: In the meantimt;
would you make the road boards you refer
to contribute towards the upkeep of the War-
rogin hospitalt

Mr. BROWN: They could contribute. I
know some of the patients from our district
go to the Beverley hospital.

MIr. E. B, Johnston: There are hundreds
who go to the Narrogin hospital.

Air. BROWN: It must be remembered
that hospital fees arc collected, and I kow
that the majority who go to the Beverley
hospital pay those fees.

The Minister for Health: The Beverley
hospital collects hospital fees to a greater
extent than does any similar institution 1D
Australia.

Mr. BROWN: I know that the people
pay when they go thene, and I believe the
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iamie applies to the~lNarrogin hospital. At
the same time there are many people who are
;iot in a Position to pay and hospital com.-
mnittees have considerable difficulty in col-
lecting their money. Regarding the pro-
posed hospital at Pingelly, we hare sent
our money to the department in Perth
and we are awaiting the departmental
cheque to enable a building to be purchased.
There is a difference of opinion in the dis-
:rict because some people do not see the
.necessity for an institution there. It is quite
t-iu the cards that the Pingelly Road Board
will not contribute anything towards the
hospital, and that will be unfair. I would
rather see a Bill introduced to inm-
pose a straight-out hospital tax. Then
we could compel local authorities to
eontribute towards the hospitals. Something
must be done in that direction for there is
always a certain amount of sickness. in the
country districts and it is handy to have a
hospital and a doctor to provide the neces-
sary attention, If there is a hospital in
the town it is a great factor in keeping a
doctor there. When it comes to a question
of raising sufficient revenue to keep a hos-
pital going and to maintain a doctor, it is
a difficult proposition. I fail to see that
the Bill will help in that direction. Cer-
tainly machinery is provided for collecting
fees and the Government propose to give
the hospitals certain legal status.

The Minister for Health: This is not a
Bill dealing with the collection of money for
the upkeep of hospitals.

Mr. BROW: I do not know whether the
Minister intends to introduce a Bill to pro-
vide for a hospital tax, but I hope he does.
As; we have so ninny committee hospitals
now depending entirely upon local contri-
butions in small districts, the position is very
difficult. The member for Toodyay (M.
Lindsay) pointed out the difficulty arising
from many patients coming from outside
road board areas and contributing nothing
towards the upkeep of hospitals. That is
most unfatir. I see nothing wrong regarding
the Bill and I will support the second read-
ing&. I do not know that much good will
be done by moving amendments.

Mr. Lindsay: We can try.
11r. BROWN: But I do not know that

the Bill will he made much better, Of course
if the road hoards were compelled to con-
tribute 10 per cent. of their funds towards
the upkeep of local hospitals, it would be
beneficial. At Pingelly the road hoard gould

contribute £200 and that would be a big
help. I do not think the ratepayers would
mniss; it. I know such a proposal would
not be acceptable to a good many road
boards. Each town has its little troubles
and when it comes to a question of main-
taining a hospital where there may be only
three or four patients at a time, lion. mem-
bers can imagine what the cost of upkeep
will be. I think the Bill will, if anything,
do some good, but I am disappointed it does
iiot go0 further.

Onl motion by Hon. G. Taylor, debate
adjourned.

BILL--POLICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Secand Reading.

Debate resumed from the 30th August.

RON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret)
[9.51): The Bill is exactly similar to that
which was introduced last year. I then ex-
pressed my views very clearly and indi-
cated the course of action I intended to
pursue. I desire to indicate on this occa-
sion that I will adopt the same attitude.

The Minister for Lands: What threat is
this?

Hon. 0. TAYLOR: There is- no threat.
The Bill goes a small way towards what is
desired by the police who will have a board
that will be available to any member of the
force who may have been found guilty of a
breach of discipline and fined or disrated.
I eam of opinion that that does not go far
enough; the Bill should provide for an
appeal in respect of promotion. That is a
sore point with police offiers. There a-re
mlen who consider they have been overlooked
when the opportunity for promotion has
arisen.

The Minister for Justice: T do not think
that is'the position now.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: They have told me
that there is no redress for them, or any stage
at which they can make themselves heard.
They cannot initiate any proceedings to en-
able them to gain a hearing& regarding pro-
motion.

The Mlinister for Justice: No civil ser-
rant in the State has that right either.

Ron. G. TAYLOR: The police in New
South Wales have it and the provision has
worked well. In fact it has worked so well
that our present Commissioner of Poliee,
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after attending a conference in the East in
1924, recommended that a Bill should be
introduced to give the police force the right
to appeal regarding promotion.

The Minister for Justice: He has altered
his mind since then. He has had some ex-
perience.

Hon. 0. TAYLOR: What experience has,
he hadI He had the knowledge of the ex-
perience of the police force in New South
Wales and the discussion at the Sydney
conference to guide him. On his return
he reported to his Minister in effect, "Hav-
ing returned fresh from the conference
in Sydney I ani bound to furnish this
report and in order to have a happy and
contented police force I recommend that the
police be given the right to appeal concern-
ing promotions." When I was speaking last
year the Minister told me that a temporary
board had been appointed. Perhaps the re-
sult of that temporary board may have in-
fluenced the Commissioner wvho, the Minister
says, ha~s chianged his mind.

The Minister for Justice: There is no
"eperhaps" about it. It absolutely changed
his mind.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Then the position
must have been favourable to the individual
members of the force.

The Minister for Justice: The result of
that hoard was against the efficiency of the
force.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Well, I will do no-
thing that will have that effect, if I know it.
I am not await that the efficiency of the
force of New South Wales has been I'M-
paired because of the right of appeal re-
specting promotions.

The Minister for Justice: Our experience
here was that one man who was promoted
would not accept his advanced grade at all.

Hon. 0. TAYLOR: If I were a member
of the police force, I would infinitely prefer
to have an appeal hoard to deal with pro-
motions than I would in respect to Punish-
ments. If I wvere punished I would know
whether the punishment was right or wrong,
and if I were wrongly punished I would
know that I had the opportunity available
to every citizen to secure redress. On the
other hand if I believed that I was due for
promotion and was being kept iback for some
reason difficult for mnc to find out-

Mr. Marshall: You would never find it

Mr. Sleemaiv You would be punishad in
that way too.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I will indicate what
I hope to have included in the Bill, and I
1101)e the 'Minister will agree to it. Clause 4i
of the Bill deals with the provision of an
Appeal Board, and sets out the grouinds
upon01 whichi non-conmmioned officers and
constables ins; appeal. 1 propose to ask the
Governunent to accept an amendment to
allow an appeal to be made regarding pro-
motions by the izi ertiou in Claie 6 of the
words "or if a non-commiissioned officer or
constable is dissatisfied with any decision of
the Commissioner in regard to the granting
or refusal of promotion." Surely there can
he no reason able objection to that.

The Minister for Justice: Who can arrive
at k deceisiou n Such a point if there is an
appeal. It would be to someone who knows
nothing- about the position.

Efon. 0. TAYLOR: If I bad my 'way I
would allow a person qualified by his train-
ing and experience to sift evidence to go%
through the file of the constable, and I would
suggest the appointment of a Supreme Court
judge to act single handed.

The M-inister for Justice:- You could not'
get JA judge to do that sort of work.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I would get the con-
stable to put his ease before a judge and
then the Commissioner could answer it by
raising his objettions. Then the judge with
his qualifications would be able to say
whether or not the constable had received
justice, and whether there was anything be-
hind the departmental action to prevent the
constable from receiving 'promotion. I
should prefer a judge to a police magistrate,
hut I would be satisfied with the magistrate.
I certainly think it should be one perfectly
capable of dealing with the appeal without
bias, one versed in sifting evidence.

The Minister for Justice: There would
be no evidence.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: There would be the
evidence of the constable, and the evidence
on his file.

The Minister for Justice: There -might

be nothing on the file.
Mr. E. B. Johnston: There would be

evidence, because many of the men have
passed examinations for promotion.

Hon. G. TAYJLOR: Of course, if hep had
not fulfilled all conditions, he would not be
foolish enough to appeal to a board for
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promotion. If be had passed his examina-
tions and had a clean sheet, and the peces-
sary qualifications and ability, he would ap-
peal to the board, and the board would have
access to his personal file and would be able
to put questions to the appellant. The
Commissioner, if he had objections, would
put up his case and let the board decide.
That is the only point I wish to emphasise,
and I hope the Rouse will help me in my
amendment. I only want to give the men
a fair deal. When a man is held back from
promotion year after year, and when he
knows that promnotion has been given by
favour, he has a grievance, and so he ap-
peals to the board, knowing that there will
be no victimisatiun. At present he cannot
ask the Commissioner -why he has not been
promoted.

The Minister for Justice: He can, and
he can ask the Minister also if he likes.

Ron, G. TAYLOR:- But the men of the
force do not take those risks. They are too
sensible. We have a fine force here, anid
it is our duty to do what we can for them.
They have been a fine force ever since I
first came to the State.

Mr. Marshall: They are the most effi-
cient force in the Commonwealth.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The Minister will
only be doing what is right if he allows me
to carry my proposed amendment to Clause
6. 1 am going to press it, for I believe it
is a proper thing and will make for effi-
ciency in the working of the force. I do
not think the Minister is justified in his
attitude, having regard to the New South
Wales force, where this has been in opera-
tion since about 1903. Since that force is
three or four times as large as ours, it
cannot bc that this provision serves to in-
jure the efficiency of the forte. It must be
for their betterment, and I hope the Min-
ister will accept my proposed amendment.
In the meantime I will support the second
reading.

MR. E. B. JOHNSTON (Williams-
Narrogin) f10.5): 1, too, will support the
measure. I am glad the Government have
derided to bring in this Bill to give the
police force an appeal hoard. They should
have had it years ago. The Government
are acting properly in giving the force this
right of appeal, which has already been ex-
tended to practically every branch of Gov-
ernment employees. 1 agree with the mem-
ber for MAt. Margaret (Ron. G. Taylor)

that the Bill does not go far enough. Every
member knows there is evidence available
for an appeal on the question of promotion.
To-day the public servants can appeal to a
board in reg-ard to their classification, and
they really do get considerable promotion
and increased salary as the result of their
appeals being succcessful.

The Minister for Justice: Not promotion.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: It amaoutnts to

the same thing. If the classification of a
man's position is entirely altered, and his
salary increased as the result of his appeal,
lie has been given promotion.

The Minister for Justice: No, the posi-
tions are graded.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: At any rate,
reverting to the police force, there is un-
doubtedly evidence available on which any
independent tribunal could decide that men
who have been refused promotion are en-
titled to it. I know one constable who 10
or 12 years ago passed an examination that
qualified him. for promotion as a non-
commissioned officer. That man was cap-
able of holding any position in the force.
He has been many years in the force with-
out one charge of dereliction of ditty, or
aaything of the sort, ever being4 upheld
against him. Charges have been made, but
he has defeated them all and come out of
a special inquiry with honour. But although
10 or 12 years ago he qualified by examina-
tion fur promotion as a sergeant, his
juniors have been promoted time after
tinie, and he has had no appeal at all and
has never received the promotion so long,
due to him. That case alone justifies the
giving to the police force of the right to
appeal to a tribunal, partiecilarly when we
know that that man and others have passed
examinations entitling them to promotion,
yet have been refaised. The refusal in that
case was given Unjustly and unfairly.

Mr, Sleeman: It is not the only one.
Mry. E. B. JOHSTON: That may be.

When we have men doing important police
work and qualified by public examination
for promotion, yet who year after year are.
refused promotion, I say we should give
the right of appeal to those men who canl
get no information as to why promotion is
refused them.

On motion by Mr. Sleeman, debate ad-
journed.

House adjourned at 10.9 po.


