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Bill reported with a further amendment,
and the report adopted.

BILL—ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 26th November.

THE CHIET SECRETARY (Hon. C. 10
Baxter—East—in reply) [12.12]: It has
been said that this Bill does not sufficiently
safeguard the Government Electricity Sup-
ply. Hon. members being dubious as to the
position in that respeet, I have had two
short amendments prepared in ovder to meet
their desires. Those amendments provide
that permits granted by loeal governing
bodies must have the sanetion of the Gov-
ernment, The amendments will need to be
made in Clauses 2 and 4.

Hon. J. Cornell: 1 suggest that the
amendments be placed on the Notice Paper.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Yes, we onght to have
them on the Notice Paper.

Question put and passed,

Bili read a second tine.

House adjourned at 72.14 am.
day).
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The SPEAKER took the Chair ai 1.30
p.m., and rend prayers.

QUESTION—FARMERS’
DISABILITIES.

Considerution of Royul Commission’s
Report.

Mr. PIESSE asked the Premier: Seeing
that the motion moved by the member for
Beverley (ALv. J. L. Mann) requiring that
ihe enrnest consideration of the Government
he given to the report of the Royal Commis-
sion on the disabilities of the agrienltural
settlers, was agreed to by this House on the
24th November, without any reply by the
Premier, will he make a statement to the
House as to the Government’s intentions re-
garding the Commission’s veport, espeeially
in view of farmers’ finaneial difficulties as a
result of last season’s disastrous prices for
produce?

The PREMIER replied: Yes.

QUESTION—GROUP SETTLEMENT,
FIRST LIENS.

Arrears of Interest, Departmental Adction,

Mr. WANSBROUGH (withont notica)
asked the Premier: 1, In econsequence of «
communieation from the seeretary of the
Group Settlement Department, dated the 3rd
Augnst last, in wlich he stated that the
Managing Trustee of the Agrienltural Bank
agreed to gronp settlers giving a first lien
over this senson’s cvop to storekeepers for
wmanure supplied, is he aware that 14 dayx<
notices are now being issued to settlers wko
are over two months in arrears in the pay-
ment, ot their interest, threatening to dis-
pose of their propertics by tender under
the bank’s power of sale? 2, Will he make
representations lo the Managing Trustee
with a view to withholding such notices,
therehy allowing settlers to harvest their
crops to enable them to make good the lirns
theveon, together with arrears of interest?

The PREMIER replied : 1, Yes, but
the notices were issued owing to settlers'
fatlure up to the 13th Octcber to ovail them-
selves of labour advanees, and to display ae-
tivity as requived by letters to them under
date the 3rd September. 2, If potate erop<
have been planted with manure supplied by
storekeepers, the trmsters will withhold ac-
tion urtil the crops have been dug.



ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message trom the Administrator veeeived
and read notifyving assent to the wndermen-
tioned Bills:—

1, Salvation Army (Western Australia}

Property Trnst.
2, Vermin .Ael Amendment.

BILL—-LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 6).

On motion by Mr. J. MaeCallum Smith,
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

EILL—SECESSION REFERENDUM.
Report,
Report of Commiltee adopted.

Standing Orders Suxpension.

On motion by the Premier, so mueh of the
Standing Orders suspended as to permit the
Bill to pass its remaining stage at this sit-
ting.

Third Reuding.
Bill read a third thme and transmitted te
the Couneil,

BILL—LAND AND INCOME TAX AS-
SESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).
Necoud Readiug—Defeated.

Debate resimmed {rom the 26th November.

THE FREMIER (Hon. Sir James
Mitehell—Nortlmm} [4.40]: [ hope tie
House will nol agree to pass the Bill; cor-
tainly not in its present form. TUnder the
pareni Act many exemptions are provided,
and the BLill seeks fo add to those exemp-
ttons from taxation gifts of €1 and over 10
any fund, subseriptions to whieh have heen
publiely invited. Thus income tax, the
member for Swan (Mr, Nanipson) suggests
shall be abated shoull any individual collecl
€1 or move from unother person for varions
purposes,  We st he eaveful hefore e
agree to such a proposul. White T am per-
foctly willing that neaple who ave c¢haritably
disposed and lo vive sunis as donations to
muany worthy ohjerts, should escape taxatiem
in vespect of sueh donations, il will he re-
membered that we have already granted ex-
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emptions along  those linex under almost
every conceivable heading. 1t is quite an-
other matter when it i= proposed that we
shall extend exemptions in the manner
suggested. .\l sorts of eolleetions would 1+
exempt from taxation, although the pay-
ments might not teml to meet any publie
need, bhut might be entively fur the henefit
of a sivgle individual, The House will not
agree to that sort of thing. There are many
people in neeessitous cireumstances, and T
do not suppose that the Tew pence that are
wiven to them from tme to time by ofhers
would represent a sevions consideration.
Fvery day members subscribe to one fund
or nuother, hut alway< in small amount-.
I the amounts were large, T rould under-
stand the proposal of the hon. member. £
we are fo grant exemptions such as those
sugwested in the Bill, the measure shounkd
cemanate from the Government and shouid
Lie coarefully thonght out, I am afraid the
hon. member, when presenting the Bill, had
in mind small amounts that are given to
peaple in need, sums that seldom would ro-
present any considerable amount. The Bill
might not interfere to any great extent with
revenue, but would entail a lot of work tn
little purpese. T hope the Bill will he re-
iected,
Mr. NORTH: I move—
That the dehate be adjovrned.

Motion put and negatived.

Question (second reading) put and nega-
fived: the Bill defeated.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT (No. 2).

Seeond Reading.

Debnte resimed rom the 26th November.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
J. Lindsax—2M{. Marshall}) [4.45]: Thz
member for South Fremantle (Hon, A, Me-
Callam), in moving the second reading of
the Bill, wentioned thal it was a ~imple
measure. The Aet ix n simple measure, hut
if the Tl he passed it will not be possible
to describe the Act as simple. The hon.
member alse mentioned that the Bill was
neees~apy becanse of an amendment to the
Aet made last year under a Bill introduced
by me to provide for quarterly adjustments
of the basie wace,  The Bill introduces a
mo<t nun=ual pritciple masmmeh as it pra.
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vides that notwithstanding anything con-
tained in the Statistics Aet, the State Gov-
ernment Statistician and every other officer
appointed or anthorised to act under that
measure shall make information availabla
to the Western Australian Employers’ Fed-
eration {Ine.) and to the State executive of
the Australian Labouwe Party. It seems
rather an easy wav of getting over an im-
portant Act to say that for this purpose it
shall not apply. The Aect providing for
the eollection ol statistics for publie pur-
poses wag paseed in 1907 and has not been
amended sinee. It is an important statnte
hecause, when oflicials approach an indi-
vidual for statistical information, it is sup-
plied with the knowledge that it will be kept
secret. Although every individual may not
know the reason for the seerecy, he never-
theless knows that it will not he divuleel.
Seetion 17 of the Act reads—

No officer shall, except as allowed by this
Aet or the regmlations, divulge the contents
of any form filled up iy pursnance of this Aet
or any information furnished in pursuance of
this Act. TPenalty: Fifty pounds,

Section 18 also deals with the seercev of
veturns, Tt veads—

No return relative to any private business
made for the purposes of this Act shall, with-
out the previoms comnsent in writing of the
person making the return, be published in
such manner as may divulge the contents of
sueh return. Nor, exeept for the purposes of
this Act, shall any persen not engaged in the
collection or compilation of statistics undar
this Act be permitted to see any such return.
The Biil will override those portions of the
Act, ad consequently anybody wounld be
very careful about giving information to
olfietals of the department if he did not
want it tn he made public. A friend ot
mine had an experience vears ago during
the drousht. He owed some money on farm
machinery mnd could not mmeet the last bill.
The firm sent a form “A” tor him to sign,
and my friend wrote back a very strongz
letter refusing to sign the form. He said,
“You have a~ked me to go into vour offics
and apen my soul for the office boys and
gitls to peck at.” The information requested
was nnst claborate, dealing as it did with
the whole of his private business, and even
his private life. This question has eropped
up nof only here, but in the Federal spheve,
and has been investigated. T have an ex-
{ract from a  statement made by Professor
Giblin, Acting Commonwealth Statisticiauw,
reading-—
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How, then, ean a cheek he made which will
satisfy those who are vitally affected by the
movement of the price-index? The obvious
means is to publish the list of retailers sup-
plying prices and of the individuxl prices
quoted by them monthly. To that, however,
there are very grave objections, The in-
formation is asked of retailers on the aa-
thority o»f the Census and Statisties Act,
which guarautees that individual returns
shall be treated ns confidential and preseribes
a penalty for awvone disclosing them. [n
fact, retailers wownld be very unwilling to
muke returns if their names and prices weve
disclosed. They would he expesed to a gooil
deal of worry, and would actually ineur odinm
and lose business, as being in some way
respousible for lower wages when prices were
falling.  Any eut in price in ewrder to got
trade in bad times would be represented as
an attavcle on the workers’ standarl of living.
Data unwillingly supplied always make bad
statistics. 1f the law were altered to provile
for publicity the result would undoubtedly be
seriougly to impair the value af the price-
index.

Anyone possessed of common senve, I think,
will agree with D’rofessor Gihlin.

Hon. A. MeCallum: Then there must bz
a lot of people without common sense.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
average unbiassed man at least would say
that the Professor’s view was correet. I have
a statement also by the State Statistician in
which he points out that figures are supplicd
not of the actusl prices of commodities, but
af the index figures showing the rise or fall
of priees. The figures thns supplied ave
then {urnished to the court. Some members
seem to think that grocers, drapers, butehers
and bakers can and do supply incorrest
prices. Under the department’s system, any
liuctuation of prices can be deteeted in the
index figures and inguiry is immediately
made. What i move, the Court of Arbitra-
tion meets every vear and inquires into the
matter. Not long apo the same prineiple
was Taised in this House, though not in the
same way,  When the member for South
Fremantle was speaking on Thurslay night,
the member for Perth mentioned an amen:d-
ment he had moved last year to insert the
words, “in the preseribed form.” The mera-
ber For South TFremantle opposed that
amemdment, =aving—

[ ean sce all sorts of complieations and
positive danger in the amendment. It is an
ontragesus proposal. Why does not the hon.
member  admit that the amendment hus
nothing te do with the collectors? !fe is try-
ing to shut the statistician’s doors against

the court. Taney cstalilishing o limited
information a standard of wages for the peo-
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ple!  Why not let the court have full know-
ledge?

Later on the member for South Fremantle
said—

Of what advantage wilt that be (the court

preseribing the form)! At present all the
court has to do is to ring up the statistician's
office and get whatever information is re-
quired. Then there is nlwavs an argument
about the rent. On the latest vceasion the
Manjimap rents were given as being 6s. Gd.
on the average., That was queried Lefore the
court, and on inquiry it was found that the
average was really 155, 6d. Sce the damage
that might be done if the conrt were hobbled
in its inquiries!
The court is not hobbled. Onee a year it
makes an Investigation and both sides ar.
represented. The memhers of the conrt
Lave {ravelled to Kalgoorlic to make iu-
quiries for themselves. It lakes some time
to fix the basie wage. The object of the
antendment introduced last year was to pro-
vide for the State Rtatistician supplying
the court with certain fignres. Members of
the court still have the right to ask for fur-
ther figures. The reuson why the advoeates
were not allowed to argue the point each
quarter was that the conrt would bhe oeen-
pied practically the whole year in trying (o
fix the basic wage, amwd no other husiness
would be done. T have n copy of the annnal
deelaration for 191, The court, as mer-
bers know, is vomposed of a president (M.
Dwyer) and fwo lay members, Mr
Somerville and Mr. Bloxsome, representing
the A.L.P. and the Finployers' Federation
respectively. The lay memhers are present
to Took after the intevests of their respee-
tive orgamisations, and fo get the informa-
tion they rvequire.  The president, in the
rourse of his declaration, said—

Ju the course of the iuvestigation this year,
the matter of praductivity was apgain intro-
dueed hy the representative of the nuions of
workers, ... L. If they (loeal facts and
figures) are to be relied upou, then it scems
to me that taking the year 1907 ns the start-
ing point, the worker's condition as to wages
and conditions of his cwployment has un-
doubtedly improved. . . . In the Harvester
judgment, to use the words of Mr. Barvker, the
workerg got all that they asked for.

He went on to ddeal with the standuard cff
livine amd with the varvious details fixed hy
{he Federal conrt as well ax the Stlate eours.
He showed how exhaostively the matter was
inquired into every year, amd how the ha=i
wawe was fixed, the basic wage meaning »
sum to ormble the averuze worker to live in
reasonable comtort, having regavd to the
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obligations to which suel average worker
would ordinarily be subject. It might be
assumed that in making a quarterly adjust-
ment there would he some difference as com-
pared with making an annunal adjustment,
but really there is not. The only thing is
that instead of arguing the guestion four
times in the veay, the full argument is heard
onece & year and the Statistivian’s figures are
then made the hasis of the quarterly adjusc-
ment, The conrt does not necessarly accept
the fignves of the statisticizn. They are ve-
ferred back for further information, aad
that information ix made available. I have
o list showing the variatious in the baswe
wiige during the last 12 months for every
State in Ausiralin, and it is a faet that the
variations made in the other States praeti-
cally eorvespond with those made here. |
mm satisfied it is wrong to try to deal with
<tatisties eovering the cost of food anl
groveries in a Bill of this kind. Whether
it vould he done in some other way, I cau-
ot say.  After the amending Bill was
passed last vear, the first quarterly declara-
tion wus made on the 3rd Mareh, 1931, and
that provided a basie wage ol 78s. for male«
and 42+, 2d. for females in the metropolitan’
avea, 77+ for males in the South-Western
lamel division, mul 77s. elsewhere. The next
adjusiment was the annual one made on the
10th June, 1931. That was made under the
original Aet, but there was no alteration in
the basic wage. The figures then were: for
the metropolitan area, males, 78s.; South-
West land division 77s.; and elsewhere 77+
There was no alteration for the nest quar-
fer, but in the following narter there was
# reduction from 78s. to 73s. 6d. When we
anulyse the basie wages in Australia, aod
toke also the standard lnid dewn by the Fed-
eral eourt, we tind that our basie wage i
pousiderably higher than exists elsewhers.
T believe there should he one basie waon
fixed by one anthority ou the cost of living
in eaeh State, and that the position should
ot be as we have if now, in Western An--
tralin a Federal hasie waoe and a Stote
basic wage, for there must he something
wronz with one or the other. T ask the
Tonse to appose the second reading of the
Bill.  Althongh some adjnstment may le
neeessary, in my opinion it should net he
wmade in this manner.

HON, M. F. TROY (Mount Marmet)
[5.31: Tt is diffienlt to see why the Minister
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for Works should oppose the Bill. It does
not ask for any change in the means where-
by the basic wage is arrived at, except that
the information secured by the Government
Statistician from various sources shall be
made available to the parties concerned.

Hou. A, MeCallum: That is all.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The Minister talked
all around the subject, Why shounld he have
any objection to the Government Statistician
giving the price lists which are submitted to
him from various somrees? Could any re-
quest be more reasonable? Tt is very neces-
sary in the eircuinstances, if we are to have
confidence in the hasic wage declaration, that
the fizures, which the court cannot question,
shonld he made available to the parties con-
cerned, and no one else. The hasic wage
iz determined on the fizures supplied hy
traders and others, and they are aceepted by
the court without ¢uestion. Could anything
be more unsatisfactory than for a body of
people to he compelled ta aceept eonditions
on a basis abont which they have no know-
ledge? And yet that is the position here.
The Minister has given no reasons for his
ohjection to the Bill. No doubt the major-
ity behind him will he just as unreasonahle,
and will decline to pass the Bill.  There is
uo disleration involved in the present sys-
tem of avhitvation, Tf the Minister was
himself engaged in the business, he wonld
want all the cards laid on the table, and
would want to know the facts governing the
entire situation. e would not nccept any-
thing blindly.  Nevertheless, he requives
that the parties hetore the Arbitration Conrt
shall accept a decision on figures which are
known to ne one hut the Government Statis-
tician, and which the court has no power to
rquestion. The tribunal must give its deei-
sion on the figures supplied by that officer.
The Minister denies the right of hoth parties
to have the information supplied to them.
Quite recently, when prepaving a case for
the miners on the goldficlds, T serured cer-
tain price lists upon which the previous
basic wage had heen declared. Those priee
lists were not consisteni with the receipted
aceounts of the miners. That is a serious
statement, which a just Government eannot
iznore. The fignves supplied from the
various districts were not consistent with
the hills actually paid by the miners. When
T desired to stress this point, the eounrt
could not listen to me, and there the mat-
ter had to end. Althouzh we have the
knowledge that the figures upon which the
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court arrives at its determination are nob
consistent, we have to accept the dietum of
the Minister. This is most unreasonable
and unfair and cannot be justified. No one
with any desive to do the fair tling by all
the people of the country eould justify sueh
a thing. The Bill, which might have gone
forther than it has gone, is & perfectly ren
sonable one, and there ean be no logical ob-
jeection to it. It is not a measure of
coercion; it merely requires the (iovernment
Statistician to sapply both parties with
copies of the fiures he places before the
ccurt, and upon which that tribunal bases
its caleulations.  They are, in faet, the
means whereby the eourt arrives aut its hasic
wage determination. T do not know any
other legislation through which people are
denied these facts. In a Supreme Conrt
case, both sides have to know the faets. At
an inquest hoth parties have the fullest right
to hear everyvthing before the eoroner. T{
a Royal Commission is making an inquiry,
all sides have to know the faets. In the
case of the Arbitration Court, huwever, the
cnly person who has the right to get certain
information is the Government Statistician.
This ean he supplied from any source. There
is no cheek upon the sonree from which it
comes.  Notwithstanding this, the Minister
will not agree to the Rill, althamgh it merely -
provides for a veasonable eheck upon these
fignres. During this year T had occasion
to eompare the prices upon which the Arbi-
tration Court hased its basic wage determi-
nation, with the prices that were actually
paid, and, as T have said, I found they werc
inconsistent.  In the face of these faets I
am surprised that the Minister shounld op-
pose the Bill.

MR. EENNEALLY (East Perth) [3.8]:
The neeessity for this Bill will be fornd in
the faet that the Government bave intro-
aneed a new-system in the fixation of wages,
The system previoosly adopted was that the
eourt held an inquiry, and ascertained the
amount that should be paid in order that a
person might live in reasonable eomfort and
maintain his family.  After hearing evi-
dence on hoth sides, the conrt arrived at its
determination.  The present Covernme:t
have altered that. Tustead of an annual
inquity beiny made, and the wage being
fixed seccordingly, the Government have de-
termined that the fignres of the Government
Statistician shall bhe the determining factor
each yunarter. This nullifies to a great ex-
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tent the inquiry which tle conrt makes in
order to arrive at a determination upon the
wages question. We want to give the sy--
fem of arbitration u reasounable chance of
funetioning and naintaining  jundustrial
peace, but we shall never accompiish it by
anything in the nature of a one-sided effort.
The action of the Goveruwent hus made it
n one-sided etfort. [t was never intendel
that the Government Statistzeinn in  the
Ntute =phere, or the Cummonwealth Statis-
tivian in the Federal sphere, <hould delei-
ming wages. When thoze ofticers werve un-
painted it was farthest from the minds o
those responzible that they should be the
ofticers to determibe the wages of the work-
ers.  Gradually, howevey, there has beou
evolved a system whieh has made it possibic
for wages to be determined by this method.
Apparently the Government believe that the
present method of getting evidence from
both sides, and asking the Arbitration Cowrt
to determine the i=sue on ihat evidenee, is
objectionable.  Surely they eannot reasou-
ably contend that the system which shouid
tnke the place of the other ix one by which
u Government ollicial can, by giving seerst
information, which is nol available to those
who will he alfected by the deeizion of the
. court, in effect, he the sole means of (eter-
mining the wages of the workers. The Bili
makes provizsion whereby, instead of this
information heing kept seervet, it shall he
wmade available to hoth parties. T could
wnderstand the Government opposing it it
it said that the information was to he made
available only to the vepresentatives of the
waorkers, but it provides for its being given
to the vepresentatives also of the employer-.
What iz wrong with that? Some vears ago
we made representations to ensure that this
sort of information should he given to hoth
sides in ease= that ceemrred i the Federal
sphere. We found that some of those peo-
ple, who were supplving the information
npon which flte wazes were hased, were in-
tevested in keeping down wages, They werv
Invge employers of labour, and if a lower
wage eonll be determined in that part of
the Sfate in which thev were operatine, it
would henefit their own pockets. We aske
that the information supplied by these an-
other people should Le wmade available 1o
all who were going either to =uffer or gais,
as o result of that information being sup-
plied. We were nuable to have this givea
offert to.  Mr. Broee vai-ed the =ame argu-
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wents that the Minister for Works has
raised to-day. He stated in effeet that, after
all, the figures of the Btate Statistician were
right. Members on this side have never
challenged the correctness of those figures.
However, that is not the point at issue.
What we find tault with 15 the origin of the
fgures,  The Siate Statistician, with his
record and name at stake, nuturally sup-
plies correet information on the hasis of the'
figures furnished to him The difliculiy
hieve, as in the Iederal arena, is the source
of supply. Since the Government have
altered the system of deterrining wages, Al
the power of the Arbiteation Court to take
evidence from hoth sides heing abolished, is
it unreasonable to ask for an amendment o
the Aet as proposed by this Bill? The Bill
merely provides that after the information
s heen madde available to representatives
ol the parties eoncerned, reasonable time
shall be allowed those representatives to ac-
guaint the State Statistieinn with what they
miy consider to be flaws in the information
supplied te him, Is there anything wrong
with that? It was never intended that the
State Statistician should be cmployed in
this capacity. Ought not, then, the infor-
mation he submits to the court fo be in turt
submitted to those who may be detriment-
ally affected by it? The Government bave
already lhad one delve into the pockets of
the workers, to the extent of 8s. per week,
which should never have heen taken from
them.

The Minister for Works: The conrt jus-
tified that reduction in the annual declara-
tion,

Mr. KEXNEALLY : Tnder the amending
legislation introduced by the Minister, the
conrt must toke the information from tha
State Statistician, willy-nilly.

The Minister for Works: What about the
deelaration of the 14th June?

Mr. KENNEALLY: T am not dealing
with that, hut with the amending legislation
introduced By the Minister, which turned
the eourt, from a wage-fixing tribunal, into
a fribunal simply adopting, without inquirv,
the fizures of the State Statistician.

The Minister for Works: Tliree months
later the court, in its anbnal deelaratior,
retained the 8s. reduetion.

Ay, KENNEALLY: The Minister took
cond care 1o wet in before that period ur-
rivie. Mo wars in o harry to dip his eapa-
civns paw into the pockets of the people.
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The Minister for Works: The court jus-
tified the reduetion by retaining it after in-
quiry.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The court is practi-
vally hamstrung by the Minister’s amending
legizlation. If the system of industrial ar-
hitration is to be adhered to, we must ereato
confidence in it on the part of those who
are to be governed by it. Faith will not he
created by aecepting figures from an un-
known source without making them avail-
able to the people affeeted, and on those
figures instructing a supposed court of ar-
bitration—a court supposed to determine a
reasonable wage—to determine the remunera-
tion of the workers.

The Minister for Works: Why blame ns?
That is being done all over Australia.

Mr, KENNEALLY: The Minister’s inter-
Jjection shows his Jack of knowledge regard-
ing methods adopted elsewhere in Australia.
Where a similar system to ours operates,
the same representations are heing made.
That system formerly obtained in New Zea-
land, but was rectified there.

Hen. A, MceCallum: Either that system
or industrial arbitration must go.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The workers of this
community eannot be expected to abide by
u wage declaration hased on figures seeretly
supplied to a court which is told by the
Liesisiotnre that those figures must be
adopted. Such a system necessarily means
di==atisfaction. Under the Arbitration Aect
as awended. the workers cannot obtain jus-
tiee withont this forther proposal.

The Minister for Works: Does the
amended Act prevent them from getting
something that workers elsewhere get?

TTon. A. McCallum: Certainly it does.
The fivst decision under the amended legic-
Iation robbed the workers of £400,000. It
robhed them of 8s. per week four months
hefore the contraet was up.

Mr., KENNEALLY: The Minister has
asked, and not unreasonably, whether the
parties were given this information pre-
viously. They were not, hut previously the
State Statistician did nof determine wages.
That is the difference. Apparently the
Minister does not understand his own legis-
lation.  Previously the law provided for
an annual inquiry, for evidence by both
sides, and for a determination by the court.

The Minister for Works: That position
still obtains.

Mr. EENNEALLY: Yes, but super-im-
posed upon that is the amending legislation
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introduced by the Minister, which provides
that the determination shall not stand for 12
months as previously, but that in each sue-
ceeding quarter of the year the State Statis-
tician shall supply to the court figures which,
ip his opinion, show the cost of living;
and that then the court shall, not may, adopt
those figures and make a declaration accord-
ingly.  The court is called npon to decide
according to figures which are not furnished
to the parties.  The source of information
may be absolutely incorrect. Even though
the State Statistician supplies the court
with correet information on the basis of the
figures furnished to him, the wages of the
workers can be, and in fact are being, re-
duced even though the price of commodities
does not warrant a reduction, We believe
that system to be wrong; but if it is fo con-
tinue, this Bill asks that the information
supplied by the State Statistician shall be
made available to the parfies,

Hon. M. F, Troy: Nothing could D2
fairer,

Mr. KENNEALLY: If the Government
desired to be fair to the workers, they would
aceept the proposal. From the Minister’s
own point of view, the better attitude is
te throw on the vepresentatives of the
workers the onus of showing the incorrect-
ness of the figures in question. I ask BMin-
isters and hon. members opposite to give the
question fair consideration. Anything that
tends to defeat industrial arbitration is a
wrong poliey to adopt. Whilst the workers
kad an opportunity of proving in open court
what in their opinion was a reasonable
wage, whilst the representatives of the em-
rloyers had the opportunity of showing
what Tfrom their standpoint would be =
reasonable wage, and whilst the court, un-
trammelled, had the opportunity to make a
declaration, industrial arhitration had a fair
chance to function. Now, however, the legis-
lature has taken the matter out of the hands
of the court by deciding that the State
Statistician shall, on the basis of informa-
tion supplied to him from Heaven knows
where, tell the eourt what wage to fix. How
can arbitration funetion fairly under suach
conditions?  The natural resuli is discon-
tent. People say that the days of indus-
trinl arbitration are over, and that the days
of direct action are at hand. They eannot
he blamed, as political interference with in-
dustrial arbitration has brought about that
position.  The Minister is looking for
trouble if he persists in maintaining that
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instead of the Arbitvation Court fixing the
wage a Government servant shall do so, and
that the methods adopted by that Govern-
ment servant shall not be open to review in
any shepe or form by the workers or their
representatives. I hope that the Bill will
pass, thus giving inmediate justice to the
workers.

HON. J. C. WILLCOCK (Geraldton)
{5.22]: 1 am more than surprised, I am
astounded, at the epposition from the Gov-
ernment side to this Bill. I eannof imagine
that in a British community, governed by
the fundamental principles of British joz-
tice, all the facts in eonnection with pro-
ceedings in a eourt of law shall not be ad-
vanced in open court and subject to eross-
examination, At this stage, 300 years after
the existence of the Star Chamber, such
methods are used in econnection with pro-
ceedings affecting the welfare of the work-
ers in this enlightened community. The
basie principle of our courts of law—and
the arbitration tribunal is a eourt of law—
is that a charge cannot be upheld unless it
i¢ substantiated by evidenee. No witness
can give evidence without rendering him-
velf subject to cross-examination, Excapt
in extraordinary cireumstances, our ecourts
refuse to accept affidavits in support of
either charges or claims. DPeople must go
into the witness hox and submit to eross-
examination on the evidence they give.
That is all the Bill asks. We do not say
that the figures of the State Statistician ars
wrong. No one has ever said that. How-
ever, it is more than possible, it is evea
probahle, that in some instanees there wiil
be mixealenlations and mistakes in the evi-
dence. Surely, since that evidenee affects
ithe eonditions and lives of 150,000 or 200,-
000 members of our eommunity, they shounlld
be given the opportunity of checking or
cross-cxamining those who give evidence for
the purpose of fixing wages. If as the re-
sult of a check a difference of even 3d. per
week were diseovered, the difference, spread
over 100,000 wage earners, wauld amount
to ahout £1,230 per week, Is it not right,
then, that the people shonld have the oppor-
tunity of checking figures of such far-
reaching importance? I see no ground
whatever for opposition to the Bill. Obvi-
ously, in econnection with statistical evi-
dence relating to the business of individuals,
it is not desired to know what profits they
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are making and what commodities they deal
in. But where things are manufactured,
and all the things that go to make up the
economic lite of the State, it is right that
we should have aecess to them. But this is
not an individual's business, it is the buasi-
ness ol the supplying of commodities to the
people by the whole of the trading com-
munity of Western Australia. We do nat
want to know how mueh profit the man who
is supplyving these things makes on his
transactions, nor whether he trades on a
cash or a eredit basis, nor anything else
about his business. All we want to know is
the price at which he sells his commaodities,
1 see no reason whatever for objecting to
thts. The Minister said these matters must
he secret.

The Premier: They have always been
kept secret.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: No. Statisticai
returns in regard to the profits of those in
business have been kepl secret, and rightly
s0, but nobody ever wants to keep secret the
price at which he is selling his eommodities.
In faet, all such men actually advertise their
prices.

Mr. Marshall: And if they bave a eut liue
they wet it up in hig hlack type.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: Yes. Some
groeeyy stores spend hundreds of pounds
per month on their price lists. There is no
secrecy aboui that. We just want to know
that the fignres are eorrect on which the
Government  Statistieian makes up  his
{igures for sobmission to the Arbitrafion
Counrt. The storekeepers are supposed fo
furnish the prices of predominant lines.
That may not be known to evervbody.
Someone quite honestly may he making a
mistake, They are esxpected to give, inter
alia, the priece of jam. In that they are not
supposed to furnish «ome speeially cut priee
which has been set up for, say, only one
dny. Again, a storekeeper may sny, “Well,
T'sell pastry butter at 1s. 2d. per Ib. and =0
T suppose T can say that T sell some hutter
at that price.” But that, of course, is not
ardingry butter for ordinary heuschold use,
and so the price given may bhe altomether
misleading. What means have we of finding
ont whether those people properly under-
stand their instruetions? Some compara-
tively animportant member of the staff may
he asked by hix employer to furnish the
various prices to the Government Statis-
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tician. Even if that employee should make
a mistake, it does not concern the employer
very mueh, and so he does not check tho
figures. Yet any mistake made would serve
to affecl the compilation of the basie wage.
I cannot understand the opposition to tnis
proposal. It is against all fundamental
prineiples of British justice. These figures
should not be eompiled in seeret, but shonld
be subject to the open light of a cour:.
These are not the days of star-chamber meth-
ods, and even newspaper reporters are to
be found in all our ecourts, which, indeed,
are open to everybody. Tbhe public may
pass iv unhindered, in faet acecommodation
ic provided for them so that they can go
und waich the administration of justier
The declaration of the basic wage certainly
bas its legal consequences, for any employver
paying wages not in conformity with the
court’s decision is subject to proseention in
the court, To say that the information on
which the basic wage rests is not to he tle
subject of any sort of inquiry, is to get
right away from British justice. It is ultra-
conservatism to hold that because we have
had a eertain system in the past it shall bo
continued for ever. Such an attitude shonid
not receive consideration anywhere,  The
very man who sends in the returns does not
plead that they shall not be upen lo inspee-
tion. (o into a store anywhere in Western
Aqustralia and ask the price of a given com-
modity, and immediately that price will be
supplied. Yet the Minister says these prices
stould be kept secret and nobody should
hear anything about them. It is ridienlous.
All we ask is that the figures shall be snn-
ject to examination, for these prices are the
prices on which the basic wage is compiled.
Even in Parliament, where we disenss all
sorts of things which have their effeet on the
economie life of the conntry, it is a funda-
mental principle that any citizen can eome
and hear the discussion and see what is go-
ing on in the making of our laws. The star-
chamber method of keeping in hiding fizures
which do not concern the business interests
of any individunal, is entirely wrong. T
should like to hear the Attorney Generals
views on these seeret methods.

The Premier: But these fipures have al-
ways been supplied under the seal of
seerecy.

Hon. J, C. WILLCOCK: No, the Stafis-
tieal Act of 1907 was for the purpose of
eliciting information regarding what might
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be termed business seecrets, and so it was
provided that the information should be
given under the seal of secrecy. But that
was an entirely ditferent matter.

The Premier: But is it not a faet that
the method of getting the costs from the
{overnment Statistician was always as it 1=
to-day?

Hon, J, ¢, WILLCOCK: No; the infor-
wation supplied under the Statistical Act
was kept secret. But why should we keep
seeret the Hmures on which the industriul
conditions and wages of 77 per cent. of the
people of the State are based?

The Minister for Works: Is our system
different from those in the Eastern States?

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK.: The working
out of this system has so discontented tha
people all over Australia that they are agi-
tating for a revision.

The Minister for Works: They are ask-
ing for a Royal Commission,

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: They are ask-
for a Royal Commission on the reduction,
but we are not concerned about that at this
stage. All we are concerned about is that
the fizures supplied shall be subjected to the
test of examination in the light of day.

Mr. Kenneally: Which is very necessary,
in view of the ncw legislation,

The Minister for Works: On the 14tk
Tune thev altered the basic wage whieh had
been fixed only u few months earlier.

Hon, 8. W. Munsie: And a few months
eorlier they redneced it by 8s.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK: I am not con-
cerned with what has happened during the
past 12 months. T do not say that the Bill,
if passed, will make any great alteration it -
the returns, but I do say the people are be-
coming suspicious that there is something
not altogether in aceord with the faets.
If we can have it in the light of day and
we can assure the people that faets are
being supplied there will be no discontent.
The Arbitration Court now satisfies itself as
regards things which make up the basic wage
but the eourt has no power to question a
slatistician as to the source of his informa-
tion. If the court knew of its own know-
ledge that the figures supplied by the
statistieian were incorrect, it would have to
accept them according to the law as it exists
to-day.

The Minister for Works: You are wrong;
the Act does not say that the court must
make an alteration; it says the court “may.”
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Hon, J. C. WILLCOCK: “May" means
#shall” in legislation of this kind,

The Minister for Works: “Shall”
sider the statement.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCK : We do not give
the court the opportunify to consider the
statement. We do not allow anybody to be
represented at the court.

The Minister for Works: Simce the Act
has been passed there has been an annual
investigation.

Hon. J. C. WILLCOCIK: Bat under the
Act the court can use information from
ounly one source, and we say that as far as
the statistician is concerned, he gives ab-
solutely correct information, the informa-
tion that he reeceives—there is no question
about that. But what there is some doubt
about is that the figures given to the stafis-
Helan and passed on to the cowmt may be
nuite incorrect. I ean quote what happened
in Geraldton. The statistician went up to
test the fizures supplied to him, and after
he had made an investigation, assisted by
the town clerk and others, he admitted that
the fizures sapplied were not fair and rea-
sonable, and they were altered. Could not
the same thing happen in respect of other
ruestions? The Government should he eon-
cerned only with rvegard to getting faets to
enahle the eounrt to make a just declaration.
If the emplover is entitled to have the hasie
wage determined in a proper manner, the
Premier will agree that the comt should
be supplied with correct figures.  That
should bhe done in the intervests of the in-
dustry, but we should not deny anyone the
right to cross-examine. I should like to
hear the memher for Nedlands (JMr.

 Keenan) on the constitutional aspeet of the
stor-chamber methods at the time of the
Stuarts, 300 years ago. T think there was
a revolution at the time and a king lost
his head through the star-chamber methods
in the administration of justiece at that time.
To import that principle into legal proceed-
ings to-day in our free and enlightened
country will mean impeding progress and
putting us back hundreds of years. I am
astonnded at the objection raised by the Min-
ister. He said it was neeessary in some-
body’s interests that this information should
be seeret.  There is nothing connected with
the administration of the law that should
be secret. We cannot possibly  have
seereey in legal cases; if we do have secreey
we have corruption, and everything else that
that will break down the confidence of thas

con-
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people in the law and its administration. [
hope the Minister will be able to produce
better arguaments than those be used. The
whole system of our arbitration law is hased
on getting evidence, The two parties to a
dispate bave to appear hefore the court and
they have to swear certain information, for
the accuracy of which they stand.  Then if
anyone desirves to test the truth of the state-
ment, they should submit to eross-examina-
tion. A person who supplies information
on which an important matter is dealt with
should be prepared to conform to what other
witnesses in other courts of law have to
submit to, namely, the test of cross-
examination. [ hope the Premier will
delve into the matter more deeply than did
the Minister for Works and that the pro-
vision will be agreed to =o that it may ve-
move a considerable amount of the dissatis-
faction that exists to-day.

The Minister for Works: What will vou
do about the annual investigations?

Hon, J. €. WILLCOCK: It is in regard
to the quarterly investigations that no one
lias a right to appear. Ax a matter of fact,
the court does not sit. Tt declares that it
has received information, taken it into con-
sideration ond hased its action on it. Tt
is not possible to take exception to stnte-
ments sabmitted to the court at those quar-
terly sittings. The position isx fundamentalls
wrong, and I hope the Government will
agree to what is an eminently fair propo-i-
tion.

MR. MILLINGTON (Mt. Hawthorn)
[5.54]: 1 presume that the Minister’s oh-
jection is on bebalf of the people who sup-
ply the information. Tle certainly set up
a general case against the divunlgence of in-
formation snpplied by peonle for statistieal
purposes.  Statistics generally ave of very
little interest to the averaze person. We go
to the Statistiea]l Register or to the Year
Book for infermation that we may desire.
bhat in the main that infermuation is of no
interest to anyone. Persons requiring infor-
mation about an important matter wonld
want to know when the information was
compiled and by whom and by what means.
Then thevy would not say willy-nilly “We
will accept this information supplied to us
by the compiler of statistics.  They
would devise ways and means to check it.
That s all the Bill aks., T have a
recollection on one oceasion of a proposal
that two aunditors should be appointed. One
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of the secretary’s friends objected and said
it was a reflection on the secretary’s
character.  The auditors were appointed
Jjust the same. It is not here proposed to
reflect on the character of those whe supply
information to the statistical officers; it is
intended to apply ordinavy methods of
checking figures and where figures are dealt
with it is always necessary that there
should be a check. The prices charged
for groceries represent perhaps the
main  consideration that gave rise to
this discussion. It wounld surprise hon.
members to know how priees vary in
different parts of the State. A select com-
mittee of this House inquired into the cost
of hving, and it ascerfained that the retail
price of meat within a 10-mile radius of
the town hall varied from 3d. a lb. to 8d.
a Ib. for the one type of joint. How could
the statistician compile his index figure
without knowing the variation in priess.
There is a grext disparity hetween fhe prices
charged for many commodities in various
parts of the State.  Then again certain
cateh lines are sold ab under cost.  That
phase should be taken into eonsideration az
well. This is a matter of vital importanee,
and not one of mere passing interest, A
misealenlation in railway tonnages or ia
vverseas trade statistics would not cause us
much concern, whereas hoth employer anl
employee are vitally interested in the prices
supplied to the statistician for the purpose
of fixing the index fizure, nupon which wages
will rise or fall. In those ecirecumstances, it
is only reascnable that the figures, as sup-
plied to the statistician, shall be checke:l.
We are not asking that eonfidential infoe-
mation shall be made available. I recognize
that some information that is supplied is
confidential, hbut what we have in mind is
the price list supplied by tradesmen. The
Minister should reconsider his objection {9
the Bill, which should really have been
covered by him in the measure he placed he-
fore Parliament to amend the Arbitration
Aet. When he decided by that amending
legislation to make the statistician’s deter-
mination the yard-stick by which to mea-
sure wages, he should have included the
prineiple ouflined in the Bill, which is, in
effect, a natural covellary. The Bill will
supply the machinery necessary to check the
information furnished to the statistician for
the purposes of the amending Aect. The
Ministez’s objection regarding the divul-
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genee of information bhad nothing to do with
the point dealt with in the Bill. Naturally
the employers themselves must desire that
the information furnished to the statisticiu
shall he correct, heeanse the information
might affert wages either way. It might
have a tendeney to increase wages, or it
might tend to deerease them. What objee-
tion can be taken to a check upon informa-
tion at the source of supply? It will be fair
to hoth sides.

The Premier: What I cannot understand
is why it has not always been done.

Mr. MILLINGTON: That is all we ask
shall be done.

The Minister for Works: You are simply
making an exense; that is all.

Mr. MILLANGTON: For many years we
have argued about the information supplied
in connection with industrial matters, and
to-day it is permissible to furnish inferma-
tion; hut 1 admit that it is diffieult for aa
advocate in the Arbitration Court to dis-
prove the statistician’s figures. He would
have to cover the whole ground and get in-
formation from all parts of the State. Even
s0, in all probability, the ease he would put
up would he unconvineing to the eourt.

The Minister for Works: Would the effect
of the Bill be to disprove them?

Mr. MILLINGTON: Tt mighi he possiblz
ta show that the figures received from k-
ierent towns were incorrect.

The Minister for Works: Are yon not
arguing against the annual adjustment, not
the quarterly adjustment?

Mr. MILLINGTON: ANl T am seeking to
show is the necessity for ehecking prices
suppliedd to  the Government Statistieian,
vpon which he is asked to fix the index
Rgure. That information should he ehecke:l
before he receives it. Why shonld there be
any objection to sach a proposal?  The
Minister wou'd have fignres supplied to him.
vhecked for hiz mwn protection. We know
that the ordinary housewife cheeks her
household figures. The man who sapplica
the fizures to the Government Statistieizn
iz the only man who could ohject, and why
should he objeet?

The Premier: Tt does not matter who
supplies the figures.

Mr, MILLINGTON: No, so long as they
are correct, and all we ask is that those
figures shall be checked. Seeing that men’s
wages are fixed on the basis of the inform:-
tion supplied, it is not too mueh to ask.
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The Premier: You want, the fgures
checked, not the source of supply.

Mr, MILLINGTON: That is so. Amis-
ing out of a woodline dispute on the Eas:-
ern Coldfields, it was agrecd that the men
shoulidl be supplied with goods at Kalgoorlie
prices.  The men had an agent in town who
went fo two business men, secured prices,
compiled 4 list and gave the full informa-
tion. There was no secrccy about the mat-
ter. In effect all that we ask is that the
prices supplied to the Government Statis-
tician shall be audited, or, in other words,
checked. If is not merely a matter of prices,
but of brauds, size of tins, and so forth.

Mr. SPEAKER-: Order! I ask the hon.
member to resume his seat, and the Premier
to move that the debate be adjourned. The
member for Mt. Hawthorn will have an op-
portunity to resume his vemarks later on,
I have received a message from the Legisla-
tive Council regarding a conference.

The PREMIER: The idea is to adjourn
now instead of having to re-assemble after
the tea hour mcrely to adjourn again. We
are to meet the managers of the Legislative
Council, and will resume at the conclusion
of the eanference. I move—

That the debate be adjourned until a later
stage of the sitting.

Motion put and passed.

Mr. SPEAKER: It will be necessary for
someone to move that the member for 1M:.
Hawthorn be permitted to continne his re-
marks at a later stage.

Hon. M. F. Trov: This is rather an ex-
traordinary procedurc.

Hon. A. MeCallom: Has this been done
before in this Chamber?

Mr. SPEAKER: Will somebody move
that the member for Mr. Hawthorn be per-
mitted te resume his remarks at a later
stage?

AMr. MARSHALL: I move—

That the member for Mt. Hawthorn be per-
mitted to resume his remarks at a later stage
of the sitting.

Mr. HEGNEY: I seeond the motion,
Motion put and passed.

BILL—DIVIDEND DUTIES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’s Further Message.

Message from the Council reecived and
real nolifving that it had agreed to the
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Assembly’s requesti for a conference on
amendment No. 1 made by the Coopeil and
disngreed to by the Assembly, and had ap-
pointed Hon, J. J. Holimes, Hon. W. H.
Kitson and Houn. (. ¥, Baxter as managers,
the President’s room as the place of meei-
ing, and the time 7.13 pm.

On motion by the Premier, Hon. C. G.
Latham appointed ns one of the Assembly’s
managers, in lieu of Hon. J. Seaddan, who
was indisposed.

Sitting suspended from 6.12 0 9.20 pm.

Coufercuce Manugers’ IReport.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir Jawmes
Mitehell—Northam [9.207: I lhave to re-
port that the managers nppointed by this
Honse met the Council managers and agreed
to the following amendment to the Council’s
amendment :—

The Legislative Couneil's amendment No. 1

is agreed to subjevt to the following amend-
ment;—* ' Strike out all the words after ‘in’
in line 4 dowu to and inclusive of ‘againsg’
in line 18, aud substitute in licu thereof the
following:— pastoral or grazing business
there shall be altowable ay 2 dednetion from
any year’s profits such portion of net losses
made during the two vears preceding the
vear in respeet of which the assessment is
made as was due to the Iass of stock eaused
by drought.” '’
It will be seen that under paragraphs (n)
and (b) the deductions allowable were to
be the ret business losses over the two venrs
preceding the year of assessment due to any
cause. The amendment will limit the de-
duction to loss of stock eansed by drought,
The House might well aceept the amend-
ment now suggested by the managers, be-
cause it will not nvolve great loss of rev-
enze and we shall be doing justice to the
stock owners, whether they be pastoralists
or graziers. 1 wish to cmplasise that the
loss that may be deducted is now limited,
whereas under the C‘ouncil’s amendment the
loss was unlimited. I move—

That the report be adopted.

HON, A. McCALLUM (South Wremantle)
{9.22]: What is the definition of a pastoral
or grazing business? Would it include the
ordinary farmer?

The Minister for Lands: Yes, if he has
sheep or eattle, he is a grazier, hut it refers
only to companics, not to individuals.
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Hon. A. MeCALLUM: 1 realise that.
There arve companmies carrying on farming
business.

Hon, wW. D. Johuson: It would be only
fuir that they all come in.

Hon. A. McCALLULM: Every farmer in
the country will be fleating his business info
a company, Would each farmer get the
advantage if he did so?

The Premier: In so far as grazing is con-
cerned.

Mr, Millington: The amendment refers to
loss of stoek due to drought onmly.

Hon., A, MeCALLUM: Yes, I realise that
it is limited to loss due to drought.

The Premicr: To loss of stock due to
drought.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: It is to apply to
companies only.

The Premier: Yes,

Hon. A. McCALLUM: That is a limita-
tion. What about the other pastoralists who
scffer Joss through drought?

The Premier: They get sn allowance al-
ready.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: By averaging over
the three years.

The Premier: Yes. Companies average
only in respeet of loss due fo drought dur-
ing the two vears.

Hon. A, MeCALLUM: It is a compli-
cated matter to deal with, partieularly when
we have not copies of the managers' report
hefore us. It is hard to understand the full
purport of the amendment at a moment’s
notice. I am glad that the Couneil’s amend-
ment was nof adopted as it would have cre-
ated an invidious distinetion.

Question put and passed.

On motion by the Premier, 2 message was
returned ta the Couneil acquainting it
accordingly.

BILLS (2)—RETURNED.

1, Tenants, Purchasers, and Mortgagors’
Relief Act Amendment (No. 1).

2, Loan (No. 2), £2,450,000.

Without amendment.

BILL—-TNDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT (Nd. 2).

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of
the sitting.
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MR. MILLINGTON (Mount Hawthorn)
[9.30]: T had nearly finished all T had tu
say. I can only conclude by expressing the
hope that the Government will reconsider
their atittude on this Bill.

On motion by Mr. Panton, debate ad-
Jjourned.

BILL—HOSPITAL FUND ACT
AMENDMENT,

In Committee.

Mr. Richardson in the Chair; the Minister
for Health in charge of the Bill,

Clause I—agreed to.
Clanse 2—Amendment of Seetion 11,

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: The Minister £.r
Health was not Fair in his ecriticism of
members on this side of the House. He said
his endeavonr was to simplify the proce-
dure by which patients conld claim exemp-
tion. He read paragrapbs (a), (b), (¢}, and
{(d) of Section 11, which apply to what a
patient has to do to-day. His Bill does not
alter that one jot. He is further providing
that a pabient must make a written declara-
tion, in addition to complying with the pro-
visions of Section 11. The only alteration
he is making, apart from the proviso, is that
he will allow exemptions either in whole or
in part. It is true that when the Aet was
woing through I said it would mean nothing
to the great majority of the people, because
it exempts those who are on the bhasic wage.
To-day, however, 90 per cent. of the workers
are getting less than the basie wage of that
day, and under the Act would be entitled to
free bospital treatment. The only workers
to whom the Act would not apply would be
the miners on the goldfields. Railwaymen
and others have had their basic wage re-
dueed to such an extent that they now eome
within the provisions of the Aet. Every
wage earner now pays 1%d. in the pound
tax for the maintenance of hospitals. The
Minister said that those who were on the
basic wage would be entitled to free treat-
ment but the Bill deprives them of it. I
know dozens of cases of men who refused
to allow the Minister to write off their hos-
pital aceonnts, and who, thongh they could
ill-afford it, regularly paid their half-a-
crown a week in orvder to liquidate their
liabilities.  Such people ave entitled to free
treatment for the tax they pay, but the Bili
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will preveni them from getting it.  The
Act has been in operation less than twelve
months, and the only benefit it gives is now
to be whittled away by this seandalous mea-
sure, The Minister wounld not take my ad-
vice and make the principle of free treat-
ment apply to ull persons who pay the tax.
This measure is purely designed to save
Consotidated Revenue. If the Act had
specified thai those whe received the
basic wage existine at the time they
were in hospital would get free tireat-

ment, this Bill would never have been
brought down. The Minister realises
that everyone, apart from those who

are working in the gold mining industry, is
now entitled to free hospital treatment, and
he is taking this means to prevent people
receiving that benefit.

The Minister for Health: They will still
wet it under this Bill.

Hon. S. W. MUNSIE: The gold miners
will get nothing.

Mr. Marshall: And they are still made to
pay the tax.

Hon, S. W. MUNSIE: The Minister
wants to take away any benefit the Act gives,
hecavse he finds he is not getting thd
revenue he expected. I shall not move an
amendment, beeause I eannot frame one; but
I shall divide the Committee on the clause.

Mr. KENNXEALLY: I agree with the
previous speaker. The previous Bill gave a
benefit if a per~on went inte an approved
hospital. The Minister, however, would not
agree to that, and as a result there is a long
wiiting list of 60 to 80 persons trying to
xet  into public Thospitals.  Under the
amended Aet, if 2 person goes into a public
hospital—provided he is not receiving the
minimum preseribed for him, £156 if single
or £230 if mavried-—his hospital account is
paid; but he eannot obtain payment of an
aceount inenrred at a private hospital.
The effect of this clause will he to
limit the Dlenefits still further. TIf in the
opinion of the court a patient is able to pay
part of the hospita] expenses, he is to he
compelled to pay aecardingly. The people
are to be taxed without receiving any benefit
whatever.  The previous Bill was merely
n  means of securing additional Trevenue,
though the Minister denied that fact. Having
succeeded in reducing the basie wage, the
Government now propose that those receiv-
ing in the vieinity of the maximums stated
shall not obtain the benefit promised t»
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them. At one period we were told that not
sufficient money was coming in to provide
the benefits promised. The passing of this
Bill will mean that no benefits whatever will
be obtained. TUnder the existing law, hos-
pital authorities eannot swe a patient re-
ceiving not more than the amounts pre-
seribed.

The Minister for Health: They never do
sue.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Yes, they do. The
Minister himself has questioned the legality
of their power to sue.

The Minister for Health: No.

Hon, 8. W. Munsie: Up to 1927 there was
no such power.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Minister now
seeks to give hospital authorities the power
to sue. The previous maximum incomes
were small enongh. Now the Minister pro-
1roses to abolish any maximum in effect. The
clause is utterly reactionary. The Minister
is merely after revenue.

The Minister for Health: What do vou
think T am going to do with it?

Mr. KENNEALLY : When this side of the
Chamber moved amendments enabling ade-
quate medical benefits to he given, the Min-
ister opposed them.

The Minister for Health: T did not.

Mr, KENNEALLY : “Hansard” will show
who is speaking the truth., I hope the
cinuse will not be passed.

Hon, A. MeCALLUM: The Aet as it
stands exempts married men receiving up to
£230 and single men receiving up to £156.
The eclanse provides that instead of hene-
fiting to the full extent of the exempiion,
they may bhe exempted wholly or in part.
The clause also provides power to sue. The
hospital authority is to determine whether
the exemption shall be granted wholly or in
part,  This means a highly inquisitorial
examination into the patient's finanecial and
domestiec position. In a Government hos-
pital that examination would be conduected
by a eivil servant, who wonld decide whether
the patient was to be exempted wholly or
partly.  That is submitting the patient to
humiliation. At present the exemption is
nandatory, not discretionary,

The Minister for Health: But the patient
has to prove his right to exemption.

Hon. A. McCALLUM: He merely gets a
statement from his empleyer showing
what his earnings for the year have been.
But that is not what will happen under
this clause. He has then to disclose the
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whole of his domestic obligations, wheve-
upon i eivil servant may grant the exemp-
tion in whole or in part. The patient will
have to submit to an examination sgkin to
that of the Commonwealth authorities when
considering applications for pensions. Tf
. he abjects to submitting to the cross-exam-
ination, he will he told that exemption ean-
not be granted, and then the ease will have
to go to court. It is o most objectionable
system to introduce into hospitals.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
member for Hannans (Hon. 8. W, Mun-
sie} satd I had misled the House. I cer-
tainly had no intention of doing so. Pro-
posed new Section 11A sets oub esactly
what is going to happen. On the second
reading 1 pointed ouf that it had Leen
found that a2 mearried man on £230 per
apnum and having his own house was ex-
cluded from the payment of anything, wheve-
as a single man on £156 had fo pay his fees.
What we want to do is merely to give to
the loeal committees or boards the right te
differentiate between patients on dissimilar
jncomes. After all, T have never yet leard
of an instance where a hospifal committee
or hoard have sued a person whom they
ought not to have sned. On the second read-
ing I pointed out that one patient who had
£2,000 in the bank, but had earned less than
the basic wage, got out of paying hiz fees,
whereas a man who was earning only a little
over the hasie wage had to pay.

Mr. Sleeman: How many of them have
£2,000 in the bank?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: A few
of them in the eity. Then we have had
complaints from the bonerary inedical staff
that certain patients have heen treatcd who
onght not to have been treated.

Mr, Panton: And the honorary medizal
staff, when asked about it, declared they
had not said it.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
examinations will not he any more inquisi-
torial than they have been in the past. I
cannot understand the objeetions to the Bill.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: The Bill wonld take
away the only henefit the Act gives.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: It will
not take away any henefit to which a person
is entitled.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Of course it will. A
hard-working honest man and his wife, who
have been able to save a few pounds, will
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he told they are able to pay and so must
pay.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I cer-
tainly cannot understand the objections to
the Bill, for nearly all the hospitals have
asked for it

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: You will get still
more objections to Cleuse 3.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
money is devoted entirely to hospitals, so
surely there can be no reason for eomplaint.
Up to date there has been sufficient money
to go round.

Hon, 8. W. Munsie: Yes, it has worked
wonders, according to the balance sheer.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I ex-
plained that on the second reading.

Hon, 5. W, Munsie: The Auditor Gene-
ral’s report does not explain itf.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: It
shows exactly where the woney has come
from. When I put the balance sheet on the
Table I thought it would clean up that mis-
understanding. I can assure the Committee
there is no intention to take away any hane-
fits at all; rather is it intended to liberalise
them. The Bill is merely to give the local
boards and eommittees a diseretionary power
whieh they have not to-day.

Hon. 5. W. MUNBS1E: If the Minister
wishes to give to the hospital bhoards a dis-
cretionary power becanse of the hardship
now imposed on the man who is earning
Jjust over the basie wage, let him put through
a Bill for the purpose and I will help him.
But those committees have diseretionary
power now, without the Bill. If it be true
that the hospital eommittees lhave fo insist
upon payment from a man who is earning
£1 or so over the basic wage, I will agree
to give them diseretionary power in order
to spave that man; but T am not geing to
et them say that when a man has earned
less than the hasic wage they still have the
right to sue him for his fees, notwithstand-
irg that he is already taxed for the wain-
tenance of hospitals, The purpose of the
parent Aet was to secure revenue for the up-
keep of hospitals.

My. Marshall; Nothing of the sort! Tt
was o gel revenue with which to relieve
Consolidated Revenue.

Hon. 8. W, MUNSIE: That is true.
When first the Act was introduced, the Gov-
ernment said that with the tax alone they
could not give the henefits which T had tried
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to give wnder my Bill, but that they were
going to exerupt patients on the basic wage.

The Premier: They are getting that now.

Hon. 8. W. MUXNSIE: And the Minister
has brought down this Bill to take it away
from them.

The Premier: XNo.
in every proposal.

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: I certainly sec
bardship in the Bill, which distinetly says
that after “exempt™ there are to be inserted
the words “either in whole or in part.”
What is the purpose of that? Tt is to get
money from men below the basic wage, and
the Premier knows if. The Minister said
the Bill did not iake away benefits. I say
it does. 'The only reference in the Aect 10
“henefit” is to be struek onf, and we are to
have “exempt” in lien thereof, The explana-
tion of the Minister was an exceptionally
lame one.

The Premier: Of course you would say
that.

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: Because he can
produce one case where a man had money—
let me say I would prosecute that man first
of all.

Mz, Panton: As a matter of fact he had
only an equity in property to that amount.

Hon. 5. W. MUNSIE: If I knew a man
with £2,000 wlho elaimed exemption, T would
help the Minister to make him pay hospita
dues. But when the Minister brings down
an amendment to make provision to get hos-
pital dues from people who have earned
Jess than the basic wage, he cannot hope to
gef through without oppesition from me.

You would see harm

Progress reported.

BILL—DIVIDEND DUTIES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’s Further Message.

Message from the Couneil received and
read notifying that it had adopted the re-
port of the conference managers.

MOTION—FOREST REGULATIONS.
To disallow.
MR. J. H. SMITH (Nelson) [10.17]1: I

move—

That the amendments made to the Forests
Repulations, 1925, published in the ““Govern-
ment Gazettes'’ of Tth August, 1931, and 2nd

[ASSEMBLY.]

October, 1931, and laid upon the Table of the
House on 29th Heptember, 1931, and 13th
October, 1931, respectively, be disallowed.

The reason I move the motion is that 1 con-
sider that the vregulations that are-
continually being issued ave nothing but
pinpricks to the industry, Recently I asked
¢uestions ot the Minister for Forests and
the replies he gave were the most foolish
and inane that one could possibly expeet to
receive. One ¢uestion I asked was whul
was the reason for the increase in inspeo-
tion fees on timber from private properties
and the reply he gave was that it was
due to bad cutting and second-class timber
which had led to seriows complaints
from oversea countries buying our sleepers.
But exactly the same conditions apply on
Crown lands, Under the charge of 1s. a
load inspectors are earning for the Forests
Deparitment a miimam of £3 7s., and as
much as £5 per day. With the increass as
it applies to private property the in-
spectors arg earning from £6 14s. to
£10 a day. Why the differentiation?
The Minister’'s statement in answer to
my question wa< ridiculous, On Crown
lands that have been revocated from areus
that were dedicated, inspectors are marking
timber for hewing, and this timber 1s as
much immature as the limber cut from
private property. If the answers that were
given by the Minister were not dealing with
a serious matter, T should sayv thai those
answers were ahsolutely fareieal and ridieu-
lous, For instance, the Minister told os that
the reason for the inerease in inspeetion
fees was due to bad cutting and faulty
timber, which had led to eomplaints from
overseas countries.  Whose fault was it
but that of the Forest Department? The
inspeetors are emplaved nnder the Act and
are under the direct control of the Conser-
vator, and if there i1s any blame it is attach-
able to the inspector. Therefore, the reply
was foolish,  Again T ask why it was that
penple on private property shonld be penal-
ised fo the extent of the increase of 1s. Gd.
per load, and why there should bhe that
differentiation between cutting on Crown
Tand and private property with only a fence
dividing the areas? Why should the induns-.
try_he loaded fo that extent?” God knows
it iz loaded enough ns it is. The rezulations
have heen eontinually increasing the fees on
poles and piles until they now are 23. 2d.
per foot on a 60-foot pile. The total reyalty
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comes to somewhere about £0G 15s. Some-
thang will bave to be done becanse we ean-
not eontinue to atow the differential ebarges
to be colected. The piles that are being
. cut are being supplied to the harbours and
the rauilways and for work being carried
out elsewhere in the State, If we were get-
ting money for those poles from overseas,
I would not object, but it is for internal
work and also for the benefit of the Foresis
Department. The department are employing
an army of men ringharking in the forest
country. The ved gum trees shed their nuis
and in a couple of years time there ure red
gum suckers all over the place, and an army
of men will be required to keep them down.
The Forests Department are utilising the
rooney they receive from the Railways, ITar-
bours, and Llectricity Departments for that
one purpose. What I want to prevent is
the difierentiation in the charges between
Crown lund and private Jand. This is not
a small matter, and it is eontinually going
on. I can iell the House somecthing that
happencd, Many of the suppliers of poles
and piles to the harbours and railways ave
getting them from private property and
have supplied them at a lower cost than the
Government charge for rovalty. Dut if a
man wants to get poles and piles forr the
railways and havbours he mmst first po to
the Forester in the district. The cutter will
have to go six or 12 miles ont to find the
poles and takes with lim the forester to see
whether the tree will provide a 60-foot
pole. The forester says “Yes,” and the man
falls the tree, bring along his team and earts
il into the siding. Then the inspector exam-
ines it and in many eases he condemns it at
the siding. The cufter has to bring another
pele in and he is obliged to pay royalty on
the condemned pole hefore he can load the
other on rails. Does not that show that the
regulations are a farce? With regard fo
the eontracts in forece at the present time,
the department are making the regulations
so diffienlt that it is impossible for the men
te ecarn a living in the bush. 1 have had
- manv complaints from slceper-cutters who
hefore never had one per cent. of their
sleeners condemned. Under the new regu-
lations they are getting from 20 to 30 per
cent. condemned. Tt is provided that the
sleeners have to be absolutely square. T
defv anv man to ent a square sleeper. It
is almost impossible to saw the sleepers in
accordance with the regulations that are now
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in foree in the bush., The department will
not allow even one-eighth of an inech one
way or the other, The Minister controlling
the Forests Department says that the cutter
is wasting good timber in the bush., I say
he is not doing so. The sleeper-cutter in
the bush, and I have proved this before,
vets more timber out of his trees than does
the mill. He ¢an also cut it cheaper than
the mill. But under the forests seheme at
present operating, instead of getting €2 6s.
9., the award vate for cutting slecpers, he
s getting now only 37s. Gd. It is almost im-
pussible to cut under those conditions. Nine-
foot sleepers are being cut in the bush,
though any number of logs left will cut 7-
foot sleepers. .\ man who with his son is
citting sleepers for a Routh Afvican order
went to the forester in charge, My, Brock-
way, fo see whether he could use waste
hillet of 9 feet, and cut off 7-fect
lengths from timber Iyiug in the bush
Mr. Brockway thought there wounld he
no objection, but fhe reply eame hLack
from the Conservator that it would noi he
allowed. This ngain is wrong. The waste
billets and extra lengths will be destroved by
fire.  JMention has Dbeen made about
foreighers eutting on private property. But
vou would not get a Britisher to go where
the foreigners cut sieepers on  aveount
af the avea having heen cut over eight and
ten times previously., It is well for the
State that this timbher should he eut, no
matter by whom it is cut. T bave no hrief
for the foreigner, hut while work is going
on the storekeeper is getting something out
of it, and so are the buteher and the rail-
ways, and money is being civeulated, I do
not know why regulations should be enfore-
ed against men who are on private land. The
owner Teceives royalties for the timber and
he puts that money back into the land. It
is not squandered and, in effect, he gets
something for nothing. I know that much
money that has been received from royalties
has bheen squandered in the past. In
one instanee, seven vears’ work in the
forest outside Bridgetown, which costs many
thousands of pounds, was all lost. Tt was
reforestation work. A fire went throngh;
it eould not be stopped, and the whole re-
sult of the seven years’ operations went up
in smoke.

The Premier: The regrowth as well as the
dead timber?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Yes.
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The Premier: Then it was cleared land
after the fire.

Mr. Withers: Pretty dear clearing.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The point T am mak-
ing is that the regulations are most drastie,
and the House should certainly dissllow that
which ditferentiates between the timber
cut on erown land, on which a charge of
1s. a load is levied for inspection fees, and
timber cut on private property, in respeet
of which an inspection fee of 2s. 6d. per load
ix charged. The Minister stated that the
reason for this was on account of immature
timber, bad cutting and an adverse report
that had been received from overseas.
Surely that is not the fault of the cutter, nor
vet of the timber! It was an inane state-
ment. The fault rest with the inspectors
who passed the sleepers. T know something
about that particular instance,  Some of
the sleepers concerned had heen passed two
vears previously, and were sent overseas
without any further inspection. That was
why the complaints were received,

Mr. Withers: Were they inspected side by
side, alongside the railway line?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Yes; the sleepers
from Crown lands were alongside those from
private lands. If ap inspector looked over
67 loads, he would receive £3 7s., and sarely
he would be well paid. Many men can turn
cver 100 loads and that means £5 for the
inspection if the sleepers were taken off
Crown lands. The return on account of the
inspection wonld be £12/10/- if those 100
loads had been cut on private property.
That differentiation is neither reasonable nor
is it fair. No wonder the people are up in
arms, and those who have private property
are asking why they should be so penalised.

‘On motton by the Premier, dehate ad-
journed,

BILL—TENANTS, PURCHASERS AND
MORTGAGORS' RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2).

Second Reading.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [10.353] in
movine the second reading said: The Bill ic
a short one and T shall not take long in plae-
inz it hefore the House. When the Attor-
nev (feneral was dealing with a Bill to ve-
cnact the parent Aet the other evening, we
complained that it did not inelude amend-
ments that we had expected. The Attorney
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Geperal said that if I asked for something
{there was any ehance of the House aceept-
ing, it would he different. That is what [
huve attempted to do in the Bill. It is a
mild one, and I hope it will have a speady
passage through the House. Ii embodiss
two clauses. One provides that the final say
in rezard to evictions shall rest with the
Commissioner, Mr. Moseley. Before an in-
dividunl may be foreibly evicted from his
home, the Commissioner will have to give
{he necessary order for evietion. The othet
clause seeks to strike out the scetion of the
parvent Act that permits people te coatract
themselves outside the provisions of the
Act. That phase has heen discussed in this
Chamber, and every member knows what
has been happening. T believe it is true
that not only men who are on sustenance
and are unemployed, but the ordiuary work-
ing man as well, are eompetled to sign a
printed form thai has been provided by the
land agents, ander which they give a dek-
nite undertaking that they will not take ad-
vantage of lhe Tenants, Purchasers and
Mortgagors’ Relief Act. Men have signed
that document in good faith, helieving that
there was no harm in doing so. After a few
weeks, however, they have become unem-
ploved and later found themselves unable to
pay the vent. When they seek to take ad-
vantage of the provisions of the Act, the
landlord advances the form signed by each
tenant, and that debars them from securing
any assistance under the Act,

The Premier: Why did they sign it?

Mr. SLEEMAN: Some did not think
there was any harm in it, while others
signed inu the hope of securing a house. [
helieve the Attornev General will agree with
me that T have been mild on this oceasion.
and certainly have not been greedy. [
move—

That the Bill be now read a sceond time.

On motiorn by the Attorney General, de-
hate adjourned.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. A. L. Davy—West Perth} [10.40] in
moving the second reading said: The Rill
provides amendments to Sections 14, 156 and



[1 Decexser, 1931.]

22 of the Financial Emergency Act. The
fivst two are the really important amend-
ments that have to be considered. Sections
14 and 15 deal with the application of what
we have ealled the “eut” in the wages of
workers outside the Government serviee.
Hon. members will remember that a large
number of applications are being made
mnder those seetions, and orders have heen
made in many instunees. The Arbitration
Court, in making those orders took a cer-
tain view as to the meaning of Sections 11
and 13, and it was that the effect of a sue-
cessful application merely applied the re-
dunetion of wages to the emplovees of the
particular person who made the application.
One result of that view was, of conrse, that
if 5 man were in a particular industry and
had not any employees engaged at a given
woment, he could not make any application
for the benefit of the Act. The effect was
that a man operating in a partienlar in-
dustry in a desultory way, working some-
times and not at others, was adversely sitn-
ated, His eompetitors could make an appli-
cation and secure a reduction, thus makiny
it impossible for that man ever to start
azain. I know of one man who operates
a timber mill from Lime to time as he secures
orders. When he sccures an order he opens
vp the mill, emplovs men and sets the ma-
chinery in motion. At the time when the
timber millers applied for a reduction, his
mill was not working. Therefore, he could
et no order, aceording to the view of the
vonrt. On the other hand, all the timber
millers who were working obtained orders.
That meant, practically speaking, that it was
made impossible for that man to open his
mill again hecause he could not have the
advantage of the reduced rate of wages, and
he was afraid to tender for an order on
anv basis other than the old rates of
wages. One of the unions took an
even narrower view of the meaning of the
two sections. That view was that the order
of the court applied only in favour of the
particnlar applieant, and with respect fo
the persons emploved by the applieant ab
the moment of the order. That union moved
tha Faull Conrt of Western Australia for
an order of prohibition preventing the Arbi-
tration Court from making any order that
extended beyond the workers actually em-
ployed at the moment of the order. The
applieation eame on for hearing hefore the
Full Court in due course, and the Full Court
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refused the application, and expressed the
opinion that the meaning of the two sections
of the Aet was that whenever a successful
application was made, the result of the order
was that the award or industrial agreement
—ithe two amount to the same thing—itself
was varied; that is, the variation applicd to
every employer and every worker covered
by the award. On the tollowing day the
learned President of the Arbitration Court
made a statemment in which he indicaterd that
he disagreed with the finding of the Full
Court and that be did not propose that the
Arbitration Court shonld be hound by the
finding. In expressing that opinion 1 think
he was technieally and legally right. I do
not think that the finding of the Full Conrt
actually does bind the Court of Arbitration.
But now we have the position that the Full
Court has expressed one clear and definite
opinion on the meaning of the two sertions,
and the President ot the Arhitration Court
has stated that he thinks to the econtrary.
That, {0 my mind, is an invitation to per-
sons coneerned to litigate further on the
matter, and it seems to me there is a dictinet
possibility of the exact meaning of those two
sections being left in donbt for a eonsider-
alile nmaber of menths. Any pevson con-
cerned could appeal first to the Full Court
of Western Australin and then to the High
Court of Australia, which would mean a de-
lay of perhaps five, six, seven or eight
months,  This measure is in very escence
i femporary emergency imeasure. [t iz de-
sirned o meet n set of circumstances that
we hope will not last longer than the end
of next vear. Moreover it is designed fo
weed a set of circumstanees that must he met
quickly and promptly, if at all. Hence it
appears to be the duntv of the Government
of the day to see that there is complete cer-
tainty at the earliest opportunity. The first
portion of the Bill is intended to put be-
yond any possibility of nvgument the mean-
ing of Sections 14 and 15 of the Act, in
accordance with the view expressed hy the
Full Court. There it a number of verv small
amendments to Sections 14 and 15, ard if
they are carried, no one ean possibly avgue
that the two sections mean other than what
the Fnll Court has held they do mean. An-
other matter is dealt with in the Bill that
T think members will not regard as conten-
tions. The Aet provided for a enmpulsory
reduction of interest, Members will reeall
that as the measure was first presented to
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the Hiouse, there was no straight-out Hab
reunciion of interest. rower was given to
any morygagor to approach the cowt and
obtaun, 1I ine court tneugnt fit, a 22iz per
cenr. reuuction of intetesi payable under his
mortgage, in Comnuttee, that was altered,
and tne reduction of interest was made z
statuiory one, and the mortgagee was given
the rigut to go to the court and, if he could,
demonstrate that the cut should not spply
in his particalar ease. Unfortunately, in
the process of changing from one method
to the other, we did not properly irame
Sectwn =2 of the Act, and Clause 4 of the
Bill proposes to substitute a new Section
22 which will he more in accord with the
chanmed method of dealing with the ques-
tion of the reduction of interest. Further-
more, we have not adequately dealt with the
case of a mortgage where the repayment of
prineipal is mixed up with the payment of
interest. 1 refer to a case in which there is
no dedinite repayment of prineipal end no
defpite paymeni of interest, the two heing
blended in a weekly payment. That case was
not adejuetely dealt with by the mrasure.
The 1 oposcd new Section 22 is intended
te doal with the situation and make uite
clear what is to be done in cireumstances of
that sort. 1 hope members will not think
that, in bringing down the Bill and draling
with Feetions 14 and 15, I am presuming fo
express an opirion on the merits ef the
views held by the Full Court and by the
President of the Arbitration Court. There
are four gentlemen concerned in those two
different views, all of them able and honour-
abie mmen who are entitled to take different
views., Neither do I wish memhbers to
imagine for a moment that T propose to
embark on an argument as to whieh is the
preferable view.

Tlon. A, MeCallum: You mean preferahle
legally?

The ATTORNEY GENFERAL: Yes. I
do not think we would get muech further if
we eneared in gn argument as to which view
was right.

Hon. A. McCallom: The Bill sets out
what ven think shonld prevail,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes. All
I desire is to remove the possibility of fur-
ther litiwation on the matter.

Hon. A. MeCallum: Litigation is on the
road now.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
Imow whether it is or not, but while w~ leave
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any loophole at all, there will be litigation,
and to my mind litigation about the condi-
tions to prevail between employer and em-
ployvee is undesirable.

Hon. A, McCallum: Some of the em-
plovers have acted on the decision of the
Full Court.

The ATTORNEY GEXERAL: I under-
stand that is se. I do not know why they
should not do so, any more than why they
should fellow the other side. However, we
have the two seis of opinions.

Hon. A. McCallum: The Full Court was
not asked for an opinion on it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well, it
expressed an opinion.

Hon. A. MeCallum: Withont being asked.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
think that is so.

Hon. A. MeCallum: You ask the member
for Nedlands. Te appeared and did not
argue it.

The ATTORNEY GEXNERAL: Whether
he did or did not, T do not know. We shall
not met very far if we start to argue the
point amongst ourselves.

My, Kenneally: No, but vou propose to
use the hig stick and say this is what was
intendled.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon.
member may eall it the big stick if he likes.
I say it is a piece of legislation designed to
meet o partieular oceasion. TIf we allow the
argument to continue, the oceasion will have
passed.

Hon. A. MeCallnm: Yon are optimistie,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: As a mat-
ter of commonsense, we should resolve the
argument nt the earliest possible moment. It
was a matter of surprise fo me fo find there
was a possibility of the sections meaning
that reduetion and varintion of an award
gshould apply enly te the particular em-
ployer who made the application and only
in relation to the particular men working
for him at the moment. Still, I do not say
that the language used is not eapable of the
opposite meaning. I have foo much respect
for the President of the Arhitration Court
to suggest that what he thinks cannot be
right. I move—

That the Bill he now read a second time.

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

House edjourned at 11.0 p.m.




