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

QUESTIONS (2)—COAL INDUSTRY.
Amalgamated Collieries, Ltd.

Mr. WILSON asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, On what date did the Amal-
gamated Collieries Lid. apply for exemption
from the “manning by labour” clause pro-
visions of their coal mining leases in West-
ern Australia? 2, Was the usnal notice
posted at the Mining Repistrar’s office at
Collie notifying the public of such applica-
tion? If not, why not? 3, When were the
exemptions granted? 4, Is he aware that on
the 11th November, 1931, an Arbitration
Court case was pending between the Amalc
gamated Collieries Litd. and the Collie Miners’
Union? 5, Is he aware that the Amalga-
mated Collieries Ltd. closed down the Westra-
lis mine on the 11th November, 1931, there-
by depriving 50 men of their livelihood? 6,
Will he cause an inguiry to be made into
the above and not allow ex parte statements
of one party to prejudice justice being done
to the miners?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, 11th November, 1931. 2, The application
was dealt with under Section 96 of the
Mining Aet, 1904, which does not neces-
sitate the posting of any notice. 3, 12th
November, 1931. 4, Yes. 5, T am aware that
the Westralia mine has been closed down
sinee the dispute arose, 6, It is not con-
sidered that any inquiry into the matter is
necessary.
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Importations for Railways.

Mr. WILSON asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, What was the tonnrge of New-
castle or Eastern States coal brought into
Western Australia doring the month ended
21st November for use on the railways? 2,
What was the price per ton in railway trucks
at Fremantle? 3, Was the coal referred to
for stoek-replenishing or for immediate uwse
in vompetition with the loenl fuel?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, 4,254 tons. 2, 32s. 6d. per ton
ships slings. 3s. 10d, Fremantle Harbour
Frust eharge, per ton. 6d. per ton handling.
36s. 10d. per ton. 3, Replenishment of
stocks and to make up shortages consequent

en failure of Collie mines to supply the full
orders.

QUESTION—TIMBER, WORKERS,
SUSTENANCE.

AMr. J. H. SMITH asked the Premier: 1,
Is he aware that between forty and fifty
mill employees on half time finished work
to-day at Pemberton? 2, In view of the faet
that those men are destitute, will he issue
instruetions to the loeal constable who con-
trols the Welfare Department, to place them
on sustenance immediately?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Ap-
plications will be dealt with in the usmal
manner,

QUESTION--DALKEITH 'BUS ROUTE,

EXTENSION.
Mr, NORTH asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Has he arrived at a decision as

to whether or not the Dalkeith ’bus route
=hould be extended to the Claremont rail-
way station? 2, If so, what is the decision?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, No, for the reason that no applieation
has been received for an extension of the
Dalkeith 'hus route to the Claremont rail-
way station. 3, Answered hy No. 1.

QUESTION—MINERS' PHTHISIS ACT,
AMENDING LEGISLATION,

Mr. MARSHALL (without notice) asked
the Minister for Mines: Can he announce
whether a Bill to amend the Miners
Phthisis Aet will be introdueed this session?
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The MINISTER FOR JMINES replied:
I do not think it will be possible to intro-
duee it this session.

QUESTION—PRIVATE MEMBERS’
BUSINESS.

Mr. COVERLEY ({withont notice) asked
the Premiexr: In view of the fact that the
House has ngreed that Government busines:
shall take precedence over private member-’
business on Wednesdays, will he give his
assurance that business of which private
members have already given notice, will
receive full consideration?

The PREMIER replied: Yes. In reply
to the Leader of the Opposition, I have
already stated that private members’ busi-
ness will be afforded every opportunity for
digeussion.

ASSENT TO BILL.

Message from the Administrator received
and read notifying assent to the Stamp Act
Amendment Bill (No. 4).

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

Introduced by Mr. Sleeman and read a
first time.

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

Second Reading.

HON. A. McCALLUM (South Fremantle)
[1.47), in moving the second reading, said;
This Bill i3 a simple one and involves a
single prineiple only. It deals with the
section of the Arbitration Aet that provides
that the basic wage shall be adjusted quart-
erly according to the variation of the index
fizures, as supplied by the Government
Statistieian. In order to eolleet the infor-
mation upon which to base the index figure,
the Government Statistician has agents in
important towns throughout the State, and
those agents supply him with prices cover-
ing certain commodities that are specified.
On the intormation so supplied, the Gov-
ernment Statistician hases his index figure
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and as there is o variation in the prices sub-
mitted, so the index figure fluetuates. At
present the basie wage is altered automati-
cally each quarter on the basis of the figures
supplied to the Guovermment Statistician,
and on the index figure he fixes. There i
no diseussion; no one appears before the
eourt: the basic wage ix altered merely by
a declaration of the vourt that there bax
been such and suek an alteration. Neither
the upions nor the emplovers are heard nn
the matter, and they have no opportunity
fo state a case or argue the guestion out bhe-
fore the court. They are not informed as
to the nature of the figures on whieh the
order is hased. From time to time, there
has been considerable discussion vegarding
the basis upon which the statistician’s eal-
culation is made. There is no accusation
against that officer, but it is suggested that
the fizures supplied nare collected haphaz.
ardly; in effect, furnished by the office
bov. It is suggested that those figures are
not really authentic and that the whole sys-
tem at its base is very loose. I have not
heard anyone say that the calculations of
the Government Statistieian are at all open
to guestion. No one will eontend for one
moment that the work in the Statistieal
Department is other than fair and above
board, and the index figure caleulated on a
fair basis, It is at the root, the source of
his information, that complaints have heen
levelled.

Mr. H. W. Mann: You are remembering
my argument now?

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: What argument?

Mr. H. W. Mann: When T endeavoured
to secure an smendment that would bave
resulted in this being done in a proper
schedule.

Hon. A. Mc(C'ALLUM:
ahout that.

Mr. H. W. Mann: You opposed it for
two hours.

Hon. A. MeCALLUM: I do not think
the member for Perth (Mr. H. W. Mann)
understands the point I am making., The
hon. member’s proposal that we opposed
had nothing to do with the point I am mak-
ing, Wither T am involved in siating my
case, or, on the occasion he alludes ta, the
member for Perth did not make me under-
stand what he was driving at. My poiut
is altozether different. The sugzestion em-
bodied in the Bill is that the representa-
tives of the Government Statistician in eack

T do not know
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uportaunt fown from which information is
sought—there are 12 or 15 of them, and
there may be more now--shall, when they
supply that information, furnish copies of
it to the nominee of the Employers’ Federa-
tion and to the A.L.P. in each town. That
will cnable the hodies concerned to look
into the figures and make such representa-
tions to the Government Statistician as they
may deem fit. The Bill provides that that
officer shall take into considevation the re-
presentations made to him, when he sup-
plies his figures to the court. That will
give each side an epportunity to check the
details npon which the statistician’s index
ligure is based. If the figures supplied to
him are disputed, the employers may argue
in one divection and the representatives of
the union in another, The Government
Stafistician will be able to investigate the
position. Tt would appear to me that widen.
ing the basis of the souvee of information
cannof but get nearer o the faects and the
trath.  All that should be sought is that
the truth be laid bave, and that is what the
Bill aims at. We have no doubt at all that
if the fizures supplied fo the statistician
are eorrect, his calenlation, as supplied to
the court, will he on absolutely unchallenge-
ahle ground. 1If that is done, it will obvi-
ate all argument as to the anthenticity of
the figures and inspire greater confidence in
the decisions of the eomrt. Bach side will
know that investigation has heen made at
the source, and that there has heen oppor-
tunity to investigate and challenge and sub-
mit the respective viewpoints. The Bill
asks that when a representation is made,
the statistician shall take it into considera-
tion before compiling the statement. That
is not asking anything unreasopable. In
most eonntries it has heen the custom to
treat figures supplied to statisticians as
seeret, The custom has grown up over many
years, but only in recent years have the
statistician’s figures been put fo the im-
portant use of caleulating wages, and thus
deciding the standard on which the indus-
trial workemy shall live and rear their fari-
lies. In years gone by the statistician's
figures were not used for that purpuse, but
they are now used o cover a wider and
more important field. No country outside
of Ausiralia uses them for such a purpose.
When it is a matter of fixing the standard
of living for the industrial seetion of the
community from one end of the country to
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the other, the people so vitally affected,
workers and employers, should be able to
examine the figures previous to the court
making i6s declaration. I remind members
that from the court’s declaration there is
no appeal. Whatever may have been the
reasons for treasting statistical information
as confidenfial, those reasons do not apply
in this instance. We are not asking that
the secrecy of the statistical law be abro-
cated, but we are asking that the figures
supplied to the statistician for caleulating
the basic wage shall be open to investiga-
tion. Tndustry is governed by the court's
decision: the standard of homes depends
upon the figures, and it is only right that
ench side should have an opportunity to
check the figures on which suck an import-
ant decision is based. I cannot see thal
any harm can ¢ome from the proposal. Tt
would be simple to name a representative
in Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Albany, Narrogin,
Bunbury and Katanning, for each represen-
tative to receive a copy of the fignres, for
the representative to ecommunicate with the
statistieian, and for the statistician to con-
sider the representations previous to sup-
plying his figures to the ecourt. The Bill
does break new ground, but we are getting
away from established customs, We broke
away from an established custom when we
decided to base wages on the statistician'y
figures. The decision of the court should
be surrounded with safeguards that will
create confidence and a preater sense of
security, and this will be the result if the
decision is based on sound and unchallenge-
able figures. The Bill involves only omne
principle, and I hope the House will agree
to it. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by the Minister for Works,
debate adjourned.

BILL—LAND AND INCOME TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Second Reading.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [4.60] in mov-
ing the second reading, said: This is a very
small Bill, and one that should meet with
ready approval. It does not affect iaxa-
tion; indeed, it would be ontside the pro-
vinee of any member to infroduce a measure
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for that purpose, The proposal is to allow
deductions for money donated to certain
charitable and publie purposes, and to cor-
rect an anomaly as between the Federal
and State Acts. Section 23 of the Federal
Act reads—

1. TIn caleulating the taxable income of a
taxpayer, the total assessable income derived
by the taxpayer shall be taken as a basis and
from it there shall be dedueted . . . .

(h) (ii) gifts of £1 and upwards made out
of the assessable income derived during the
year in which the gifts are made to public
charitable institutions in Australin . ., .

“Public charitable institution’ means a
publie hospital, a public benevolent institu-
tion and includes a public fund established
and maintained for the purpose of providing
money for such institutisns or for the reliet
of persons in necessitous circumstances.

The Bill provides for deductions as fol-
lows—

Gifts of £1 and upwards proved to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner te have
been made out of the assessable income de-
rived during the year in which the gifts are
made to any fund (subseriptions ta which
have been publiely invited) established for
the relief of persons in necessitous circum-
stances.

The Minister for Lands: Your Bill goes
further than does the Federal Aeci.

Mr. SAMPSON: Ii is different, but the
Federal Act provides all that I ask under
this Bill. The Federal Act allows dedue-
tions of gifts of £1 and upwards when pro-
vided for eertain charitable institutions and
particularly when provided for the relief of
persons in necessitous circumstances. That
phase is the one to which I specially direct
the attention of the House. I have discussed
the matter with the Deputy Commissioner
of Taxation, and while he did pot display
any enthusiasm for the proposal, he agreed
that a similar deduection under State taxa-
tion would not involve added expense, be-
cause the work of checking, ete., necessitated
when dealing with Federal retums would
suffice for the State returns. An important
aspeet is that by exfending this considera-
tion we shall be encouraging philanthropy.
Charity is a sentiment that might properly
be developed hy suchk means, One outcome
of the Bill should be that additional assist-
ance would be provided for unemployed
relief committees and thus the Government
would benefit. It would be unreasonable to
refuse the deductions snggested in the Bill,
and I do not think any objection will be
raised to granting them. On a previous oc-
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casion I introduced a Bill for the same pur-
pose, hut there was a slight irregularity in
it. During tlhe secund-reading debate, the
Minister for Railways asked, by way of
interjection, “Why tax anyone on voluntary
giving?" I endorse the implieation contained
in that interjection. The mensure is one
which should receive the approval of every
memhber.  If it vesults in inercasing the
amounts made available to local unemploy-
ment relief committees, good will have been
done. The Bill also econtains a provision
for deduction where the purpose of the con-
tribution is for constructing, supporting or
maintaining n publie hospital in any part
of the State. I move—

That the Bill be now read u second time.

On motien by the Minister for Lands,
debate adjourned.

BILL—LAND AND INCOME TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 3).

Returned from the Couneil without amend-
ment.

BILL—EOSPITAL FTUND ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previons day.

HON. 5. W. MUNSIE (Hannpans) [4.58]:
This is a very small Bill, containing ouly
seven clanses in all.  The amendments
deat with three aspeets, and to two of
them I have no objection whatever. When
the origina! Bill was under consideration, I
mentioned that somme encouragement shonld
be given fo people who were piepared to
make donations to hospitals, I expressed the
hope that the time had pot come when the
spirit of philanthropy would be killed en-
tirely as a result of our imposing a tax for
the maintenance of hospitals. Amendments
proposed in the Bill make the necessary pro-
vision, and also provide for refunds being
made. The Act gives {o a person who earns
not more than the basie wage the richt to
free hospital treatment provided he Las paid
the hospital tax. The amendment the Min-
ister has embodied in the Bill wipes out that
benefit. T admit he has left it to the disere-
tion of the board to grant this benefit if
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they so desire, but such discretionary power
existed prior to its being made compulsory
to contribute to the hospital fund. When
the legislation was fivst brought down it con-
tained no benefit of this kind, but the Min-
ister subsequently amended the measure and
gave certain benefits to those who were earn-
ing only as much as the basie wage. I am
opposed to that portion of the Bill which
affects those benefit=. I know that in some
eases hospital boards are imposed upon.
That used to be the case in the old days.
People were constantly getting off scot free,
despite the hospital accommodation that had
been given to them, simply because they told
tales that they had not a penny in the world.
Later on it was often discovered that
patients were in a position to pay. TUnder
existing conditions, no matter how much a
man may earn either as a salary or a wage,
ite must pay the hospital tax. The Aet gives
few enough heneflts to the taxpayers without
their being deprived of what they have as
is proposed by this Bill. The measare
makes it quite definite that, even if the hos-
pital board think that a man is eligible to
come under Section 11 of the Aect and is en-
titled to free hospital treatment, he can still
be sned. That is going altogether too far.

Mr. Sampson: That would never he done
in these cirenmstances. .

Hon. 8, W. MUNSIE: Then why give the
power to the board to do it%

Mr. Sampson: There is a lot of trickery
going on amongst different patients,

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE: That has always
been the ease. The Minister himself referred
to a man who elaimed that he had not earned
the hasiec wage in 12 months, and later om
was found fo have an equity in a property to
the extent of £2,000. One swallow does not
make a summer. Because there are cases of
this kind, therc is mo justification for turn-
ing the bospital committees and boards into
pubiie inquiry agents, so that they may find
out everything possible about people’s busi-
ness. If the Minister will drop this par-
tienlar amendment, I will support him 1in
respect to the other two. We ought to give
every encouragement to people io subseribe
to our hospitals. Sinre the tax has been in
operation, some persons have made ona-
tions to these institutions, althongh they
have been paying the tax. The Bill pro-
vides that in such cases they can get a re-
fund of the hospital tax they have paid, but
not to a greater extent than the amount of
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the tax they would be entitled to pav. The
Minister ought to have explained why he
wants to cut out the only benefit the Act
provides. He wishes to delete the word
“penefit” in hoth instances where it occurs
and insert the word “exemption.” The ex-
emption comes in after certain proof has
been obtained that a person is entitled to
frec treatment. The Minister onght to de-
vise some other means whereby he can pen-
alise people, who are disecovered to have de-
frauded a hospital or have made a false
statement conecrning their earnings. In that
respect I would be with him, but I am op-
posed to ecutting out the only benefit now
given by the Act. If the Bill goes through
as it stands, a married man, who may have
been earning nothing for two years and sub-
sequently may be engaged on part-time
work, can he sued for hospital treatment if
it is found that either he or his wife has £25
put away. If the court is of opinion that
this man can pay something, a verdict to that
effect can be returned.

Mr, Sampson: If a man can pay, without
suffering, should he not be called upon to
do so?

Hon. 8. W. MUNSIE : [ want to stop
people from imposing upon hospitals, but
I have a great objection to depriving every-
one of any henelits contained in the Act be-
cause of the misdemeznours ¢f a few. The
Bill goes altogether too far.  The benefits
people get from the payment of this tax are
not anything like what they ought to be. I
oppose the second reading.

MR. PIESSE (Katanning) [5.10]:
I congratuiate the Minister, and the officers
of the department upon the smooth running
of the machinery established under the Hos-
pital Fund Act. I am, however, disap-
pointed that the Minister has not provided
for the case that was brought under his
notice some time ago in Katanning, and also
under the notice of the Chiet Secretary,
who visited that centre. Members of the
local road board, and the people generally,
are of opinion that some consideration
should be given to the district because of
the faet that some years aro the loeal au-
thority was indueed to provide, on a fifty-
fifty basis, for the construction of the Kat-
anning public hespital. The Hospital Fund
Act has sinee come into existence and pro-
vides for a dual contribution from the rate-
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payers. The road board contend thai a
promise was made by the ex-Minister for
Works that, if suech a tax was brought in
provision would be made for an exemption
from or an allowance in the taxation in re-
Iation to the contributions trom the loeal
road board. A deputation waited upon the
Chief Secretary some time ago. The Kat-
anning Road Board contended that the
ratepayers were unduly taxzed to pay for
the hospital building, when they also had
to pay the hospital tax. The board did not
begrudge paying a fair share of taxation,
bat the tax for the building was a special
impost not borne by other distriets which
might have had similar hospital facilities.
They trusted the Minister would give special
consideration to the request, but, should the
Government remain obdurate, it was re-
quested that, as an alternative to any relief
being given, a reduction of interest payable
on the amount claimed from the hoard he
considered. In his reply the Chief Secre-
tary said the maiter did not come within
his jurisdietion. If it could be eonsidered
that a former Minister of the Crown had
made a promise of the remission of half the
cost of the building in the event of g hos-
pital tax being introduced, although it was
not in writing, his Government ‘was in

honour bound committed to that promise.-

He thought the question shounld he submitted
to the then Minister for Works (Hon. A.
McCallum), and action taken in aceordance
with any statement that gentleman wmight
be pleased to make. The most he could do
was to bring the matter before the respon-
sible Minister. I hope the Minister for
Health has been able to go into this gues-
tion. It seems most unfair that the ratepax-
ors of distriets where hospitals are provided
should be called upon fo contribute to the
cost of such Institutions, and receive no
benefit from such contributions.

The Minister for Health: Although they
have entered info an agreement to pay the
interest and sinking fund.

Mr, PIESSE: A{ that time this legisla-
tion was not on the statute-book. I know
of many instances of people in very poor
circumstances who bave had to pay this tax.

The Minister for Health: How murh do
they pay?

Mr. PIESSE: That can be disecovered
from the records of the department.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Health:
would be very small.

Mr. PIESEE: At any rate, there is a
dual tax; and 1 do not think it is the
intention of Parlimment that people shonld
pay a dwal tax, especially if they receive
no benefit. 1 trust the Minister will lgok
into the ease put up by the Katanning
Road Board, with a view to meeting the
request made.

The amount

HON. M, F. TROY (Mount Magnet)
£316]: T also protest against the amend-
ment, which takes away from people in re-
ceipt of less than certain incomes the right
to treatment at hospitals. 1t amounts to
absolute repudiation of the promise made
by the Government when the parent Aet
was introduced. Apparently there is no
obligation now on any member of the Go-
vernment to respeet a promise. Therve has
been a process of repudiating one prineiple
after another. When the original Aet was
introduced, members protested that a hos-
pital tax was being imposeld on the com-
munity without anv corresponding benefit,
The Aet was a measure for the mainten-
ance of hospitals and the ereation of a
hospital fund. One would thiok that
people contributing to the upkeep of hosni-
tals wonld receive some corresponding
henefit. hut it ha= heen foand that the ma-
jorifv af people derive no benefit notwith-
standing their contributions. Tn the case
nf other institutions fo which we contri-
hnte, we get henefits. We pay income tax
hecanse the administration of the country
cotild not he earried on without it. This
is the one piere of ltemislation which im-
poses taxation withont anv benefit. Al
the Aet does is tn relieve the Treasnrer
of responsibility for hospital finanee. The
prineciple of taxation withount some personal
henefit is strenuously objected to. Tf the
ordinary taxpaver is to pay for his hospi-
tal treatment, why should he pay into a
hospital fund as well ? Why shonld he
pav double 2 A married man in receipt of
more than £230. and a single man in re-
ecipt of more than £156, per annum. must
now pav the fall eost of hospital treat-
ment. The people were assured when this
legislation was first introdured that thev
wonld receive corresnonding henefits. with-
out anv question whatever: tut now the
opposite proves to he the ease. The amend-
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ing Bill provides for exemption either in
part or in whole. The eost of hospitals is
now borne entirely by the community pay-
ing taxation on their incomes, salaries and
wages. The Government have got from
under. T repeat, the principle of imposing
taxation without giving some eorrespond-
ing benefit is wrong. If is utterly wrong
now to deprive the poorest section of the
community of the benefits of the Aet. If
they have £20 put away in the bank, they
are deprived of those benefits. The Go-
vernment were badly advised to introduce
this Bill.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [5.201: I
hope the Bill will not pass in its present
form. Its first part is espeecially unfair,
doing away altogether with the maximnm
income a man mav earn and still receive
free treatment. If the Minister is after
what he terms imposters, he should find
some other way of doing it. Tf it ean be
shown that a person receiving free hospi-
tal treatment has a considerable amount
of money, appropriate steps can be taken.
Suppose a man earning less than the maxi-
mum, but having £40 or £50 in the bank
goes into hospital for free treatment, what
is to happen ¥ From some Government
departments a man cannot obtain any re-
lief if his children happen to have a few
pounds in the money box. The principal
Act is on a wrong basis. The measure in-
troduced by the ex-Minister for Health
provided that every person taxed should
receive some benefit. The present Minister
for Health would do well to amend the Act
correspondingly. The present Bill is more
one for Committee discussion than for
second reading debate. I shall do all I
can to ensure that the first paxt of the Bill
is not enacted.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [3.22]: T sup-
port the Bill. Having had a good deal of
experience of hospitals, I know that hun-
dreds of accounts are written off. They
are invariably writien off where there is
distress. I have never known of a ecase
where, distress having been proved, action
was taken to secure payment. It some-
times happens, however, that a man who
is not in receipt of the basic wage possesses
a good deal of property, while his living
costs are low. Such a man is quite capable
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of paying something for hospital treat-
ment. I look at this matter from the
standpoint of those who are in distress
and need hospital serviee. If that service
is to be exploited by those who are able
to pay for it, or partly pay for it, iv will
be a bad lock-out for those unable to pay.
I know the position us regards many eom-
mittee hospitals. In connection with every
committee hospital there has to be a band
of hard workers siriving o keep the hospi-
tal open and enable it to carry on.

Hon. M. F. Troy: The committee hospi-
tals do not want this provision, by any
weans,

The Minister for Health: Yes, they do.
Thev are asking for it.

Hon. M. V. Troy: No, they are not.

Mr. SAMPSON: T am amazed at the
statement of the memher for Monnt Mag-
net {Hen. M. F. Troy), because I know
something of committee hospitals. It
would be improper tao eontradict the hon.
member. hut neverthelrss T must evpress
donbt as to the correctness of the state-
ment that the committee hosnitals do not
des‘re anv pavment.

Hon. M. F. Troy: I represent quite a
n~mher of them. and T know. You do not
represent cne of them.

Mr. SAMPSON: I do not represent one,
but T am elosely in toueh with twe It is
not necessary that a committes hns~ital
shov1d he in mv electnrate in order that 1
shounld apprecinte th~ nnsition

Hon. M ¥. Teay: You have no peorsonal
contact with them, either.

Mr. SAMPSON: Yrs, T have very close
personal contact with them. I be'leve this
Bill will do & great deal for thnse who
are sick. On varions oeeasions T ha'e in-
quired into cases, and I say that where a
stra‘ght-forward statement is made there
is no need for the patient or his relatives
to have any fear.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: T know of many
eases where conscientious people on £3 a
week strugeled fo pay hospital accounts et
the rate of half-a-erown a month,

Mr. SAMPSON: Those who are straight-
forward need have no fear. If a true state-
ment has been made as to the circumstances
being necessitons, there is no danger of
action by any hospital anthority. The man
who is honest need feel no apprehension as
te the examination made into his eircum-
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stances, but there are mamy cases where
attempts are made to put it over these iu
charge of hospitals. Some people have ab-
solutely no consideration whatever, and the
hospitals are struggling to provide services
which are exceedingly espensive. Those who
are sick in pocket as well as in body and
go to a hospital wmust receive consideration,
but if the Minizter is not given this Bill
many of our hospitals will suffer severely.

Mr. Wansbrough: The Minister has the
neeessary power under the present Act.

Mr. SAMPSON: As to domations, that
suggestion will, I am sure, meet with a
great deal of favour. I believe the Minis-
ter has given more thought to the first part
of the Bill. The man who is indigent wili
not be injured by the measure, but the man
guilty of trickery and misstatements shounld
be required to pay. In the interests of
those who are sick and wnable to pay, that
is essential.

ME. WITHERS (Bunbury) {[530]): T
also will oppose the Bill. I know of a
case where a person was written to and
asked for his earnings. He gave a state-
iment as to what he had earned in the period,
I think it was £170 for the year. Then the
department wrote hack saying he would he
expected to pay, and asking him in what
instalments he could pay.

The Minister for Health: This does wnot
interfere with that.

Mr. WITHERS: VYes, it does. In view
of the manner in which the Minister put up
the Bill last evening, one would searcely
rerognise the Bill before us.

The Minister for Health: T merely want
to leave them a few diseretionary powers.

Hon. 8. W, Munsie: Your Bill cuts onf|
the benefit altogether.

Mr. WITHERS: If one had not read
the Bill, he would have taken the Minister’s
word as to the intention behind the measure.
But the Bill does not show that intention.
If it is intended to reach those people who
try to get at the hospitals, the clanse will
require to be amended. T am not prepared
to say that people with a fair amount of
money in the bank shonld he exempt from
the pavment of hospital fees. Bnt a per-
son might have in the hank only a few
pounds. Where are we going to fix the
1limit? Shall it he £25 or €307 T de not
really know which person shanld he entitled
to pav. and which shonld be exempted from
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payment. How are we going to say what
the liability shall he? It is not determinei
in the parent Act, nor in the Bill either;
it is purely diseretionary. T hope the Min-
ister will not proceed with the Bill.

Myr. MARSHALL: I move—

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [3.32]:
1 am sorry the Minister is pressing the pas-
sage of the second reading. TIle certainly
has not given members very much time ia
which to digest the Bill, From the reading
[ have been able to give it, I should say it
is much more serious than most members
appreciate. The Bill places in the hands of
the authorities power, not to persecute a
persen in lowly circumstances who may
have a few pounds of savings, but to take
such a person to court ana prosecute him
to the end that he shall make eontribution,
even though it be only a small eontribu-
tion. One need not have even £10 in the
bank, and he may have been out of work
tor 12 months. Then he suddenly finds
himself in hospital. The Bill proposes that
potwithstanding the liabilities that have
been accruing on that man while he was
out of work, so long as the Minister can
get lim to court and show that he is now
in receipt of £150 per annum, the unfor-
tunate man will be made to contribute
something to the lospital. That is the
whole iden in the Bill, that a man may be
taken to eourt.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: He may prove thut
he is entitled to go into the hospital.

Me. MARSHALL: It makes no diifer-
ence; they can take him inte eourt and
make him contribute to the hospital. No
matter what his commitments may be nor
to what extent he may be already in debt,
under the Bill they can still make him con-
tribute something to the hospital. The
passage of the parent Aet was secured on
the pleadings ot the Minister and the Gov-
ernment that benefits would be derived bv
contributors to the hospital fund. That
was the principle in the parent Aect, and
the Government used it to the limit and
led the people to believe that if they were
compelled by law to pay the hospital fund
tax, certnin benefits wonld acerne to them.
Now when the Aect khas been in operation
only 12 months, the Minister comes alonz
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with this amending Bill fo deprive the peo-
ple of even the benefits that they had. Had
he contented himself with repealing the
benefits under Section 12 of the Act, one
wounld have been able to attack him on that
point; hut he has gone a step further and
made it possible to persecute people if they
are suspected by a departmental officer—
some of whom are particularly officicus and
lacking in mercy—of being able to pay.
That is the position. Those people will be
called up simply because they arve found to
have been employed when taken to the hos-
pital for treatment. No econsideration will
be paid to their commitments in c¢onse-
quence of their having lost their employ-
wment, and having had to get into debt and
go short of clothes, The Minister can still
drag a few pounds out of them for hospital
treatment, a policy that would have pre-
cluded the passage of the parent Act had
it been foreseen. Nor do I subscribe whole-
beartedly to the sccond portion of the Biil,
when we¢ come committee-controlled hos-
pitals, tor I do not know that it is alto-
gether just and fair. The second portion
of the Bill provides for relief to those who
make donations in cash to the hospitals,
other than those who insaure against pay-
ment for hospital treatment. I should like
to know from the Minister why he has ex-
empted those people. At Wiluna every
man working in the inine subseribes
£5 12s. 8d. per ammum for hospital treat-
ment,

The Minister for Health: It is a system
of insurance.

My, MARSHALL: Yes, but on top of
this insurance pavment, every man has to
pay the bospital tax. Yon do not exempt
him from that. Up there we have men
maintaining fomilies 715 miles from this
capital eity, and paving 2s. 2d. per week
and so praectically maintaining the bospital
there,

The Minister for Health: Did vou say we
were not paying anvthing to that hospital?
My, MARSHALL: No, but the insignifi-

cant contribution hy the State would be en-
tivelv inadequate were it not for the con-
tributions by the men. All over the gold-
fields the men pay into the hospitals. Do
the people of York do it?

The Minister £or Health: Yes.

My, MARSHALL: Do they pay as mueh
as 25, 2d. per week?

The Minister for Health: No.
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Mr. MARSHATLL: Of course not, Un-
der the Bill, if I were to pay £5 eash to a
hospital T should get some consideration,

The Minister for Health: No, yon have
not read the Bill,

Mr., MARSHALL: Well, perhaps I have
got a little mixed there.

The Minister for Health: Yes, you have
said enough, you have played to the gallery
long enough.

Mr. MARSHALL: I am not playing to
the gallery, nor to the Minister, for all his
smile.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
smile is not in the Bill.

Mr, MARSHALL: Xor is it on the Bill
Provision is made for a rebate to those
who have given donations to hospitals, I
resent that. I represent an electorate where
hospital contributions are liherally given.
When first I came to the State, this system
was in existence on the goldfields, hut not
in any other part of the State.

The Minister for Health: Yes, Collie has
done it.

Mr, MARSHALL: And I believe among
the timber mills they have a similar system.
But the goldfields people inaugnrated the
system deeades ago, and through it they
practically maintain their hospifals. Yet
they get no consideration whatever from the
Government.

The Minister for Health: Why, some of
the hospitals get up to £700 or £800 a year
from the Government.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is all very well,
but others of them get very little. In any
event, [ am talking of the hospital funds
that are maintained by the people of the
goldfields and those in the timber industry.
The goldfields were the first to initiate this
form of insuranee; yet when this Bill comes
aleng they are to get no eonsideration what-
ever, the tax is still to he imposed on them.
And pow the Minister says he proposes to
cut out what benefits are given under the
Act,

Mr. Sampson: This does not affect the
goldfields people who are supporting their
hospitals.

Mr. MARSHALL: They have to pay the
hospital fund tax, and make their own local
contributions as well. Under the Bill, no
relief is to be given to them. The intention
behind the Bill is to eompel every persen, no
matter what his liabilities and commitments
may he, to pay for his hospitel treatment.

The Minister’s
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THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
C. G. Latham—York—in reply) [5.45]: Hon.
members seem to have taken a wrong view
uf the Bill. The idea is to try te clear up
ancmalies that have been found to exist, and
t equalise the fund. When I moved the
second rending, probably I did not give in-
stances that 1 might well have quoted. Take
two patients that are side by side in a
hospital, one in receipt of £230 a year, and
owning a house, and the other on £250 a
vear without house property. The man on
£230 a vear is worse off than the mam in
receipt of £230, in that he has to pay the
tax whilst the other does not pay. One
man receives free treatment and the other
does rot. I am surprised at the member for
Hannans, who has administered the Hos-
pitals Aet of this State longer than anyone
else in this Chamber, saying that he knows
of many instances where there has been un-
fair treatment by hospital committees. The
only instance I know of is that of the old-
age pensioner who died and left a- small
property to his danghter., T consider that
the department is the most sympathetically
conducted in the State. That is no credit
to me; it reflects credit on the system.

Houn. 8. W. Munsie: I never had a case
of hardship before me whilst I was Minister
that did not get relief trom the department.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I de
pot think the hen. member knows= very muen
of the difficulties. This is what Seetion 12
of the Hespital und Act says—

Every person claiming hospital benefit
under Section 11 of this Act shall produce a
certifiecate from the Commissioner of Taxza-
tian or the departmment; or a certifieate in a
preseribed form from an employer or paying
officer, in cases where contribution is <¢ol-
lected pursnant to Section 9, or such other
means ag may be preseribed.

These people must get certificates. Pro-
hably they have been working for a dozen
employers. We want to give authority to
the local committees to say whether a man
can pay or cannot pav. We have laid down
a hard and fast rule that a married man in
receipt of €230 <hall be exeluded from pay-
ment and the man on £250 shall pay. A
single person on £150 ix excluded from pay-
ment, but the man drawing £151 must pay.
We want to say to the committees that so
long as they manage the hospitals well the
Government will not interfere with them,
and will provide them with the difference
between their revenue and expenditure. I
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do not know of any place where fairer or
hetter treatment is meted out (o patients in
hospitals than is the case in this State. 1
do not like the suggestion that there is an
ulterior motive behind the Bill. In all pro-
bability the hon. member opposite may again
be administering the Hospital Fund Aet, and
I would not suggest that anything was likely
to be done that was not perfectly honest.

Mr, Sleeman: You want to stop the man
on £230,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: XNo-
thing of the kind. There are many people
paying to-day who might be excluded from
coming under the operation of the Act.

Mr. Sleeman: Then liberalise it.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: We
are trying to give the committees disere-
tionary power to do so.

Hon. S, W. Munsie: You compel people
to pay when they are entitled to free treat-
ment.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
hon. member said, when we ineluded the
£230 and £150 class, that that would be
giving the worker nothing. If we are giving
them nothing, why all this opposition?

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Because the basic
wage has fallen abont 13s, since then.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I am
sorry that has happened, but it has nothing
to do with the position,

Hon. 8. W. Munsie:
the hasie wage,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: We
comld have used the words “basic wage” if
we had desired to do so.

Mr. Sleeman: You know that the workers
on part time are taxed?

The MINISTER FOR IIEALTH: Yes,
we colleet 115d. from them, but I have heard
more complaints m this House than I have
from gutsido. .

Mr. Sleeman: Have you had any appliea-
tions for refunds?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
and T have tried to make it casier for them.
There have been two requests for refunds,
and I have given instruetions that they shall
be made. But under the .\et as it iz we
cannot make refunds,

You fixed it under

Mr. Sleeman: The Aet provides for re-
funds to be made.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: XNo.
thing of the sort. Read the elause, and =ce
whether that 1= possible. AN the same T
am anxious to do the right thing, Con-ifer-
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ing the irymg period that we hLave gone
through, 1 venture to say that the hospitals
of the State have given satisfaction far in
excess of what was ever expected. Tle
member for Katunning raised the juestion
of dual taxation in his electorate. Some
misunderstanding did arise between the then
Minister for Hesalth and the people of
Katanning. I have had the opporfunity of
perusing the notes taken of the speeches
made by Mr. MeCallum, who was then Min-
ister for Works, and Mr. Munsie, wno was
Minister for Health, and in no instance did
they give any undertaking. Tf suchv had
been given I would have done my best to
carry ont the undertaking. Some misnn-
derstanding I believe did arise, but to-day
the people of Katanning wani 10 throw the
responsibility on the fund, and the fund is
not in a position to meet any iinancial ve-
sponsibility. The Government of the day
were very lenient to the Katanning people,
inasmuch as they actually found the cash
to enable Katanning to build a hospital
there.

Hon S.W. Munsie: And other tovns had
te find half {hs eost of theiv bnildings,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
all Katanning had to find was interest and
sinking Tnnd to he spread over a period ol
vears. If it heé not been for the gencr-
osity and ihe inferest diwplaved by the
people, the Government would never have
built hospitals in many ecountry towns.
Gererally speakirg, we are extremely lucky
t¢ be able to maintain the hospitals as sat-
isfactorily as we are deing. I repeat that
I went through the notes and the Press re-
port, and was nnable fo find anvthine to
bear out what the member for Katanning
said. If such a contract had been made,
the Government wonld have honoured it,
but so far as I can see no such contract
was made. The only contraet was that t.e
people of Katanning would accept liability
for half the cost of the hospital. (¥ther-
wise the hospital would not have been built.
The question has been raised that we are
taxing evervbody so as to provide huwpital
accommodation, and that we are no! uble
to give evervone the benefit of free treat-
nment. I have looked through the notes that
the member for Hannans used when he
made » speech, in introdueing his Bill, under
which he was going to provide 0:. a day
for cvery person using a hospital. T am
glad that the House did not pass that Bill.
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1t it had been passed, we would have beea
i a hopeless mess,

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: We were not tax-
ing the people to benefit the revenue.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: 1 do
not hesitate to suggest that the Treasurer
of the day was as careful in getting in all
the money he could as anyone else who
niight have been occupying that positicn.
At the present time every penny-piecc goes
towards the maintenance of the hospitals,
The money is not spent outside the hospitals
az the balance sheet on the Table of the
House will show.

Hon. S, W. Munsie: Your income has not
come up to expeetations,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: it has
not. The money is not being diverted 1o
any other but hospital use. Of course there
are many who are taxed without getting any
benefit. All this taxation that has been im-
pesed, most of us will agree, is well ex-
pended when it is devoted to looking after
those who are not able to look after them-
selves. I know the member for Bunbury
has not read the Bill at all, because he made
certain suggestions whieh arve not in ac.ord
with the proposals before the House. I
give members an assurance that it is pro-
posed to extend the benefits so that they
may he made easier for the worker.

Question put, and a division taken with

the following result:—

Aves .- .. .. 23
Noes .. .. .. 16
Majority for 7
AYES,
Mr, Angela Mr. Parker
Mr. Parnard Mr. Patrick
Mr. Brown Mr. Piesse
Mr. Doney Mr. Rirhardon
Mr. Fergusen Mr. Sampson
Me, Keenan Mr. Scaddan
Mr, Latham Mr. [J. H. Smith
Mr. Linds=ay Mr. 7. M, Smith
Mr. H. W. Mann Mr. Thern
Mr. 1. 1. Mann Mr., Wells
AMr. MeLartr ! Mr, North
Sir James Mitchell {Teller.y
Noes.
Mr. Collier Mr. Munsie
Mr. Coverler Mr. Panton
Mr, Manningham \p, Sleeman
Mr. Hegney Mr. Troy
Afr. Johnson Mpr. Warsbrongl
Afr. Lamond Mr. Withers
Mr. Marahal] Mr. Raphacl
Mr, Mefallpm (Teller.y

Mr. Millington
Question thus passed.

Bill read a second time.
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BILL—DEET CONVERSION
AGREEMENT (No. 2).

Second Reading.

Order ot the day read for the resumption
from the previon~ day of the debate on
the second reading.

Question put and passed.
3ill read a second time.

In Commiitee.

Bill passed through Commiftee without
debate, reporied without amendment and
the report adopted.

Standing Oders Suspension,

On motion by the Premier, 50 much of the
Standing Orders svspended as to enable the
Rill to pass its remaining stage at this
sitting.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Council.

BILL—SECESSION REFERENDUM.
In Committee.

Mr. Richardson in the Chair; the Pre-
mier in charge of the Bill

Clauses 1 to 4—agreed to.

Clanse 5—Issue of writ for referendum:

Hon. W, D, JOHNSON: I move an
amendment—
That in line 2 of Suobelause 1, after

“‘hallot'” the words ““on a compulsory basiz?’
be inserted.

The Minister for Railways: That will
necessitate quite a pumber of other clauses
being inserted in the Bill.

Hon. W. D. JOHKNSON: The Minister
need not worry about that. I saw the Par-
liamentary Draftsman with a view to hav-
ing the necessary clauses prepared, so that
the vote mighi he taken on a compulsory
basis. Unfortunately, that oflicer was ex-
tremely busy and was not able to gef the
clauses readv. 1 suggest that 1 move the
amendment and if the Commitiee approve
of a compulsory vote being taken, the other
clauses necessary can be inserted when the
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Bill is before the Council. I do nol know
that much argument is necessary to explain
what I desire. If we are to have a vote,
it should be such as will command respect.
Unless voling be made cowpulsory, no
doubt enthusiasm will be displayed by the
sevessionists, but those who oppose the
withdrawal of the State from Federation
will not take any active part in the ballet.
Propaganda and meetings will be indulged
in by the Dominion League, but there ix no
organisation to prepare the case on behalf
of those opposed to secession. People who
vote at general elections know that their
votes will be effective, but so many people
realise that votes cast on the secession ques-
tion will have no effect, and they ridicule
the whole idea.

A, PIESSE: T do not wish to spenk to
the amendment, but I would like to ask the
Premier if he will give his assurance that
the referendum will be held at an early date
and before the Federal unifieation referen-
dum.

The PREMIER: I eannot give that as-
surance. Regarding the amendment, I shounld
welcome the suggestion of the member for
fGuildtord-Midiand, seeing that he is an
opponent of the Bill.

Silting suspended from 6.17 to 7.30 p.m.

The PREMIER: If a referendum were
taken under the TFederal law, the voting
would be compulsory. As I am a supporter
of the Bill, I do not see how T ean ohject
to the vofing being made compnlsory.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is the sensible
view.

The PREMIER: T am prepared to aceept
the amendment.

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

Clause G—Question to he submitted to
the electors:

Hon. P. COLLIER: 1 have several
amendments on the notice paper, but only
one principle 15 involved: the rest of the
amendments are consequential. I move an
amendment—

That there be added to the guestion to he
snbmitted to the electors the following ques-
tion:—“Are vou in faveur of a convention

of representatives of the Australian States
being saummoned for the purpose of proposing
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such alterations in the Constitution of the
Commonwealth as may appear to sueh eon-
vention to be necessary?’’

The Government can hardly oppose the
putting of this additional question.

The Premicr: We have asked for a ton-
vention often enough.

Hon, P, COLLIER: Wg¢ have, but we
have not been able to ascertain the views
of the people on such a question. I con-
sider tha{ the method of obtaining relief
proposed in the Bill will not afford velief,
and my suggestion is an alternative,

The Minister for Railways: Diffieulty
would avise if people voted for both.

Hop. P, COLLIER: I do not think any-
one who voted “Yes” on the fir question
could consistently vote “Yes” on the second
question,

Mr. Keenan: Why not?

Hon. P. COLLIER: How could he?

Mr, Keenan: A second string.

Hon. P. COLLIER: A voter could take
the view that he favoured separation as a
way out of our difficulties, hut there is an-
other way and that is to amend the Consti-
tution.

Mr. Keenan: If we cannot get the first,
get the seeond.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Some people might
vote “Yes” on beth questions.

Mr, Keenan: Then how would you count
the votes?

Hon. P. COLLIER: A large number of
people who could not econscienfiously vote
“yes’” on the first question might still be
dissatisfied with Federation and its effects on
Western Australia. They would vote “no”
on the first question and “yes” on the second.
There is a big section of public opinion
between the secessionists and the anti-
secessionists, and should not they have an
opportunity to express their view? They
eould indieate that they did not approve of
breaking away from the Federation but that
they were dissatisfied with the Constitution
and desired amendments.

Mr, Keenan: If we do not get a eonven-
tion, what is the alternative?

Hon. P. COLLIER: What is the alterna-
tive for the people who vote “yes” on the
first question?

Mr, Keenan: A convention.
Hon. P. COLLIER: No.
Myr. Keenan: Yes.
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Hon. P. COLLIER: If a majority of our
people favoured a convention, I am certain
that a majority of the people of South Ans-
tralia and Tasmania would also urge a con-
vention, and I believe Queensland and Vie-
toria would also favour it. With three
States or more requesting a convention, who
would deny it?

Mr. J. MaeCallum Smith: What guarantee
is there that we would get a convention?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Undoubtedly South
Austrolia and Tasmania would support &
proposal for a eonvention.

The Minister for Railways :
Queensland.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, and I believe
Vietoria also. With a majority of the States
favouring a convention, we would get it.
How can members consistently oppose the
amendment? They want the question of
secession submitted to the people, and they
cannot logically deny the people the right to
express an opinion on somg other method
of overcoming the State’s disabilities.

The Minister for Railways: If I were an
ardent secessionist, I would say I would
either end or mend it, and would vote for
both. A man who voted “yes on the first
question and “no” on the second wounld be
a madman.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But many people
could vote “no” on the first question and
“yes” on the second. The yea or nay of the
people is the governing factor, and we should
submit the alternative method,

The PREMIER: [ do not see that even
an ardent secessionist could object to the
second question being asked. If the people
voted “ves” to hoth questions and a conven-
tion was denjed fo fhem, that would
gtrengthen the cause of secession. Those
who are secessionists would vote “yes” to
the first question, and probably “no” to the
second. By means of compulsory veting
we shall get a fair expression of opinion
Erom the people. I do not see how we can
object to the amendment. Time and again
we have asked for a convention, but have not
been able to get it. I believe we shall get
Tasmania and Vietoria with us, as well as
South Australia. I hope the amendment
will he agreed to.

Mr. J. MacCallun SMITH: I should like
to have a ruling as to whether this amend-
ment ig in order and in conformity with the
Title of the Bill. The Bill eontains no ref-
erence to o convention.

So wonid
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The CHAIRMAXN : The amendment is
quite in order. If it is carried, it will be
necessary to alter the Title of the Bill.

Mr. KEENAN: I regret I cannot support
the amendmeni. It would lead to a lot of
confusion. Many electors may vole in the
affirmative on both questions. If that is so,
how is the vote to be counted from the point
of view of the question of secession?

The Minister for Railways: One is nof a
negative of the other.

Mr. EEENAN : How will the vote be
counted? The electors may be divided into
three sections, one wanting separation,
another being dissatisfied with Federation
and wanting a convention, and the other
made up of persons who are satisfied with
existing conditions.

The Minister for Works: And there is a
fourth, the unificationists.

Mr. KEENAN: They may be left out for
the moment. I cannot imagine any Western
Australian being a unifieationist unless he is
ordered to be one.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: It would not be diffi-
eult to count the ballot paj: s of those in
Western Australia who might vote for uni-
Beation,

Mr., KEENAN: There are people who
do not think a convention would be of
any use, seeing that it would be made up
of representatives appointed on the popu-
lation basis and this State would be in a
minority. If the vote is affirmative on
bath questions, will it be said that the
people have voted in favour of secession 2
The object of the Bill is to get an expres-
sion of opinion on the subject of secession.
If we submit another question which de-
feats that objeet we shall be spending
maney for nothing. Evidently the Leader
of the Opposition is dissatisfied with Fede-
ration as it has worked out to-day. If he
conld not get a convention on the lines
that would suit him namely with equal re-
presentation for all States bnt got one that
was swamped by the Eastern States what
would his position be then? Would he
gav. **Tf I eannot get any good as a result
of the convention I will go for secession 2’
Tf that is his frame of mind will he write
‘tyes’’ to the second question and add
¢TF the ‘yes’ is pot effective I will eancel
mv vote and write ‘yes’ for the first gues-
tion.”’ If he gets no redress from o con-
vention, is he going to allow things to re-
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main as they are ? He would be the last
man to confess that any difficulty eould
not be overecome. He wonld say that if the
convention was of no use he would adopt
some other means to overcoms the dilfi-
enlty, namely, secession.

Hon. P. Collier: I have never gone so
far as that.

Mr. KEENAN: T hope you will

Hon, P. (ollier: T will not.

Mr. KEENAN: The Leader of the
Opposition is progressing and is getting
nearer to it. If the amendment is carried
we shall be placed in a position of hopeless
obscurity as to the opinion of the people
on secession. Many will vote ‘‘yes’ to
both questions. What will ithe returning
officer say is the result of the referendum ?
We ought not to ineur the expenditure if
we are nobt going to get the results we
want. Tf we are going to spend the moneyw,
Tet ns do so in suech a way that we can
get a definite answer. T hope the Premier
will reconsider the matter.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
member for Nedlands is illogieal to-night.
It would be possible to submit a number
of questions to the electors in such a way
that if thev voted ‘“yes’’ on all of them
each would he treated as a separate mat-
ter. Many persons holding prominent pub-
lic positions in this State have not de-
elared themselves on the question of seces-
sion. They do not feel that the time has
arrived when the State should take such
a strong stand as to refuse to remain in
the Federation. If the member for Ned-
lands eonld get behind a secret ballot he
would find that a number of returned sol-
diers are ardent Western Australians hut
would not vote for separation. The issue
eannot slways be decided by noise. Ag-
grieved people will always make the most
noise.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt generally comes from
the minority.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Many people will vote ““no’’ to secession,
bat will be glad of the opportonity to ex-
press their disagreement with Federation
as it operates to-day. If both questions
are submitted to the eleetors we shall not
get the majority that some people antici-
pate in favour of secession but we should
get such a large number of votes for a con-
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vention as to encourage the other States to
take a similar step. By this means it may
be possible to have the Federal Constitu-
tion so amended as to maintain our right
to govern ourselves within our own spheres.
I eannot see anything in conflict between
the two questions. T doubt whether we are
likely to get what we are aiming at by a
severance frum the rest of Australia. At
the same time I am very dissatisfied with
the treatment we have received from the
Commonwealth. But if I get no other op-
portunity, T will vote for secession in order
to put on record my disagreement to the
manner in which Western Australia has
been treated under Federation. If we ean-
not get secession, I will join with, I be-
lieve, 95 per cent. of the rest of this eom-
munity in asking for some alteration. T
fear that if we submit to the people merely
the question of secession, there will be a
iremendous upheaval. However, by the
method T suggest there need be no
upheaval,  Ardent secessionists need not
be afraid of obtaining a vote on
the question of a convention. Why not
give the people an opportunity to express
their opinion on that point? 1 doubt
strongly whether we can achieve secession,
and I am not satisfied that the only methnd
of seeking relief is to disunite Australia.
In the direction T have suggested, I be-
lieve, the other States will join with us, and
we shall get something, alhongh not all
we desire. The Senate can mever be a
States’ House, because no dquestion can
arise on which Western Ausiralian sena-
tors can effectively vote for the State nf
Western Australia without some senators
representing other States giving up some-
thing. I want to get the right for this
Parliam'ent to control matters that are
essentially loeal, or even parochial, leay-
ing the Federal Parliamnent to control mat-
ters that are essentially Australian, affect-
ing the whole of Australia. There are Aus-
tralian questions which the Federal Parlia-
moent has not touched for 30 years, simply
because they are diffienlt.

Mr. ANGELO: T shall vote for the
amendment. I can do nothing else, because
for the last twelve years I have wrged
that the Government of the day should de-
mand a econvention as promised by the
framers of the Constitution. But I would
like that smendment to be put in a dif-
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ferent way. I would like it to precede the
other clause, and I would like i0 add the
words ‘*If the holding of this convention
is refused, then are you in favour of seces-
sion 2’ When the member for Katanning
moved a motion in favour of secession last
year, I urged the Premier to approach the
Federal Governmment and the other State
Governments for the holding of a conven-
tion. That being refused, I would go
straight for secession. We should then be
able to tell the people, ‘‘We have ex-
hausted every constitutional method of
getting redress, and it is refused us; and
therefore our only course is fo cut adrift.”
I would much prefer the amending of the
Federal Constitution to secession. I move
an amendment on the amendment—

H

That between ‘‘Representatives of'’' and
““the Australian States’’ in line 2 of the
amendment, there be inserted ‘‘equal number
from each of.??

Otherwise the Commonwealth and the States
will tell us, “Yes, we will give you a con-
veniion, but on the representation of each
State.”” Such a convention would be ahso-
[utely useless: we would have only four or
five representatives out of 60, The conven-
tion that framed the Constitution had equal
representation from each eolony.

Hon. P. Collier: I have no objection to &
convention on the basis of egual representa-
tion of the States.

Mr, ANGELO: Twelve years ago the then
Premier asked Mr. Hughes, the then Prime
Minister, to arrange for a convention. Mr.
Hughes agreed, and even introduced a Bill
for the purpose into the House of Repre-
sentatives; but for some reason never ex-
plained be suddenly withdrew the measure
and announced that a special coustitutional
session of the Federal Parliament would be
held to suggest amendments to the Consti-
tution. Why was that done? So that
Western Australia would have to be satis-
fled with five representatives out of 75.
Moreover, that special session has never
been called.

Mr. PIESSE: Would I be in order, Mr.
Chairman, in moving an amendment to in-
sert after “Add,” in line 1 of the amend-
ment, the words "“Unless a convention of
representatives of the Australian States be
summoned before the 30th June, 1932, for
the purpose of proposing such alterationg
in the Constitution of the Commonweslth
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as may appear to sueh convention to be
neeessary” ?

The CHAIRMAN: I am afraid 1 can-
not aceept that amendment on the amend-
ment. It appears to me as being more in
the nature of a proviso than of a question
to be asked. I must rule it out of order.

Hon. M. ¥, TROY: The amendment on
the amendment is just as futile as the Bill
itself, The member for Gascoyne says that
if we do not pass this proposal, the Eastern
States will not give us due representation
on the convention. Does not the hon. mem-
ber realise that we cannot foree onr will
on the Eastern Stotes?

Mr, Wells: We can tell them what we
think about it.

Hon, M. F. TROY: The whoie thing is
utterly futile. The hon. membher does not
trust the other States.

Mr. Wells: I should not think bhe would.

Hon. M. ¥, TROY: Yet he is simple
enough to think that if we vote for a con-
vention they will agree to it. Nothing we
can say will have any avail with them. The
hon. member’s proposed amendment is like
his own pompous simplicity. What does it
matter to the people of the Eastern States
what we may put in the Bill? The whole
thing is stupid and futile and valueless. We
can afford to ignore it, for we cannot im-
pose our will on the Bastern States.

Mr. Wells: They have imposed theirs on
us for long enough.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The Eastern States
have never given any serious thought to this
question. There has been no agitation for it
over there,

Mr. Sampson: Yes, there is great dissatis-
faction in Tasmania.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The Bill itself is a
mere waste of time, and this amendment is
utterly stupid and pompous.

Mr. Parker: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion mcved the amendment, to which the
membar for Gascoyne has moved a further
amendment.

Hon, M. F. TROY: The Leader of the
Opposition was compelled to move the
amendment because the Government have
carried the second reading of the Bill, which
mean; an expenditure of thousands of
pounds withont any result. We have been
told the people of the Eastern Stafes are
hostile to us, yet now we ave invited to tell
them what we want them to do. Fanecy dis-
cussing a Bill that can get us nowhere, and
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will mean nothing but an enormous expen-
diture of money by a Government whose
finances are £900,000 hehind on a few
months’ operations.

Mr, ANGELO: 1 do not desire to die-
tate to the other States. The Leader of
the Upposition suggested that a second ques-
tion should be put to the eleciors, and I
want to make that question easily nnderstood
by ikem. The moment the balloi papers are
opened the electors will be nsking what sort
of a vonvention it is we ave providing for,
My amendment will answer that question.
The member for Mt. Magnet was trying to
throw eold water on the Bill, but the rest
ot ug are very serious about it.

Mr, BAMPSON: The House has agreed
to a vote being taken on the question of
secession. I hope that question will not be
¢louded by the submission of a second ques-
tion,

The CHAIRMAXN: At the moment we are
discussing only the amendment moved by
the member for Gascoyne.

Mr., SAMPSOXN: I propese to vote
against both amendments. T am sure the
inclusion of the amendment on the amend-
ment will have a most disturbing effect, will
f’l]lbﬂl’l‘ab‘s the position, and will clond the
1ssue,

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

Clause, as amented, agreed to.

Clauses 7 to Y—agreed to.

Clanse 10—Forms of ballot paper:

Hon. P, COLLIER: I have on the Notice

Paper two amendments to this clause. T as-
sume they will be taken as consequential.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, they will be
taken as consequential,

(lanse put and passed.

Clauses 11, 12-—agreed to.

Clause 13—Method of voting:

Hon, I’. COLLIER:
ment—

That the following subclause be added:—
(2} A separate hallot puper for cach ques-
tion shall he supplied to every elector desir-
ing to vote.’’

I move an amend-

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
a» amended, agreed fo.

('lause~ 14 and 15-—agreed to.
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Clanse 16—Counting of 'votes:

Hon., P. COLLIER:
ment—

That the following subelause be added to
stand as Subelanse 6:—*'‘The provisions of
this section shali be made use of for the
ascertainment and publication of the result
of the voting on cach question separately.’’

I move an awmend-

Amendment pot and passed; the elause,
as amended, ngreed to.

Clause 17-18, Schedule—agreed to.
Title:

On motion by Mr. Parker, the Title was
amended to read as follows: “An Act to
submit to a referendum questions in rela-
tion to the State of Western Australia and
the VFedera! Commonwealth established
under the Commonwealth of Australia Con-
stitution (Imperial).”

Rill reported with amendments and an
amendment to the Title.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 6).

Second Reading.

Nehated resnmed from the 24th Novem-
ber.

MR. PARKER (North-East Fremantle)
[8.37]: VFrom what we have heard this
Rill apparently has heen brought down to
mvet gertain individual cases. That, in iy
opinion, is wrong, [ wonld peint out that
as recards one livense n provisional ecertifi-
cate was granted for a building in elose
proximity to another licensed house within
ahont a guarter of a mile. That certificaln
wias granted mainly on the ground that
there was not sufficient har accommeodation
in the existing leensed house, and the pro-
visional certificate was granted for six
months. The landlord of the other housc
decided to effect the necessary improve-
ments in order to avoil the possibility of
opposition coming along from another ap-
plicant. T am informed, and T helieve cor-
rectly, that something over £1,000 is being
spent in improvements at that particular
hotel to meet the requirements that the
benell apparently considered were necessary
when they granted the provisional certificatn
for the other hotel whieh iz not yet ereeted.
If we take into consideration the question
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of the money that is lost, or is likely to be
lost, that aspeet of the case should be pre-
sented.

Mr. Millington: Do you consider it pro-
fesstonnl etiquette, having failed before one
court, to continue your advocacy here?

Mr. PARKER: No.

Mr. Millington: 1 consider vour conduct
positively indecent,

Mr. PARKER: I dare say you would.

Hon. P. Collier: It looks like special
pleading for a elient.

Mr. PARKER: Perhaps it is. I no not
think we should legistate for an individual.

Hon. P. Collier: You are speaking for
an individual now.

Me. PARKER: T am, and the reason I
am doing so is because the argument tend:
that way.

Hon. P. Collier: You are not suggesting
that ease as being typieal? Aunyway, you
are now speaking not for the public bui
for an individual.

Mr. PARKER: T am speaking for the
public.

Hon. P. Collier: Just now vou are speak-
ing for an individual.

Mr. PARKER: Xor both the public
aronnd that quarter and the individual. 1
was not engaged to appear by an indi-
vidual, but by 4 large number of people
who were opposed to the granting of tha
provisional license.

Hon. P. Collier: And the one individual
for whom you are spesking has since en-
larged his bar,

Mr. PARKER: I believe he has.

Mr. Corboy: Do you not suppose that
the public would welecome eompetition?

Mr. PARKER: The people around that
quarter do not want competition.

Mr. H. W. Mam: Can vou explain why
the applieant for the new license was able
to get such a majority for his petition?

Mr. PARKER: Yes, T can,

Hon. P. Collier: Yaou are speaking for a
publienn  who, since the granting of the
provisional license, has enlarged his bar.

Mr. PARKER: What T said was that
as the argument was drifting in a certain
direction, it was right to let the House
know something about the other side.

Hon. P. Collier : The other side of the
individual.

AMr, Corboy: You have already told us
we should not legislate for individuals, and
now you are patting this up.
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Mr. PARKER: I am stating the other
side of the question. Members oppesite can
vote whichever way they like. 1t is only
right to bring up the matter here. We have
been told what it has cost these people to
make an application for a provisional
license; therefore it is only right and fair
that members shouwld know what amount
was paid to oppose a partienlar license.

Mr. Corboy: The man you are speaking
for has his pub and lis license and the
other men have not.

Hon. P. Colliex: And to rvetain his
license he had tu spend another thousand
pounds. He engaged you purely in the in-
terests of his license, not in the interests of
the people.

Mr. PARKER: It was a public body
that engaged me. One of the individuals is
well known to the Leader of the Opposi-
tion; I do not wish to mention his name.
Tt is only right that the House shounld know
there is another side to the personal ques-
tion, and that is all I wish to advance. T
am opposed to the Bill on the ground that
it is retrospeective legislation.

Hon. P. Collier: You have voted for re-
trospeetive legislation over and over again.

Mr. PARKER: That may be.

Hon. P. Collier: You voted for retro-
spective legislation in entting down wages.

Mr. PARKER: 1 voted for the emer-
gency legislation,

Mr. Millington: The emergency legisla-
tion is inevitably retrospeetive.

Mr. Corboy: The Bill we are discussing
15 emergency legislation. You would inflict
hardship on thousands, wlereas this Bill
will inflict a hardship on one.

The Minister for Railways: Ts this a
football or a ericket match?
Mr. SPEAKER: I really must ask

memhers to keep order.
Mr. PARKER: I have made the points
I wish to make and I shall oppose the Bill

MR, MARSHALL (Murchison) [8.45]:
T regret that 1 have to oppose the Bill
Although it represents an improvement on
the previous measure introduced by the
member for Perth (Mr. H. W. Mann), it
has the same objective and affects the same
people. The debate has not been a partien-
larly dry one, and most of the interjections
have been regardinz interested personms.
There have been a greaft number of persons
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interested in these licenses, invelving 1,000
or more! The Bill will amend one of the
most important pieces of legislation on the
statute book and will conserve the interests
of four individuals only. Thus, it is gquite
i personal matter.

Mr. . W, Mann: Do yon object to that?

Mr., MARSHALL: Of course I do. I
object to piecemeal amending of legislation,

Mr. 1. W. Mann: Even when individuals
suffer an injustice?

Mr. MARSHALL: There is no injustice
ahout it, although T regret that certain
people have Jost on their investments.

Mr. Patrick: They were only gambling
with their investments.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is so. They bave
heen permitted to hawk their provisionai
licenses for 12 wonths and now the member
for Perth wants, by the Bill, to permit them
tn hawk those licenses for a further 12
months. Perhaps at the end of thal time
we will have a similar Bill introdueed again,
and so we will have perpetual motion until
the time ecomes when they can find buvers
for their licenses,

Mr. H. W. Mann: You are not justifisd
in saying that.

AMr. MARSHALL: The hon. member said
uothing te convinee me to the contrary. He
talked abonut the number of men who would
be ewployed on the work; rarpenters,
joiners and journeymen of all descriptions
were to he engaged on the erection of four
hotels.

Mr. Panton: There are 40,000 boys leav-
ing school.

Mr. Corboy: There will be jobs for them
as stewards.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, everyone will
have a job, The Licensing Aet is far too
important to he tinkered with in this way.
This is the sixth amending Bifl that we have
had this session, and the member fur Perth
has been respensible for four of them.

Mr. H. W. Mann: That shows how accur-
ate vou are.

Mr. MARSHALL: Tt is near enongh lo
accuracy, having regard to the inaceuracy
of the hon. member. As a protest against
this sort of legislation, I shall move that
the Bill be read this day six months,

Mr. Corboy: Don’t do that. Let us de-
feat it at the second reading stage.

The Minister for Mines: Why six
months? We may not he here.
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Mr. MARSHALL:
enough for me.

Mr. Raplipel: Have you got six months?

Mr. MARSHALL: 1t won't be too long
before the hon. member will get six months.

Mr. Raphuel: Then T will have what von
have had alveady.

Mr. MARSHALL: The outlook in this
State does not warrang the granting of any
_further liquor licenses for some econsider-
able time to come. There are quite sufficient
already and the Licensing Court should not
be allowed to grant any more.

Hon. P. Collier: That is o matter for
the Licensing Court.

Mr. MARSHALL: I agree that the dle-
cisions regarding the provisional licenses
were for the Licensing Court to determine,
but the court has determined many matters
contrary to my opinion.

Hon. P. Collier: This is not n matter for
the Licensing Court.

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not care a eon-
finental for anyone. I will have my say.
I am not here to be talked about as to
whether this is a matter for the Licensing
Court or not, If I had my way the Licens-
ing Court would not be in office for 24
hours, T hon., members had taken the
trouble to inspecl some of the sites wherce
provisional licenses had been granted, they
would agree with me that there was no
necessity for them. T mention particularly
the license granted for a hotel on the North
Beach-rond. Last week I inspected the

Six months is good

site and found that it was less
than a quarter of a mile from an«
other hotel in one direction, and

abont a mile away from another hotel in
the opposite direction. The block was
hardly big enough to erect a decent hotel
on.
Mr. H. W. Mann: What is the size of the
block ? '

Mr. MARSHATLI: I should say scarcely
half an acre.

Mr, H. W. Mann: It has a frontage of
190 feet by 200 feet in depth.

Mr. MARSHALL: It is not big enongh
to provide the acecommodation necessary.

Mr. Corboy: But the block is larger
than the one on which the Savoy Hotel is
built.

Mr. MARSHALL: That may be so. but
that is a different matter altogether. Even
if the block were large enough, there is the
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additional fact that it adjoins a reserve
with numnerous intersections at that point.
That is where it is proposed to erect a
hotel that is not warranted at all. I do
not want anyone to die of thirst. I do not
think they will do so between that site and
the hotels on either side. I am sorry that
eertain individuals have invested money in
these proposed hotels and have lost it.
That is in aecordance with ordinary busi-
ness. Some people speculate and make
money, while others lose. It is their mis-
fortnme. My regret in that regard, how-
ever, will not infinence me respecting my
attitude towards the Bill. No farther
hotels ave warranted, and I shall oppose
anything of the sort until the RMtate is
verging on prosperity onee more. I have
alrcady expressed my opinion regarding
the Licensing Court. T, have followed the
operations of the court and in many re-
speets they have done good work. On the
other hand, the members of the court have
done very badly.

Hon. P. Collier: That has nothing to do
with the Bill.

Mr. MARSHALL: At Kalgoorlie a week
or .two ago there was an insignificant,
erumbling struetunre—

Hon. P. Collier: What has that to do
with the Bill ?

“The SPEAKER: T am afraid the mem-
ber for Murchison is transgressing.

Mr. MARSHALL: I may be.

The SPEAKER: I wonld like the hon.
member to confine his remarks to the
Bill.

Mr. MARSHALL: I apologise, Mr.
Speaker. T intended to show that the
Licensing Court have been undeniably
wrong in some of their decisions.

The SPRAKER: That is not under dis-
cussion.

Mr. MARSHALL: Y shall not pursue it.
T am opposed to giving the Licensing Court
power to grant these provisional licenses

Hon. P. Collier: The Bill does not give
the court any power.

Mr. MARSHALL: The court ean extend
the provisional licenses.

Hon. P. Collier: No, not the court.

Mr. MARSHALL: The other Bill pro-
vided that the conrt should bave power to
extend the licenses, but the Bill before us
provides that we shall extend them. I ob-
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Ject to that, and as a protest { move an
amendment-—

_That ‘*now’’ he struck out and *‘this day
six months’’ added to the motion,

HON, P. COLLIER (Boulder) 19.567: I
hope that the good sense and common in-
stinets of justice of members will enable
them to agree to the Bill. The member for
Murchison (Mr. Marshall) objeets hecause
it affects four or five men only. T do not
know of any member who has taken ap
more time in advocating and fighting for
the interests of one individual than that
hon. member. I can reeall one oecasion
last vear when he held up the House for
two and a half vears—I mean hours.

Mr. Parker: It scemed like years.

Hon. P. COLLTER: That was done in the
interests of one man. Tf the member for
Murehison is known for one thing more
than another it is for his tichts for indi-
viduals. He bhelieved that an injustice
had heen done. He never hesitates to ad-
vance his eluims in this House when he
helieves ininstice has been done to an in-
dividusl. But now the hon. memher ob-
jeets hecanse the Bill affects four or five
individnals. Tt has heen urged by some
that the Bill represents speecial pleading
for a few individuals. On the other hand,
T suggest that there has been some special
pleading for a few individuals who are
financiallv interested in the defeat of the
Rill—publicans, who do not want competi-
tion. hut desire to maintain the monopnly
fhey enjov and do not desire to see an-
other hotel erected within reasonable dis-
tance of them. There has beern some Te-
gard for special pleading in that direction.
What does it amount to ? Those concerned
are ecitizens of this State, and T do not
hesitate to say that T know some of them.
T am not speaking in their interests. hut T
know them to he good citizens and promi-
nent business men for over 3¢ years. Thev
made applieation for a provisional liccnse
and the court granted it, and the anestion
whether they ought or ought not to build
their hotels. mentioned by the member for
Murchison. does not arise at all. This is
not the place to decide that anestion: it
has been decided by the Ticensing Court
that a provisional certifieate should he
eranted. The men who applied for the cer-
tifieates have spent considerable snms< of
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money, a3 mentioned by the member for
Perth, £1,000, £2,000 or £3,000, in all good
faith and in the belief and assurance from
their bankers that the money would be
available.  Members know that the bot-
tom dropped out of evervthing in a night.
Those men found themselves unable to ob-
tain the money which they were assnred
wounld he available to them, and so they
conld not o on. Are we to say in cold
blinod that they shonld lose €2.060 or
£3,000 through no fault of their own ?
Thex complied with the law of the fand,
except to the extent that the money was
not available to them. What have we herp
deing during the last three or four momths
hut passing Bills to give relief to sections
nf the community who are unable to meet
their financial obligations ? 7€ in normal
times men contracted to ereet certrin
buildings within a specified time and were
not able to fulfi] their ecuniracts, we could
understand the attitnde of some members,
bt these are not normal times. Thex are
abnormal and ahsolutely exeeptional times,
and becanse individuals find themselves in
the same diffienliv in which the State finds
itself and in which nearly every memher
finds himself, are we to say that they shall
lose €2.000 or £3,000 hecanse they are not
able, for the time heing, to comply with
the statute ¢ Are we going to deny to
them, although they are only a few, an op-
portunity for twelve months to find the
money necessary to fulfit their obliga-
tions 7 For months we have heen passing
legislation giving coneessions to every-
hody.

Hon. W. . Johnson: They are under
penalties in many cases.

Hon. P. COLTIER: It may he said that
thev can apply agnin, but they have no
euarantee of preference. Surely we must
have regard for the fact that those men
in all pood faith have spent several thous-
ands of pounds, perhaps all the money they
had, in the belief that they would bhe ahle
to ecarry on, bul evervthing went upside
down and prevented them from ecarrying
ont their undertakings. TIf we are going to
deny consideration to men of that kind,
then we have heen hypoerites for the post
two or three months in giving relief in all
directions—ta the (overnment and to all
sections nf the eommunity. There is nn-
thine unrensonshle in the Bill. Tt merely
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asks For an extension of time tor 12 menths.
Surely thal is fair in view of the legisla-
tion we lave been passing in the last few
wonths. 1 hope the House will never give
a vote that will practically rob good, hopesi
citizens, although they way be few in num-
ber. It is no case against them becawse
they are few in number. The rights of one
individual in the community are as sacred
as the rights of a thousand. Because those
men are few in number, we must not deny
them « reasunabie measure of proteetion.
1 am =ure the House will pass the second
reading ol the Bill.
P

MR. PANTON (leederville) [9.5]: 1
support the amecdment. 1 am 1ather sur-
prised at the Leader of the Opposition,
who usnally is at least eonsistent. He has
dwelt at considerable length on the legis-
lation that has heen passed this session to
relieve the Government particularly, but he
fought practically every elause in those
Bills,

Hon, P. Collier: T did not say the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. PANTON: The hon. member dis-
tinetly said we had been legislating all
through the session to relieve people and
partienlavly the Governmnent. There is no
eseaping from what he said. He fought
almost every clausge of those Bills.

Hon, P. Collier: I did not fight every
clause.

Mr. PANTOX: There were very few that
he did not fight, and if he did not fight them,
his supporters did, ably and eloguently led
by him.

Hon. P. Collier: T did not.

Mr. PANTOX: If there was any. clanse
he did not fight—

Mr. Parker: Tt was the short title.

Mr, PANTON: It was some clause nol
worth worrying about. Yet, all of a sund-
den, when relief is sought for someone else,
he makes an eloguent speeeh, a speech -o
eloyuent that my only regret is it was nol
devoted to a more worthy cause. What is
the position? The law of the land stater
definitely and decizsively that if a provi:
sional certifieate is granted fo an applicant,
he has to comply with the eonditions in
12 months.

Hon. P. Collier: Ave not vou breaking
laws every day?

Mr. PANTON: Speak for vowself: I
am-ot.
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Hon. . Collier: Of course you are.

Mr, PANTON: 1 object to that. 'Fhe
hon, member has no right to say that I am
breaking laws every day.

Hon. . Collier: The conversion Bill, for
one.

Mr. PANTOX: [ did not hreak it

Hon. P. Collier: You voted for it.

Mr. PANTOX : That mayv be breaking
promise, with the making of which I had
nothing to do. 1 was nat interested in the
Bil}, hecause 1 had nothing to convert. The
law of the country provides that provisional
cerrificates shull he granted for 12 months.
The applieants knew of that, T do not know
what took place when the case was heard--I
was not sulficiently interested fo be present
—but the applicants must have convinced
the eourt that they were able to earry on.
Evidenily they failed to do so. Why? There
is only one logical reason; they bad not the
money to fulfil the conditions of the pro-
visional certifieate.

The Minisler for Railways: Every mort-
gagor couvinced the mortgagee that he eonld
carry on, and vet we had to give relief. '

Mr. PANTON: The applicants either did
not have the monev or failed to obtain it
from those whom they expected to provide
it. -

M IT. W, Mann: That is the point.

Mr. PANTON: That being so, are mem-
bers optimistic enough to believe that when
the trade has not warranted the expenditure
of the money during the past 12 months, it
will be warranted during the next 12
months?

Mr. Corboy: Yes.

Mr. PANTON: What does the hon, mem-
ber know about it? I do not suppose he
knows 25 yards of Wembley, and yet he
says “Yos”

Mr. Marshali: If he ever saw it, it was
at night time, from a motor ear.

Mr. Corboy: I lived there for 16 years,
so 1 know more about it than the member
for Murchison. Then I left the distriet.

Mre. Marshall: That is why it is making
PToguess now,

Mr. PANTON: Since the hon. member
left the district, there is room for two more
hotels. Is any member optimistic enough to
believe that the expenditure on those hotels
will he warranted in 19327 That is what
the Bill provides.

Hon. P. Collier: There will be lots of
changes in the next 12 months.
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My. PANTON: Yes. Amongst other
things a Federal election is coming on. This
Bill is to operate till the end of 1932. If
trade does not warrant the expenditure of
the money on hotels to-day, I do not think
there is any possibility of its being war-
ranted next year. Money for the building
of hotels can be obtained only from finan-
ciers. Obviously the Bill would not be before
us if the individuals had the money. I
venture to say that the financiers will be
as careful in the next 12 months as they
have becn in the last year.

Hon. P. Collier: Look at the improvement
i wheat and wool prices.

Mr. PANTON: I do not think that will
have much effeet on Mt. Hawthorn or
Wembley. I live in the centre of Leeder-
ville, which rumerically is the largest elee-
torate in the State, and T venture to say that
anyone acquainted with the number of un.
employed there— the Minister knows how
many there are—

The Minister for Railways: Do not bring
me into it.

Mr. PANTON: There is not likely fo be
much improvement in the number of un-
employed in the Wembley, Leederville and
Mt. Hawthorn districts during the next 12
months.

The Minister for Railways: The building
of these pubs would make a Rifference.

Mr. PANTON: It would provide work
for a few men, but the financiers who are
to provide money to build hotels will want
to know the prospects of heing paid their
interest and capital.

Mr. Corboy: The wowsers out there will
keep them going, once they are built.

Mr. PANTON: The hon. member can
speak for himself. He is handy at inter-
jecting, Like a lot of other members, he
voted against the previous Bill. I wish to
congratulate the member for Perth on his
organising ability. Not during this Parlia-
ment has he put in mowe work than during
this week. I congratunlate him. It is mar-
yellons how many members have swung
round from the view they held a week ago.
I am like the member for Murehison; I have
no interest in any shape or form. I do not
know any of the men concerned except Mr.
Monaghan. I know him very little and I do
not suppose he knows too much good about
me. The individual is not worrying me one
iota, If we pass this Bill we shall establish
a precedent for which we shall be sorry.

[ASSEMBLY.]

There is not a shadow of doubt that at the
end of 1932 the member for Perth, if he is
consistent and does his job as well as he has
done it this week, will he here pleading for
another 12 months for those people.

Hon. P. Collier: Not necessarily.

Mr. PANTOXN: Undoubtedly that is what
will happen if he is consistent.

Hon. P. Collier: Not at all.

Mr. PANTOX: If there is one thing we
can say of the member for Perth, it is that
he is consistent and tenacious, He has
proved it in regard to this matfer. Only a
week ago he was so well trounced that he was
left with only the short title of the Bill, hut
he has sueeeeded in getting the matter once
more before the House.

Hon. P. Collier: Trounced in a House of
22,

Mr, PANTON: No, 26; the voting was 13
on each side. If the Leader of the Opposi-
tion does not know it, let me fell him there
have heen more importani resolutions ecar-
ried in this House in the lasi 48 hours on a
smaller voting strength than that. The ocea-
sions when it is possible to get a full House
are when there is a discussion on the lguor
trade or on a trotting meeting.

The Minister for Railways: That iz not
fair; it is like mixing oil and water.

Mr. PANTON: I hope members wil! stick
Lo their guns,

The Minister for Railways: Tt will cost
them a license fee of 3. if they stick to their
uns.

Mr, PANTON: That would be cheaper
than this business. [ hope members will not
set a precedent for which they will be sorxy.
I have no axe to grind. [ do not know the
liconsee of the Oxford Hotel, or the other
person. A member of this Chamber last
night told me that the owner of the Oxford
MHotel had explained to Lim that she had
spent £1,000 on her place sinee the Mt.
Huwthorn Hotel had been put out of exixt-
ence. She spent this money to hring her
hotel up to date.

Mr., H. W. Mann: The license only ex-
pired on the 30th of last month.

Mr. PANTON: Are we going to legislate
1o help this lady zet back the £1,000 she has
spent? If the member for Perth ix so
anxious about liis elients, let him bring down
# motion that in the opinion of this Honse
this money should be returned to the lady in
guestion.  Members ninst not forget that a
Royal (‘ommizsion travelled throughout the
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country for weeks dealing with the liquor
traffic, but, notwithstanding the work that
was done then, the member for Perth comes
down with this tiddlywinking amendment
which will interfere with legislation that is
of the uimost importanee to the State.

Hon. P. Collier: But the Commission sat
10 or 15 vears ago.

Mr. PANTON: I do not care how long
ago it sat. I understand that those things
which make up the trade improve with age.

Mr. H W, Mann : The Aet has been
amended every year sinee then.

Mr, PANTON: No. Never before have
efforts been made to amend it six times in
one short session, and three of these times
by one individual. I hope members will
stick to their guns. I am prepared to go to
any length fo see that justice is done to these
people, and that they have their money ve-
funded to them in the cirewnstances, but I
am not prepared to go to the length of
amending important legislation by the means
proposed.

MRE. SAMPSON {Swan) [917]: I am
prepared to support any endeavour that is
made to seenre a refund of a portion or
the whole of the money paid by those to
whom provisional licenses were granted,
and have no desire to be a party to estreat-
ing that money if it ean be shown that,
through no fault of those individuals, the
buildings have not been gone on with. We

have been told that the Oxford Hotel has '

been improved and that additional acecom-
modation has been provided.

Mr. Corhoy: A thousand pounds has been
spent in three weeks, it is alleged.

Mr. SAMPSON: If the hon. member will
give the House the facts, I will listen to him
without continually interrupting him. The
position indicated by the member for North-
East Fremantle has thrown a new light on
the question. He has given reusons why
the Bill should not be passed. When the
question of the issue of a provisional license
for Mt. Hawthorn was being considered by
the Licensing Beneh, a great deal of local
feeling was engendered.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is not the subjeet
matter of disenssion.

Mr. SAMPSON: The people of that ter-
ritory would probably be glad to have an
opportunity of considering the matter.

Mr. SPEAKER: That cannot be dis-
cussed now.
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Mr. SAMPSON: This is the first time
I have spoken on this question.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
not proceed along those lines.

Mr. SAMPSON: When the board were
dealing with this proposed hotel, a state-
ment was made in the Press that it was
possible fo walk from another hotel to the
site in four minutes. If that is so, there
is no need to go any further into the matter.

Hon. P. Collier: The court decides that.

My, SAMPSON: I know.

Mr. SPEAKER: That has nothing to do
with the Bill.

Mr. SAMPSON:
to the inferjection.

I should like to reply

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member must
not do so.

Mr. SAMPSON: The amendment is an
excellent one for, if carried, it will

meon the killing of the Bill. It has bemn
shown there is no great public need for
an hotel at Mt. Hawthotu. In Victoria
Park there are two hotels that are well con-
duated.

Mr. SPEAKER: That has nothing to do
with the Bill

Mr. SAMPSON: There is great justi-
fication for the carrying of the amendwment
as far as Victoria Park is concerned. In
yiew of the nccommodafion that is avail-
able there, and the excellent way in whick
the hotels are conducted, I hope this exten-
sion will not be granted” We have been
urged to have nothing to do with retrospec-
five legislation,

Hon. P. Collier: You have always voted
for it.

Mr. H. W. Mann: You ought to be the
last one to talk about that.

Hon. P. Collier: If any attempt iz made
to ent down wages, you will vote for it.
Mr. SAMPSON:.This Bill stands -

retrospective legislation.
Hoan. P. Collier: That is what you a.lways
sav when it suits you.
. SAMPSON: T do not stand for it

for

now,

Hon. P. Collier:
in it you wounld,

Mr. SAMPSON: The Bill is had in prin-
ciple. T am prepared to consider refunding
the whole or portion of the money paid by
these people, but T think it would he had
for the State if we supported a measure
like this. T shall therefore vote for the
amendment,

If you had any moncy
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Amendment put, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes . .. Lo 11
Noes .. .. ... 7

Majority against .. 10

AYES.

Mr. Coverley Mr. Scaddan

Mr. Hegney Mr. Thorn

Mr. Marshall Mr. Wansbrough

Mr. Panton My, Wells

Mr. Parker Mr. Doney

Mr. Sampson {Teller.)
NoRS,

Mr, Angeln Mr. J. I. Manu

Mr. Barnard Mr. McLarty

Mr. Brown AMr Mlingion

Mr. Collier Sir James Mitchell

Mr. Corboy Mr. Munasje

Mr. Cunningham Mr. Piegee

Mr. Ferguson Mr, Raphael

Miss FHolman Mr. Sleeman

Mr. Johnson Mr. J. M. Smith

Mp. J.amond Mr. Nort

Mr., H. W. Mann {Teiler.)
Patng,

Avra, NoEs.

My, Walker Mr. J, H, Smith

Mr. Lindsay Mr. McCallum

Mr. Patrick Mr. Willeock

Mr. Wilson Mr. Teesdale

Amendment thus negatived,
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Angelo in the Chair; Mr. H. W.
Mann in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section §2:

Mr. PANTON: T move an amendment—

That in line 2 of proposed Subsection 3, the
words ‘‘thirty-first day of December’’ he
struck out, and *‘thirtieth day of June’’ in-
serted in lieu,

There has been much talk as to the unfor-
tunate position of the gentlemen coneerned.
Let us test how they stand. Their time ran
out months ago. My amendment proposes
a fair compromise, pgiving them seven
months bevond the time the law allowed
them originally. 1 should like to know
whether the wording of the elanse means
that some of the gentlemen obtained their
provisional certificates in 1930, whiech is
going back a long way.

Mr. H W. MANN: T hope the amend-
ment will not be earried. The hon. member
must realise how impraecticable it would be
to do anything under the amendment.

[ASSEMBLY.]

AMr, Panton: Seven months.

AMr, H. W. MANN: It is not a matter
of six months merely to get the money ;
the building must he completed in six
months, and nething can he done this year
owing to the approach of the Christmas
holidays. T am sure the hon. member does
not desire to be unfair, and is not moving
the amendment out of sheer cussedness. As
I mentioned in my =econd reading speech,
two of the provisional certificates expired
last month, and one expired in May last.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and pussed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted,

BILL—DIVIDEND DUTIES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’'s Message.

Message from the Council notifying that
it insisted on its amendment No. 1, to which
the Assembly had disagreed, now considered.

In Committee.

M, Panton in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill

_ The PREMIER: I move —

That the Assembly continue to disagree to
the amendment made by the Council

QQuestion put and passed.

TResolution reported, and the report

adopted.

Request for Conference.
The PREMIER: I move —

That a conference be requested with the
Legistative Council on this Bill, and that at
such conference the Assembly managers be
Mr. Millington, the Minister for Railways,
and the mover.

Question put and passed, and a message
nceordingly transmitted to the Couneil.

House adjourned at 9.48 p.m.



