[7 December, 1927.]

existing at the present time might be re-
conciled.

Hon. G. Poiter: I think the Engineer-in-
Chief has considered the financial aspect.

Hon. A. BURVILL: The Bill could well
be deferred until next session. I would like
to know from the Chief Secretary whether
he would agree to a clause being inserted to
prevent anything being done beyond the re-
sumption of the land. In any case, the con-
flieting statements that have been made
should Ve cleared up so that the lnymen in
Parliament might know exactly where they
are. I cannot say at this stage whether 1
shall or zhall not support the Bill. There
is a good deal involved in it, and the House
should consider the measure seriously.

On motion by Hon, H. A, Stephenson,
debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 11.3 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pa., and read prayers.

QUESTION--VERMIN ACT, KANGA-
ROOS.

Mr. LAMONT asked Hon. I Millington
(HMonorary Minister): 1. Ts he aware (a}
that in certnin distriets plain kanenroos have
been deelared vermin and bonuses are being
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paid for their destruction; (b) that in the
same districts royalty is collected on kangaroo
skins? 2, In view of this will he favourably
consider the removal of this anomaly and
provide greater inducement fo kangarco
shooters by abolishing the royalty collected
by the Government on kangaroo skins in
districts wherc such animals have been de-
clared vermin?

Hon. H. MILLINGTON replied: 1, (a)
In only one distriet, namely West Kimber-
ely, huve kangaroos been deeclared vermin;
(b) the majority of kangaroos in this dis-
triet are the species M. Agilis (coast wal-
laby}, or M. Robusta (euro), and royalty
is not eollected on the skins. 2, The royalty
on the species M. Rufus (red kangaroo) is
twopence per skin, and as the skins are
worth at least 3s. per 1b,, it is not considered
that this small amount will prove a deter-
rent to hunters,

QUESTION—HOSPITALS, GROOERY
SUPPLIES.

Mr. COVERLEY asked the Minister for
Health: 1 IMow are groceries supplied to
hospitals at Broome, Derby, and Wyndham?
2, If by contract, when were the last tenders
called? 3, How were tenders adveriised?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH replied:
1, At Broome and Derby groceries are pur-
chased locally. For Wyndham Hospital,
groceries are purchased by the Government
Stores Department snd forwarded. 2, At
Broome, nuotations from various traders
are obtfained every month. At Derby, only
one firm will tender; the other declines to
do so. Ooods are purchased, ns necessary,
at best prices offering, 3, forms of quota-
tions are issued.

QUESTION—ROAD CONSTRUCTION.

Cost of Canning Road.,

Hon. G. TAYLOR asked the Minisfer for
Works: What is the amount of money spent
on the Canning-Fremantle Road, from the
Tst Jannary to the 31st Oectober, 1927 ubder
the Federal Aid Roads Act?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM (Honorary
Minister}, for the Minister for Works
veplied: The eonstruetion of the Can-

ning-Fremantle rond was commenced in
June Inst, and up to the 31st October, 1627,
an amount of £33.944 53, 7d. had been ¢x-
pended thereon. The work is not charge-
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able to Federal Aid Roads, but to special
provision on the Loan Seetion of the Works
Department’s Estimates.

QUESTION—POLICE ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL

Hon. G. TAYLOR (without notice) asked
the Premier: Is it the intention of the Pre-
mier to give the Honse an opportunity to
further discuss tbe Police Aet Amendment
Bill this session?

The PREMIELR replied: It will depend
on the progress of business and the number
of messages reeeived from another place
whether time will permit of further diseus-
ing this Order of the Day.

BILL—EMPLOYMENT BROKERS' ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’s Amendments.

Message from the Couneil received and
rend notifying that it had agreed to the
Bill, subject to a schedule of amendments.

BILL—STATE CHILDREN AOT AMEND-
MENT.

Council’s Further Message—Conference
granted,

Message rcceived from the Couneil noti-
fying that it had agreed to the Assembly’s
request for a confercnce, and fixed the time
at 4.45 p.m. and the place as the President’s
room.

On motion by the Minister for Health,
Mr. North was appointed as substitute for
Mr. Davy, one of the Assembly’s managers.

BILL—AUDIT ACT AMENDMENT.
Request for Conference.

Message received from the Council re-
questing the Assembly to grant a conference
on the Council’s amendment.

The PREMIER: I move—

That the request be granted, that the man.
agers for the Asacmbly be the Leader of the
Oppaosition, the Minister for Railways, and the
mover, and that the econference be held at 7.30
p-m. in the Speaker's room.

Question put and passed.

Bitling suspended from 445 to 545 pm.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—STATE CHILDREN ACT
AMENDMENT.

Conference Monagers Report.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hou.
3. W, Munsie—Hannans) [5.45]: I have Lo
report that the managers have met, nnd
agreed that the amendment made by the
legiglative Couneil be amended by the in-
sertion after the word *way,” in line 5 of
the proposed uew BSection 147a, of the
words “with the consent of the secretary of
the department,” and that the proposed
new section, as muended, be agreed to, [
move—

That the report be adopted.

Question put and passed, the report
adopted, and a message aeccordingly Lrans-
witted to the Counecil.

BILI—HOSPITALS,

Council’s Amendments,
Message frow the Conneil, notifying that
it had agreed ito the Bill, subject fo a

schredule of eizht amendments, now con-
stdered !

In Commattee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
llealth in e¢barge of the Bill.

No. 1.-—Clause 27: Delete this clanse anil
insert o new elause in licu thereof as ful-
lows:—TPower of local authorities to ex-
pend revenues on, and borrow money for,
publie hospitals. 27. (1) A loeal anthority
shall have power to expend and apply or,
with the approval of the Minister, to give
a binding undertaking to expend and apply
for any number of years any portion of its
general rate in subsidising any hospital
seheme, and in or towards the construetion
or acquisition, establishment, and mainten-
ance of any public hospital, and in sub-
sidising any distriet nursing scheme, and
in contributing towards a subsidy or pro-
viding a subsidy to secure the services of a
medieal practitioner, and the powers of its
local government Act shall be deemed to be
extended accordingly: Provided that ne
such undertaking as aforesaid shall be
valid in so far as it purports to bind the
loeal authority to expend or apply in any
year a sum exceeding ten per eentum of lhe
average annnal amount received hy it from
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general rates during the last two financial
vears preceding the year in whieh ({he
undertaking was given, but s¢ that no sueh
sum shall exceed in any year the sum of
five hundred pounds. Provided also, thai
no such agreement shall have effect for
more than five years, but any sueh agrec-
ment may be renewed during the lagt year
thereof (with or without modilication)
from time to time for any period not exceed-
ing flive years. (2) It shall be lawful for
any loeal authority to borvow money for all
or any of the following objeets, that is Lo
say—the construction, enlargement, im-
provement, and enquipment of any hospital
within the area of such local authority, and
sueh objeets shall be deemed to be works
and undertakings within the meaning of
Part XXIV. of the Municipal Corporatious
Aet, 1906, and Part VII. of the Road Tis-
tricts Act, 1919, as though the same had
been included thevein respectively, and the
powers and provisions contained in the said
respective Aects relating to the borrowing
of money shall apply to the objects above-
mentioned. (3) It shall not be lawful for
any loeal anthority to make any confribu-
tion under this section, whether out of
revenue or loan moneys, towards the capital
cost of the construction, enlargement, im-
provement or equipment of a hospital un-
less the Minister shall have previously
riven a valid undertaking to provide at
least one-half of snch capital cost. (4) The
provisions of this section are without pre-
Judice to any power vested in o local
authority by or under its local government
Act”

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: 1
move—

That the amendment he agreed to.

There is very little difference between this
and the clause as agreed to in this Cham-
ber. The Counecil have merely stipulated
that the Government must eontribute their
50 per cent., and were not prepared to
accept the word of the Government that
this was their poliey. The department has
been eonsulted and so have the Crown Law
anthorities. Cther than this there is
practically no alteration in the principle
embodied in the clause.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Members
should have an opportunity of ecomparing
this amendment with the clanse as it
passed through our hands. The local

[87]
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authorities have already more than thay
can do to maintain their roads, and the
Government should do all that is neeessary
in eonneetion with hospitals.

The Minister for Health: There is uo
compulsion about this.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I object
to the local aunthorities being saddled with
a rvesponsibility that belongs to the Govern-
ment.

The Minister for Health: This only givas
Incal anthorities the right to contribute if
they so desire. Some are doing so already.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister shonld encourage the local authoritiec
to ohey the law of the land.

The Minister for Flealth: When they are
doing a good thing I encourage them to 2o
on doing it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They wre
doing an illegal thing. They might scon he
asked to maintain the schools or the police
in their distriet. If the amount is to be
iimited to £300, the loeal authority with a
laree revenue will get off more lightly than
the one with a small revenue.

The Minister for Health: Do you think
every Incal anthority will contribute £300¢
It iz optional whether anything is eon-
tribated.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It iz not
optional in the ease of the ratepayers, who
will not be asked whether or not they are
willing that this money should be een-
tributed. Ten per cent. of the revenue is
a considerable portion of the income of anv
loeal authority.

The Minister for Health: Any way, it is
up to Northam to do something for its ¢wn
hospital.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I belicve
(feraldton has had about £2,000 of Govern-
ment money.

The Minister for Health: And Northam
has had about £13,000 altogether.

Hen. Sir JAMES MTTCHELL: Northam,
in fact, contributed very laveely to the eree-
tion of the town's hospital. The Govern-
ment exact high taxation from the people,
and yet the Minister for Mines econsiders
that 2 great deal may he demanded from
them in such respects as, for example, this
Bill propeses. I hold that the Council
passes too much legislation: I wish the other
place would reject more Bills. If the paper
now placed before us had been distributed
earlier, we could have given it closer study.
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The CHAIRMAN: The copies have only
just been typed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCTIELL: Yes, Sir.
I am only censuring the Minister, who might
have waited until after tea to bring on this
discussion.

The Minister for Mines: I am quite
willing to postpone the disenssion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Suppose
we report progress.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
move—

That progress be reported, and leave given
to sit again at a later stage of the sitting.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I do not know
that we should:

The CHAIRMAN: Please let me put the
motion for progress.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I ean object to
the postponement of the discussion. The
Bill has been freely discussed. I wish to
inform the Opposition Leader——

The CHAIRMAN: I cannot allow dis-
cussion on a motfion to report progress.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: But I can state
reasons why there is no need to report pro-
gress. The Bill has been the snbject of a
conference in another place.

Hon. G. Taylor: That makes no differ-
ence.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Mr. Lovekin, a
recognised leader of political thought——

Hon. . Taylor: You bave got hold of
the wrong Bill.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: No. Mr. Love-
kin has had a conference with departmental
officers, and as a result of that conference
he has made certain recommendations, as
the result of which the Chief Secretary has
moved an amendment. VW hen we realise
that Mr. Lovekin

The CHAIRMAN: I eannot allow this
disenssion.

Motion (progress) agreed to.

BILL—STATE CHILDREN ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’s Further Message.

Message from the Counci! received and
read notifying that it had acreed to the
recommendations of the Conference man-
agers,

[ASSEMBLY.)

BILL—PARLIAMENTARY ALLOW-
ANCES ACT AMENDMENT.

ARl Stages.

Introduced by the Premier, and resd |
first time.

Message.

Message from the Governor received anc
read recommending appropriation for th
purpose of the Bill

Second HReading.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [6.7] in moving the second reading
said: This Bill is really to correct what ]
may deseribe as an anomaly that arose in
1919, For many years prior to that period
there had been a certain marginal difference
between the allowances to private members
and those to the Speaker, the President of
the Council, and the two respeetive Chair-
men of Committees. In the days when the
annual allowance to priviie members was
£200, the allowance to the Speaker was
£600. The marginal difference between the
allowance to members and that to  the
Speaker was £400. And similarly as re-
gards the President. At that time there was
also a difference of £200 between the allow-
ance to the Chairmen of Committees and that
to private members. But upon the allow-
ance to privatc members being increased by
£100 a year in 1919, that inerease was not
applied to the other four positions, and thus
the margin between private members and
the Speaker, the President, and the Chair-
men of Commitlees was diminished, in the
former two cases by £300 and in the latter
two by £100. The Bill proposes to restore
the margin which existed prior to 1919. It
will do so by increasing the allowances to
the four positions by £100 annually. It was
not, I believe, intended at the time that the
margin should be reduced; probably the
reduction came about through an oversight.
I am of opinion that the former relation
should be restored, and the messure seeks
to do that. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

HON., SIR JAMES MITCHELL {Nor-
tham) [6.9] I support the Bill with great
satisfaction. Tt is dne to #n sct of mine
that the marginal difference was redueed.
The Premier is quit~ right in asking the
House to agree to the measnre and thns
restore the original difference, which shounld
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always have existed wnd should still obtain.

It is with a great deai of pleasure I support

the Bill, and I hope it will Le carried.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

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

Read a third time, and transmitted to the
Couneil.

Sitting suspended from 5.15 to 8,15 p.m.

BILL—AUDIT AOT AMENDMENT.
Conference Managers’ Report.

The PREMIER: I desire o report that
the conference of managers agreed to ad-
journ and to report to the House to-mor-
row.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Will that enable the
House to continue transaeling business?
It is a moot point. The managers have to
report.

Mr, Corboy: Well, don’t raise the point.

The Premier: We have reported.

Hon, &. Taylor: But you have adjournedl.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think that the House

shonld be asked to adopt the report, and
then they would agree to the adjowrnment

The PREMIER: Ts it necessary for me
to move for the adoption of the report I
have made?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes.

The PREMIER: Then 1 move—

That the report be adopted.
Question put and pasced

BILL—PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION-
ER'S SALARY.

All Stages.

Introdueed by the Premier and read a
first time.

Message.
Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriation for the
purpose of the Bill.
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Second Reading.
THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder} [B.20] in moving the second

reading said: This is another Bill to in-
erease a salary. Tts purpose is to increase
the salary of the Pnblic Servire Commis-
sioner from €1,000 to €1,250 a vear. That
will bring the Commissioner's salary into
line with that paid for similar positions
in the Eastern States. 1In faet in some of
the States the salaries paid are much
higher. JIn New South Wales there is n
hoard of three public service commissioners,
and their totai salavies amount to £5,500.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: That makes it
relatively lighter than ounr own.

The PREMIER: In Queensland the sul-
ary paid to the Publie Scrviee Commissioner
is £1,5300 and in Victoria the salary s
£1,230. The last inerease granted to the
Public Service Commissioner was in July,
1920, so that he has received no inecvease
for the past seven years. There was a ve-
classification of the whole of the Public Ser-
vice last vear and in most instances the
salaries of officers were increased, partic
ularly those of the higher paid officials,
Some of them are now in reeeipt of a
salary of £1,040. The increase proposed
in the Bill really preserves the margin of
difference between the salaries paid to
other important officers of State and that
of the Public Service Commissioner. Dur-
ing the last two years permanent heads of
departments have received an inerease of
£60 each year. That has brought their sal-
aries up to £960 and so, in order to preserve
the margin between such officers and the
Public Serviee Commisioner, the salary of

* the latter official is now to be increased.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The margin
has to be maintained.

The PREMIER: Ves, especially when it
is remembered that he has received no in-
crease during the past seven vears whereas
the reclassifieation of the Public Service has
resnlted in most officers receiving nug-
mented salaries.

Mr. Corboy: Is it retrospective?

The PREMTER: Not altogether, hecause
the officers who henefited as the result of
the reclassification have enjoved their in-
ereased salary for a longer period. As &
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matter of fact under the Bill, the Public
Serviee Commissioner loses by six months.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Is the Publiec Ser-
vice Commissioner here, or is he away?

The PREMIER: He is absent on long
service leave.

Mr. Marshall : You ar: not secretly
thrusting this inerease upon him!

The PREMIER: I have not actually got
the Public Service Commissioner's consent,
but I do not anticipate that there will be
any trouble in that direction. The salaries
of other important officers snch as the Dir-
ector of Education and others were in-
creased two years ago. The inerease pra-
posed for the Public Service Commiscioner
does not go back to that date. It could be
contended that the increase =hould have been
made last year, and should have applied
from the same date as the inereases through-
out the service. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [8.25]: Certain officials, of whow
the Puoblic Service Commissioner’ is one,
have their salaries fixed by statute. The
majority of the publie servants have theic
salaries {ixed for them on the recommen-
dation of the Public Serviee Commissioner,
It is only right, therefore, that we shonld
increase his salary because those serving
under him have had their salaries inereased,
until some of the officials ars actnally in
receipt of a greater salary than that paid fo
the Public Service Commissioner himsels.
It does not mean that we sre inecressing his
salary as he has not had an inerease for
seven years, becanse a time musi come when
the salary paid must stop at a certain
figure.
officials and I think we have now dealt
with all the officials whose salaries are
fiwed by statute. T hope the Houmse will
agree to the Bill beeanse it will merely pro-
serve the margin that shonld exist between
the salaries paid to the Publie Service Com-
missioner and other highly paid officials.

ME. BE. B. JOENSTON (Williams-Narro-
gin) [8,27]: Tf the increased salary is to be
paid, it is not right to date it back to an-
other finanecial year. Other officials have had
to neeept their increases from the time the
Bill was passed.

The Premier: That is not so.

We must do our duty by our.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: At any rate, thei
inereases were not dated back to the previon
financial year. Now we are dealing with a
official who is away on a year's leave of al
sence.

The Premier: No, he is on long servie
leave, exiending over six months,

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON: Ilis salary is t
be increased during his absence and part o
the increase has to be added to the expendi
ture of the previous financial year. The ac
counts for that year closed on the 30th Jun
last. I do not think we should break any o
the regulations under the Publie Servie
Act by agreeing to an increase of salar:
that will extend into the previous financia
year, partieularly when dealing with the Pub
lic Service Commissioner himself. When w
consider that the Commissioner is away o1
long service leave—I belicve he is a ver
good officinl, too—I think he is being gener
ously treated particularly when this increas:
is foisted upon him in his absence. I hop
the Government will not alter the aceount.
of the previouy financial year in order t
provide the inerease,

Question put and passed.

Rill read » seeond time.

In Committee.
Mr. Lufey in the Chair; the Premier i
charge of the Bill.
Clanse 1—agreed to.

Clanse 2—Amendment of Act No, 22 of
1920, Bec. 2.

Mr. E. B. JOBNSTON: 1 have already
said that it is wrong to grant an increase tha
will have to date back te the previous
financial year. I move an amendment—

That in line 7 the word ' January’’ be
struck out, and ‘“July’’ be inserted in lieu.

Amendment put and negatived.
Claunse put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.
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BILL—HOSPITALS.
Council’s Amendments.

Resumed from au earlier stage of the sit-
ting.

Hon. Siv JAMES MITCHELL: It is of
little use objecting to this method of raising
money for hospitals, although if I could sue-
eessfully oppose the amendment I would do
s0. We are imposing altogether too many
burdens on the people. I do not kuow why
they should be called upon to contribute to
the Treasury whencver Ministers like to ask
for a special tax to meet this or that expendi-
ture. The aggregute amount of tuxation is
very high and is becoming burdensome and
irritating. People pay land tax possibly to
the Federal Government and to the State
Governwment, rates to the local nuthority, a
vermin rate, a special vermin rate, and a
water rate, and now they are to be called’
upon to pay for the upkeep of hospitals. No
board should be permitted to agree to the
charge of 10 per cent, for the npkeep of hos-
pitals nnless the system applies throughount
the State.

The Minister for Health: If I had in-
cluded that in the Bill you would have ob-
jected to it most strenuously,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
course I would.

The Minister for Health: 1 wani to give
the boards the right if they desire to exercise
it.

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Minister had sought to compel every board
to contribute, his proposal wonld not have
been passed by either Flouse, Already the peo-
ple are paying taxation for the upkeep of 90
per cent. of the hospitals, and seme of them
will now be taxed additionally for the same
purpose. It will be & serious matter for the
road boards hecause already their funds are
overtaxed for the maintenance of roads,
which, of course, is their speeial responsi-
bility, Is there to be no end to taxation? Is
not there sufficient unemployment thronghout
the State without cansing further unemploy-
ment, trouble and annoyance to the people?
The Bill will merely relieve the Government
of a responsibility for whick they are col-
lecting taxation.

The Minister for Health: It is remarkable
that you should have been Premier for 5%
years and failed to stop it.

of
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
propose it.

The Minister for Health: But you knew
that some of the boards were contyibuting,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
know?

The Minister for Ifealth:
not know your business.

Hon. W. D. Jobpson: You are Licking
agaiust a stone wall. You eannot do anything
now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEILL: Why
not? We can refuse to accept tho amend-
ment. Is the member for Guildford prepared
to accede to the dictates of another place
after having so reeently objected to doing
so?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: There are special
cireumstanees in this instance.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. The
hon. member wishes to give the Minister
what be wants, no matter how it is done.

The Minister for Health: A big majority
of the members of this House gave it Lo me.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then I
hope those members will suffer for it.

Mr. Chesson: It is optional, and it will
be the fault of the people if they are taxed,

Ion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They will
not get much npportunity to ohject. If the
hon. member’s constitwents are taxed while
people in an adjoining constitwency are not
taxed, he will be in a nice fix when it be-
comes known that the injusfice was done
through his vote in this Chamber.

My, Chesson: The people themselves will
have the say.

Hon. Rir JAMES MITCHETI:: No, the
responsibility rests upon the hon. member,
and he must face it. T hope the Committes
will not agree to the amendment. Only a
few days ago, in similar circumstances, we
resenfed a similar suggestion that eame from
another place. We will be stultifying our-
selves by changing our face in a few days.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The member for West
Perth, who has pernsed the amendment
earefully, informs me that if a choice had
to be made he would accept the amendment
now before us.

Mr. Davy: It is better than the old one.

Hon, G. TAYLOR: T think the hen. mem-
ber was largely influenced by the remarks
of the member for Guildford who told us
that these amendments were the outeome of
a conference between the head of the Medi-
cal Department, hospital representatives and
Mr. Lovekin, and that Mr, Lovekin had

Then you did
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assured another place that the amendment
was now perfectly in order and of great
value.

Hon. W. D). Johnson: I did pot say all
that.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The hon, member
said be was satisfled that Mr. Lovekin was
capable of deciding the hospital policy of
the Government. Will the hon. member
deny that? At any rate, that was the in-
ference. I am not so sure that Mr, Lovekin
is eapable of deciding any part of the
policy of the Government. In any case, I
i not prepared at any time fo accept Mr.
Lovekin as an authority on political ques-
tions. He once imposed on my credulity for
a session or two, but I soon found out that
he was not too relinble and that he was
capable of leading anyone astray.

The Premier: He has improved quite a
lot since then.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The amendment is
bad, no matter where it came from. Road
boards should not be associated with the
maintenance of hospitals, Their duty is in
conneotion with roads.

The Minister for Health: This is the only
State that has not such a law,

Hon. G. TAYLORE: The duty of a road
board is mot to look after hospitals. It is
absard to think of it. The Government are
shirking their Tesponsibility by imposing
this tax upon the ratepayers. Itis the func-
tion of the CGovernment to maintain hos-
pitals and the money should come from
general revenue.

Mr. E. B. JOANSTON: T am opposed to
the amendment beeanse it is simply another
means of piling up burdens on the people
of the ecountry. Country hospitals should
be erected and maintained on exactly simi-
lar lines as the hospitals in the metropolitan
area. Instead of that we have the position
that if people want a hospital to-day they
are obliged to find half the cost of ils eree-
tion, half the cost of its improvement and
now they are to be saddled, withont the
ratepayers being consulted, with a big pro-
portion of the cost of maintenance. To-day
the ecountry people pay their fair share to-
wards the upkeep of every hospital and
charitable institution in the metropolitan
area.

The Minister for Health: The metropoli-
tan hospitals eater for thousands of people
from the country.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Considering that
the country people are the principal rate-
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payers, they have an absolute right to ent
the metropolitan hospitals.

The Minister for Health: They do n
contribute very mueh from Williams-Na
rogin, not a bob.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The people
the ecountry districts have contributed
greater percentage than the people of tl
metropolitan area.

The Minister for Health: They do
contribute anything.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Figures sho
that they contribute very considerably. Ti
country people have to pay their fair sha
to every metropolitan institution and no
they are to be tuxed for the upkeep of tk
local hospitals, It is time we had a mo
comprehensive hospital messore, so that a
the hospitals in the State may be put on th
one footing. Now the ratepayers are not f
be consulted, and any voad board can ta
the ratepayers for a period of five year
It is a burden that should not be impose

Mr. LINDSAY: I intend to support th
amendment. I am rather surprised to hea
some of the speeches that have been mads
I am one of those who asked the Minister
give us this power. Moreover, the powe
sought is already in the Road Districts Ae
and T know that that power has been cxer
cised in my own clectorate for a numbe
of vears. Tt is remarkable that the opposi
tion to the proposal has come from member
representing those districts where Govern
ment hospitals are established. 1 conside
that all hospitals should be put on an eque
footing. The amendment we are considerin,
is really an improvement on what is in th
Road Distriets Act. In my distriet we hav
eollected thousands of pounds in the las
few years to erect our hospitals. The roa
boards will not tax the people if they ds
not consider it right. If road boards d
something that is not right, the ratepayer
will have the opportunity at the suhsequen
election of dealing with the members o
those boards,

The Minister for Health: It has alway
been done.

Mr. LINDSAY: T hope it will be con
tinued. Wvery year in country distriets we
have to raise funds for the hospitals, anc
it is always the same people who do the worl
and the same who pay the money.

Mr. THOMSON: T cannot understand
the opposition to thiz elatse. 'The membes
for Toodyay read a sectior of the Road
Boards Act giving the boards power to gub.
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sidise hospitals. .And they have been doing
it.
The Minister for Health: But the muni-
cipal authorities have not.

Mr. THOMSON: Under the Health Act
every local authority may snbsidise any hos-
pital, but any expenditure under that see-
tion shall not exceed 10 per cent. of the
ordinary income of the loesl authority. The
Couneil’s amendment is a decided improve-
ment on what was previously in the Bill, I
do not think it goes far cnough. It is all
right for those who have Government hos-
pitals in their distriets, but in my electorate
we have loeal committees who administer
the loeal hospitals,

The Minister for Health: They get a sub-
sidy from the Government.

Mr. THOMSON: Yes, hut they have no
tenure in that respect. I should like to see
in the Bill a provision that before any local
authority ean nceepi responsibility for the
equipment of a hospital, the Government
must provide their quota.

Hon. G. Taylor: We are going further
than that.

The Minister for Heanlth: No, there is a
limitation to it.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Perth City Couneil
could not pay more than £500 per annum,
and Wagin, T suppose, wonld have to pay
the same.

Mr. THOMSON: I bave more confidence
in the local authoritics. T should be sorry
if any country local authority were ready
to accept responmsibility for £500 for hos-
pitals,

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: T regret that we
have not the final records cf what occurred
in another place in the framing of this
smendment. The amendmernt was drafted at
a conference. Mr, Lovekin explained that
they felt it was necessary to eonsult depart-
mental officers in order to arrive at an un-
derstanding about this clause

Mr. Davy: That does wot concern us.
Why pot deal with the amendment before
us?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: After the con-
ference at which the departmental officers
were consulted by My, Lovekin and others,
a clause was drafted. Then during the dis-
cussion on the clause it was found that it
did not meet with the approval of members
of another place and so it was suggested
that progress be reported. Progress was

reported, eridently to allow Mr. Lovekin to-

agnin consult with the departmental officers.
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Mr. Thomson: You know that this amend-
ment was put in by your own people.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: No, the Hon-
orary Minister in anolher place did propose
an amendment, but it was not finalised. Un-
fortunately we have not yet the records of
what oecurred,

Mr. Davy: What records do you mean?

Hon. W. D. JOHNBON: “Hansard,” We
do not know whether the clause was ulti-
mately submitted by Mr. Lovekin or by the
Honorary Minister.

Hon. G. Taylor: So loaz as it has Mr.
Lovekin’s hall-mark, it must be all right.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Mr. Lovekin
takes up the position of framing legislation
so that it might meet with the approval of
the Government and this Chamber How long
are we going to tolerate legislation of this
kind that so directly affects the people not
represented by members of another place?
There are thousands of people who have no
voice in the election of those members.

Mr. Lindsay: Fvery road board ratepayer
has a vote,

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: But there are
thousands of people concerned in our hos-
pitals who have no eay at all. Legislation
affecting the welfare of the communily as a
whole is framed by members who are not
truly tepresentative of the people. We
passed this Bill and sent it to another place,
where it was vemodelled, and we find that
in the operation wmembers of another place
consulted departinental oflicers.

The CHATIRMAN: The hon. member must
not allude to debates in another place.

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: Tt is fuite with-
in my province to draw attention to the
method by which the amendment was arrived
at.

The CITATRMAN: The hon, member has
been referring to a debate in another place.
Standing Order 127 forbids that.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: T have no desire
to refer to a debate in auother place, but
only to what took place there.

The CHAIRMAN: T ask tbe hon. member
to desist.

Hon. W. D). JOHNSON: Rurely one is in
order in referring to the methods by which
the amendment was arrived at in another
plaee.

Mr. BROWN : Althouzk the amend-
ment is not just what T desire, still
it is the mnext best thing. Neverthe-
less, it contmins a flaw. There is nothing
binding on a loeal anthority to contribute
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towards a hospital. In the Pingelly distriet
we colleeted money for 18 months to pur-
chase a building for a hospital.  Still, a
large section of the people were against
having a local hospital, end some of them
are now on the road board. If the road
board refuses to contribute towards that
hospital, there will be trouble. If would be
wuech better if the loecul authorities eon-
tributed so mueh of their revenue. Some
read boards in the southern distriets have
an annual revenue of not less than £2,000,
If they gave their full quota it would not
come to more than £200 a year, which none
of them woold mniss. The payment of a
Government subsidy would raise the swn
to £400 a year.

Mr. Thomson: But the Government do
not give snbsidies.

Mr. BROWYN: If road boards gave up
ten per cent. of their revenne each year, no
doubt the Government would give a similar
amount. Possibly in some of the old-
established districts the patients would not
use the public hospitals. Although the Bill
does not go far enough, it is the neareat
approach to what is wanted in order to
cvercome the hospital diffienlty. Pingelly
has just awakened to the fact that it should
have a public hospital. If this Bill is not
carried no donbt repeated requests will he
made to the Government for special grants
for that object. No doubt many people
who will use these hospitals will be unable
to contribute anything to their upkeep, but
we are here in the eause of humanity and
10 help those who eannot help themselves.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It would
be wrong to relieve the Government of the
pavment of hospital subsidies out of the
revenne aiready raised, and wrong to im-
pose special taxation of this kind. The
dnty falls upon the Government to see thut
the health of the people is safeguarded.
An attempt is now being made to foist that
responsibility wpon road boards, which
already have enough burdens of their own
to earry.

The Minister for Health : Every road
board and munmicipality should contribute
towards their hospital. It is their bounden
duty to do so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Not at
all. It is the policy to shovel the respon-
sibility mpon anyone bat the Government.
The erection of & hospital is another mat-
ter. We cannot have wonderfully equipped

[ASSEMBLY ]

hospitals ail over the country, but we can
lave encugh to supply the needs of the
people. The Minister thinks it would be
uite right for Perth to eontribute £500 to
its hespital, and for Northam and Katan-
ning to contribute a similar amount Eor
their lhospitals. The econtribution should
lre made one that will fall evenly uron
everyone. The rates imposed upon loenl
people will have to he inereased in order
that the local authority may find this extra
money, and in that way the burden upon
the people will be increased. I hope the
amendment will not be agreed to. Particn-
larly do I object to it now T know how it
originated, We should thank the member
for Guildford for enlightening us on this
method of drafting legislation.

Hon. W. D. Johngon: T kave not given
you the lot yet.

Mr. THOMSON: I do not think we are
relieving the Government of financial
vesponsibility and placing it upon the
shoulders of the road boards. The rate-
payers are contributing half the cost of
erecting their hospitnl, and have raised a
further substantial sum for its equipment.
A hospital at Gnowangerup, which was pre-
vided by voluntary workers, has also re-
ceived a pound for pound subsidy from the
Government to enable its founders to eom-
plete the building. The same thing applies
to Tambellup. Therefore I do not reeard
the Bill as imposing additional burdens
upon ¢ountry road boards.

Mr. Richardson: The Bill makes eompnl-
sory what the road bonrds have been doing
voluntarily.

The Minister for Health: Tt makes
nothing eompulsory.

Mr. THOMSON: Under the Road Dis-
triets Act road boards may subsidise hns-
pitals up to 10 per cent. of general revenue,
If bon. members think the elause relieves
the metropolitan area of its finan-ial
responsibility in this respeet, I am pre-
pared to support an amendment that the
limitation of £500 ghall not apply to Perth,
Fremantle or Kalgoorlie. It is not within
the province of a private member to intro-
dnee words imposing a levy or a burden. I
think Subelause 3 should inelude the word
“maintenance” between “enlargement” and
“Improvement.”

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: T understand
that the Minister by interjection reflected
on the support given by the people of
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Narrogin to the Narrogin hospital. If my
impression is correct, the Minister does not,
know as much about the administration of
his departmment as I thought he Jid. The
Narrogin people cheerfully found half the
cost of an X-ray plant required at the ioeal
hospital, and half the cost of the loeal in-
fections diseases hogpital. They also main-
tain a ecomforts fund for hospital patients.
The majority of the patients treated in the
Narrogin hospital eome from outside the
boundaries of the town and the .listriet,
and some even come from ontside (he
boundaries of the electorate. The hospitul
i not adequate to the needs, but thas is not
the fault of the Narrogin people.

The Minister for Health: Tt is mainly
the fault of the Narrogin Ronl B.ard,

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I will not be a
party to putling on conntry people new
and heavy taxation from which the people
of the metropelitan area have the option
of exempting themselves. I should mention
that Narrogin has also a citizens’ welfare
fund, and that the loeal picture show is
run for the benefit of charities. As re-
gards the Wickepin hospital, the Wickepin
people have done their part.

The Minister for Health: Splendidly;
and do not forget that T assisted them pound
for pound. Further, they asked me for
what the Bill proposes.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: T do not think
any such request has been made at all.

The Minister for Health: The Narvogin
Municipal Couneil and three neighbouring
road boards asked me to seenre for them the
right to contribute 50 per cent, of the cost
of building hospitals.

Mr. E. B. JOIINSTON: That right has
existed for years, and has been exercisel
without any oppressive legislation of this
nature being necessary.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I must
contradiet some of the remarks of the lasi
speaker, The Fremanile Hospital Com-
mittee have raised more money than any
other hospital committee in Western Ans-
tralia, and they are in the metropolitan area.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They raised it
by running a “White City.”

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: They
did not raise most of the funds by thal
means. I subsidised the Fremantle Hospi-
tal Committee pound for pound up te £500.
Thus they sceured £1,000, and a further
£500 was also raised. I was invited to
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Narrogin by the Narrogin Munieipal Coun-
¢i), and there met representatives of that
eouncil and also representatives of the Dar-
kan, Narrogin, Williams, and Cuballing
Road Boards. Only the representative of
the Narrogin Road Board objected to what
the Bill proposes. The other representatives
earried a resolution asking the Government
to do for Narrogin what had been done for
Katanning and Collie. The time is not fav
distant when every municipal eouncil and
every road board will be contributing to-
wards the upkeep of hospitsls. No man or
woman with a spark of hamanity would,
as member of a municipal council or road
board, refuse to do something to provide
hospital accommodation for those who can-
not afford te pay for it. That is the daty
of every local governing body under the
Health Act, the Road Distriets Aet, and
the Municipalities Act. Many of them are
performing that duty. All the clause pro-
poses is to vest in municipalities a power
which road boards now possess; and, besides,
there is the limitation of £500. The Kal-
goorlie Munieipal Counecil pay £500 yearly
towards the maintenance of the Kalgvorlie
Children’s Hospital, and have donec so for
16 years, When the Bill passed through
Committee here, Clause 7 rveceived only
about five minutes’ diseussion, whereupon it
was carried. The substituted elause is ex-
actly the same in principle, except that it
limits the amount to £300 and direets that
the Government shall contribute half the
cost. I have no objection to that direetion;
indeed, I have already given a promise 10
the same effeet. Under the clause the Gov-
ernment ean ahsolve themselves from their
responsibility, but there have been many
cases in which the Government have foun
more than half the money required. If T
were to adopt the attitude suggested by the
Leader of the Opposition, T wonid refuse
to make available a penny more than was
authorised in the Bill. Do hon. members
think I would adopt thai attitude? Have
I ever done so?

Hon. Sir James Mitekell: You cau only
distribute the money thn House agrees tn
give you

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: But
I have the say in the distribution of the
money. No money is distributed amony
the hospitals for which distribution I 4o
not sizn.  Only on one orcasion have T
signed for payments with whichk I did not
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agree. Thal was when the Premier, with-
out my consent, made available £5,000 for
the Childven’s Hospital. Had he left it to
me 1 would have got out of it for £1,000
and would have been thanked. I will not be
restricted to the 50 per cent., and if more
is reyuived for the outer districts I will
provide it.

Mr. LINDSAY: Goverpment hospitals
cost the State a great deal more than the
subsidised hospitals. The Leader of the
Opposition made a statement that we were
supporting the Bill in order to relieve the
Government from responsibility regarding
assistance to hospitals. That is not my rea-
son for supporting it. My reason is that it
will help to relieve the hurden npon manv
publie-spirited eitizens who, for years past,
have always had their hands in their pockets
to find the money necessary to make nup
deficiencies in comnection with loeal hospi-
tals. T have been connected with a local
hospital for 16 years and know the position.
There is not only the deficieney in respect
of the building that has to he made up. but
also in respect of maintenance as well. [
think the whole system of assistance to hos-
pitals shonld bhe re-organised. The Bill will
not relieve the Government of their respon-
sibility regarding one penny, hut it will
gsoist those who have had to contribute
Iargely from their private funds in the past.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is what you are
doing, helping to relieve the Government of
their responsibility.

Mr. LINDSAY: I am not, and T cannnt
discover any justification for that interjer-
tion. There is nothing to indicaie that the
Government will not have to snhsidise hos-
pitals as in the past. The Bill, howerer,
will enable road boards to assist in the hLo--
pital work and will relieve those who have
had to shoulder much of the burden in the
past.

My, DAVY: Thavelistened with a certnin
degree of patience to lengthy dissertations
respecting the prineiple emhbodied in the Bill,
Tt appears to me that the question at jsam~a
i= merely whether we will accept the amend-
ment of the Counell, and insert the claunse
they suggest, or whether the clause in the
Bilt will be adhered to by this Committee.

The Minister for Health: That is the only
point.

Mr. DAVY : Personally, T agreed with the
apposition to the clanse and the Councils
proposal seems to me an improvement on the
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original clause, even though it may hav
originated as the member for Guildfor
suggested.

The Minister for Health: It did not hav
that origin, either.

Mr. DAVY: I hope we will secept th
Council’s clause.

My. BROWN: The Leader of the Oppo
sition said that if the Bill were agreed to
it would mean such a drain on the revenn
of road boards that it would mean fres
taxation to be borne by land owners, T
has to be remembered that the land has beey
revalued and there is the land tax as well
The road boards will be able to work or
the basis of the higher valnations and I d
not think it will mean fresh taxation.

Question put and passed; the Counecil”
ameudment agreed to.

No. 2. Clanse 28.—Delete this clause an
insert a new clanse in lien thereof as fol
lows:—“Any loan heretofore raised by the
munieipality of Collie, or the Katanning
Road Board, for any such object as afore
said is hereby validated notwithstanding
that sueh municipality or board may nof
have ltad any legal aunthority to raise suek
loan, or that any of the relative provision:
of its loeal government Act were nof com.
plied with!

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : 1
move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed: the Couneil’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 3—Clause 32: Tielete the wols
“establish punblie hospitals or” in line two.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : We
desired power to establish intermediate
hospitals.  Sueh hospitals have been estab-
lished without authority. Last week-erd
T wet all the doetors of Kalroorlie and
Bounlder and as a resnlt of an agreemoent
we have established an intermediate hos-
pital there, the last centre in the State
where two or more doetors are practisiag
in the one town.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: What do you
mean by an intermediate hospital?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Except
in case of accident a patient is not ad-
admitted to a public hospital if he ean
afford to pay for hospital accommodation.
The Bunbury, Katanning and Geraldton
lipspitals, though Government hospitals,
are intermediate hospitals.
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Mr. E. B. Johuston: Are all Governmont
hospitals intermediate hospitals?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Where
there are two doctors practising in the
town, an intermediate hospital enables
them to follow their patients into the hos-
pital and eollect fees from the patient, jnst
89 if he were in a privale hospital. I want
to encourage that.

Mr. Thomson: It is in the interests of
patients in the country.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : Cer-
tainly it is.

Mr. Mann: Why is it?

Mr. Thomson: You onght to know.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : Why
ask such a question %

Mr. Mann: Do vou get any hetter treat-
ment there than in a private hospital?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : The only
difference is that the patient has to pay.

My, Mann: There ave private hospitals
in conntry towns.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : 1In
some, but not in all of them. If country
patients could not enter intermediate hos-
pitals, they might have to travel io Pe:th
for treatment.

Mr. Thomson : And private hospitals
have not the same appliances.

The MTNISTER FOR HEALTH : That
is s0. If T required hospital treatment I
should prefer the Perth Hospital to any
other hospital in the State.

Hon. G. Taylor: So rhould T.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Simply
because of the facilities there. I move —

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed: the Comne’s
amendment agreed to.

No, 4.—Clause 33, Subelause (2): Insert
after the word *“woman,” in line two, the
words “not living apart from her husband.”

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: This
applies to hospital service rendered to a
married woman. I move—

That the amendment be ngreed to.

Question put and passed: the Couneil's
amendment agreed to.

No. 5—Claunse 33:
(3).

Delete Subelause
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The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
move—
That the amecndment be agreed to.

Mr. Thomson: We endeavoured to get
that amendment made here.

Mr. Mann: You accept it from another
place, but would not accept it from us.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
naturally desired to get all I could, but
because I have no possible hope of getting
all I want, T am not going to jeopardize
the Bill.

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

No. 6.—Clause 34: Delete.

No. 7.—Clause 38: Delete Subelause (2).

No. 8—Title: Delete “and” in line three
and insert at the end the words “and for
the validation of certain aets of the Muni-
cipality of Collie and the Katanning Road
Board.”

On motions by the Minister for Health,
the foregoing amendments were agreed to.

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

BILL—LOAN, £4,940,000.
ATl Stages.

Introduced by the Premier and read a
first time.

Message.
Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriation for the
purpose of the Bill.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon. 1. Collier--
Boulder) [10.13] in moving the second
reading said : This is the usual Bill
that is introduced at this stage each sessinn
for the purpose of obtaining authority to
raise the monev to carry on the work
covered by the Loan Dstimates. The Bill
itself does nof authorise the spending of
any money; it merely anthorises the Gov-
ernment to raise the money by way of loan
if and when required. The money will he
raised as opportunity offers and after con-
sultation with our financial advisers. At
present we have a fairly considerable nver-
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dreaft at our bank in London, something in
the vicinity of £700,000. But it is not an
uncommon thing to go up even to two
millions. If the market is not favourable,
a very large overdraft at the bank enables
us to carry on unfil the opportunity does
become favourable to go on the market. A
considerable amount of this money—it is
not easy to ascertain the amount—will he
money under the migration agreement,
prohably nearly two millions, and thereforc
it ecan be described as cheap money. I do
not think the Bill needs any further ex-
planation. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [10.17]: As the Premier says we
have already dealt, on the Loan Hstimates,
with the items leading up to the introduc-
tion of this Bill. I draw the Premier’s at-
tention to the fact that it is the larwest
loan Bill this House has ever had before it.

The Premier: No more will be rnised
than s neeessary.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In 1923-
24 the amount was £3,645,000; in 1024-25
it was £4,0000000; in 1926-27 it was
£4,370,000, and this year it is £4,940,000.
I do not suppose it is more than is neces-
sary. The Premier told us that a couple of
millions will probably he cheap money. If the
various works coming under the migration
scheme are earried out, a great deal of this
money will be under the agreement and
will be charged for at 1 per cent. I hope
the Premier will not charge more than 1
per cent. to the works. We have raised
a good deal of money for group settlement
—£2,200,000 up to the mmd of last year—
and that money has been obtainad at 1 per
cent. and charged to group seltlements at
current rates. That is all vight; but the
difference should not go to revenue; it
should go to a frust account as was done
in the case of soldier settlement. T hope
the Premier will not credit to revenue more
than the State pays for the money. TIf loans
are raised at 1 per cent.. the money 1is
charged to the work on which the money is
spent, at 5 per cent. The difference is not
rovenue at all. It is erely transferring
money from loan to revenue, which i= en-
tirely wrong. We get this nioney at 1 per
cent. so that we may cover losses nnder the
migration expenditure. T hope the Premier
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will agree that this money will not mean
something to revenue which really is not
revenue at all. As a matfer of faet, al-
ready we have had two and a quarter mil.
lions under this seheme. I do not propose

to discuss the various items again, That
would be futile becanse the House has
agreed to the proposals already. The

money should be used for reproduetive
works, but unfortunately thete is not very
much provided for railway construction.
New railways are urgently necded, W
have discussed that matter at eonsiderable
length already, but the Premier should have
cut out other works so thaf more railways
might be built. Now, under the Federal
Aid Roads Agreement, we have to raise
a congiderable sum so as to provide onmr
share of the expenditnre,

The Premier: That is a big item.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Theve i«
the item, “Canning-Fremantle road.’”’ T
notice here instead of its being £120,000
it is £80,000. I had the opportunity of
seeing that road this morning. It is about
8% miles long and for the most part runs
through vaeant land. There are plenty of
sign-boards along the roadside indieatine
“Land for Sale.” The point is that we
eannot afford to spend this enormous sum
on a few miles of road which really does
not serve very many people. As a matter
of fact people along that road have already
been served.

The Premier: There is a lot of throngh
traffic to Fremantle, apart from the people
who live along the route. All the country
traffic from the Williams pgoing to Fre-
mantle will use that road instead of com-
ing through the ecity.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, that
trafie will go via Armadale direct to Fre-
mantle,

The Premier: It is not a good road.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes; it
is a better and shorter road.

Hon. J. Cunningham: Most of the traffie
from York and Northam will go to Fre-
mantle via the Canning-rond.

Mr. Thomson: The Canning River bridge
will not earry too much traflic.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Tt is 1
good jarrah bridge and should last for some
time. The expenditure is very heavy and
it looks as if the total cost is going to be
£136,000. That is an enormous sum of
money to spend on 8% miles of road.
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Mr. A, Wansbrough: There will not be
required as much for maintenance as hag
been spent on it during the last five or
ten years,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: [ do not
think it was ever maintained.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Mr. T. M. Burke
should have paid half the cost of ecou-
structing that road.

The Premier: The local authorities will
not get mueh rates beeause it is mostly un-
occupied land.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It i
pretty valuable land, but the point is that
we cannot afford to spend such an enormous
sum of money on a few miles of road. Al-
readv we are paying foo much from rev-
enue to cover interest on our loan moneys.
‘When this money is expended we shall still
be paying more than in the past. Our
finances will not stand the strain. We shall
find ourselves in serions lrouble. It is no
small amount—nearly five millions of money
—that is to be found under the Bill. I am
ready to admit that in respect of the {rad-
ing econcerns an amount of £481,000 has been
lost in the last seven years.

The Premier: That is gone.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: We
shall have to continue to pay interest on
that money. The amount for roads,
bridges and buildings this year is consid-
erable, but that eannot be avoided under the
Federal Aid Roads agreement.  The
amount for the eonstruction of the Canning
Rond is very big, and though we tried to
reduce it the other night, we failed. The
other items are much the same as the lotals
on the Loan Estimates The amount in
conneetion with the groups is inereased by
£350,000. We cannot go on spending so
much on each group black. T have no doubt
that when we meet agnin the Minister will
be able to tell ns just how the woney has
been spent.

Hon. M. ¥, Troy: It is nearly time the
expenditure was decreasing.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There is
one alarming feature that should be looke.l
into and that is the eost of adminigtration
and the manner is whieh il has increased.
In 1923-24 an amount of £26,000 was
spent. In the next year it increased to
£48,000; then in 1925-26 it beeame €82,000,
and last vear it increased to £139.000, and
that inerease, too with 250 fewer settlers
than in 1924-25, Tt would apnear that re-
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venue has earned at least £100,000 by de-
biting more than ihe proper cost of admin-
itstration to loan, Compare the cost of ad-
ministration of group settlemenis with the
cost of administration of the Agricultural
Bank, including the Industries Assistance
Board and soldier settlements whieh is
£82,000, and covers all that institution’s
staff!

The Minister for Mgriculture: I wish we
could put the system on the same basis as
the Agricultural Bank,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The
amount to he chavged onght not to be a
fraction of that for the Acgricultural Bank.
It is certainly £100,000 more than it should
be. Tt ought to be looked into. The money
eannot possibly have been spent by the
board. Tt must be for something spread
over several departments. It is too late
this session to ask the Minister a quecstion
about it, but 1 will certainly do so next
session. A jump from £26,000 to £139,000
when fewer men ave on the groups is alto-
gether oulside a reasonable charge. And
this is merely for the officials connected with
the scheme, the cust of supervision, not in-
cluding the group foremen. It is five times
the amount it was in 1924, If the cost of
all the departments had gone up to the same
extent, the Treasurer would be ruined. If
the whole of the staff of the Agricultural
Bank can do their work for £82,000, surely
£139,000 for the work of group settlement
is beyond all reason. Apparently something
has been wrongly charged to group settle-
ment. I hope the difference between the 1
per cent. interest and the amount charged
against the seheme at emrrent rates will be
credited to a suspense account, as in the ease
of soldier scttlement, when the Treasurer
ean come down and say, I had so much in
the acecount, so murh has had to he paid out,
and the balance is so muach” We have
already diseussed every item that appears
here, but I have felt it necessary to raise
these points once more, I am very sorry
that so little of the sum herc is to be devoted
to the real work of the country. I would
oppose some of the items if I could do it
suceessfully. T hope the Treasurer will ex-
ercise the strictest supervision during the
coming year and spend as little of this money
as possible, Moing oniy the uctual necessary
work., Without this migration money of
course he conld not come to the House with
such loan proposals. He would not be justi-
fied in asking the taxpayer to face an addi-
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tional annual expenditure of £250,000 for
this loan of four millions. But at this cheap
rate the annual cost will be about £125,000,
a very different sum. If it were not for
that, we could not possibly contemplate the
expenditure of all this money.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
{10.353] : The Bill merely provides for items
we have already discussed. But one of these
items covers the huge expenditure of £80,000
on the Canning road. Something like £15,000
was taken from last year's Loan Estimates,
and £8,000 under Section 36 of the Aundit
Act. Then this session we have voted an-
other ¢21,000. Yet the road is only 8% miles
in length. Tt passes through a very large
estate and as one drives along he sees many
larze hoardings intimating that the land is
for sale. This road will nake that land very
valuable.

Mr. Sleeman: It will earry a large pro-
portion of the traffic to Fremantle.

on. G, TAYLOR: That Lraffie is all on
this side of the river.

Mzr. Sleeman: And it has become neces-
sury to relieve the congestion on this side.

ITon. G, TAYLOR: But we cannot pave
the road with golden sovereigns for a dis-
tanee of 8% miles. I do not know what there
1s abhout Fremantle that we shouid he voting
these large sums of money. Fancy £121,000
for 8Y% miles of road! It is fime some noise
was made about it. Quite recently I asked
eertain questions about it and was led astray
by the answers. The Houze itself was de-
eeived by those answers. It is not a Federal
aid road at all: it is being constrneted ont of
ordinary State loan monev. Sometbing like
£30,000 has already heen spent, whereas we
were told that a large proportion of the
total of £121,000 had been spent.

Hon. J. Cunningham: Well. approxi-
mately £40.000 iz a fairly large amount.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Not out of £121,000.
We were told that most of it had been spent.

The Premier: That was six weeks ago.
Your question asked for the amount spent to
the 31st October.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: That was after four
months of this year had passed. When we
were discussing the items on the Loan Esti-
mates Inst week it was eonveved to the Com-
mitfon that the greater part of the money had
been spent.

The Premier: A hig portion of it.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. G TAYLOR: It is diflicult to jus-
tify sucih 2 huge expenditure on so0 short a
voad passing through private property and
serving so few peuple.

The Premier: All roads pass along pri-
vate property.

Hen. (. TAYLOR: But not the same, not
property held tor speculative purposes.

The Premier: What bas the speculative
purposes to do with it?

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The Government
should pause before spending so much money
on so short a road.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committree.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Premier and
Treasurer in charze of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to G—agreed to.
First Schedule:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: i agree
that Herdsman’s Lake ought to be sold. The
drainage of that area was esimated to cost
£25,000, whereas it eost £100,000,

The Minister for Agriculture: The Peel
Estate dramage eventually eost £531,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is time
the Herdsman’s Lake area was sold. For the
past three years it has been all ready for
sale.

The Premier: You know that the experts
congidered it was necessary to wait till the
salt disappeared. Twelve months ago there
was ahsolute fear on the part of the experts
that it would never be of any use, hecause it
conlained so much salt.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The same
fear was held regarding YWanneroo at one
time, but the salt has since disappeared. If
you analyse any land in this country you will
find the same thing. The sooner the land
is sold the better. I do not know what it will
bring, but I think some of it is bringing over
£100 an acre. It ought to bring in nearly
enough fo pay the cost of the land plus the
drainage. We are losing £500 a month, but
we onght not to lose one day’s inferest. The
drainaze works advantage a large area.

The Premier: The first estimate was about
£30,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MTTCHELIL:: Tf the
land brings anvthing like the price the Os-
borne Park lands brought, it will eover the
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cost that has been inewrred. Delay is costly,
because we are losing £6,000 a year by hold-
ing the Jand. In three years this has meant
£18,000.

The Premier: It was bung up because of
the advice of the officers.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The re-
cords of the department show that the Stirl-
ing Estate wa= too salt to be used, and that
the Wanneroo land, magnificent as it is, was
also too salt, and the price was reduced ac-
cordingly.

The Minister for Lands: It is good land
when it is highly mineraliged,

Hon. Siv JAMES MITCHELL: T believe
there are 150 acres of swamp land which
have not been seftled around the locality we
are speaking of. Rich swamp land near
Perth is worth a lot of money. I think at
Osborne Park people are paying £10 per
acre per annum for some of their land. We
paid €100 an aere for it for eloser setttement.
This Herdsman’s Take land should not feteh
less than the other land is fetching. T we go
on losing money it will ndd to the cost of the
estate. T admit that the land was honght in
my time, and that it cost more than we im-
agined it would cost,

The Premier: Tt was a case of where the
engineers went astray in their estimates.

Hon. G. Taylor: And the engineers go
scot free,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T am wil-
ling to take the full responsibility.

Hon. . Taylor: The engineers should
take that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELT:: Govern-
ments have to take the full responsibility for
everything done during their administration.

The Premier: If you get an estimate and
decide to do the work, and it pans out at
three times the amount, how can the Gov-
ernment be hlamed?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Works
have cost more than the engineers thought
they would eost. When professional men
give an estimate it cught to be somewhere
near the mark,

The Premier: It ought to be reasonably
near,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some-
times Ministers alter their plans and that
makes the costs higher. Tf £50,000 has been
spent up to date on this road. I should think
the great bullt of the expenditure has been
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incurred. It may cost another £25,000 to
complete it. The rongh work has been done
over 81% miles.

The Premier: It i- at a stage when it
onght to be completed. All the foundations
have been made to the full length, and some
top has to be put upon them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The road
must be completed now. T hope the Minister
for Lands will have the Herdsman’s Lake
country sold prowptly. This daily loss of
interest is a serious matter. Some people
say the country is becoming overrum with
couch.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T have
visited Herdsman’s Lake. I understand that
the settlement was held up for some years
pending the determination of the question
as to salt in the soil. Jiven now there is
maghesia there, but I do not think that is
very objectionahle. What is holding up the
settlement is the guestion of the foreshore
along the lake. Settlers must be able to buy
land on which to erect their homes. T can-
not understand why the foreshore was not
purchased when the lake was sequired.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: A good deal of
it was purchased.

The Premier: The settlers must have dry
land for their houses.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There is a lot
of dry land there,

The MINISTER FOR TLANDS: That is
not so. T made a personal inspection of the
country and spoke to pcople in the neigh-
hourhood. The only land available for settle-
ment is a2 block at the south-west corner at
the other end of the lake.  People who
settled there would have to go some distance
to reach the lake, and some further distance
to get to their plots.  Market gzardeners
should be near their work, because they are
assisted to s great extent hy their families.
The settlement cannot be either effective or
economical unless the foreshore is purchased.

Hon, G. Taylor: Will that be a further
expense ¥

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Honorary Minister (Hon. H. Millington),
the Surveyor General, and one of the resi-
dents visited the loeality with me. I cannot
see how the lake can be ecffectively settled
unless portion of the foreshore is purchased
so that people may have a dry place on
which to erect their homes. We have asked
the owners to put a price wpon their land,
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and the question is now being considered by
the Land Boara.

Hon. G. Taylor: How mueh land will have
to be purchased?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: | do not
know, Some of it has been wurned aown by
the board. We must buy sufficient to give the
settlers their homes contiguons to their
work. I hope it may be possible to resume
some of the foreshore. L am afraid the
Leader of the Opposition will never agree
that anything else is required to be done,
but I am sure that any reasonable man who
visited the place would agree with the view
I have expressed. With regard to the Pecl
estate, the third estimate, which was the
highest, was £75,000. One¢ estimate was
£10,000. I yefer to the draimage. The cost
to date bhas been £521,000, and the mainten-
ance is costing £25,000 per annum.
The Opposition Leader said something about
120 acres of swamp land being unutilised.
That land eannot be utilised becanse it is
not drained, and the completion of the Peel
Estate drainage is estimated to cost an-
other £100,000. A number of settlers mav
have to be moved unless that additional
drainage is carried out. T am discussing the
matter with the board this week. The west-
ern end of the Peel Estate is the worst off
of all.

Hon. G. Taylor: What is the fotal eost
of drainage of the P’cel Estate up to date?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: £520,000.
Ot the western group a good many blocks
will have to be abandoned. Then there is
the drainage of the salft lake, estimated to
cost.  £140,600.  Ministers are sometimes
afraid to embark on a work as, in spite of
having estimates, they do not know what the
cost will he. The Peel Estafe position will
have to be considered by Cabinet. Rumours,
of course, are usuvally great exaggerations.
I have heard it said that the Government are
removing settlers against their will. For that
statement there is no foundation. If the
additional drainage is not carried out, the
Bateman Estate may have to be abandoned
entirely. The information regarding Herds-
man’s Lake will be obtained as speedily as
poszible.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : One hun-
dred and fifty acres of high land were
bought along the western side of the lake.
The State will not have to find homesteads
for the purchasers of that land, beeanse
there are small homes all aronnd the lake.

[ASSEMBLY.)

The Minister for Lands: But those people
want to sell.

Hou. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At Os-
horne Park the people do not live on the
edge of the lake, but at some distance from
it. The Bateman Estate was used for 50
vears without any drainage at all.

The Minister for Lands: Only part of it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Four or
five years ago a great deal of produce was
coming from the Peel Estate, and a good
deal may he coming this year.

The Minister for Lands: The position this
year is nolt very encouraging.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: A great
deal can be produced from the swamps on
the estate. 1f land has to be bought, the
Government should act promptly. I be-
lieve the people in the vicinity will buy the
swamp land, for they need it. T would put
a price on it and let the people take their
chance on it. Fhe lands around the swamp
can be used, since they are surrounded by
high land. Every crop lost to the estale
of course means an additional charge on
the estate,

Hon. . TAYLOR.: The statements of
the Minister for Lands concerning the
Herdsman’s Lake and Peel Estate proper-
tics are indeed disappointing; and in view
of the results disclosed hy the Minister, the
Chamber will heneeforth be careful in ac-
cepling estimates of cost. Before we can
utifise land which has eost £500,000, we
must spend the same amount in draining
another area.

Mr., Lindsay: And £25000 anpuaily to
keep the drains open.

Hon. G, TAYLOR: Tt is time our en-
gincers learned to keep within their esti-
mates. When it comes to a matter of
£25,000 or £75,000 and we find it works
out to £125,000 or £175,000, the oapitalisa-
tion is so tremendous that it is impossible
to make a suceess of the work. Some remedy
should be adopted to keep the estimates of
engineers within bounds. Tt is a seandalouns
position.

Scehedule put and passed.

Seeond and Third Schedules—agreed to.

Preamble, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil,

House adjourned at 11.14 p.m.



