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homes for letting purposes.
the Bill.

1 will oppose

HON. E. BE. H. BEALL (Central) [11.30]:
I commend the Qovernment for hringing
down this Bill. I am surprised to hear Mr.
Baxter's wholesale condemnation of the class
of people it is thought the building of these
homes will benefit. I do not know what jus-
tification he had for suggesting that they
would not look after these homes, and would
not pay the rent. The Premier says that a
+-roomed house can be built and let for
125, tid. 2 week. This is a means of pro-
viding a cheap house containing more accom-
modation than people would get from
private owners. Members should give this
small effort a chanee to function. The Gov-
ernment is deserving of censure for not ris-
ing to the oceasion in the matter of provid-
ing decent houses for a great many of its
employees who are scattered throughoni the
State. I refer to the railway men who work
in all weathers. The hounses these men have
to live in, with their families, are a disgrace
to the Government, more especially to a
Government that has been in office as long
as this one has. When T say they are not
houses at all, I am stating a fact. The Gov:
ernment should provide a type of home for
these workers that eould not be smbject to
critieism.

Hon, V. Hamersley: Have you seen the
plans?

Hon. E. H. H. HALL: I am advoeating
that the Government should bring down a
Bil] to provide decent houses for railway
workers. These men draw their wages from
the State. Stationmasters and officers of the
department have deduections made from their
salaries for housing accommodation, so that
the Government would not stand any risk of
loss if it provided deeent homes for other
railway workers on the same basis. A lot
of the diseussion to-night has been wide of
the mark. Many of the remarks made have
becn mere conjecture, and there has been no
warrant for them. TIf this scheme is tried
out in a small way and found satisfactory,
it may be enlarged upon.

On motion by Hon. H. Tuckey, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 11.35 p.m.

2661

Tegislative Hasembly,

Wednesday, 137 December, 1037,

Private members' busines 26001
Questions : Fruit-fly Oﬁntl'l]l——-L Achi-ar) Bonrda

powe.rs, 2, Impesition of o tax ... 2862

2602

Pickering brock

Pickering Brook dlstrict, «uitahlllt; forintenuiw
coltare ..., . 2082

Educatlon, instruction o dietetlu

Dalkeith reserve, campers 20413
Private members’ buvine-« R TR
s : ﬁcinl Tox Assessment Acts Revialon, IR. i)
yl)ec L Tax Acts Revilsion, IR, 2861
Finnpclal Emergency Tax ‘Arsessmient Act
Amendment (No. 2), 1g. . e 2661
Housing Frust Act Amendment, R, 2664

Dalry Products Marketing ]hp:ulutlon Act Amend-
ment, 2R. 2664

Mentlnduatry(:l‘reatmem. \\'orkn) Licennmg . 2804
Mining Act Amendment (No. 2), 2R., etc., pnased 2468
Lake Avenue Resubdivision of Ln.m:l 2R., etc. 2669
Finagcisl Emergency Tax Assexsment Act Amend-

ment (No. 2), 2n., ete. 2674
Terminal Grain l".levntora, 2R., defeated 2678
Dairy Products Mﬂketlug Regulation Act

Amendment, 2g., . SBB0
Meat, Industry (Trentment w orku) Llcensinn. 287

IR, ate.
Public Bu]ldlngn. 2!1 Cout,
Houslng Trust Act Amcndment ‘returned 2703
Flnancis]l Emergency Tox Assensinent Act Amend-

ment {No. 2), returned 2703
Maney Lenders Act Amendment, ‘returned .. 2703
Lotteries (Control) Act Ameudment. {No. 2), 2r. 2708
Pharmacy and Polisons Act Amendment, 2. ... 2703
Indu;t.rinl Arhitrntlon Act Amendment (\o 1). 03

B, 270

The SPEAKER took the
pan., and read prayers.

Chair at 4.30

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have received a letter
from the member for Avon (Mr. Boyle) re-
questing permission to move a motion for
the adjournment of the House under Stand-
ing Order No, 47 tv diseuss a matter of
urgeney in regard to the question of the con-
sideration of private mnemhers’ husiness. [
regret that I am unable to accept the matter
referred to by the hon. member as a subject
of urgency and sugge:t that he ask the Pre-
mier a ¢uestion without notice, and in that
way obtain all the necessary information he
desives and would be likely to get by moving
for the adjournment of the House.

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING,
1, Special Tax Asses=ment Aects Revision.
2 Special Tax Aets Revision.

3, Financial Emergency Tax Assesement:
Act Amendment (No. 2).

Introdaced by the Premier.
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QUESTIONS (2)—FRUIT FLY
CONTROL.

ldtisory Board's Power,

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Does he intend to give exc-
cufive powers te the Fruit Fly Advisory
Board as requested by that body? 2, If not,
why not?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, No. 2, Parlinment decided that
the Act should be administered by the De-
partment of Agrieultnre.

Imposition of a Tus.

Mr., SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Agrieultore: 1, Is it a fact that representa-
tives of fruitgrowing organisations have as-
sured him of approval to a tax bhused on area
of orchard or quantity of fruit produeced,
and ranging up to £5 per commercial
orchardist, subjeet to aetive measures being
taken to control the fruit fly scourge? 2, In
view of reports being received in respect to
the alarming increase of the fly will he give
tavourable consideration to this proposition?
3, Have instructions been given that prose-
cutions are forthwith to be taken where the
law relating to the sappression of the fly is
disregarded—both in the metropolitan avea
and generally?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, A representative of the fruit-
growers’ organisation may have made the
statement, but the department is aware bow
difficult it is to eollect the present fee of ls.
even from commereial orchardists, 2, Fruit
fly is not as rampant at present as is usual
at this period of the year. 3, This matter is
at present receiving consideration.

QUESTION—NURSES, SCARCITY.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Health: 1, What is the reason for the sear-
city of qualified nurses in Western Austra-
lia? 2, TIs it true that nurses are continnally
leaving the State for overseas, and, if so,
why? 3, Why is it that opportunities for
training are so strictly restricted? 4, Are
no private hospifals in Western Australia
qualified to train nurses? 5, Would he sub-
mit the whole question of the limitation of
probationers, and consequent insufficiency
of qualified nurses, to the examining board
with a request that, with the object of seeur-
ing a solotion of the problem, serious con-
sideration he given to it?

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH replied:
1, The reduetion of the hours of nurses in ihe
larger hospitals brought ahout by the nurses’
award meant the employment of about 50
more frained nurses and the employment of
about 100 additional probationers, The
effect of the employment of more proba-
tioners, however, will not be apparent until
atter Febreary, 1939, 2, The State always
has lost a certain number of trained nurses
who, having a professional training Dhehind
them, are able to go to the Eastern States or
overseas for further cxperience and for the
purposes of travel. 3, Only the larger
hospitals ean he utilised as training schools.
Western Australia has few such hospitals,
4, Only one private hospital can be recog-
nised as a training school nomely, St. John
of God Hospital. 5, These questions and
the answers will be submitted for the infor-
mation of the Nurses' Registration Board.
It must be remembered that the training of
nurses involves theoretical instruction by
doctors and matrons, as well as a great deal
of practical instruetion. It is essential that
training standards be maintained in order to
have reciprocity with the outside world, as
well as to afford a proper standard for our
own trained nurses.

QUESTION—FICKERING BROOK
DISTRICT.

Suitability for Intensive Culture,

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Ts he aware that in the large area
of country north-east of Dickering Brook
there are many rich portions of country
suitable for intensive eulture? 2, With the
object of making this available for seleetion,
would he look into the matter and advise
what portions, if any, are available, or will
be made available and when?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, The bulk of the country north-east of
Pickering Brook forms portion of the Cool-
gardie Water Supply catchment area, and
is also a State forest: therefore it cannot be
dealt with for settlement purposes. 2, The
remaining Crown lands, which are not with-
in the State forest or catchment ares, eon-
sist  principally of rough stony ecountry.
The department is not aware of any areas
suitable for eultivation, but in the event of
anyone making application for any of the
land outside the State forest and catchment
area, the matter would be referred to the
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Forests Department to ascertain whether it
could be released for settlement; as, although
the land is cutside the State forest, it is in
an ares within which the concurrence of the
Forests Department is required before any
of the land may be made available for selee-
tion.

QUESTION—EDUCATION,
INSTRUCTION ON DIETETICS.

My, NORTH usked the Minister for Edu-
eation: 1, s he satisfied with the instruction
given to State school pupils regarding nutri-
tion? 2, When did instruction on dictetie
matters eommence? 3, Is any arvangement
in forece wherehy private schools undertake
similar instruction?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION 1o
plied: 1, Yes. Hegalar instruetion is given
in all standards. 2, Such instruetion has
been given sinee “Laws of Health’” were
compiled in 1908. 3, Distriet Inspeetors
when visiting private sehools  ascertain
whether instruction in hygteno is given rvegu-
larly. .

QUESTION--DALKEITH RESERVE,
CAMPERS.

Hon. N. KEENAN asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, How many persons are ai the
present date eamping on the Dalkeith Re-
serve? 2, What is the maximnm nemher of
persons who at any oune time have been
cainpiig on the said reserve? 3, What is the
longest tenure granted to persons eamping
on the said reserve? 4, What is the shortost
tenure granted? 5, What was the total vev-
enue vollected from persons ewmping on the
satd reserve during the year cnded 30th
June, 19377 6, What was the total expendi-
ture incurred in respeet fo (he said reserve
in (a) eapital expenditure and () wainten-
ance costs during the voar ended 30th June.
19377 7, What is the maximam rental per
week charged in respeet to any building user
by eampers and what is the minimnm? 8§,
What authority is responsible for the ab-
servance of sanitury conditions by cnmpers?

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS replied:
1, Approximately 30. 2, Number of persons
unknown; fifty camps for short peak pertod.
3, One week. 3, Ome week. 5, £317 3s. 6,
{a) £174 16s. 10a2.: (b) £111 18s. 6d. 7, £1
under two wecks, or 17s. 6d. for longer
periods; minimum 10s. per week. 8, Stafe
Gardens Board.
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QUESTION—PRIVATE MEMBERS’
BUSINESS.

Mr. BOYLE (without notice) asked tlu-
Premijer: Will the Premier give the IMouse
an assnrance that ample time for the dis-
cussion of private members’ business now
on the notice paper will be given hefore the
House goes into recess?

The PREMIER replied: It all depends
on  what wounld be considered ample
lime, but I think that an aszsuranee
can be given to the hon. member that reason-
ahle time will be given for the discussion of
private members’ business. Private mem-
hers® business has been on the notice paper
for some time and hon. members huve had
opportunity fo incubate their ideas to
some cxtent. If they have any remarks to
make, and will be reasonably coneise in
dealing with matters that have to he bronght
before the House, it will be possible to give
reasonable time to the discussion of those-
matters hefore the session ends. The Gov-
ernment is anxious to send to the Legisla-
tive C'ouncil the brsiness that bas to he dealt
with by both Houses. All the items on the-
notice paper of the Legislative Couneil had
some consideration yesterday. Some items.
were dealt with finally and the debate on
others was adjourned. TUnless we are pre-
pured to prolong the session, the ohject is
to send to the Legislative Couneil all those-
Bills that have to be concwrred in by that
Chamber us soon as possible. VWhen that
has been done, reasonnhle and even what the
hon. member might consider smple time can
be given to the diseussion of private mem-
hers’ business on the notice paper.

Hon. C. G. Latham: D¢ your remarks
apply also to private members’ Bills? Tt is
no use a private member having his Bill dix-
cusged in thig Chamber without having it re-
ferved to the Legislative Council,

The PREMIER: Yes: private members’
Bills  alse will be given counsideration.
Hon. members who have motions on the
notice paper will thus rvealise that if busi-
ness which consists of Bills is ziven preter-
ence, it is beecause those Bills will neces-
sarily have to be sent to the Legislative:
Council for diseussion by that body. 1In the
circumstances, Bills may he given some pre-
ference not beeause the Government or any-
one else thinks they are more important than
motions, hut beeause of the fact that ithe-
Bills must receive further consideration hy-
the Tegislative Couneil,
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BILL—HOUSING TRUST ACT
AMENDMENT.

Read a third time and transmiited Lo the
Council,

BILL—DAIRY PRODUCTS MARKETING
REGULATION ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. F. J. 8. Wise—Gascoyne) [4.45] in
moving the second reading said: This is a
very short Bill, containing two main points.
The one dealt with in the early part of the
Rill gives the board autherity to spend money
from the administration fund for advertis-
ing butter under its jurisdietion. Tt is the
desire of the board to stimulate as far as
possible the consumption of butter, particu-
larly now that a better standard has heen
reached, due to some extent to the activities
of the board. The desire is to pepularise the
produet and to insist that full publicity be
given to it When the original Bill was
drafted no power was included authorising
the board to spend money either for adver-
tising or in the manmner dealt with in the
principal clause of the Bill. In connection
with advertising, I might point out that per
capita Western Australia has a very low
consumption of butter per annum. The
annual consumption for the Commonwealth
is over 32 lbs. per head, whereas in Western
Australia the annual consumption is 28.6
Ibs. In New Zealand the fizure reaches
nearly 50 1bs. per head per annum, Therefore
the board desires to expend some money in
the advertising of that product. Members
will observe that a proviso is inserted re-
quiring the approval of the Minister for
such spendings from the administration
fund. The other clause is a very vital one
to the industry. Great difficulties have been
experienced by the manafacturers of butter
to finance their coneerns during the period
of storage. 1MMembers are aware that sup-
pliers of cream are paid regularly on or
about the 10th of the month following the
delivery of the cream, but under the pro-
visions of the Dairy Produets Marketing
Stabilisation Aet, the butter might remain
in store for several months, and it has been
possible to obtain bank advances on the
stored butter up to only 80 per cent. of
the value of the product. Often the larger
concerns have been rendered financially
embarrassed beeause of their inability
to secure the requisite amount of

(ASSEMBLY.]

money to meel  reguirements  for
paying the suppliers of eream.  This Bill
has been drafted to permit of fhe bridging
of that gap by ensbling advanees to be
made against stored butter to the manu-
facturers from the stabilisation fund, a fund
to which all manufaeturers of butter contri-
bute. Although there have heen large sums
of money in the fund, and often sufficient
fo relieve the tension in the industry, the
Aet prohibits the board from utilising the
funds in that way. The board may invesi
its funds; some are invested on fixed de-
posit, but the board cannot advance money
from the stabilisation fund for this purpose.
Sinee the industry contributed the money,
we think it reasonable that the money he
released to ease the position. Members will
notice that the board is not being given wiile
powers; in fact its powers ave circamseribed.
If the market price of butter in Australia
drops below the value of the produet at the
{ime the butter is placed in store, for
cxample, if it were stored at 110s., and the
market price fell to 100s., the board would
have authority to utilise the stabilisation
fund to make good the difference to the
manufacturer, A subseguent part of the
clause gives power to waive storage charges
which amount to a severc tax on these who
have the butter in store. The Bill simply
aims at giving the hoard the full utilisa-
tion of the funds at its command in the
interests of the community.

Mr. Marshall: I should like you to ex-
plain the proviso to Clause 3. Youn have not
told us exptlicitly what it means.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am not permitted to do that at this stage.
I can explain it in Committee,

Mr. Marshall: You conld explain the prin-
eiple.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. P. 1. Ferguson, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—-MEAT INDUSTRY (TREATMENT
WORKS) LICENSING.
Second Reading.,

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hon. F. J. S, Wise—Gascoyne) [4.52] in
moving the second reading said: This Bill
as the title indicates, is to provide for the
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lieensing of works for the treatment of car-
cases of sheep and cattle for export. Mem-
hers are awarc that the Commonwealth has
supreme control in connection with licensing
for export, but there is no control in the
State for the licensing of plants that treai
for export. Provided that abattoirs or
treatment plants come up to the required
specifiecations of the Commonwealth as places
suitable for killing, they may obtain licenses
to export. Under this Bill we desire to give
every possible support te the important
lamb-raising industry partienlarly.  Mem-
bers who realise how very important the
industry is will support every effort to main-
tain it at its present standard, and assist in
extending it to the limits of the productive
capacity of the Stiate. The lamb-raising
industry has been fostered by the Govern-
ment to a very large extent. It has also
been fostered by private enterprise. Figures
showing the inereased production in this
State during recent years are very interest-
ing, and indicate that in the near future it
is possible for Western Australin to reach
very ambitious figures in the production of
fat lambs snitable for export. The exports
during the past four years have been—

carcages.
1934-35 131,454
1935-36 168,201
1936-37 .. 143949
1937-33 (estimated) 280,000

In this State there are many distriets ad-
jaecent to and perhaps radiating from im-
portant ports that counld produce very large
numbers of lambs suitable for export. Right
around our coast from Geraldton to Esper-
ance opportunities exist to extend this in-
dustry, and I hope some day to see treat-
ment works established at those centres. [
think we can anticipate, with the fullest de-
velopment of this industry, veaching in a few
years a figure of 1,000,000 to 2,000,000 cax-
cages. When we remgmber that our lambs
have eompeted with the lambs from all other
recognised lamb-producing countries in the
southern hemisphere and have topped the
market, we must realise that we are produe-
ing a lamb acceptable on the other side of the
world, and it is being produced aé a very
remunerative price to the growers here.

Mr. Stubbs: They are getting over £1 per
head.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is so. There have been consignments
up to 1,400 lambs which, on being sold in
London, have netted the producer over 21s.

V4
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per head on the farm. Wthilst we cannot
unticipate that those prices will be main-
tained—we ecannot hope that the figure of
83%4d. per 1b, that has been received in Lon-
don for the Swandown type of lamb this
vear will be maintained—we ean expect that
a very remunerative price will he realised
for the lambs produeed in this State, pro-
vided we maintain the standard that has been
set. We have very many districts in this
State eapable of producing Jumbs two or
three weeks carlier than any other Sfate of
the Commonwealth. That is a very import-
ant factor in supplying the English demand
for lambs producable in Australia. BEvery
weelk of early maturity affects the priec
appreciably, to the henefit of the primary
producer particularly in thix State, and of
course to the benefit of the whole State, he-
cause of the new money being received from
that source. Therefore any move to main-
tain the splendid reception given to our
lambs, as well as the profits ko our producers,
should receive our earnest attention. Any-
thing should Le resisted that would increase
the costs and therveby reduce the retwrns to
the producers.

Mr. Stubbs: Has not Albany sueh facili-
ties now?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yos, Albany has very fine facilitics, to which
I intend to refer at a later stage. I helieve
that under license the eveciion of treatment
plants should be encouraged wherever a dis-
trict is found switable and ahle to suppori
such works., DBot there ave many reasons,
which I hope to indicafe, why these works
should be operating under license. It can be
reasonably supposed that when any district
reaches the stage of development to war-
rant the crection of a treatment plaut,
licenses will be encouraged for that particn-
lar district. It is reasonable alse to assmine
that no treatment plant would be erected
unless it was econonically sound to provide
it in the particular disirict. That is A neces-
sary safeguard, and a safeznard provided
for in the Bill—that licenses mnst be applied
for, and approved only after taking all these
matters  into  econsideration. It can  he
imagined that some inferesis which are
world-wide—foreignt  interests—would not
objeet to embarking on the industry in an
unceonomic way if there were a possibility
of eventuallr monopolising that industry.
That is something which mnst be guarded
against. In the interests of thie whole of
the Australinn States, and of the money the
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Government have invested and of privaie
money invested by the producers of the
State, a close check should be kept on ap-
plications for and iesuce of licenses for this
partienlar industry. 1 have indicated that
the State has no say in conueetion with the
final approval of careass meat for export
That is vontrolled by the Commonwealth
Voterinary Branel, and the ollicers of that
bhranch operating ar our neatworks eitler
approve or rejeet for export carcasses sub-
miited to them for that purpose. In dealing
particularly with the two main provisions of
the B, first the licensing of the treatment
plants for sheep and cattle for export, and
secondly the proicction of the producers’ in-
terests in that works wnst treat sheep wor
cattle un account of the owner if so desired,
I shounld like those two points to be re-
viewed in some detail, They form the essence
of the whole Bill. The proposat to license
treatment plants is not enfirely new; it has
been put torward on several oecasions before
the Agricultural Couneil of Australis, and
kas been considered and also recommended
by the Awstralian Meat Board., I have ve-
cently had an opportunity of giving eon-
siderable investigation to the position ob-
taining in New Zealand, and that country’s
legislation dealing with the slawghtering of
stock.  All hon. members are aware of the
name of New Zealand in the meat markets
of the world as regards the products of that
vountry, whether lamb or mutton, New Zen-
land is. famous for the quality of its pro-
duets, and has won a nane in highly im-
pertant import countries of those commodi-
ties. New Zraland is famous, too, for its
control of those works. New Zealand
citizens attribute a oreat deat of  thei
suceess in the wmarkets of the world
to the control the Dominion exervises over
the licensing and the ereefion of treatment
plants tor export, and even over additions
to such plants. .\s this State of the Com-
moawealth was the Iast to enfer the field m
the lamh industry in particular, we =hould
Jealously guard the name we have achieved
so quickly for the quality of our product.
We have a name on the London market
vying with that of New Zealand. In short,
Western Australia has made history in a few
years as regards lamb production. That is
extremely gratifying, not only to those en-
waged in the industry but also to the Gov-
ernment which desires to foster in every pos-
#ible way the continuance and expansion of
that industry to the very limit. TIn referring
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tn New Zealand legislution 1 desire to point
ot that as far Lack as 1918 the Dominion
Government brought in a mmeasure to the
effeet that it was unlawful for any person
or firm to carry on business as meat exporter
naless authorised wnder license by the Gov-
crmment. In 1418 the peualtics were fixerd
at £2,000 with an additional £400 for cach
day during which operations were earvied on
without a license—a terrific penalty ot £2,000
as the first impost, and £400 per day of un-
licensed operation. That fact indicates how
extremely jealous the New Xcalund people
were of the very important industry which
is not so very old in that country. In 1934
the New Zealanders found that they had met
with great success in their rigid control, and
in the fine article they had been able to pro-
duce under that control. By 1934 the New
Zealand Government had added to their
powers of 1918. They considerably increased
those powers by providing that no extension
of or addition {o existing works should be
made unless the Government was satisfied
that the extensions were neceessavry to meet
the requirements of the industry. The under-
lying object of the New Zealand legislation
and all the actions of the Dominion in this
conueclion was to build up an eflicient eon-
trol, and to provide control of ontside bodies.
That was one of their worries, and one of
the things they have provided for ade-
quately. From the measure nf c¢ontrol they
sought and obtained, they have had great
restults.  In Western Australin our prinei-
pal treatment works operating for export
are situated at Fremantle; and it is in the
hest interests of the producer and of the
iaxpayer, in the Governmeatl's opinion, that
this legislation should be passed. As regards
the operations of the Western JAustralian
Meat Export Co., T may say that that com-
pany started about 20 years ago with a capi-
tal subscribed by local producers of £74,000.
There is £74,000 of private capital from
producers of Western Australia in that eom-
pany. As fime went on, due to expansion of
rural interests in this State and dve to the
demand for sheep in outlying aveas, the
company found itself in difficulties with re-
mard to carrying on. .\lthough the works
were initially crected to bandle 250,000
grown sheep per annum, they have in recent
vears been enlled upon to handle that num-
her in a few weeks. Tt has been found neces-
sary for the Government to assist the eom-
pany from time to time. For many vears

AY
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the Government has given strong support to
the company, in such a measure that the
company now owes the Covernment over
£162,000.  So that there is more public
money in the works than private money. Iu
is highly important that the interests of buth
shounld be protected. The Government has
no desive to hamper the company in its
operations. It has no desive to do other than
foster anything rhat will tend to inerease the
production, and the return from that pro.
duction, of the desirable eommodity handled.
So far there bas been no return whatever to
the private investors, and it is highly un-
likely that sweh a return will be possible
for many vears to come. However, ax
the Government has been generous in its re-
view of the position of the works and its
attitude towards the company, we have no
desire other than that the company shall be
suceessful uitimately, In regard to Albany,
the question of which port was raised by the
member for Wagin (Mr. Stubbs), the Gov-
ernment desires there alse to give an vppor-
tunity for the establishment of treatment
works to serve the district. A vear or iwo
ago a plant belonging to the Government,
which was lying idle, was handed over to a
Western Australian company at a very low
figure, provided the company spent consid-
erable sums on it. The company has spent
in the vieinity of £25,000 on the works, and
thos has given a strong stimulus to the dis-
trict in the production of fat lambs. The
company has difficult times to pass through.
It has a big sum invested proportionately
to the number of lambs it ean treat; but at
the same time the expeectation is that the
company will ultimately weather the storm
and be able to get out at some profit. We
hope also that other outlving districts
and other important ports will have similar
facilities as time goes on. The Govern-
ment desires to proteet the hest interests
of the State, and in the operating under
license consideration will be given to whe-
ther any district is properly served by
existing facilities, whether the site upon
which it is proposed to ereet the works is
a snitable site, whether the firm or person
applying for a license is a firm or person
fit and proper to earry on such works, and
whether the construction recommended and
impending is suitable for earrying on the
industry. There are many considerations
to be taken into account as to whether it is
in the hest interests of the State as a
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whole that a license shall be granted. It
must be vemewbered also that fat lambs
ure a highly perishable comamodity—one of
the mwst perishable commodities we bhave
betore slaughter. The (Government is
theretore desirous of extending every pos-
sible facility to expedite the arrival of fat
lamhs at the meatworks, The Government
is inereasing sales facilities and improving
Lhe marketing conditions in regard to sale-
vards, so that early despateh may be pos-
sible of the lambs from the farm to the
works.

Hon, C. (i, Latham: Faeilities ought Lo
be increased rather than eoncentrating
sales at Midland Junetion.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The Government is giving eonsideration to
that impertant aspect. As hon. members
ire aware, a stale lamb, a lamh that has
beeu held for two or three days or a week,
is diffieult ta skin for one thing, and loses
its bloom, and often turns out a very in-
different carcase. Thevefore it is import-
unt that every facility should be made
availahle to give greater opportunities for
the marketing of lambs in prime condition,
and for trveating them whilst in that con-
dition,

Mr, Seward: But yvou will not confine
treatment works to the ports exclusively,
will you?

The MINTISTER TOR AGRICULTCRE:
No. Wherever it is found neeessary to
erect {reatment works, facilities will be
provided.

Hon., C. G. Latham: It means that you
will have to provide cold storage on the
railways,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It has to be remembered that this is an
Australia-wide industry, and that other
Australian States have bad some cxperi-
ences prior to obtaining control in the man-
ner proposed by the Bill. All the States of
Australia have agreed that in the best in-
terests of the meat export industry of the
Commonwealth ‘all freatment works for
export shall be licensed. South Australia
a few weeks ago passed an Act to give
authority for licensing all treatment works,
in spite of the fact that most of the treat-
ment works now operating in the State are
co-operative or else controlled by the State.
A serious view was taken in South Austra.
lia of the possibility of control by com-
panies which would militate against the
best interests of the farmer and against the
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best interests of this important export in-
dustry. The second point under the Bill
is that of making it an obligation on the
owner or manager of the treatment works
to treat an owner’s sheep on his account.
That is a most important point, We have
had experiences in other Australian States
where it has been the desire to establish
what T may call monopolistic control, the
works being owned and control'ed by
foreign interests, that they treated lambs
solely on their own aecount within a given
distriet, and that they refused to treat un-
less the beast was right for slaughter. This
means, of course, a detrimental reaction
on those who desire to treaf on their own
account lanbs of a very fine class, and to
place the commodity on their own behalf in
the markets of the world. That is a posi-
tion which has obfained in an Australian
State with very big interests in the pro-
duction, where it has Dbeen found that
owners of particularly good lines of ecattle
are hampered in their desire to export their
own commodity on their own behalf. Seo
we can imagine a great retrogression in the
industry where indiseriminate operations
hy unworthy owners of works are acting
detrimentally against a perishable export
article if handled improperlx and if handled
not in the best interests of the producer.
Those who have a knowledge of the require-
ments of the meat trade in this and other
~ountries will readily realise the necessity
for maintaining the very high quality for
which we have already attained a reputation
in the markets of the world.

Mr. Lambert: Who has asked for legisla-
tion of this description?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the hon. member had been in his seat ear-
lier, he would have heard me explain that it
was desired, on behalf of all the Governments
of Australia, to institute a system of licens-
ing treatment plants asseciated with the ex-
port trade, seeing that no control over them
is vested in the State at the moment. Since
the future of this industry is of great con-
cern not only to Western Australia but to
the whole of the Commonwealth, I hope
members will support the Government and
realise it is in the best interests of all eon-
cerned to do what is essential for the indns-
try. I move—

That the Bill he now read & second time.

On motion by Hon. P. D. Ferguson, de-
bate adjourned to a later stage of the sitting.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 1).

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. S.
W. Munsie—Hannans) [5.17] in moving
the second reading said: As members will
observe, the Bill is small and was the privi-
lege Bill intyoduced in another place. It
comprises one clause and provides power to
enable the Government Gteclogist or any per-
son authorised by him to enter upon private
property for geological survey purposes. We
were of the opinion that that right was con-
tained in the Act, but some time ago the
(tovernment Geologist was refused the right
to enter upon private property. When the
Crown Law authorities were consulted, it
was found that no such right was vested in
the Government Geologist or his representa-
tive. It is necessary, particularly in a State
like Western Australia where there are
scores of instances of minerals of varicus
deserviptions being located on private proper-
ties, that the Government Geologist shall have
the right desired. If a prospector wished
te do so, he could secure a permit to prospect,
and if he located any mineral he could make
application in the ordinary way for a lease
and then could work the property. From
the departmental point of view, if the Gov-
crnment Geologist wished to inspect that
property, with a view to taking samples or
to ascerfaining what the mineral there really
was, he eould he denied the right of access.
The Bill is necessary and I have indieated
what it contains. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

MR, PATRICK (Greenongh) [3.18]: The
Bill is quite reasonable. I always thought
the Government Geologist bad the right that
it seeks to provide. I support the second
reading, .

Question put and passed.

Bill read a seeond time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed throngh Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

Read a third time and passed.
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BILL—LAKE AVENUE
RESUBDIVISION OF LAND.

Second Reading.
Debate resnmed from the previous day.

MR. PATRICK (Greenough) [5.21]:
Since the Minister placed the Bill before
members last night, I have had an oppor-
tunity not only to inspeet the plans, bat,
which is of more importance, to inspect
the subdivision on the spot. It would appear
that the original subdivision was madr some
years ago and it was what might he re-
garded as a very bad subdivision. The land
slopes down towards a reserve and if the
houses had been built on the blocks as origi-
nally laid out, they would have faced the
backyards of another row of houses in
Nicholson-road. At the same time their back-
yards would have faced a reserve or park
that later on will no doubt become a breauty
spot, The etfect of the proposed re-subdivi-
sion will be to turn the bloeks in the epposite
direetion so that they will face the park in-
stead of the haeckynrds of the Niclolson-road
properties, while a new road will be made—
certainly it will not e a wide road—to serve
the houses with frontages to the park.

Hon. C. &. Latham: Will the effect be (o
turn the houses roumd as well?

Mr. PATRICK: Fortunately houses were
nuot  built on the subdivision as oviginally
laid out, and I do not think anyone would
have been foolish enough to have contem-
plated building there. It can Dbe said that
the proposed re-snbdivision is alrendy an
aceomplished fact, beeaunsze there are now
many fine houses so construeted there that
they faee the park. T presume it is really
1 matter of putting the position in order for
the purpores of the Titles Office, and pre-
saumably that is the reason for the legisla-
“tion. The Bill is «uite reasonable. The
effect of it will be not only to improve the
blocks from the owners’ point of view, but
from that of the municipality and will ree-
tify a position that was aetnally absard.
T would like to know whether the Govern-
ment incurred any eost in comneetion with
this matter.

The Minister for Lands: No.

Mr. PATRICK: I support the second
reading of the Bill.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [5.253]: I agree
with many of the statements made by the
Minister for Lands when he moved the
second reading of the Rill, but I cannot
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accept a prineiple thut sets aside an im-
portant feature of the Mumicipal Corpora-
tions Aet, which declares that roads shall be
a full chain wide. The Minister apparently
considers that the existing position regard-
ing Avenue Lake is of greater importance
than the convenience and needs of the people
who live in the area to which the Bill re-
lates,

Hon, N. XKeenan: Are you speaking for
those people?

Mr. SAMPSON: The member for Ned-
lands (Hon. N. Kcenan) knows that when
& person is clected to Parliament he is not
sent there to represent his own hackyvard
only. He is to aet

Mr. Withers: As a statesman!

Mr. SAMPSON: I am sorry fo correct
the member for Nedlands. The width of the
road that was the subject of special com-
mendation by the Minister when he intro-
duced the Bill, is at one end 21 feet wide
and at the other 26 feet. 1 shall be sur-
prised if the member for Nedlands will fav-
our that, particularly as, in addition, on this
very narrow strip of land there are electric
light or power poles, so that the width of
the voad is all too narrow for modern traf-
fie requirements. I was observing that the
Minister presumably regarded the import-
ance of preserving a strip of land alony the
Class “A” veserve as of far greater import-
ance than the public convenicuce, so that
the road could be construeted of a width
to comply with the requirements of the
Municipal Corporations Aet whieh, as I
lave pointed out, requires that voads shall
be of a width of not less than 66 feet, unless
a special Bilt is introduced to provide for
a rednced width, We have heard a lot ahout
the importance of houses heing erected an
a guarter-acre or even on an acre of land.
but in this instanee, in this age of quickly
moving vehieles, we are asked to agree to a
reduced width for a road of 21 feet. It was
suggested that it would be a one-way traffic
street. Imagine a street of that deseription
in the wilds of Nedlands! Surcly the mem-
ber for Nedlands does not stand for that.
To do so would be to anticipate the time
when Nedlanids will be so congested that
such a course would be justified. Under
the proposed conditions how will it be
possible for the Subiaco Munieipal Counneil
to do what is so importani, namely, to
henutify this partienlar area? How will if
be possible for the loerl goverming author-
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ity 1o build a2 road so that it will be
utilitartan and enahle traflic to pass safely
over 1t?

Mr. Marshall: They counld make a rose
arch there.

Mr. SAMPSON: There is no real reason
why a road of a decent width should not be
provided. This is a reactionary movement,
and T am surprised at the Minister for Lands
condoning such an action in the Subiaco
munieipality,

Mr., Heaney:
Subineo ?

Mr. SAMPROXN: T wonld remind the hon.
member, as T did the member for Nel-
lands

Mr. SPEAKEE: Order!
ber will address the Chair.

Mr, Needham: The member for Swan is
speaking as a statesman.

Mr. SAMPSON: The Minister would have
seted move wisely if a strip of Jand necessary
Lo give this road reasonable width had heen
decided wpon end the consequent Bill
brought down. This reserve is an “A” class
veserve. Nince the Minister for Lands is now
in his seat, I will repeat that I was surprised
that he should have lent his inHuenee to
zecure approval for the passing of a road
only 21 feet at one end and 26 {eet at the
ather end. I am looking af this from the
standpoint of modern voad utility, I will
oven vofe for this if necessary, but I think
the freatment that the Subinco Municipal
Council iz veceiving is not justified.  The
Minister should have met their reasonable
wishes and given them n one-chain road. |
know that the position is a ditlicult one, but
it is within the power of the Minister to
amend it. Onee more the Nedlands plectorate
appears to he in trounble.

Mr. Patrick: 1 think the original subdivi-
sion was only half 2 chain,

Mr. SAMPSOXN: Certainly the previons
position was not safisfactory, but the Min-
istor had opportunity to put this matter in
ovder. Had he done that it would have been
possible for a system of landseape or water-
scape gardening to he entered into, and a
very heautiful place conld have been created
{rom what is at present a swamp. Tt would
be a beautiful site, particularly if the Min-
ister would do what is right. The street will
be under the control of the municipality and
I say that even now there is ample time for
the necessary amendment to he put through,
and that consequently we will not pass a

Are you =peaking for

The hon. mem-

(ASSEMBLY.]

voad only 21 fect wide at one end and
already obstrueted with clectrie light poles,
Ti is not right, and I ask my friends of the
eross henches to support we in this. Often
have [ heard them support the importance
of reagonably sized blocks for building pur-
poses, but if we have a roud limited to 21
feet at one end and encroached upon by nlee-
trie light poles, it is a sad commentary upon
this year of so-called progress. It is not a
vear ol progress when the Minister refuses
to give the munieipality of Subiaco the con-
suleration they usked for in respect of Lake
Avenue,

HON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [5.34]:
1 wish to point out that the Bill does not deal
with roads at all, but is for a resubdivision
of land. 1t should also be remembered that
at any time it will be within the rvights of
this House, through the Minister for Lands,
to mercase the width of that road, because
there is a (lass A reserve on the south side.
The Bill deals sclely with a resubdivision of
private Jand. Houses are already built there,
40 it is impossible for the people eoncerned
to make available any of their land. The
only thing to do is to pass the Bill and vely
oy the eommonsense of the Government to
widen the road it and when that heeomes
neeessary.

MR, LAMBERT (Yilgarn-(uolgardic)
[5.33]: Of course it is possible for Lake
Shenton to be converted into a  beautiful
spot. Where [ have a sharp differcnce of
vpinion with the Minister for Lands is that
when legislation of this deseription ir intro-
dueed, he should present to the House a plan
indicating exuaetly what is intended. For it
is not possible for the ordinary member, un-
less familiar with the expressed words in the
ichedule of the Bill, tully to understand
what i3 intended.

Mr. Sampson:
seene on the spot.

Mr. LAMBERT: T do not think that
would get me any nearer my desires, cven if
vou stayed there for 20 years and viewed
the place from 50 different spots.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
will address the Chair.

Mr. LAMBERT: This is not #n over-
urgent matter, for Lake Shenton bus been
commented on for a considerable nuwinber of
vears and its possibility as a beauty spot for
the people of Subiaco haz been hefore the
public for many years. Considering that

I personalty viewed the
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we yre nearing the end of the session, this is
one matter we counld well go into on another
oceasion. I believe that a considerable por-
tion of freehold land surrounding Shenton
Park eould be resumed.

Mr. SPEAKER: That has nothing to do
with the resubdivision, so I am not allowing
any discnssion on that point.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not wish to delay
the Bill, but I fear that if the Government
18 going to persist with this I will have to
vote against the second reading. I repeat
that when the Minister for Lands is bring-
ing down legislation with which the ordinary
member is not permitted to be familiar, the
legislation should be accompanied by a plan.
I remember that when certain alienations of
“A™ class reserves have been proposed, they
have been aecompanied by plans, although T
recall one at Peppermint Grove in which
an area was alicnated from an “A” class re-
serve for the purposes of constructing tennis
conrts, and members had no exaet knowledge
of it whatever. 8o I say that in common
fairness the Minister should illustrate by a
plan a snbdivision such as this, or, alterna-
tively, members should not be ealled wupon
to east n vote upon it. T could reeall three
or four snch subdivisions if T desived fo
waste the time of the House.

Mr. Sampson: Your specches are never
wasteful !

Mr. LAMBERT: T repeat that when we
are dealing with subdivisions we should have
a plan clearly setting out the subdivision.
Only a day or two ago we had a plan here
showing the proposed new boundaries of
clectorates; if we ean spend money on that
sort of thing., we could equally well spend
tmonex on jroviding a plan of this subdivi-
sion. T will vole against the second reading.

MRS. CARDELL-OLIVER (Subiaco)
[6.42]: T had no infention of speaking to
this Bill until the member for Yilgarn-Cool-
gardie (Mr. Lambert) spoke. [ do not
think it is the intention of the Government
to make anv excision from this Class “A”
reserve.  Some members do not seem to he
very conversant with this subdivision, but
several took the trouble to go out there this
morning. Every member here, of course,
could have gone out and viewed the land.
Those that did so could not possibly vote
against the Bill. The land eannot be resumed,
hecanse there is no land to he resumed.
There is a Class “A” reserve, and the
houses built there have not any clear fitles.
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Ay member knowing anything at all abour
the question wouald vote for the Bill, beeanse
it is impossible for anything else to be done
in order te improve the unsatisfactory posi-
tion. A mistake has been made and the
Minister wishes fo reetify if. The only way
to do that is to vete for the Bill.

MR, TONKIN (North-East lkremantle)
[5.43): The member for Yilgarn-Coolgardic
(Mr. Lambert), in the comrse of his argu-
wment, made refevence to the fact that a por-
tion of a Class “A" reserve in my electorate
was alienated for the purpose of the con-
struction of tennis courts. But on that
oceasion the Minister for Lands went down
purposely and had a look at the reserve, por-
tion of which it was desired tv alicnate at
the desire of the local authority and of the
member for the district. I want to say that
sinee the establishment of those courts no
complaints whatever have been inade.

My, SPEAKER: 1as that anything to
do with the Bill!

Mr. TONKIN: Well you, Sir, allowed the
hon. member to say those things.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member was
ruled out of order, and you are out of orvder
in going over it again.

Mr. TONKIN: 1 must bow to your ruling,
8ir, but you permitted the hon. member to
make certain stateinents, and I think T ought
to be permitted to say that his vemarks were
entirely unwarranted.,

Hon. W, D. Johnson: Of eourse, we nnder-
stand that.

Question put and passed,

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ele.

Mr. Sleeman in the Chair; the Minister
for Lands in charge of the Bill

Clnuses 1 to T—agreed to.

Clause 8-—Dedieation of Lake
alteration of plan:

Mr. SAMPSON: Is it proposed at a later
stage fo provide a reasonable righl of way
in Lake Avenue?

Mr. Cross: Do vou want s hridge over
the lake?

Mr., SAMPSON: The right of way is
21ft. wide at one end and 26fi, wide at
the other. The Minister shonld advise the
Committee whether at a later stage steps
will be taken to provide a road of a reason-
able width.

Avenue;
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The Minister for Lands: The matter will
he considered when the necessity arises

Mr. BAMPSON: From the width I have
given must be dedueted the space oceupied
by the eleciric power posts. Sowme criticism
is justified. [t would he most improper to
have a right of way or road of this width in
a part which may become onc of the beauty
spots of the metropolitan area. There is no
possibility of building a retaining wall of
suflicient width to be of any utility.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 9 to 19, Schedule, Preamble, Title
—ugreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time, and transiiited to
the Couneil.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Second Heuading.
THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willcoek—-

Geraldten) [5.52] in moving the second
reading said: This Bill is necessary to hring
the Financial Emergency Tax  Assessment
Act into conformity with the taxing Bill
which has already been agreed to by ihis
Chamber. The assessment Ael provides that
the exemption shall he £3 15s. for salaries
and wages, and £195 for incomes. The tax-
ing Bill provides that the tax shall commence
at £3 17s. for salary and wages, and £200
for incomes. As the exemption is altered
from the 1st January next, the Bill also
makes the necessary adjnstment for apply-
ing the alteration during the year of in-
come. In the cirenmstances there is no need
for me to say more, except that the Bill
conforms to what the House has already
done. I move—
Fhat the Bill be now vead a second time.

Point of Order.

Hon. €. G. Latham: On a point of ordey,
is not this Bill stmilar to a Bill that was
introduced a little while ago, and a decision
arrived at upon it by both Houses? Has not
this matler already been dealt with by both
Houses, although the Governor’s assenf has
not yet been given to the measure?

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Speaker: Of what is the hon. wember
speaking?

Hon. €. G. Latham: Of the Finaneial
Emergency Tax Bill. I understand that the
Finaneial Emergency Tax Bill passed a little
while age was that which was the subjeet
of a conference between the two Houses,
This Bill seems to me to be overriding that
other Bill. T do not know whether it is pro-
posed to :umend a Bill ihal has not yet heen
assented to, It seems to me this measure is
one to amend a Bill that has not yet reeeived
the Governor's assent. 1 woenld like a roling,
My, Speaker, as to whether this Bill is in
order,

Mr. Speaker: | do not know te what Bill
the hon. member is referring.

The Premier: This Bili does nof amend
the Bill that has not vet been assented to.
It proposes to amend the 1932-306 assessment

Act. It is true this House did endeavour
lo wet through a similar Bill, but it

was  s=owmewhat  different  in principle in
that the words “basic wage” were used  in
that instance. There s a difference in prin-
ciple. The principle in regard to the amend-
ment whieh has been passed by this Chamber
was in the uge of the words “basic wage.”
We have now infreduced a different prin-
ciple by using the figuees €3 17"

Hon., C.
smended when
to?

Latham: Can a Bill he
it has not vet heen assented

The Premier: This amewds the Aet passed
in 193206, We tried to amend that Act by
putting in the words “bhasic wage,” but Par-
lizament did not adopt the principle. We are
now seeking for a different principle by
putiing in the figures instead ol the words
““hasie wage,’’

Hon, (. (i, Latham: T suppose, Mr.
Speaker, you are not going e give a ruling.

Mr. Speaker: Tt ix a simple maltier to
do se, if the hon. member desires.

Hon. €. G. Tatham: I shonld like to
hear your ruling, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: I have been asked to rule
whether or not this Bill is in order. The
Rill is one to amend the Aect that provides
for the tax commencing at €3 15s. per
week. That is the Aet it is now =ought to
amend. The Bill that has not heen assented
to was that which nsed the words ‘‘basie
wage.’’ The Bill containing those words
was not agreed to, and theve was trouble
hetween the two Houses on the questinn of
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this difference in principle. L rule that this
Bill is in order.

Debate Resumed.

HON. €. G. LATHAM {York) [5.33]:
This Bill contains a provision whieh was
introduced into the finaneial emergency
taxing Bill. This was passed the other day.
1t seems (o me that this measure over-
ritles the decision of both Houses given a
tew days ago. It was then decided defin-
itely that the Act was to remain as it was.

The Premier: No.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: Fhis Bill pro-
vides for what [ asked the Premier to do
when he lirst introduced the assessment
Bill. When the first decision was arrived
at, a compromise was cffected eoneerning
the use of the words ‘‘basic wage’’ as it
related to the decision of another place,
namely that we should take a sum of 2s,
above the basie wage. T think that prin-
¢iple has since been followed more or less.
The Government will not take good advice.
If it had bronght down this Bill providing
for a sum of 2s. above the hasic wage and
£200 for income there would have heen no
trouble at all. This is the first oceasion on
which I have seen the Bill, but I under-
stand now what it is desired to do. T
thought when the Bill was mfroduered io
fix the tax, that something else was wanted.

The Premier: True.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Yow that the
Premier has bronght down this Bill, T hope
the House will not pass it. We shonld not
zive this cxemption after the decision whiel
has been arrived at by both Houses.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commilttee, ete.
Bill passed through Committee without
dehate, reported withont amendment, ani
the report adopted.

Rend a third time, and transmitted to
the Council.

BILL—TERMINAL GRAIN
ELEVATORS.

Second Reading—Defeated.
Debate resumed from the previous day.
THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.

M. F. Trox—Mt. Magnet—in reply) [6.3]:
I propose to reply to some of the eriticism
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of members who have spoken during the
seeond rearding debate,

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yon are going to
thank us for the treatment the Bill has re-
ceived!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Some
members of the Opposition have taken ex-
ception to the Bill, and its provisions. The
Leader of the Opposition told the House
that in Victoria a single authority handled
the wheat from the farmer to the grain ele-
vator. That is quite correct, and in that
Btate it is an authority under the Vietorian
Grain Elevators Aet and similar to the pro-
vision in the Bill now hefore us. The Royal
Commission which reported to the Govern-
ment made a recommendation regarding hulk
handling in Western Anstralia, and stated
that had it not been for the fact that Co-
operative Bulk Handling Ltd. was already
operating in the country, it would have re-
commended earrying ount the work on Vie-
torian lines.

Hon. . G. Latham: Don’t bother ahout
replying; we will take it as read.

The MINISTER ¥OR LANDS: The
Roxal Commission wonld never have recom-
mended as it did but  for the faet that
bulk handling was already in operation.

The Teader of the Opposition also
stated that the Minister was not safis-
fied with one board but made provision

for two. One hoard, however, is only ad-
visory, and the existence of {wo hoards
would provide against frietion. The pro-
posal is that there shall be a board of five
members, two representing producers of
arain, one the merchants inferested in ship-
ping, one the millers, and the fifth represent-
ing the hulk handling company. What is
wrong with that? Is there anything wrong
in asking adviee from those interested in
the business in any matter that might arise?
The hon. member also made another state-
ment, whieh I hope will not be taken ser-
ously. He complained about the number of
boards already established. He stated that
when the new Government ecame in after
the elections it would caneel all the boards
apvointed by the Government now in power,
and would eaneel all contracts entered into,
without granting any compensation. To pro-
vide against that proper provision will be
made and no one will he victimised.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yon ecannot do it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I ecan,
and will do it. When the board in New South
Wales was abolished by an anti-Labour Gov-
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wvriment the members of it received ecompen-
=sation. The members of the hoard must
wet compensation according to their office,
and that must he kept in mind.

Hon. €. G. Latham: What is the good of
Parliament if the Minister overrides it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No Gov-
ernment ean break a contract; that is the
position. It might put an end to the occu-
pation of the effice, but it is nof possible to
break a contraet.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You will not suve
them: Parliament is the greatest authority
after all

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: With re-
~peet to every board that is appointed and
every appointment that is made, we will have
to ree that there ix no vietimisation.

Houn. C. G. Latham: You will not he able
to protect them.

The MINISTER #OR LANDS: The hon.
member exaggerated quite a lot about the
appointments made by this Government, and
1 tell him that we have never victimised any-
one, At the same time, a great majority ot
the appointments were made by the pre-
viows Government. Will the Leader of the
Opposition tell me which ‘boards he proposes
to abolish? The Commissioners of the Agri-
vultnral Bank cannot he deseribed as a new
board. Those gentlemen took the place of
&t former board. Then there is the Dairy
Produets Marketing Board. Is it intended
1o abolish that? The member for Murray-
Wellington (Mr. MecLarty) would say no to
that very definitely, Next there is the Dried
Fruits Board. T« it intended to abelish
that? There is the Milk Board. Would the
hon. member abolish that? All those boards
have been supported by the present Gov-
crnment.  Further, there is the Farmers'
Debts Adjustment Board. Would the hon.
member abolish that? T eannot see him
aholishing any of those boards. That is the
sunt total of the hoards authorised by the
present GGoverntoent.

Mr. Seward: There is the Licensing Board
and the Fremantle Harhour Trust.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Fre-
mantle Harhour Trust has been cstablished
for years. T am afraid it is to the
boards established by the present Govern-
ment that the hon. member opposite offer<
objeciions. He also told this Hounsze thai
the cost of the proposed board to the wheat-
growers would be terrific. That is an exag-
geration. There is no warrant for such a
statement. It is not the intention of the
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Govermment to appoint a full-time board.
it would only be a temporary hoard, and so
if the cost of the Loard operating the eleva-
tors at Fremantle, Geraldton, Bunbury, and
Albany were to be terrifie, what about the
hoard associated with Co-operative Bulk
Handling Ltd,, a board which operates all
the favilitiex in the country. Ts the cost of
that hoard terrifie? The Leader of the
Opposition must have some ground for
making that statcment; he mnst be spesking
from experience. The board proposed to be
appointed under the Bill will be o temporary
hoard. Ave we to understand from the hou,
member that the cost of Co-operative Bulk
Handling Ltd.s board is terrific? That
honrd is not constituted of three members:
its personnel consists of eight gentlemen.
directors of Westralian Farmers Ltd.,, and
others. They ave Mr. Harper, Mr. Monger,
Mr. Marwick, Dr: Boyd, Mr. Bath, Mr. Teas-
dale, Mr. Driver and Mr. Johnson, The cost
of that board may be terrifie, but that also
would be an exaggeration.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: They do not get a
couple of thousand a year.

The MINISTER ¥OR LANDS: 1i is not
intended that any member of the proposed
feermnal elevators hoard shall receive £2,000
a vear. It is to bo only a temporary hoard:
11 is not neeessary that such a board should
e permanently appointed. Another state-
ment that the Leader of the Opposition
made was that the Bill proposed to hand
over eontrol of the wheatgrowers’ wheat to
an outside authority. It would be nu more
an outside authority than that under &he
Ciovernment seheme in New South Wales, or
nnder the Victorian system. It is wrony for
the hon, member to say that the wheatgrow-
ers’ wheat is to be put under the control of
an outside aunthority. When it goes to the
terminal it frequently helongs to somcone
else, It has passed to the huyer, and that
party therefore is entitled to consideration.
Another objeetion of the hon. member ix
that it is proposed to give the board power
to recondition wheat and that that recowli-
tioning is not neeessary. Everyone knows
that wheat taken to Fremantle is sometimes
weevil-infested, and that that will happen
more and more as time goes on, because the
system in the country is not an adequate
svstem. Tt is n makeshift system, and the
longer the hins are established in the country
the greater the possibilities of our weevil-
infested wheat going to the ports. Most of
the ports are charged with the responsibility
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of receiving wheat, and some authority must
be responsible also for cur good name as ex-
porters.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Your know that it is
easter to keep weevils out of wheat undoy
tlis system than under any other system in
the weeld,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Is that
507 The hon. member should know that
when weevil gets into the wheat it stays
there. The Harbour Trust should not be
entitled to take wheal sent to Fremantle in
bulk without a check being kept upon it.
No one should ask an authority controlling
elevators to take any kind of wheat without
that wheat being checked, The hon. mem-
her wanted to know whether the Royal Com-
mission also recommended that the silos be
placed under the control of the Fremantle
Harhour Trust, and that at Geraldton under
the Commissioner of Railways, and he asked
why that was not done. I point ount that
that was not possible if uniform charges are
sought, The Government would not provida
money for an anthority at Fremantle, an-
other at Cleraldton, another at Albany, and
another at Bunbury, unless eaech aunthonty
be made responsitle for the payment of in-
terest, sinking fund, maintenance and de-
preciation charges. The cost at some ports
would be too great, and it would be a heavy
burden on the outer ports. [t would be
necessury to impose higher charges at the
more diffieult ports, and then of course
there would be trouble. The farmers would
object most strongly. So it does not matter
whether the Bill passes or not; one authority
must control all terminals, That autherity
should not be Co-operative Bulk Handling
Ltd.,, the ereature of Westralian Farmers
Ltd.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.50 pan.
[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I was ro-
ferring to the fact that it would be impos-
sible from a business standpoint for the
Government to provide money to cnable the
Bunbury Harbour Board, the Commissioner
of Railways at Albany and Geraldton, and
the Harbour Trust at Fremantle to aet in-
dependently in the provision of terminal
elevators at those ports because the author-
ities would have to be responsible for the
maintenance of interest and sinking fund,
while the outport eharges also would he too
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heavy. Already, although the Government
has provided up-to-date terminal faeilities
at Bunbury, Co-operative Bulk Handling
Ltd. has asked for an extra charge to be
paid at Bunbury in addition to their
other charges. This payment would be in
addition o the other charges, which shows
that Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd. could
not carry on except at n higher rate than
is imposed at Fremantle. 1 have not agreed
to that extra 1s, 134d. per ton because the
company has not given me any faets in
support of the charge. It hus merely said,
“We cannot wndertake the responsibility
without the money.”’ 1ln the absence of
proof, T am reluctant to agree to that pay-
ment, The CGlovernment provided the ter-
minal at Bunbury and has been responsible
for all the eost. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said that Co-operative Bulk Handlinws
Ltd. had spent £28,000 at CGeraldton on
equipment it did not want and which was
foreed mpon it. That is not correct,

Hon. C. G. Latham: I never said that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
taken that from your remarks.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I szid that vou in-
sisted upon the money being spent there.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.

Hon, C. . Latham: 1t would be serapped
if you put in the orthedox system.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: (‘o-opera-
tive Bulk Handling TAd. applied for per-
mi=sion to ereet installations in the Gerald-
ton zone, but the company was told that pro-
vision wonld have to be made at Geraldton
for storing wheat. A lease was {aken of
the Geraldton shed.

Hon. C. G, Latham: For how long?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No time
has been fixed, The company wartol it for
SeVell years.

Hon. C. G. Latham: T thought the com-
pany had not taken a lease.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The ¢om-
puny wanted it——

Hon, C. (3. Latham: That is a diffevent
thing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The com-
pany wanted it for seven years. Thr Guov-
ernment agreed; but now something el=e is
wanted and the Government will not agree.
Who was it sald that Co-operative Buik
Handling Ltd. had spent £28,000 in Gerald-
ton?

Hon. C. G. Latham: T did.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What
proof is there of that beyond the mere bald
statemeni?

Hon, €. G. Latham: Do you want the
vouchers brought along?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
has not been one tittle of proof
brought forward that the eompany spent
£28,000 and in my opinion there has

not been that expenditure. The Bun-
bury equipment is moch more expen-
«ive than that at Geraldton. The Gov-

ernment provided a shed at Geraldton—a
fine concrete shed which holds all the stor-
age—at a cost of £13,200. Yet this com-
pany insists that it spen{ £28,000 in equip-
ment at CGeraldton. It has not given one
tittle of proof of that, but has merely made
an arrogant demand on the Government
that the lease must be conditional on the
Government paying it £28,000 for taking
over the equipment, The Government will
not do that. Before the Government will
agree to anything asked by Co-operative
Bulk Handling Ltd., the Government wants
the facts. At Bunbury there is a double
installation, one for the terminal and an-
other at the jetty half a mile away. The
whole of that cost only £23,720.

Hon. C. . Latham: What is that¢

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am not
~penking of the terminals, T am speaking of
the equipment.

Mr. Seward; Just a bit of it.

Member: You have shifted it from Fre-
mantle, :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Co-opera-
tive Bulk Handling ILi&d. is not arguing
about the terminal, but the equipment in
the terminal.

Hon. W. D). Johnszon: The equipment at
Bunbury is not new.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Hon, C. &. Latham interjected.

Mr. Withers: How do vou know?

The MINISRTER F¥FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the Opposition only knows what
he is told.

Hun, C. G. Latham: You gave me the file
to look at.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T zave
vou the file ahout the terminal. 1 am srp.
arating the equipment from the terminal. T
have had it from the Director of Works——

Hon. C. G. Latham: It eost £60,000.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The ter-
minal and everything else did not ecost
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£60,000. 1t cost £50,000. That rovers land
resumption, railway resumplions, rails and
trucks and everything else. Let us separate
the terminal from the equipment. Where is
n large shed at Geraldton, and Co-operative
Bulk Handling Ltd. insists that it speat
£28,000 in equipment there. At Buu-
bory—— .

Hon. C. G, Latham: Your equipment cost
£35,000,

The MINISTER X¥OR LANDS: On
equipment at the terminal and on the wharf
ahout half a mile away

Mr. Withers: A mile away.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Well, a
mile away—we spent only £23,720 theve. The
gantries on the wharf cost £500, the elee-
tric mains to the jetty €830, the capstan at
the silo £250, truck alterations £3,150, elce-
tric eables to the silos £1,800, plant £8,000,
weighing cquipment £2,150, alterations to
jetty and hoppers, £2,200. Over £6,000 was
spent on the jetty and the total cost was only
£23,000. That leaves £17,000 for equipment
in the silo. Yet we are asked to believe that
whereas only that amount was spent at Bun-
bury on a muech more up-to-date equipment,
Bulk Handling Ltd. spent £28004 in the
shed at Geraldion. 1 do not believe a word
of it and the Government will not agree fo
be robbed in that manuner. I will have more
to say about Bulk Handling Ltd. before [
have finished. The Govermment will nof
agree to a lease eonditionally upon the Gov-
ernment paying that money when the equip-
ment is handed over. What we take we shall
ypay for but we are not going to take the
word of Bualk Handling Ltd. about this
amount. That i1s my quarrel with Bulk
Handling Ltd.: the eompany does not put
its cards on the table. It puts forth the bald
statement that it spent this and that and
demmands eompensation without making any
explanation,  Before nany years have
passed, there will be a Royal Commission to
inquire into this company and the ad-
ninistration and charges of the associated
companies.

Hon. C. G, Latham: A few more Royal
Commissions will not hurt,

Mr. Seward: Another desperate attempt
to find out something.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER, FOR LANDS: T had a
look at Geraldton a few weeks ago. There
is no comparison between the equipment
there and the cquipment at Bunbury.
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Mr, Patrick: The Geraldton equipment is
more efficient.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yet we
are told that the company spent £28,000,
though not one bit of proof has been brought
forward.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The eompany can
handle wheat cheaper there than it ean he
handled at Bunbury.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It should
do 0. The shed is on the wharf adjacent
to the vessel. In Bunbury the wheat has to
be put in the silo and then taken out and
trucked to the jetty half a mile away. Yet
the equipment at Bunbury is mneh cheaper
than the alleged cost of the equipment
at  Geraldton. A deputation represent-
ing Bulk Handling Ltd, was introduced to
the Premier and myself. The company said
2 seven-years lease of the Geraldton shed
was wanted because on that lease money
could be raised to equip sidings in the Bun-
bury zone. The eompany said that unless it
could get that lease it could not secure the
money to equip the sidings in the Bunbwry
vome. The lease has not been fixed up yet
hecause the company wanted £28,000 from
{the Government at the end of seven years
Yor the equipment. The Government will
not agree to that amount. Nevertheless the
company got the money for the sidings in the
Bunbury zone without seeuring the lease.
What are we to think of people who declare
that they cannot do a thing unless they get a
lease—who say that the Government is hold-
ing them up and that they cannot get money
without a ecertain lease, when all the time
they have the money? They were extorting
that lease; they were tying the Government’s
hands on pure misrepresentation. I could
get on with this company if it sent along
men who spoke fairly and squarely.

Hon. €, G. Latham: It is a good thing
to have the privilege of Parliament, under
which to say such things.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1
shall state the facts anywhere, T ask:
Was it fair and square for the company
to come to us and say, ‘‘You are holding
us up. Unless we get the lease we cannot
finanece the establishment of ecountry sid-
ings in the Bunbury zome’’ when all the
time there was apparently wnothing in the
statement at ali? There counld not have heen
anything in the statement because the eom-
pany went on with the equipment of the
Bunbury zone, and the lease has not heen
fixed up yet.

[95]
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Hon. C. (i. Latham: That is usual with
your department. It takes months to do
unything.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: I have
~ome further comments to offer,

Hon, (', (. Latham: We will take them
as read.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
l.eader of the Opposition does not like to
hear the truth.

Hon. €. G. Latham: There is nothing I
like more than to have you on your feet.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the Opposition dees not like the
truth.

Houn. C. G. Latham: I like you when you
are speaking.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the Opposition said, ‘‘Why does
the Government not carry out the recom-
mendations of the Royal Commission, thut
serious eonsideration be given to the pro-
posal of Co-operative Bulk Handling Lim-
ited for faeilities at Bunbury and Albany?”

Hon. C. G. Latham: Well, tell us that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Royal Commission said that ‘serions con-
sideration should be given.”” We bave
given ‘‘serious consideration’’ to it. We
have given the matter serions eonsideration
and have decided that the company shall
not erect and econtrol the terminals. The
Bulk Haudling Commission never suggested
for a moment that the company should bave
the authority. The Clommission suggesterd
that consideration be riven to the matter,

Mr. Patrick: The Commission said it
was not an eeonomir work for the Govern-
ment to undertake.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Is the
(fovernment expected slavishly to follow
every recommendation made by a Roval
Commission? How many Roysl Commis-
sions did the Ieader of the Oppesition and
his Government have?

Hon. C. G. Latham® A couple.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Seven.

Hon. C. 7, Latham: No.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
were the Collie Commission and the Far-
mers’ Debts Commission

Hon., C. G. Latham: Was that justified?

The MINISTER FOR L-ANDS: What
became of the Farmers' Debts Commis-
sion?

Hon. C. G. Latham: That was the Farm-
ers’ Disabilities Commission.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Amongst
the members of the commission were Mr.
Hale and a gentleman from Bruce Rock.
Then the Mitchell-Latham Government ap-
peinted a Royal Commission on Land and
Homes. That emanated from a motion
from this side of the House. Then there
were the Stock Discases Commission and
the Group Settlement Commission. What
beeame of the Group Settlement Commis-
sion?

Hon, C. i, Latham: You know.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then
there was a special commission consisting
of menibers of both Houses of Parliament
on bulk handling.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That was a select
eommittee. You do not know what you
are talking about.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What
became of the Farmers’ Debts Commission?

Hon. C. G. Latham: Whoever put up
your notes should have a little more know-
ledge of parliamentary procedare.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Even
though the Royal Commission recommended
{hat the Government might give considera-
tion to Co-operative Bulk Handling Lid.
equipping terminals at Bunbury and I think
at Albany

My, Patrick: The commission advised the
Government not te do it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1In the
interests of all parties eoncerned in wheat in
Western Australia, we have decided to do the
work, and we are entitled to adopt that atti-
tude. T do not want to say any more about
Teval Comnissions,

Hon. C. G. Latham: No, hecause you get
into decp water.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon,
member was in deep water. His Ciovernment
appointed a Farmers’ Delts  Commission
and did nothing; they appointed a Group
Settlement Commission and did nothing. On
the matters on which the Opposition now
elaim to have decided views they had no
views at all when the Commission reported.
They were unable to make up their minds.

Hou. P. D. Perguson: If you had no
views at times the wheatgrowers would be
better off.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the Opposition smd it was two
vears since the commission reperted and
that a bulk handling sysiem was just being
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installed nf Bunbury. We need not retort
that the hon, member and his supporiers
messed about with it for years and got no-
where. The present Government introduced
a bulk handling measure last year providing
for the company to operate and providing
also proper proteetion for the farmers and
proper control. Already we have built a
terminal at Bunbury.

Hon. C. G. Latham: In five years.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, in
ohe year,

Mr. Cross: And the hon. member opposite
did nothing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member and his friends did nothing. It
makes me laugh, .

Hon. C. G, Latham: Tt took vou six years
to make up your mind.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Another
extraordinary statement made by the Leader
of the Opposition was that if the control
were placed where the Bill proposed to place
it, the eost would he 75 per cent. higher than
at present. There is not a tittle of evidence
to support that statement, The hon. mem-
ber has had no experience or he would not
have made such a statement. He said there
would be a duplication of authority, namely,
the acquiring authority, There has been no
duplication of authovity. This is merely a
warehousing scheme. [t will not interfere
with Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd.; it
will not interfere with the Harbouy Trust
or with the Railway Department. It is a
warehousing scheme hedged with proper pre-
cautions for the protection of the wheat-
growers and other interested parties.

Hon, C. (. Latham: For which you will
charge extra.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
dealt with the hon. member’s  statement
about itg being a full-time jol. He repeated
that statement. I reply that it will not bhe
a full-time job; it will he a matter of the
hoard sitting only on oceasions. Ts the job
a full-time one for Co-operative Bulk Hand-
ling Ltd.?

Hon. C. G. Latham: No.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then
what is the nse of saying that what is not a
full-time job for Co-operative Bulk Hand-
ling Ltd. will he a full-time job for the
hoard?

Hon. C. G. Latham:
you hoth.

Beeanse we know
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: When Mr.
Lindsay introduged his Bill, the lion, mem-
ber and his friends did not kuew much about
it. They could not agree about it. Yet now
they cluim to know everything about it. The
hon. member said that the farmers would
have to pay for the alterations to rolling
stock. TIn New South Wales the farmers
paid for all the alterations to rolling stock.

Hon. C. G, Latham: They did nothing of
the sort. They did wnot even pay for the
installation.

The MINISTLER FOR LANDS: I say
that the farmers in New South Wales paid
for the alteration. That statement is eon-
tained in the report of the Royal Commis-
sion,

Hon. C. G, Latham: Tt was paid for from
C'onsolidated Revenue.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
statement appears in the report of the Royai
Commission.

Hon. C. G, Latham: Then the Commission
did not speak the truth.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Of
course not! The only man who does speak
the trnth is the hon. member who is seated
opnosite me. The hon. member made an
extraordinary statement about the railways
He said the ratlways had taken 94. per ton
extra freight and that this induced the Mid-
land Railway Company to charge 1s. 6d.
yer ton. That is a bald statement.

Hon, C. G. Latham: But a true state-
ment.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He said
the Midland Railwar Company would not
have asked 1s. 6d. per ton had not the Gov-
ernment Railways charged 9d. per ton. The
evidence given before the Royal Commis-
sion showed that the charge of 9d. per fon
was fully justified. Amongst certnin mem-
bers in this House there appears to he a
great desire fo take down the State, but
when it comes to the Westralian Farmers
Ttd. making a big profit out of wheat
farmers there iz no objection. There
is no objection fo Westralian Farmers
Ltd. making a eclear profit of £10,000
on the handling of 11,000,000 bushels of
wheat. The Royal Commission proved that
that amount of clear profit had been made
and said that the profit should be reviewed.
Westralian Farmers Ltd. had no rieht to
that profit, but the matter has not been re-
viewed. Of course it follows that on a big-
ger harvest a bigger profit would he made.
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Is it not extraordinary the lack of patriotism
that exists in a matter affecting the State
railways as compared with a matter affecting
an ouiside hody. Has there been any com-
plaint regarding Westralian Farmers Lt
making a profit of £10,004?

Hon. C. G. Latham: You know that it
represented only onme-half per cent. on the
capital.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Gov-
ernment railways are inenrring a loss year
by vear, but there is no suggestion that the
people who maintain the railways shall get
a fair deal. Yet Westralian Farmers Lid.
may make a profit of £10,000 on 11,004,000
bushels of wheat. The Royal Commisvion
pointed out that thai was an untair profit,
and yet the company gets it.

Hon, C. G. Latham: One-half per eent.
on the capital,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I read
the “Primary Prodmcer” occasionally.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Thank you; that is
a compliment.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In one
statement the Primary Producers’ Associa-
tion claimed credit on the seore that rail-
way treights had not been raised. The
statement van, “But for our executive, rail-
way freights wonld have been increased.”
There is not a tittle of truth in that state-
ment. The exeentive of the Primury Pro-
ducers’ Association had not a voiee in ihe
matter, and could not have prevented rail-
way freights from being increased. The
only people who prevented an inerease were
the present Government. We turned down =
recommended  inerease on two  oceasions.
When the Royal Commission recommended
an inerease of treights, the Govermnent said,
“Xo." Yet the Primary Prodncers’ Associa-
tion saiil it executive did it.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You know yon
brought in the 9d. per ton. Why not tell
the truth,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The exe-
eutive of the Primary Producers’ Associa-
tion bad no voice whatever in the matter,
and so how c¢onld it prevent any increase?
If there bas been no incresse, that has been
entirely due to the action of the present
Government. When the Midland Railway
Company proposed to inerease the ratex
by 1s. 6d., Mr. Poynton was perfectly honest
in his statement that he could not do it for
less, and the other States said it could not
be done.



2680

Hon. C. G. Latham: Is there any exira
freight in South Australia and Victoria?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : The Mid-
land farmers voluntarily gave the Midland
Railway Company 1s. 6d. per ton and yet,
when the State is concerned, members op-
posite raise their voices against an increase
of 94. per ton. They are very unfair. There
is no decency shout that at all.

Mr. Patrick: The Midland charge is on
a sliding scale.

The Premier: They do not get up to
20,000,000 bushels on that line.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
statement by the Leader of the Opposition
about there being no limit to the board's
charges was a cool exaggeration, especially
in view of the fact that the Government of
the day declined to allow the Commissioner
of Railways to charge what Midland farmers
are paying to the Midland Railway Com-
pany. The Government bhas even seen that
the farmers whose wheat is fransported over
the Government railways pay less than do
the Midland farmers who use the Midland
Company’s line.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yours is purely a
stone-wall speech.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! T
must ask the Leader of the Opposition to
keep quiet.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the Opposition stated that I was
nsing the chanee to get something more out
of the farmers. T have shown that the Gov-
ernment turned down the Royal Commis-
sion’s request to increase the freight from
9d. to 1s. 6d. per ton. Let me point out that
I nm the only one whe is protecting the
farmerg against Co-operative Bulk Handling
Ltd. Right through I have resisted efforts
by the company to impose extra charges on
the farmers. In evidence before the Hoyal
Commission the company =aid it wanted d.
per bushel as a toll to pay off the cost of
the installation. That was for the ereetion
of the hins, depreciation and sinking fund.
The company got that amount. Then it
said it was entitled to 11d. per ton for zen-
eral charges. The company got that. Then
it came along last year for an inereased
shipping charge of 1s, 3d. or 1s. 6d. and
ot 9d. at first and 1s. 3d. subsequently. But
the company is not eontent with that. The
company asked to be allowed to inerease the
shipping charge to 1s. 9d. per ton. That has
been refused by me. The company is not
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entitled to it and never produced a tittle ot
evidenee to show it was entitled to it. Another
propesition put was that the storage charge
of one-tenth of a penny per month or part
of a month should be ante-dated to the 15th
March and run until the date of delivery.
If the farmers’ wheat was delivered in June,
even if the wheat was not in their possession,
they wanted to charge as from the 15th
March. That request also was refused. A
request for a check-weighing charge of .05d.
per hushel has also been refused.  Then
an additional charge was sought of 1d. per
bushel on wheat from the previous harvest
received after the 15th August. That also
was refused.

The Premier: The farmers ought to erect
a statne to you.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They ought!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then
these people wanted another charge of .125d.
per bushel on small parcels under 50 tons.
That demand has been refused also. Next
they asked for an extra railway charge in
respect of wheat dclivered to the natural
port of a zome after the 30th April. 1T
granted that.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Not really?

The MINISTER FOB LANDS: I am not
unreasonable towards them. Last, but not
least, thev wanted 134d. per bushel for
wheat delivered to the Bunbury terminal.
That is their last request, and they will have
to give some proof to get it. Mr. Troy, it
was said by the Opposition, was seizing
every chanee to get something more out of
the formers. [ have shown the House that
Mr. Troy was preventing the farmers from
heing exploited. He will prevent them in
future from being exploited, I have shown
how far these people consider the farmer.
Now I have done with the Leader of the

Opposition.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You have not let me
alone.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: You

have not taken it too well.

Hon. C. G. Latham : I will have the speech
printed in pamphlet form for you!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I may
see later that this is printed in pamphlet
form. Now a word with the member for Avon
{Mr. Boyle). I regret tosay that the member
for Avon is just as inconsistent as he has
always been. He saild that in 1948 the hulk
handling activities in the country would be
handed over to the growers, but that there
would be an alien bhoard in charge of the
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elevators. The member for Avon was never
in favour of Co-operative Bulk Handling
Itd. getting the grip they enjoy to-day. He
wanted an authority like that created in
Sydney, which is now regarded as an alien
authority. He said in evidenee before the
Royal Commission, in reply to questions—

520. By the Chairman: In cffeet, your ob-

jection to that direction is that Westralian
Farmers Ltd., being virtun!liy buyers of wheat,
should not be interested in the control, through
their exccutive officers, of Co-operative Bulk
Handling?—Yes. That is correct.
The hon. member objected to Co-operative
Bulk Handling Ltd. havieg control. Now,
hecause a board is constituted to prevent Co-
operative Bulk Handling having this antho-
rity, he says it is an alien board. Such an
alteration in the course of a few years is
significant, and due to his present affiliations.
In reply to Mr. Foulkes, Question 564, the
hon. member also said—

464, If the system is extended, the number
of bushels will be increased and so, alag, the
amount derived from the toll?—Bnt we can-
not see any necessity for the 4. toll, any
necesaity for the installations to become the
property of the users in six years. Wc are
not enthusiastic over this owmership business.
We want control, not ownership. We regard
thigs as » public utility.

Now he calls the proposed conirol which he
then supporied an alien eontrol. T quote
further from his evidence— .

365, Then you wish to have control of the

system without the ownership!—We arc not
enthusiastic for ownership.
I do not want te guote any more of the evi-
dence of the member for Avon, hut I thought
it necessary to quote those extracts in reply
to the statement he has made. He also gave
expression to the following:—

That powers proposed for the board are ex-
traordinary. It would be able to over-ride
Co-operative Buik Handling.

How solicitous he is now for Co-operative
Bulk Handling Ltd.! In his evidence before
the Royal Commission he did not want own-
ership by that company at all,

Mr. Bovle: T accepted the findings of the
Royal Commission.

The MINISTER FOR LAXNDS: The hon.
member then wanted a publie utility. He
did not then want the ownership of Co-op-
erative Bulk Handling Itd. The member
for Greenough (Mr. Patrick), like the Leader
of the Opposition, bas put on the Notice
Paper certain amendments to which I have
given some consideration.
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Hon. C. G. Latham: And to which you
are going to agree!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
amendments provide for the control of the
terminal at Fremantle.

Mr. Patrick: Why not wait till the Bill is
in Committee Dbefore von deal with the
amendinents ? .

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
only as a vconvenience for Co-operative
Bulk Handling Ltd. The terminal will
be there as =a convenience for that
company. The amendments provide also
for the installation of the Fremantle
terminal elevator by the Fremantle Harbour
Trust. In that ecase the farmers can get
their wheat sent down only by Co-operative
Bulk Handling, whereas the Bulk Handling
Aet now provides that a farmer may rail
one-tenth of his marketable crop in any way
he wishes. They want that cut out. They
deny the farmer the right to sell one-tenth
of his own erop or put it info storage.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Mr. Depnty Speaker,
is the Minister rveplying to points raised
tluring the debate? The member £or
Grecnough has never spoken on the Bill,
May I ask whether the Minister is in ovder?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Of course the
Minister is not in order in replying to any-
thing that was not raised during the debate.

Mr. Patrick: I never spoke in the debate.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But I
am replying to the debate. The member for
Greenough would prevent the Geraldton dis-
trict farmer, after growing his wheat, trom
carting it to a terminal in Geraldton.

Mr. Patrick: T have never spoken on the
Bitl.

The MINISTER FOR 1LANDS: No; bat
[ know the hon. member’s intention from his
amendment, on the Notice Paper.

Opposition Members: Oh!?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In the
(teraldton distriet particularly, many farm-
ers eart their wheat in to the {ferminal.
TUnder the amendment the Geraldton distriet
farmers could not seml their wheat in unless
they put it into Co-operative Bulk Handling
Ltd. I tell hon. members who are influ-
enced by the rights of Fremantle or its
Harbour Trust or the Commissioner of Rail-
ways that bon. members opposite only want
to make the Fremantle Harhour Trust a con-
venience, with no rights, no protection, eom-
pelled to hoase any kind of wheat, weevily or
otherwise, and then tfo deliver out good
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wheat.  There are twy or three pages of
amendments on the Notice Paper, and when
Fremantle members bave time they should
study those nmendments. Members opposite
have taken their orders from Co-operative
Bulk Handling Letd., and they do not mind
penalising the farmer in  the interests of
that company and the associaied eompanies.
It has heen stated here that Co-opera-
tive  Bulk Handling does not desire
to get control of the port terminals. T have
disenssed  that matter witk the company,
and T will now quote Mr. Braine's letter
written to me, as Minister for Tands, on the
25th Mareh, 1937—

In connection with my conversation on the
telephone with you and with the Assistant
Under Treasurer, I now confinn that, suhject
to being able tn commence within a very short
time, Co-operative Bulk Handling Litd. could
and would be willing to finanee and instal suit-
able port faeilitiea at Bunbury to handle wheat
in bulk from the comiug harvest provided that
the plant, having Dheen financed and erected
by it, is left in the control of the company.
thus leuwving wnaltered the wheat handling
ptactice in nuse for hag handling. My direr-
tors do mot feel that they should provide
moncy for the ercction of a plant to he con-
trolled by others . .. . .

Hon. C. G. Latham: Would you do it?
Anywnay, you were doing nothing,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We con-
structed the Bunbury installation in record
time. Therefore we have done something.
Members opposite told us the company did
not want to control the terminal. How-
ever, I bave evidence here to the con-
trary, und I have not stated anything that
is untrue. The Government is not anxions
that Co-operative Bulk Handling shounld in-
stal Ehe terminal elevators at any port. In
many cases the wheat is not the farwer's
wheat when it comes tn the port, but belungs
to the pool, to Westralian Farmers Ltd., and
to the merehants. Of course all are en-
tilled to a fair deal. The Government i:
cul to give evervone a fair deal. Mr, Lind.
say, n former BMinister for Works, whe
visited the Fastern States on an inquiry into
bull: handling and who introdueed o Bulk
Handline Aet into this Honse, giving the
Poal the monopoly of bulk handling in
Western Australia, issued a report which
is now on the tiles. The following is quoted
by him from the Svdanev Bulk Handling
Corporation :—

For the first fwo yenrs of the scheme the
silos were lvased to the Ponl . . .
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That is the farmers’ pool in New South
Wales.

The result was that the merchants would
not use them—would not trust the Pool. When
the Government took control the merchants be-
gan to come in. The merchants were very bit-
terly opposed to the secheme at first, but the
method was nuow very popular.

And the merchants were the biggest cus-
tomers. Then the Assistant Chief Engi-
neer for Railway Construetion in Victoria
expressed the following opinion:—

He was personally opposed to a privately-

contrelled monopoly. The Government guar-
antee regarding weight and quality was essen-
tial.
Despite that, members opposite suggest
that it does not matter regarding weight
and guality. An amendment has been placed
un the Notice Paper, the effeet of which is
that the Fremantle Harbour Trust shall
be in charge of the terminal elevators at
Fremantle, and accept any wheat that is
delivered without inspection, and yet hand
out the f.a.q. article.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You know that they
have done it for the last two wvears, with-
out any complaints.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
yuoted from the report presented by the
previons Minister for Works, Mr. Lindsay,
and that report was eirculated among mem-
hers of the House. XNow to deal with the
«uestion of uniformity of charges. I have
alveady stressed the point that the only
question that influenced the Government in
introducing this legislation was that therc
shonld he one competent authority at the
ports, who would handle the wheat and
give everyone a fair deal, without favour-
itism to anyone. That was done in order
to assure uniformity of eharges to all who
participate, and that cannot be done by
independent bodies af each of the separate
ports. Fremantle would secure the greater
proportion of the wheat and naturally that
would be a more economieal port with better
facilities available than would be possible
at either Bunbury or Albany. The engincer
of Co-operative Bulk Handling Limited,
Mr. R. C. Sticht, gave evidence to the
Royal Commission that the costs wonld
have to be spread. YWhen giving evidence
before the Bulk Handling of YWheat Royal
Commission in 1935, Mr. Sticht was asked
the following guestion:—

You have dealt with Geraldton. For Albany
I see you have 3.73d. per bushel additional
eapital cost; that is in your 1832 evidence.
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To that Mr. Sticht replied—

The system would eost more than bags at
small ports,

Then the Commissioner said—

That being so0, you would not recommend the
adoption of the bulk system at Albany?
Mr. Sticht replied—

Yes. The handling costs might come higher

for bulk than for bags, but the total cost will
not be higher than the eost of bags, plus the
handling costs.
Then Mr, Sticht was examined with further
reference to the bag system as against the
bulk system at the small ports, and refer-
ence was made to its advoecacy for the port
of Fremantle. The Commissioner, referring
to another witness, said—

He iz recommending it on account of the
small quantity of wheat available which means
that the charge for providing the necessary
bulk equipment would be too high.

To that Mr. Sticht replied—

Spread over the whale job, it would not
make muoch difference.
Then he was asked—

But would it be spread, or would each port
stand on its own?t
To that Mr. Sticht replied—

I do not think the latter course would be
adopted.

Mr. Patrick: He was talking about Bun-
bury.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then the
following question was put—

The Cunderdin farmer is to pay an extra
charge for the benefit of the farmer shipping
his wheat at Bunbury. That would be true
co-operation, you know?

To that Mr. Sticht replied—

Yes.  QGoing a step further, it might be
argued that the farmer at a big siding, where
costs are less, should be charged less than the
farmer using a small siding. The line has to
be drawn somewhere,

Now T propose to deal with Mr. Thomson's
evidence.

Hon, C. G. Latham: We are getting a bit
tired of all this.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, vou
are tired of faets.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And you can sece
us being converted by the facts you are
produeing!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: M
Thomson gave evidence and dealing with
Bunbury and Albany he was asked:—

Would not the charges be higher in those
distriets?
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Mr, Thomson replied:—

No, because the c¢ost would be spread over
everyone. That would apply at Bunbury and
Albany as well as_elsewhere.

Hon. C. G. Latham: It always is.

Myr. Patrick: And with the bag system
as well,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then the
question was put:i—

Do you think the favmers would agree to
that?

To that Mr. Thomson replied:—

I think s0. They bave never indicated other-
wise in the past. If is a natter of poliey:
they could be charged extra.

Mr. Patrick: What about the cost at all
ports compared with the handling of bhags?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
evidence that the costs would have to he
spread.

Mr. Patrick: And they always have been.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But there
is no evidence that the port authority should
render the service suggested. It is not to he
expected that the community in general
should be put to all the expense at Fre-
mantle and then other people have control
and make profits, partienlarly Westralian
Farmers Ltd., who make a profit of £10,000
or more every year ouf of the handling of
the wheat. The Govermment is expected to
give cheap services and then enable someone
clse to make a profit.  There is every
justifieation for the Government’s attitude
regarding the Bill. Then again My, Lindsay,
who was Minister for Works in the Country
Party-Nationalist Government, in his repert
to the Government said:—

Another renson why the terminals should be
controlled by an independent authority is that
there are many interests concerned in the hand-
ling and selling of wheat in the State, and it
would wvot be in the interests of the industry
to allow Co-operative Bulk Handling IAd. to
control the terminals at the ports.

That is what Mr. Lind=ay’s report con-
tained, and so I am going to suggest that
that is just what is intended. [ understand

‘the Bill will be defeafed, but that is quite

all right.
record.

Mr. Seward: That i~ the only place wheve
the Bill will do any guod,

Hon, C. . Latham: Yes, it will he muen
safer on record than in operation.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It will
be on record why the Bill was introduced.

We wil] have that placed om
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Hon. C. G. Latham: You did not get much
response from the wheat merchants when
you invited them to help voun with the Bill.

The MINISTER FORNLANDS: I am not
concerned about the wheat merehants. I am
not interested in them.,

Hon. €. G. Latham:
to go along to assist you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am not
associated with them politically or person-
ally. I should say that thev ave supporters
of the Nationalists, if they are supporters
of anyone.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That is where vou
ought to be, on the Conservative side.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The Gov-
ernment stands for fairness to all interests
concerned.

Mr. Cross: And it has to look after the
farmers,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, we
have to look after them, for they are in the
hands of their friends, in the hands of cight
sharcholders in this bulk handling business.

Mr. Seward: You know that is only a
balf-truth,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: And
that concern was financed by Westralian
Parmers Ltd., who made £10,000 out of the
bandling of the wheat annually,

Hon. C. G. Latham: You make that state-
ment ontside. I will challenge you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Make it
outside! It has been made.

Mr. Marshall: This is taking the sting out
of their “tales.”

The MINISTER FOR LLANDS: Here is
the report of the Bulk Handling Commission
of 1835 regarding the concern:—

Taking the financial relationship existing be-
tween the Westralian Farmers Ltd. and the
Trustees of the Wheat Pool of Western Ans-
tralia on the one hand, and Co-operative Bulk
Handling IAd. on the other, the issued and
paid-up capital of Co-operative Bulk Handling
Ltd. iz eight shares of £1 each.

Ts that not corrvect?

Hon. C. G. Latham: That was the start of’
it, but that is not the position to-day; and
you know it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The re-
port eontinnes—

The rea! enpital of the company consists of
advauces from the Westralian Farmers Lid.
and the Trustees of the Wheat Pool of West-
ern Australia, such advances heing secured by
running debentures, giving a first charge over
the whole of the assets of Co-operative Bulk
Handling T.td. payable on demand, hearing

‘ou invited them
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current bank rate of interest and providing
for advanees ap to a limit of £100,000 (exelud-
ing interest) by both the Westraliom Farmers
Ltd. and the Trustees of the Wheat Doul of
Western Australia.

There are the faets.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That is so, but that is
totally different from what you said.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Those
are the facts, and they are based on sworn
cvidence,

Mr. Seward: Some of the facts.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: And so
I say that this concern really belongs to
Westralian Farmers Ltd. and the Wheat
Tool and the eoncern is in the hands of eight
shareholders who hold eight shares between
them of a value of £1 each. And that con-
cern was finaneed by Westralian Farmers
Ltd.

Mr. Cross: And they wanted the mono-
poly.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They did not.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But they
wanted a profit out of the concern and that
in the interests of Westralian Farmers Lid.,
which is said to be a co-operative concern.
whereas it is not. Further on in the Roval
Commission’s report it is stated—

In effect, complete control of the opsrations
of the company is vested in the eight directors,
hereinbefore referred to, four of whom are
nomineea of the Trustees of the Wheat Pool
of Western Australia, and fhe other four of the
Westralinn Farmers Litd.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That was two years
ago.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Could
apy company be more completely involved
than Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd, is?

Hon. C. G. Latham : The position is totally
different altogether.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
are the facts.

Hon. C. G. Latham: But that was two
vears ago, and you know what the position
is now.

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: That wax
on the cvidence tendered to the Royal Com-
nission.

Hon. €. G. Latham:
the same to-day.

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS:
have given the hon. member the facts.

Mr. Seward: Some of them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: And
ihose people are placed in this position and
are finaneed by n company that makes a

You know it is not

But I
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¢lear profit of £10,000 annually on an ontput
of 11,000,000 hushels.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson:
involving £8!

The MINISTER FOR LLANDS: And they
will seenre inereased profits from increased
production, and the Royal Conunission said
that the profits derived were too much; and
that is why the Government has acted.

Hon. C. G. Latham: So you have taken
the profits.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We do
rot desire to favour anyone. We desire to
gel up an independent authority that will
give a fair deal to every interest concerued
in the State.

Mr. Patrick: So the Fremantle Harboar
Trusl is not to be trusted.

Hun. C. G. Latham: No, that is what the
Minister says.

Mz, Marshall: Anyhow, he has taken some
of the venom out of your sting.

Mr. Patrick: If the Minister continues for
another two hours we may then be eonverted.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : The mem-
ber for Guildford-Midland (Hon. W. D.
Johnson) was econcerned about prineciple and
gave me a lecture last night. He said, “I
fought for years against these boards.”” I
now propose to put some questions to the
hon. member. Is he not a supporter of the
Dried Fruits Advisory Board? Ts that a
Government c¢onecern? Under that mea-
sure o monopely was given to one see-
tion of the people to do what they liked.
Was that Government control? No! Is not
the member for Guildford-Midland a sup-
porter of that legislation? But a question
of high principles has arisen with regard to
the Bill under discussion, yet that did not
arise with regard to the Dried Fruits Aci.
Is not the hon. member in favour of the
Dairy Products Board, or the Milk Board?
When it came to a question of Bulk Hand-
ling L.td. wetting a monopoly. he did not
oppose it.

Hon. C. G. Latham: He did oppose it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member has complained in this House that
the Government should do this and that be-
cause of a question of high principle. Of
course, the hon. member is interested in the
affairs of Co-operative Dulk Handling Ltd.,
who desires to get the monopoly and the
privileges that are sought. Why, he was in
my office about the matter and supported it,
and yet he talks about these high principles!

On an investment
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Will he oppose the Dried Fruits Aet? There
is no prineiple at stake there.

Mr. Cross: But a prineiple will be in-
volved in this!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Even the
Leader of the Qpposition could not reconcile
that. That was a monopoly. Bulk Handling
Ltd. also was a monopoly and was reaching
out for a still greater monopoly. Then the
dairy farmers also have a monopoly to impose
n price on the whole conntry. At the same
time, the dvied fruits constituted a monopoly.
But there is no principle involved in any of
those enterprises. So that is all T have to
say to that.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You are in pretty
deep water to-nighf.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: This
hoard i5 not independent of the Government,
but is only semi-independent, for its mem-
bers will be appeinted for three years only.
The Commissioner of Railways is appointed
for five years, yet he is independent of the
(Government. As I say, this hoard will be
appointed for only three years. Advances
may he made from the Treasury, and the
Auditor General must inquire into the
hoard’s annual estimates, which must be sub-
mitted by the board. Also the board’s annual
report and balance sheet must be submitted
to Parliament. The Under Treasurer may at-
tend all meetings of the hoard. 'The sinking
fund adjustment must be paid to a special
aceount at the Treasury, and the board has
to submit all plans and details to the Gov-
vrnor, who may approve or disapprove of
them. In all cases where a vontract is over
£1,000, the hoard must get the consent of the
Governor. Then the board has to send the
copy of the minutes of its meetings to the
Minister after each meeting. So what more
control than that could Parliament have?
Yet Parliament has no eontrol whatever over
those other boards to which I have referred.
We have heard talk of the Loan Couneil
dictating. But the Loan Counell did net
dictate on this ocession. This is the first
time in the history of the State that the Gov-
ernment has been able to get money
direct for such a purpose as this. In this
case the Chairman of the Loan Council was
dictated to. This will not be the last word
about this lecislation. If this House does
not give the necessary aunthority now for
bulk handling at the ports and for providing
a fair deal 2ll round, the day will come
when members will regret it. T make that
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prophecy and with that I leave the Bill
to the House.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes .. .. .. .. 15
Noes .. .- .. .. 28
Magjority against .. I
AYES

Mr. Coverler Mr, F. C. L. Smith

Mr. Cross AMr, Styania

Mr. Hawhe Mr. Troy

Mr. Lambers Mr, Wilicock

Mr. Milllogton Mr. Wisu

Mr. Munsie Mr. Withera

Mr. Weedham Mr. Wilzon

Mr. Nulsen (Teider.}

Nozxs.

Mr. Doyle Mr. North

Mra. Cardell-Oliver Mr. Patrick

Mr. Doust Mr. Rapbael

M¢. Ferguson M. Redoreds

My, Fox Mr, Sampson

Mr. Hegney Mr. Beward

Mr. Hill Mr. 8hearn

My, Hughes Mr. Stubbs

Mr. Jobnson V= Thorn

Mr. Latham Mr. Tonkin

Mr. Mana Mr. Warner

Mr. Marshall Mr., Watl=

Mr, MeDonald Mr. Weish

Mr. McLarty Mr. Doney

{Treiler.)

Question thns negatived; the Bill defeated.

BILL—DAIRY PRODUCTS MAREETING
REGULATION ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of
the sitting.

HON. P, D, FERGUSON (Irwin-Moore)
[8.37]: This Bill to amend the Dairy Pro-
duets Marketing Regulation Ael  Amend-
ment Bill seeks to add in one or two diree-
tions to the powers of the hoard that controls
the aectivitics under this legislation. The
extension of these powers has been found
neeessary, 1 take it, as the resnlt of the
operations of the board and the experienece
they have gained since the Aet was passed.
Power is to be given to the board to expend
some of the administrative fund in an en-
deavour to increase the consumption of owr
dairy products by advertising and other
means in order to secure a greater consump-
tion, particularly of butter. As the result
of the operations of this hoard and as the
result of the inerease in butter production
in Western Australia, thereby brinming ahout
the necessity for the export of a certain per-
centage of our butter, the quality of the
produet in this State has improved ount of
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all recognition; not only that portion of
butter which is exported, but a large per-
centage of that portion which is consumed
within the State has shown very considerable
improvement in guality during recent years,
The activities of the board, in my opinian,
have had a considerable bearing on that
aspect of the industry. I understand that
the levy which is imposed by the board for
this administrative fund is only three-
eighths of one per cent., or 7s. 6d. per £100.
That is only a very small percentage. By
giving the board power to spend a eertain
percentage of this levy on a campaign to
inerease the consumption of butter in this
State the money will be put to a very usefnl
purpose. I understand there has heen an
intensive campaign in the Eastern States in
order to bring about this much-desired result
and that it has met with eonsiderable suceess,
The boards in the Eastern States having
cxercised that power to the advantage of all
concerned, it naturally follaws that we in
this State would be wise to give our board
the power it now asks for. The Minister
mentioned that in Western Australia our
average eonsumption of butter per head of
population per annum is only 28 lbs,
whereas in New Zealand it is 50 lbs, per
head of population, which indicates that we
can by suitable means increase the consumy-
tion herve in Western Australia.

My, Cross: Yes, vou can if you increasc
the basie wage also.

Hon.P.D.FERGUSON: It has to be borne
in mind that the consumptiion of fats is
always greater in a colder than in a warmer
climate, but notwithstanding that, the con-
sumption in New Zealand is nearly double
what it is in Western Australia, T believe
that if power be given to the board to ex-
pend a percentage of its fund in the diree-
tion indicated, only good ean result. The
other amedment in the measure is somewhat
involved. T read it a dozen times before 1
ot the hang of it. I do not know why a
Parliamentary draftsman should require a
sentence covering the whole of the page
which, when it is stripped of its verbage, is
not very diffieult to understand. The amend-
ment provides that in certain cases the
board may use some of ifs dairy produets
stabilisation fund for the assistance of the
industry and those engaged in the industry.
When the drop in the price of butter whilst
it is in store is below the board’s declared
loeal price, the price the board declares as
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being the price for local consumption, if
the total amount of the deduction as ap-
proved by the hoard exeeeds the advance on
the butter, the manuwfacturer or the dealer

will not be ecalled upon to make wup
the difference. it seems to me this
is the crux of the whole Bill

It is a power that should be given to the
Board, becaunse it is bound to operate in
the interests of the industry as a whole.
If, as the Minister said, the board fixed a
local price at, say, 120s. per ewt., and the
export parity was 110s., the board would
then have power to provide the difference
of 10s. per ewt. If the deductions as a re-
sult of the storage of the commodity exceed
the advance, the board need not insist on
a refundl of the advance. That is the only
way by which those who are responsible for
the storage of the butter, in the interests
of all concerned, ean be protected. In
addition the board ean make up to the
manufacturer or the dealer any further loss
occasioned by the storage of the butter.
I understand quite a lot of charges are
occasinmed by this storage. The actual cost
of the storage in cool store is considerable.
In addition, the containers that are suit-
able for butter for loeal consamption are
unsnitable for butter that is exported, and
a special box has to be provided and paid
for. Then there is the interest on the
money entailed in paying for hutter stor-
age, There is the loss oceasioned by the
possible depreeiation of the quality in the
butter stored, and there is also the possible
loss through a general drop in market
viulues. All these things have to be pro-
vided for as deduections. If the costs are
less than the advanece, the manufacturer or
dealer refunds the balance to the board.
If the costs are more than the advance, the
board payvs the manufacturer or dealer the
difference between the costs and the amount
of the advance. If seems to me that all
sections, the producers, manufacturers,
dealers, storers and exporters, all coneerned
in the ramifications of the industry, will be
benefited by the inereased powers the Bill
seeks to give to the board. T think there
can be no objection to the measure and I
hope the second reading will he carried.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Commitice, cte.

Bill passed through Committee withont
debato, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Counecil.

[T'he Speaber resumed the Chair.]

BILL—MEAT INDUSTRY (TREATMENT
WORKS) LICENSING.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of
the sitting.

HON. P. D. FERGUBON (Irwin-Moore)
[8.52]: This Bill provides for the licensing
of treatment works for the treatment
of careases of eatfle and sheep for
export. I do not know why pigs are
excluded, and presume fhere will be no
objection to incloding them. Tt seems to
me that the licensing of these plants for the
treatment of meat for export is very neces-
sary, and power should bhe given to the
Minister to license them. It is of particular
importance to Western Australia in view of
the stage we have now reached in our export
lamb production. During the time I had
the privilege of directing the activities of
the Agricultural Department, we were sue-
eessful in securing the exclusive right to use
the “Swandown” brand for our lambs. The
result has been that with the activities of the
department, and the co-operation of the
lamb producers, we have built up an envi-
able reputation for our fat lambs. Starting
on right lines, in the right districts, with
careful husbandry on the part of those re-
sponsible for the production of lambs, we
have been able to place on the markets of
the Old Country a lamb that eompares very
favourably with the choicest New Zealand
lambs, and lambs that are in many instances
ount-classing the best lambs from Victoria
and South Auystralia. The increase in the
number of sheep in the agrienltural areas
during the last five or six years amounts to
nearly 1,000,000. Jany of these sheep are
crossbred ewes that are used for the breed-
ing of export lambs. Sales of lambs in
the agrienltural areas have been held at fre-
quent intervals, and a big percentage of
these lambs has gone direct from the sales to
the meat works at Fremantle, thereby obviat-
ing the necessity of extra handling at the
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ordinary saleyards at Midland Junetion.
That is a step in the right dircetion. As the
Minister pointed out, nothing wastes so
rapidly as a fresh sucker lamb that is taken
away from its mother. It is essenticl that
as little delay as possible should ocenr be-
tween the time when the lamb leaves the
farm and reaches the slaughter house. Be-
cause of that necessity it is essential that the
meat works should be brought up to-date,
and that the Minister should have the right
to say whether the works should be licensed
for the treatment of stock, partieularly
lambs, that have to be exported overseas.
It is essential also that the plant should be
of a high standard. The conveniences pro-
vided for the slaughtering of stock should
be modern, up to date, hygienic, and suit-
gble in every way. The actual ezport is a
matter for the Commonwealth Government,
as the Minister stated. This State, however,
must ensure that the premises and facilities
provided are suitable in every way. It is
inconceivable that we shounld allow the eree-
tion of many small treatment plants in view
of the rapid inerease in the production of
fat lambs. It is only by the provision of
works of considerable size and up-to-date
equipment that the business ean he economi-
cally and satisfactorily carried out for the
owners of the lambs. Small and un-
suitable types of treatment plants should
not be allowed. When the demand for
lambs in the Old Country is overtaken by
the production of Empire lambs, as will be
the ease in the not distant future, the dis-
cerning London buyer will buy only the hest
type of lamb that is treated in the best man-
ner by the best treatment plants. Because
of that it is essential that the plants should
be of an improved type and the facilities
both modern and up to date. In this
country the pastoralists and farmers have
provided a lot of money for the erection of
the treatment plant at Fremantle, and vari-
=5 Governments have assisted in finaneing
this plant in every way. Further assistance
will be required so that the plant is kept np
to date. If the Bill becomes law, any per-
son who desires to instal a treatment plant
will have to obtain a license from the Minis-
ter. The term of the license is threc vears.
Has the |inister giver consideration
to the possibility of extending that ferm?
No person or firm who desired to invest a
considerable amount of capitnl in the con-
struction of up-to-date treatment works
would be justified in doing so on a Ticense of
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three years only. I know that the license
can be renewed, but it might be an induce-
ment to those who were prepared to spend
their eapital in this direction if they could
get a longer security of tenure. The Minis-
ter wiil also have power to revoke a license
if the licensee fails to stand up to the obli-
gations imposed upon him. The three-year
term seems rather restrictive. The licensee
must treat stock for others at rates pre-
seribed by the Minister, and if he refuses
to do so he will be liable to a penalty of
£500. There is, therefure, not much likeli-
hood of any licensee, after sceuring a lie-
cnse, undertaking to do work on behalf or
others as well as himself, and expending
many thousands of pounds in the erection of
treatment works, contravening the terms or
the license. He would not embark upon this
considerable expenditure unless he intended
to earry out the terms of the license to the
letter. He would certainly intend fo com-
ply with all the conditiens and treat stock
for other people. The Minister would not
be running any risk by inereasing the period
from three vears to five. He would have
power at any time to revoke the license, a
very necessary provision. It is conceivable
that the representatives of outside countries,
particularly that country which prides it-
self on its bhig financial enterprises, might
set about ereating a monopoly for the treat-
ment of stock for export from this
State.  They might do that with a
view later on to making considerable
profits out of the industry and those
engaged in it. It is necessary that the
Minister should have power to veto that at
any time. The power to revoke a license
is very essential. In the interests of the ex-
port lamb trade and the stability of Western
Australia, we should be able to get rid of
all the stoek that eannot be consumed locally
on a market that is at present very profit-
able, and which promises to be reasonably
remunerative for a number of years. I hope
the House will agree to the <econd reading
of the Bill.

MR. HILL (Albany) [9.11: I congratu-
late the Minister on introducing the Bill, and
on the remarks he made when moving the
second reading. I think I ean explain why
such a Bill is necessary by giving some idea
of the difficulties we at Albany have en-
countered. About 25 vears ago a cool store
was built there for the frozen lamb trade.
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When the store was completed, there were
no lambs available. It was then used for
fruit, and a couple of years afterwards an-
olher cool store was built at Mt. Barker.
Our store then became a white elephant.
Aoout 15 years ago, a butter company was
formed at Albany to take over the cool store
and work it in econjunction with the butter
factory. The butter company was a co-oper-
ative concern, but had all the difficulties of
pioneering the industry. I was one of the
directors when it failed. Westralian Farmers
Ltd. then came in and took over the com-
pany and the cool store. For a while it
was a suceess, and another butter company
decided to start operations at Albany. Then
Westralian Farmers Lid, withdrew from the
butter business and carried on the cool store
and maintained it for the fruit ex-
port trade at 2 heavy loss. It was
at this stage that the present com-
pany made inquiries and negotiated with the
Covernment to take over the cool store and
provide fociliiies for the frozen lamb trade.
I eongratulaie the Minister on making that
cool store available on very reasonable terms.
Of course with Government facilities it
should be a commereial proposition, but at
times that is a secondary consideration. What
we in Albany have wanted for many years are
faciiities for the frozem lamb export trade.
I hoid no brief for the company that bas
taken over the cool store, but I have very
great respect for it. The Minister spoke
truly when he said that it had a hard row to
hoe. I am afraid it will be some time be-
fore that company is fairly on its feet, and
as there is & proposal for another eool store,
to start operations at the southern end of
the State, I welcome the Bill because, if an-
other company did start, it would mean the
failure of both, Under the Bill both the in-
duostry and the farmers will be well pro-
tected, and I cannot see that the measure
will do anything but good. The shipping
of refrigerated prodncts presents many real
difficalties, but there is still the tendency for
shipping to say that it will go to Fremantle,
in which event others perhaps may do the
same. When I was in New Sonth Wales, I
saw a vessel loading frozen lambs, and I
was surprised at the distance those lambs
had travelled before they reached the ship's
side. The port of Neweastle is hardly ever
used for overseas trade; jt all goes to Syd-
ney. The tendency there, too, is to have in-
land freezing works and abattoirs. This
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will come in Western Australia, but at the
present time it would be rather premature,
A multiplicity of such works, however, will
only cause difficulty and hinder tvade, T am
speaking as one who has had nearly 30 years'
experience as an exporter of frozen pro-
duets. I hope the House will agree to the
second reading.

Queslion put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etec.

Bill passed through Committee withoat de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Read a third time, and transmitted to the
Comneil,

BILL—PUBLIC BUILDINGS.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous sitting.

MR. MARSHALIL, (Murchison) [9.10]:
While I offer congratulations to the Govern-
ment on what might be said to be a sincere
effort to centralise the public offces, I can-
not whote-heartedly subscribe to the pro-
posals that have been submitted. The de-
centralisation of the public offices is a dis-
grace to us. I am doubtful whether anyone
ountside of those who must be constantly in
touch with the public offices would %uow
where to find one-half of them, sinee they
are so scattered from one end of the metro-
polilan area to the other. Morcover, many
of them are housed in most objectionable
buildings, objectionable from every point of
view. They do not lend themselves to effi-
ciency, nor does the eavironment render pos-
ciile good and intelligent service. 'This is a
subjeet that bas been discussed on many oc-
casions since I have heen o member of this
House. Whether the site proposed hy fhe
Government would be suitable for the strue-
ture the Government has in view, I am not
very sure, but I do not consider that the
present Treasury Buildings site is the most
appropriate. I do not think we should give
any consideration to preserving the building
as il stands at the moment. It wouli be
utterly impossible to lease it without
thoroughly reconditioning it.

Hon, C. G. Latham: Rehuilding it.

Mr. MARSHATLL: We could not recondi-
tion it to the extent that it would appeal to
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anyone who might desire tuv yunt offices in
that locality, and if we did so it would be
neeessary fo go to very considerable expense,

Hon. P, D. Ferguson: If it had to he re-
conditioned, we shonld reeondition it for our
WD purposes.

Mr. MARSHALL: That js so. I do not
know ol any more suitable position for Gov-
erninent offices, and theretore why should we
move from that loeality? I have no serious
nhjection to the site menilioned by the Pre-
mier when he introduced the Bill, but i do
not know why we should think of disposing
of the present site. It is really the most
emtral. I do not know why we should even
eppsider leaving it.  The most objectionahle
featnre of the Bill, to me, is the suggested
disposal of the sites referred to in the
Schedule. It would be a most unwise thing
te do.

Mr. Lambert: The Government ought
really’ to be buying land.

Mr. MARSHALL: "The Treasurer must
be aware of the fact that this State will, we
hope, one day carry not 150,000 people but
+500,000. The sites we posess now will then
be of immense value {0 posterity, and as we
are asking posterity to shoulder many of our
liabilitics of to-day, there is no reason why
we should not leave them something in the
nature of valunable city sites. If the Gov-
ernment desires Parliament to appropriate
funds for the purposc of erecting publie
buildings, we must have before us estimates
it detail, even to a penny, showing how it i
proposed to expend the money. I can see no
diffzrence  Dbetween the expenditure of re-
venue and the sale of Government assets.
Parliament should at least have a say in the
disposal of any of the State’s assets. While
I may be prepared to trust the present Gov-
crmment T am not unmindful of the faet—
though many years may elapse beforc that
happens—that the time will come when it
will not be ececupying the Treasury benches.
There are some Governments of which T
have had experience that T would not trust,
and if T am permitted to remain here T may
Liuve the same esperience in the future,

Mr. Thorn: In the near future.

AMr. MARSHALL: That is so. If, by
accident, the Opposition takes the Treasury
benches at the nest eleetion we will need to
have onr eyves open with regavd to Bills of
thie sort.

Mr. Thorn: There are a lot of Bill- that
we have to keep our eyes on.
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Mr. MARSHALL: I do not like support-
ing the second reading. 1 know that the time
is overdue when all Government departments
should be centred in one building, a strye-
ture that would lend itself to eongenial ¢ir-
cumstanees, and would ensure our getting
efficieney from eivil servants, and would re-
sult in considerable economy. I do not
agree, however, that we shonld part with
valuable sites to give effect to that most
worthy and desirable objective. I have not
vet decided whether to oppose or support
the secvud reading. I will wait to hear what
other members have to say. From all that
I have heard up fto date, however, I eannot
do anything but support the second read-
ing.

MR. LAMBERT VYilgarn-Coolgardie}
[9.17]: In speaking on the Address-in-reply
debate, T made a reference to the inade-
quangy of our public buildings, but I never
contemplated a Bill of this description.

Mr. Marshall; It was due to your sugges-
tion that the Bill was hrought down.

My, Thorn: Yes, vou are responsible.

Mr. LAMBERT: It ix beyond my imagi-
nation to contemplate a Government of this
country seeking authority from Parliament
to dispose of very valuable land in the
centre of the city of Perth. T am appalled
that this is all the public officers of this State
ean suggest in the way of making provision
for public offices.

Mr. Hegney: What about the Observatory
site?

Mr. LAMBERT: If T were permitted to
make some remarks aboui those who gave
away the site immediately adjacent to the
Observatory site for 2 secondary school
building, 1 should say in the first place that
it was probably one of the most unpardon-
able administrative sins ever commiited in
thig State, and I would have a lot more to
add.

Ar. Raphbacl: You ecould put the Perth
Town Hall there quite easily.

Mr. LAMBERT : So long as you were no’
there it would be quite all right.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon, member
must address the Chair.

Mr. LAMBERT : Surely there is spother
way out of this difficulty. I recognise the
problem of finaneing the building of central
administrative offices, but surely this Purlia-
ment and public opinion would never sanc-
tion the selling of these valnable sites. There
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e not foo many remaining. One member
utcrjected a moment ago about the Obser-
valory site, and I referred to the site iirmz-
diately adjacent to it, namely, that oecupied
by Hale School. It is a most deplorable eir-
cumstance that the Premier of the time gave
away that site, which will some day be very
valuable to Western Australia. In the first
place it is not s suitable position on which
to erect a secondary school, although I wounld
not snggest that Hale Sehool should not be
built rcasonably near to the eity. The sehool,
however, has no playground, and the scholars
have to use portion of King’s Park, a Class
“A" reserve, as a playground; otherwise the
present site would be of no use whatever.
That is known to hon. members. It is hard
to understand, however, exactly bow, without
the saerifice of public assets, we can finance
the erection of decent public buildings.
However, this is the least desirable of all
methods that could be suggested. The City
of Perth is not in the mest desirable position,
but it can never be altered. The city conld
never be extended across the river to any
great extent, and until the site of the central
railway system is changed it cannot be
established in the opposite direetion. I must
complain, Mr. Speaker, about the conversa-
tion which is taking place around me. If
members are going to carry on a eonversa-
tiom——

Mr., Hegney: We are not carrying on any
more conversation than "you carry on when
others are speaking.

Mr. LAMBERT: Well, it is a conversa-
tion I carry on, and not a gabble,

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LAMBERT: I hope that the Bilt will
be rejected. There is merit in the sugges-
tion that the money in the State Insurance
Trust Fund shonld be utilised for this pur-
pose. Sucecessive Parliaments have not al-
lowed the State to conduct insuranee where-
by we wonld probably have not had not a
little over £100,000 to-day, but the better
part of £1,000,000 or £2,000,000 to spend for
this or other purposes, but because there are
40 or 45 insuranee companies operafing.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member may
not diseuss insnrance companies under this
Bill.

Mr. LAMBERT:
the—

Mr, SPEAKER: It is not linked up with
the Bill at all.

It is linked up with
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Mr. LAMBERT: Whai I am saying is
linked up with the Insurance Trust, and if
that is not linked up with the insurance ¢com-
panies of this State, nothing else is. It is
vegrettable that this fund is not ten times as
great as it is. I hope the Bill will be de-
feated. In the Schedule almost every decent
block we have is included. The sites of the
publi¢ offices and the Perth Observatory are
included. Consider the outlook of a Gov-
cronment that wants to sell the noblest site
we bave overloocking the Gity of Perth. The
very suggestion that it should be sold leads
me to express the hope that it will not be
long before the Government realises its obli-
gations and the obligations of the Commeon-
wealth to conduet its own Observatory.
That is not & Ffanetion of the State, and
never has been.

The Premier: Would you sell the site Lo
the Commonwealth?

Mr. LAMBERT: Why? 1t is not a fit place
for an ohservatory. A guarter of a cenfury
ago it was reported as not being a suitsble
site for an observatory. The observatory
should be in the Darling Ranges, not on a
site overlooking the City of Perth. It is
only the cowardice of successive State Gov-
ernments that has prevented them from tell-
ing the Commonwealth Government that this
is no function of ours. I is written into the
Commonwealth Constitution that astronomi-
cal and observatory work is a funetion of the
Commonwealth Government.

Mr. North: Are you building a stone wall
around the Observatory site?

Mr. LAMBERT : That is not a site which
should be sold. The time will come when a
future generation will have to buy the site
of Hale School, when if will have to repos-
sess that site for the people of this country.
We may as well attempt to sell a portion of
King’s Park. That would be as justifiable.

Mr. Sleeman: Would you agree to lease it

Mr. LAMBERT : Neither fo lease nor to
sell. It is an unthinkable suggestion that
the site should be sold or leased. The same
eould be said of the Agricultural Bank site.
This land could never be repurchased except
at a most fabulous price. A better system
of finanecing this project would be such as
that which was adopted to finance the Gold-
fields Water Supply scheme at a cost of
£3,000,000.

The Premier interjected.

Mr. LAMBERT: It would be all right if
von had half the land of Perth, but you have
not half the land of Perth. You have only
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one central public oftice, only one Agrienl-
tural Bank, and one place in Murray-street.
I notice thai the land owned by the Railway
Department immediately adjoining the State
Trading Concerns ollice i~ not mentioned
here. I should like to know what avea of
land woe have purchased through the Land
Purchase Board, and where the woney has
gone that was obtained by the Land Disposal
Board. A return should he laid on the Table
of the money spent on acquiring land in
Western Australia, and where the money ac-
quired by the Lend Disposal Board has gone.

Member: Into the Manganese railway.

The Premier: It has gone iuto the loan ae-
count.

Mr. LAMBERT: That, too, | suggest, is
a subterfuge, hecanse if you are to buy land
in the first instance under the authonity of
the Public Works Act and then dispose of it
and carry the money into loan aceount, that
is a mere juggling with finance. Parliament
has the right to know ahout the dispesal of
any land, but I have never seen any retwrn
tabled as to the land disposed of by the
Land Disposal Board. The Premier might
be able to tell me,

Mr, SPEAKER: The Premier will be
quite out of order in discussing that phase
at all. The hon. member had  better get
hack to the Bill.

Mr. LAMBERT : That phase is closely re-
lated to the Bill.

Mr. SPEAXKER: I win very sorry that I
am unable to agree with the hon. member.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am definitely sorry to
find myself running distinetly counter to the
policy of the Government in this respect, but
we must ery a halt somewhere and a definite
halt must he made when the Government
seeks permission for boards and advisory
bodies to dispose, without the authority of
Parliament, of land that eould never again
be acquired. For that reason I shall vote
against the second reading of the Bill.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. . Willcock—
Geraldton—in reply) T0.31]: T tistened with
a good deal of interest to the discussion on
this Bill. Before dealing with the objee-
tions that have been raised, it might be ft-
ting if T onee again outlined the position
and the reasons that actuated the Govern-
ment in bringing forward this proposal for
the consideration of the House. Everybody
knows that the aecommodation at present
available at the Titles Office and the De-
partment of Agriculture is absolutely and
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totally inadequate.  For neny vears there
has been a erying need For an improvement
in the housing of those two departments,

Mr. North: Nearly all of them.

The PREMIER: 1 agree with the hon.
member. When I became Minister for Jns-
tice—in 1924, T think—the Titles Office wa=
approaching a state of congestion where it
could not adequately perform the duties for
which it was created. [ visited the office
on several oceasions and improvised mefhods
here and there to honse valwable documents.
Finally a stage was reached when il was
impossible to deal with those documents in
that boilding and we had to store them else-
where. Some weve taken to the Supreme
Court and some to other places. The busi-
ness that the Titles Office was suppozed to
carry out conld not be done with reasonable
expedition and in a businesslike manner.
There was a8 erying need for improvement.
As time has gone on. suceessive Treasurvers
have not heen able to find the requisite
moncy te make an improvement and the
inadequate method of dealing with valuable
documents has been allowed to reach an
almost impossible position. What applies
to the Titles Office applics to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, though in a far worse
degree. That department is admittedly
housed in an old wooden bnilding suseept-
ible to fire, and all sorts of valuable docu-
ments and records of experimenis carried
out are housed there. Officers are engaged
on research work and compiling all sorts of
data of great valuc to the people of the
State, and they are housed in a building
totally inadequate. The State should be
ashamed of the bmilding. T am.

Hon, P. D. Ferguson: We arve with yon
that far,

The PREMIER.: That heing =0, T think
the hon. member will he with me all the way.
It is all very well for members to say that
gsomething should be dome, but they have
been saying that for about 15 years. Wo
have all admitted that the present bhuilding
is inadequate and miserable and that some
improvement should he made. Representa-
tives of the Council of Scientific and Indus-
trial Research have stated definitely, “If you
had an up-to-date Department of Agricni-
ture, we would grant you financial assistance
and put highly paid offteials at your di:-
pozal.” But after looking at the miserable
building in which the department is housed,
thev smid, “If this iz the hest you can o,
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we shall wash our hands of granting any
assistance to Western Australin.”

Mr. Seward: You do not propose to put
that laboratory in those offices, do you?

The PREMIER : No, they would not agree
to the lahoratory being cstablished theve
and would not grant any assistance.

Mr. Seward: But you do not mean to put
it in the new building?

The PREMIER: Yes.

Mr. Seward: That seftles me.
against the Bill.

The PREMIER : The hon. member hears
something, and before he gives the matter
any consideration, he retorts, “That settles
me‘”

Mr. Seward: I have been frying to get
that information for four years and have
hitherto been unable to get it.

The PREMIER: 1T am not going to dis-
euss what the Government proposes to do
in eollaboration with the University regard-
ing laboratory work connected with the De-
partment of Agriculture. That matter will
be dealt with at the right time. This is not
the time to discuss all those irrelevaul mat-
ters. This is a different matter entirely.
Suffice it to say that some research work
eannot be carried out there. In the interests
of the science of agriculture_in this State,
on which to a great degree the productivity
of the State depends, we must provide
adequate facilities for ecarrying out such
work, The present aceommedation heing

I vote

totally and absolutely inadequate, what
are we pgoing to do? We have been
econsidering the matter for 15 years. Are

we going to do something, or are we going
to be content to say, ‘‘ Admittedly condi-
tions are bad, but we do not know what
to do and we shall have to give up the
iden of making any improvement.’’ That
ts what we have been doing for so many
Vears.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: The provision of
a sumitable building for the Department of
Agricalture is not dependent upon the sale
of the Treasury site.

The PREMIER: I do not say it is. The
hon. member might be with me by the time
I kave finiched. The Department of Agri-
culture is erying out for removal to suit-
able quarters.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Of course it is.

The PREMIER: Then what are we going
to do about it? What would any Govern-
ment do? e have all sorts of problems

2693

connected with the experditure of publie
money. If I made a list of all the requests
preferred by members and totalled them
up, we could spend £20,000,000 and spend
it well and perhaps profitably in the in-
terests of the State. But the trouble is
we have not got £20,000,000, but we have
got this rotten building for housing the
Department of Agrienlture. We must do

something to effect an improvement. We
have tried all sortx of expedients and
examined all sorts of methods. Successive

Treasurers have discussed the pros and
cons from every standpoint, and the insis-
tent demand for an alteration of existing
conditions continues. We investigated the
matter thoroughly to see what could be
done. Though certain matters are included
in thi« Bill, we are not necessarily wedded to
every item. T maintain that there is
merit in the measwre in that it proposes
to do something thut has heen cutside the
power of the (iovernment in the past. That
was the only reason for suggesting this
despernte remedy, ax the Teader of the
Opposition, I think, termed it. Research
work eannot be carried on in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture under existing con-
ditions. The officers of the department have
heen doing excellent work considering the
difficulties under which they labour, but
if they liad congenial surroundings with
all the apparatus of an up-to-date depart-
ment, I think it no exaggeration to say
that they could do work ten times as vala-
able in the interests of the State. The
Couneil of Seientifie and Tndustrial Re-
seareh is anxious and in faet more thanm
anxious to help us. Officers have heen sent
here to see what econld be done to give
Western .\ustralia the advantages that
would be conferred by the operations nf
that institution here. They have endeav-
oured to aseertain whether there was not
some way to provide the faeilities required
for research work, hnt when they have
looked at the Department of Agriculture
they have said in effect, “If that is all you
have to offer, good-bye.”” Tt is within the
bounds of probability that immense strides
will be made in research into the braxy-like
disease and into combating all the pests
that trouble the people of every agricul-
tural State. Are we to sit down and say
that those pests will come, and that we
have no place in which to deal with them
becanse we cannot afford it, and still go
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on in the same old way? Or should we
say, *‘We cannot afford to be any longer
without the assistance of this research de-
partment and must take advantage of
what its officers can do.’”’ The production
of the State could probably be increased
two or threefold within 10 or 15 years by
such research work, and are we to neglect
the opportunity becanse we might be doing
something not quite right in alienating the
freehold rights of some portion of the pub-
lic estate? The member for Yilgarn-Cool-
gardie (Mr. Lambert), in his usual style,
said all sorts of things, and then went out
without waiting to hear what might be said
in reply.

Fhe Minister for Agriculture: Where is
he now?

The PREMIER: I do not know; he is
not concerned. The problem that con-
fronted the (lovernment was whether to
erect a new building for the Department
of Agrviculture in another part of the city
and thereby perpetuate the evil that exists
at present. As the member for Murchi-
son expressed it, our publie buildings are
scattered all over the place, and a guide
would have to be engaged to conduct one
to all the offices unless one had a very ex-
tensive aequaintance with them. Are we
going to perpetuate that evil or do what
all countries have done—house the depart-
ments adequately in a central position in a
building that will be an architectural
adornment to the eity and a convenience
to the people, as well as providing hygienic
conditions for the staff and permitting effi-
cient control and supervision to be exer-
cised.

Mr. North interjecfed.

The PREMIER: We have to get some
seeurity for the £200,000 and there must be
some means to repay it. The Leader of the
Opposition said that surely we were not
broke, surely we could get the money. XNo,
we are not broke, but we have so many
things te do with the small amount of money
at our command. I am reminded of the re-
mark of Cecil Rhodes, “So much to do, so
little done.” That is our position in this
great State. T could imagine what would
oecur if we let the development of the hin-
terland go to rack and ruin and spent all
our money on public buildings in the city.
What a howl of indignation would be raised
throughout the country if such a policy were
adopted!  That is not the policy of the
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Government, It is our duty to develop the
country and assist the produetion of wealth,
which means that everybody to some extent
shares in the prosperily created. It would
be unthinkable to uvse all the loan money
for the provision of publie buildings in the
city arca. That will not be done. Yet we
are faced with the nced for providing im-
proved accommodation for public depart-
ments.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Not to the extent
that you muost sell everything yon have at
any price you can get.

The PREMIER: We need not sell every-
thing for this purpose. The Bill does not
propose an auction sale to dispose of every-
thing because we are stone-broke and in the
depths of despair and cannot get any
money,

Hon. C. G. Latham: You want to put the
measure on the statute-hook, and any incom-
ing Government can do what I suggest
might be done. No ome knows that better
than yon know it.

The PREMIER: God help Western Aus-
tralia if any Government would be so irre-
sponsible as to part with the public estate
at bargain prices!

Hon. C. G. Latham: I say it is an irre-
sponsible Goveroment that puts such a Bill
on the statute-book. .

The PREMIER: It iz all very well for
the hon. member to have his viewpoint. A
Government which has the vesponsibility of
carrying on the affairs of thisx State eannot
permit publie office accommodation to re-
main in its present condition, merely saying,
“We will go on as we are” This iz one of
the main problems of Western Australia,

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: You have chosen
the worst possible way of solving it.

The PREMTER: The solution that has
heen adopted for many years is to do noth-
ing. Ts that the right wav? Are we to con-
tinne to sit down doing nothing, or are we
to say, “There are expedients some of whose
principles we do not altogether agree with,
but certainly better than the existing policy
of doing nothing”?

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: I prefer the exist-
ing state of affairs to the sale of those pro-
perties.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The Government
conld have spent on office accommeodation
the £06,000 it sent oversea to pay for trolley
buses.



[15 Drcemszr, 1937.]

The PREMIER: The (iovermmnent has
comme to the conclusion that the wisest and
most economieal course is to begin with the
centralisation of the most important Gov-
ernment offices. The proposal which forms
the hasis of the Bill, as a commencement, is
that new accommodation should be provided
for the Titles Offices and the Department of
Agriculture. That accommodation would be
the first section of what should ultimately
be a building snfficiently large to accommo-
date the majority of the public offices. The
member for Irwin-Moore (Hon, P. D. Fer-
guson) says, “We will go that far with you.”
I think every hon. member is prepared to
do that, However, the difficulty is finance.
As the member for Murchison (Mr. Mar-
shall) says, with ecentralisation of public
offices it will be possible to effect savings in
staff. Moreover, it is confidently anticipated
that administration will bhe much more
efficient as well as more economical under
those circumstances. Most important of all,
the public convenience will be served to =a
much greater extent than it is at present,
and public business will be transacted with
ever 50 much greater expedition. The pro-
posed site, the land hetween the Christian
Brothers' College and Government House,
has been decried. There is nothing good in
the Bill, according to some hon. members;
even the site is bad. Because we move an
officc two or three hundred yards from its
present loeation, the site is no good, inas-
much as it involves two or three hundred
vards additional walk as compard with the
present site. Would it really be such a tre-
mendous inconvenience for people to walk
another couple of hundred yards to do busi-
ness at the Titles Office?

Hon. C. G. Latham: The population of
Perth has moved eastward.

The PREMIER: That is due largely to
the block of buildings in the way of the
population. Take the old Agrieultural Bank,
Can anyone assert that that is an edifice of
tremendoas historical interest and meriting
to be preserved for all time? If so, I ean-
not agree with that view. What is the size
of the block on which the Agricultural Bank
building is erected?

Mer. Lambert: What about the Barracks?
The Barracks possess no historieal interest.

The PREMIER: The Barracks have
served a useful purpose for many years.
Eventually, I suppose, they will have to be
shifted, in order that the perspective of Par-
liament House imnay be what it should be.
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The Barracks, like other antediluvian strue-
tures, will have to go on doing their duty
the best way they ean, though not in the
best way for the State. It bas bhcem sug-
gested that there js no need to crect new
offices, that it shounld be peossible to aceom-
modate all our public officials in the existing
Treasury block. It should be unnecessury
fo me to say that that aspect has been given
careful and mature eonsideration. If it is
50 obvious, surely any Government or any
set of Government officials asked to advise
would say, “What is wrong with the present
site?’ That aspect has been gone into fully.
The existing buildings cannot be altered ex-
cept at tremendous cost. There is the sug-
gestion that a couple of new storevs should
be put on the building. That, however,
would require cement supports and steel gir-
ders. The cost would be more than that of
erecting up-to-date offices on another site.
An alternative would be to demolisk the pre-
sent buildings and erect an entively new
structure. That would create tremendous ad-
ministrative diffienities. The officers en-
trusted with the making of a report ingaired
first of all whether the present Treasury
building could be improved. That is im-
possible, and therefore we have to look else-
where.

Mr Doney: What about pulling it down
and re-erecting it?

The PREMIER: That would cause im-
mense inconvenience, administratively speak-
ing. Withount costly additions, the building
would have such an ugly appearauce that
everybody would exelaim against it. We
thould ercct a building that would be an
architectural adornment to the city, and of
great value in the years to come. In many
capital cities publie offices are erected nn =2
frontage to the river which happens to he
near the capital eity. In my travels I have
noticed that public buildings are frequently
erected on a large open space opposite a river
frontage where such is available. Even at
the present time the city of Perth is beauti-
fied by the Capitol Theaire and two or three
other buildings in its vieinity. A iremen-
dous improvement has been effected there.
Public offices fronting the river would he

such an adormment to the city as cvery
member would be proud of. If we
set out to improve the Treasurv
building, the eost would bhe oreater

than that of a new huilding, besides which
the resalt wounld he nnsatistactory. The
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erection of a new building on the prescut site
is something we have not the money to do.
If it were so easy to do, successive Govern-
ments would not have waited to leave it to
be done now. It is not easy to do, and it has
not been done because money has not been
available.

Mr. Lambert: For the Goldflelds Water
Scheme £3,000,000 was borrowed on a 30-
years terin, and the money has been repail.
That is finance.

The PREMIER: It is something that bas
been done. But let the hon. member try to
finanee publie buildings in this city by
neglecting to provide facilities for which the
people are crying out, and then let him see
the eriticism he would bring on the Govern-
ment of the country. Let him tell the peapls
at Southern Cross, “As rvegards the problems
of the pests in this distriet we will do
nothing. Neither will we furnish additional
water supplies. But we will erect public
buildings in Perth.” How would he get on
then? He would not dare to put up such a
propusition in a country distriet.

Mr. Doney: If you sell the Treasury
site——

The PREMIER: I awm not assuming that
the Treasury site is to be sold at all,

Mr. Doney: You are making provision for
it in the Bill,

The PREMIER : A Government often gets
authority to do things that it does not ueces-
sarily want to do.

Hon, €. G. Latham: Youn are not going
to get authority for this.

The PREMIER: The hon. member has
made statements of that kind hefore, and
they have not proved eorrcet.

Mr, Doney: The peint is that the Bill
makes provision for the sale.

The PREMIER: The Bill provides for
something that may be done if a Government
has a desirable propesition te put uwp to
mewbers of this House. We arv uot rushing
in to bhold an auetion sale of these properties.

Hon. ¢. G. Latham: You will only he
there for 12 months, and then somebody plse
will come in,

The PREMIER: [ ¢an visnalise many
things that may be done in regard to public
offices.  An hon, member might say, “What
is wrong with the Town Hall?”" But we
woulit have no authority to meootinte with
the Perth City Counecil.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You ean always come
to Parlinment for aathorits,
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The PREMIER: There might be other
propositions so mueh to the public interest
that every member would arree to them. Be-
cause people think that nothing will he done
in that respect, they say nothing about it. I
want to dispel the notion that an anction sale
of these properties will be held.

Hon. C. G, Latham: DBut you
for it.

The PREMIER: There will be no auction
sale with upset prices. We have provided
that the conditions governing any sale shall
be something definite. Han. members sug-
gest that an irresponsible Government might
be veturned to office.

Hon, €. G. Latham: You know what cun
be done under the Bill,

The PREMIER: | know that no Govern-
ment would ever dare even to contemplate
the doing of any sueh thing,

Hon, C. G. Latham: It is surprising what
some Governments will do.

The PREMIER : The suggestion is ridien-
lous. Everybody knows it would not he doune,
However, if a sound rommercial proposition
can be put up to which the House would
agree, the Government would be quite right
in considering it, at all events.

Hon, €. G. Latham: Would the Govern-
ment bring down a Bill to get authority?

The PREMIER: The Government might
bring down propesals to Purliament. It
could not hasten to omplete all negotiations
in eonncction with such a matter. Anyway,
what would be wrong with it if we did
s0? All we have now is a block of land
in the centre of the ity on which is erected
a most unsuitable set of public buildings.
I will not say anything te deery the value,
because we may desire to lease the pro-
perty. If we conld get a sunitable publie
bunilding ereeted in which there would be
much better hygienic conditions for the staff,
which would be more conveniently situated
for the publie, and close to the eentre of the
city, would that not he an improvement, or
would Opposition members regard it as a
retrograde step?

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: It would all de-
pend upen the cost.

The PREMIER: Even if it cost a con-
siderable amount? Tf we could provide
accommodation to the extent of three times
as much as we have available now, and we
could secure that within 200 yards or so of
where the present Treasury Buildings arve
situated, wounld that not he an improvement?

provide
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We would still have the buildings and the
land on which those buildings are erected,
and we would have the administrative staff
housed under conditions that would repre-
sent a tremendous improvement.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson; Whether leased or
sold, it would still pay the Government to
utilise its real estate.

The PREMIER: We are not in husiness
for dealing in real estate. It is the fune-
tion of the Government adequately to house
the administrative staff, under conditions
that are satisfactory and convenient to the
public. I am not anxious to sell any of the
Government buildings.  If, however, some
advantageous offer were received that the
Government deemed it advisable to uceept,
why should we not take advantage of it, and
bring the proposal before Parliament? As
a matter of fact, I do not suppose the pre-
sent Government will be able to do any-
thing under this particular legislation. Tt
i5 not proposed to start selling Government
property within the next six or eight
months,

Mr. Thorn: You know you have made a
mistake, and it would be wise to drop the
Bill,

The PREMIER: Not at all.

Hon. C. G. Latham: If the Opposition
had been in office and had infrodoeed such
a Bill, you would have kept ns going for
a fortnight, and you know it.

The PREMIER: I do not propose to dis-
agree with what the Leader of the Opposi-
tion says regarding the powers of the Lab-
our Party to debate measures, but I con-
tend that if we are able to provide the
accommodation I suggest on the site pro-
posed, it will be a good deal. What is there
sacrosanct about the present huildings? The
member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie (Mr. Lam-
bert) suggested we should not have sold any
portion of the land in Perth. If that had
not heen done in the past, there would not
be any Perth at all to-day, but the capital
would be somewhere else. As a matier of
faet, principles of that sort ean he ecarried
too far.

Mr. Patrick: Even in country distriets
where land was sold, the Government has
had to buy land later on.

The PREMIER : And that would not have
been done had the Government not been in
a position to do so. As a matter of fact,
those concerned may have kept themselves
accommodation-poor for a hundred years,
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becanse they had not the funds at their dis-
posal to make the necessary change.

Mr. Patrviek: I would rather see the Gov-
ernment secure the benefit of the unearned
increment than someone else have that ad-
vantage.

The PREMIER: So would I. The Gov-
ernment, of which the Leader of the Op-
position was a member, disposed of part of
what was known as the old University site
to the Returned Soldiers’ League, with the
result that the remainder of the land is of
no use.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You know you do
not require any law to allow you to sell that
land. It was just ordinary Crown land, and
wins not a Class ““A” or Class “B” reserve,

The PREMIER: If we dispose of any
lend on which publie buildings are erected,
we do not desire to take that money into
revenue, but to put it back into publie build-
ings. It should be credited to a fund for
the purpose of erecting those buildings.
Take the Agrienltural Department, or the
Agricultural Bank. What advantage, from
an aesthetie, business, or any other stand-
point, attaches to the retention of those
buildings?

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: None whatever.

The PREMIER : The retention of the old
Agrieultural Bank building has held up the
commercial development of the eity to the
eastward. Tt would be a good thing if that
building were removed, and another erected
that would add to the eommercial dignity
of the city.

Hon. P. D). Ferguson: Quite right.

The PREMIER: T thought I would get
the hon. member with me to some extent.
Consideration was given to the possibility of
erceting additional storeys, but even 1f we
could make some extra provision in connec-
tion with the central block of Government
buildings, at some stage or other we would
have to move turther away. It will be im-
possible to house all the administrative staii
required during the next 50 years in that
particular block of bnildings. In viewiny
this matter we should take a peep into the
future, and I think that if the Government’s
proposal be agreed to, it will be applauded
by future generations. 71 realise that in
taking the step we must see to it that
we move wisely. The site proposed will give
ample accommodation for the extension of
publie buildings required for all time.

Mr. Doney: But that is a very long time.
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The PREMIER: The block is very large,
and will at any rate mect vequirements for
the next hundred years. It one travels
around the world, one will note thal in the
centre of nll big vities there are large open
spaces where the people can congregate. In
Rome. for instance, Mussolini has an open
space theee times as big as the one we pro-
pose, and he makes his specches there.

Mr. Styanés<: And opponents of Govern-
ments are generally shot i those open
spaces.

The PREMIER: That is quite correet.
Some members have suggested that the eity
will travel westward. For my part, I do not
think the commereial expansion of the eity
will travel any furthor west than PParliament
House, and T think the next trend will he
towards the cast. . Wherever one oes, one
notices that wheve there is a waterfront,
publie huilding= and commereial ecntres arve
apt to b loeated there. Tn wy opinion, that
is where the city will ultimately develop. T
am sure lhai one retarding factor in that
regard has been the Agrieultural Bank with
its dead space in the front. There are many
aspects favourable to the proposition, but I
am not specifically wedded to the proposal
that we must sell the land. We can lease
some of it with advantage. Those who have
read anything aboné the history of London
will know the record of leaschold transae-
tions there, Some people, for instanee,
leased land 200 vears ago, and ultimately
it reverted to their descendants, who found
themselves in possession of a tremendous
amount of eapitnl that had heen returned to
them.

Mr. Sleeman: Thaot is what we wunt here,

The PREMIER: If we conld get o sui-
ficient retnrn 1vom the leasing of land, we
might he able ta provide interest on the eost
of the erection of publie buildings, and that
would surelv he regarded as satisfactory. 1
¢an cile an instanee in my own home town
of Geraldton where, upwards of 20 vears
ago, a hlock of land was leased with the
right to erect n huildine thereon. At the
end of the period the owners of the pro-
perty found themselves in possession of a
magunificent hotel that had been built on
their hlock, and jt cost them nothing at all.

Mr. Sleeman: We conld do the same.

The PREMIER: Tt will he recognised
that there are several alternatives in the
Bill. Should a partienlarly advantageous
offer he received that Parliament might
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ngree to, it ean be brought beture members,
who c¢an take the responsibility for arviving
at a decision.  Then again, the property
might be leased under such conditions that
wonld enable the return te pay iunlerest on
the eost of the crection of puldie huildings.
It that happened, we would be so much the
hetter ofl. However, Parliament will be con-
~ulted  regarding  any  sueh  transactions,
There will e ne hole-in-the-corner mnethod
about it, and even il properties ure to he
sold, they will be sold@ under rublic contraet
or at public auetion. I eertainly am not
anxious to get power fo sell the publie es-
tate. T want Parliament to he consulied so
as to allow members to aceept their respon-
sibility. If we eould wake a better deal by
leasing land for 99 years, I would not mind
doing that. From what I have been able to
note of the progress of Sydney and Mel-
bourne, those eities are rebuilt every 30 or
40 years. Sydney is entirely different from
what it was when I was a boy, and, apart
from Parliament House and the Government
offives, there is havrdly any commereial baild-
ing T recognise.

Hon. C. . Latham: Their Parliament
House is nothing to speak about.

The PREMIER: If there is one standing
disgrace to New South Wales, it is its Par-
liament House.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And they are buving
up the most expensive land.

The PREMIER: Ouy valuable land will
he sufficient for many years to come.

Hon. C. G. Latham: This Bill is the most
atrocions thing ever introduced into this
Parliament.

The PREMIER: Parliament has lhad to
reproach itself, and successive Governments,
for not doing something in regard to this
projeet. Are we to =it idly by and de
nothing? Only a few weeks ago every mem-
her in the House was elamouring that we
should do something like this very thing, but
no member suggested any method of
financing the scheme, exeept from lean
fund. We are not prepared to accept that
poliey. What would the people of the Great
Southern say if we were to borrow £300,000
or £400,000 for public buildings in Perth?
They would say, “Look at the expenditure
eoing on in the city while we have not so
much as a water supply.” The Government
wonld not be so foolish as to attempt to
initiate a poliey of that kind. In each sue-
cessive year there is less loan money avail-
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able to us as a State. I hope the Bill will
provide a means for spending some loan
money without depriving of their share of
the money those who are dependent on us
for work. Some members seem to regard the
proposals contsined in the Bill rank
heresy. However, from a financial stand-
point, the proposals are worthy of the
approval of the Houmse. Despite what the
Leader of the Opposition said, we cannot
provide for hospitals under this Bill. I do
not wish to diseuss the Bill any longer. The
proposal contained in it is one under which
we can at least make some progress. One of
the last eventualities that will be undertaken
under this measure will be the selling of our
publie lands. But we shall have to lease
them if we erect public buildings elsewhere,
and if we do lease them we can take the
money we receive from the lease to pay in-
terest on the cost of new construction. Mem-
bers can amend the Bill if they wish to do
s0, but for goodness sake let us get rid of
our lassitnde and do something in accordance
with the desires of the people of the Stafe.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. . .. .. 26
Noes .. .. - .. 15
Majority for .. oo 11
AYEs.
Mr. Boyle Mr, Raphael
Mmr. Coverley Mr. Redoreda
Mr. Crona Mr. Shearn
My, Doust Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Fox Mr. ¥, C. L. Smith
Mr. Hawke Mr. Btyants
Mr. Hegney Mr. Tonkin
Miss Holmsan Mr. Troy
Mr., Marshall Mr. Willcock
Mr, Mlillington Mr. Wise
Mr, Munste Mr. Withers
Mr. North Mr. Wilson
Mr. Nulzen (Teller.)
Mr. Patrick
‘Noxa.
Mrsa. Cardell-Oliver Mr, Sampson
Mr. Ferguscn Mr. Seward
Mr. Hill Mr, Thorn
Mr. Hughes Mr. Warner
Mr. Lambert Mr. Watts
Mr. Latham Mr. Welah
Mr. Manhan Mr. Doney
Mr. Mclarty (Telicr.)

Question thus passed,

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Hegney in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.
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Clause 2—Appointment of Advisory Com-
mittee:

Hon. P. D, FERGUSON: 1
amendment—

That in line 1 of paragraph (a) the words

‘fgale and/or’’ be struek out.
It would be criminal on the part of Par-
liament to allow the Government to sell the
land mentioned in the Schedule. What 1 am
after is to get into the Bill the principle that
the Government shall nat have the right to
sell the land, but shall merely have power to
lezse it.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: I will support the
amendment; indeed I would have moved it
if the hon. member had not done so. 1 do
not mind the Government having power to
lease the land, say up to 50 years, but T am
not prepared to grant the right to sell
these valuable blocks, As the Leader of the
Opposition frequently says, I do not mind
the present Minister being there, but the time
may eome when the present Minister will not
be there. I trust the Committee will agree to
the amendment.

Mr, CROSS: This clause merely gives
power to the advisory committer to advise
the Governor as to the sale or leasing of
public land. Tf membeors opposite wish to
strike out the power of sale they can do it
in a later clause. The amendment will pre-
vent the advisory committee from giving the
Governor adviee,

My. Marshaill: The Government will not
want any advice on that point,

Mr. CROSS: Some people are opposed to
having any advice tendered to them.

Mr. SLEEMAN: It would be ridienlous
to leave in the word “sale,” if we are going
to strike out the power to sell. Are we go-
ing to ask the committee to report on the
sale of those blocks when we have no inten-
tion of allowing them to be sold? If the
words were left in, it would be an indieation
to the Committee that these blocks might
perhaps be sold.

Mr. LAMBERT: I support the amend-
ment. The words are unnecessary if power
is not going to be given to the Government
to sell these blocks.

The PREMIER: I oppose the amendment,
It is not the intention of the Government to
put this land np for sale at bargain prices.
Possibly some advantageous offer may be
made to which every member wounld agree.
If members will permit the Government only
to lease these blocks, the Government would

nmove Aan
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then have to come down to Parliament with
another Bill io anthorise any sale that might
be effected. For the Committee to disallow
any investigations or any offers to be sub-
mitted, or the land to be dealt with in any
other way except as a leasing proposition,
would bhe to stultify itself. The Govern-
ment should have the right fo go into any
proposition that is made. Should the publie
offices be shifted, what is going to happen to
the land if ne one will make an offer for
it?

Mr. Hughes: What is to prevent the Gov-
ernment from getting adviee from a group
of civil servants, Bill or no Bill%

The PREMIER : The Committee would be
well advised to leave this clause as printed,
so that any offer at all ean be dealt with.

Mr. RODOREDA: The Premier’s argu-
ments are not convineing., If we pass this
amendment it will only take away from the
Committee power to advise concerning a
sale. That will not prevent anyone from
making an offer of purchase.

The Premier: We want the Committee to
be the intervening body. We do not want
to have the direet approach,

Mr., RODOREDA: I see no sense in that.
Why cannot intending buyers go direet to
the Government?

Mr. SLEEMAXN: The Premier says he is
agreeable to the sale of some of the land,
and that it way be necessary fo dispose of it.
Those who are opposed to the sale of these
blocks eannot possibly vote in favour of the
retention of these words.

Mr. MeDONALD: The proposal to make
some survey of the city with the idea of cen-
tralising certain Government offices, and ve-
building others that are inadequately housed
is something which deserves approval, but T
am opposed to the sale of certain of our
Government blocks.

The Premier: What about those which
should he sold, such as the Agrienltural Bank
premises?

Mr. MeDONALD: On the second reading
T should have expressed my opposition to
any hlocks heing sold without reference to
Parliament. Bills eome down each year ex-
elnding from forest reserves ecomparatively
small sections of land. Nevertheless the ap-
proval of Parliament has to be sought for
such lands to be alienated from the Crown.
Government lands in the metropolitan area
are of preat potential value. I will support
the amendment so that Parliament may de-

[ASSEMBLY.]

cide whether or not these blocks should be
alienated from the Crown.

Mr. LAMBERT: It would be deplorable
to allow any ecommittec to advise upon the
sale of our public estates.

The Premier: Your idea is that we are not
to sell any land?

Mr. LAMBERT: I would not sell a foat
of the publi¢c estate. The man who has any
conception of selling public estates would be
prepared to sell other things.

Mr. HUGHES: What is fo prevent the
Government from ecalling together a group
of five civil servants, and ohtaining recom-
mendations from them as to the sale or lease
of any particular part of the public estate,
and of the anthority of Parliament then be-
ing sought fo effect such sale or lease?

Mr, Lambert;: The sale of Parlinment
House might be recommended.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, and T would be will-
ing to allow some of the members to go with
it. If it was thought desirable to sell any
part of the public estate, permission counld
be songht by means of a Bill. If we sold
any of this land to-day future citizens would
have to buy it back at a greatly enhanced
price.

Mr. CROSS: I cannot see why the Com-
mittee should not have the right to give ad-
vice on this question. The State Govern-
ment may own blocks of land that are quite
unsnitable for any Government purpose, and
it may be very desirable bo sell them. A Bil)
could then be brought down to authorise the
salo.

My, SHEARX: I agree with what bas
heen said by the mover of the amendment
and I am at & loss to understand why the
Premier should be so strenuously opposed
to the suggested amendment. Surely ad-
vice will be taken by the Premier, and so
for that reason I cannot understand why
there should be any opposition to the
amendment.

Mr. WITHERS: One can hardly support
the clause as it stands, although I am not
opposed to selling some of the land men-
tioned in the schedule. The time is not yet
ripe for its sale. Personally, I think it
is dangerons to mention it in the Bill; I
consider the word ‘sale’’ should be elim-
inated. The time will come, I have nc
doubt, when one or two of the sites men-
tioned in the schedule will be disposed of
becanse I do not know that they will ever
be of any great value from the State’s
point of view,
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Mr. MARSHALL: The Committee should
take a broader view of what is likely to
happen. I disagree with those members
who, while the State is in its infaney, as
it is just now, foreecast what will or will
not happen in 50 years’ time. I have been
referring all along to the metropolis ana
not to country blecks that are oecasionally
sold by the (lovernment. What right has
anyone to say that the eity will not grow

.any more? If the railway is moved fur-
ther north, the land on which the railway
property now stands would be of immense
value.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: T remember when
the block on which Boans is now built was
sold for £36.

Mr, MARSHALL: I would never have
thonght that by looking at the hon. mem-
ber. Anyway, there we have an old man
who has watched the development of this
city. Let us look well shead. What o
deplorable state of affairs exists heeuuse
of the lack of foresirht on the part of those
who preceded us. ook at the widlh of
Hay-atreet! Every street in the eity ought
to have been made as wide as St. (leorge s-
terrace. The people of those days had all
the older cities on which they conld hnve
modelled Perth. Now it is proposed that
we sghall do something similay by dispos.
ing of the few remaining valuuble pro-
perties that we have. We must assume
that the eity will develep into a place of
great importance and that the property
now owned by the Government will in-
erease In valne. We eannot forceast what
will happen in 50 vears’ time.

The PREMIER: After all, we are deal-
ing with things as they are. Do we not
sell land in mining and agricultural towns
every week? Tt is the Government’s de-
liberate poliey to do so. T remember when
the member for Murvehison made an awtul
fuss beeause the Government would not sell
hlocks at Reedy.

Mr. Marshall: That was a differenl thine
entirely. You are making a statement and
you are getting yourself into deep water.
Ask the Minister for Lands about it. The
cause of all the trouble was the exorbi-
tant price you were asking for land there.
It was garotting.

The PREMIER: Everyone talks about
the ‘‘principle’” of getting rid of our pub-
lic estate, that we mnst never get rid of
the public estate. The hon. member i=
always talking about our getting into deht

and now that we propose to avoid getting
into debt over the publie buildings it is
suggested should be erected, he objeets to
the possibility of our making an advan-
tageous sale, Would he prefer that we
should keep on paying interest on the
money that would have to he borrowed for
the buildings? We are selling valuable
blocks of land all over the country every
day and every week. Some members do
not eonsider the intrinsic value of any pro-
posal but merely discuss the ‘‘principle”
of getting rid of the public estate, and de-
clare it to be wrong.

Mr. Lambert: Tt was written infto the
Labour platform years ago.

The PREMIER: And it was written out
again. I bave never heard any nember
protest against selling town or snburban
lots or agriealtural land or anything of
that kind. We are doing it daily.

My, SLEEMAXN: I cannot understand
the P'remier making a comparison between
the town of Reedy sand the capital eity. I
remember the member for Murchison com-
ing down here very wrath bhecause a blind
womon bad been proseented for sgnatting
on & lease at Reedy. To compare Reedy
with Perth is utterly ridieulous. The Bill
provides for the disposal of the Observa-
tory site, the Agrieultural Bank site,
and the old cottage, wherever the old cot-
tage may be. I know the first two are very
valuable blocks and for the Premier to say
that becanse something happened at Reedy,
we are putting up this opposition, is really
too absurd.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do nol intend
to give the Government any authority to sell
any land. The few blocks that we have
left are Class *“A” and Class “B* veserves
and they have been reserved for one special
purpose, and noe Minister of the Crown has
any right to sell or lease any of those lands
without first coming to Parliament. That
was & very wise precaution to take and it
was taken so that the people should have
eonserved certain areas of Crown lands in
or around the eity. Now we have the Gov-
ernment asking us to give it or any other
succeeding Government the right to dispose
of the land. All that is to be dove is that
a committee shall investigate and report.
There is nothing said abonl the committec
reporting a second time. A report has to
be submitted once and then if the land is
not disposed of an the first occasion it may
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be sold by private treaty. There lies the
danger. So longy as I am here, T shall not
he a party to disposing of the hirthright of
the people and T will not allow any com-
mittee to do it either. I ean well imagine
what would have happened if we who are
now on this side of the House had attempted
to introduce legislation such as this. Why,
members opposite would have knocked the
House down rather than allow coven one
clause to go through. If the Premier wants
to dispose of any of this land by sale or
lease, let him ask for separate authority,
but he is not going to have wholesale anthor-
ity like this. T say I am right in this ease,
even thongh I may be in the minority. Tf
this gide of the House had hrought down
a measure of this kind, what would have
happened?
The Premier: That does not matter,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: If we have to sell
land to provide Government offices, then we
have become bankrupt. The Government
has a perfeet right to borrow money fo
erect public buildings, hecause such build-
ings must prove remunerative. et the Pre-
mier tell us who is going to lease these
places, and he will then have na trouble.
If T were the Premier in this Hounse, fol-
lowing this Government——. The member
for Northam ean giggle, bnt the member for
Northam does not take things seriously in
this House. He never has taken them seri-
ously. He never takes anything =ecviously
until the member for Fast Perth gets up to
speak. He does not realise s responsibi-
lity.

The CHAIRMAXN : Order!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: 1 vepeat that if
I were Premier I would not want my Gov-
ernment to have power to dispose of lamd
in this way. I did not intend to speak on
this matter, but when the member for Nor-
tham giggles at my remarks——

Mr. Withers: That was only in reference
fo your statenmient about being Premier. You
weare anticipating.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T have a perfeat
right to

The CHAIRMAN: | ask the hon. mem-
Ler to respect the Chair.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : [ am respecting the
Chair. T will speak as long as I like, pro-
vided my remarks are relevant to the Bill.

Mr. Marshall: You eammot defy the
Chair.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I am not defying
the Chatr. If yon were Chairman, I would
oher you too,

Mr. Marshall: You had better not defy
me.

Hou. C. G. LATHAM: There is no justi-
fieation for putting on the statute-book a
law to give the Government this power,

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: The Premier
put up a long and precious argument in
endeavouring to prove to some of the farmer
members on this side of the House that they
could not get facilitics for the Agricultural
Department to carry out its work unmless he
seenred permission to sell certain Jands.
Nothing is further from the truth,

The Premier: Nothing has been done to
improve the position otherwise, anyway.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: There is no
justifieation for the suggestion that facilities
for the departments requiring them badly
cannot he provided unpless the permission
sought in this Bill te dispose of certain
lands is granted.

The Premier: If we do as other people
have done in the past, nothing will be done
to provide those facilities.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: That is not the
right attitude for the Premier to take. Let
us bo guided by the majorvity in this Homse.
The Honse has decided that the second read-
ing shonld be earried. Now T ask the House
to decide that nmo Government should ever
bave the right to dispose of this land, bui
should only have the right to lease it.

Amendment puf, and a division taken

with the following result :—
Ayes
Noes

25
. .. 16
Majority for .. 9

AYES, -

Mr. Boyle | Me Rodoreds
Mrs. Cardell-Oliver Mr, Sampson

Mr. Ferguson Mr. Seward

Mr. Hill l Mr. Shearn

Mr. Hughes . Mr. Sieeman

Mr. Lambert Mr. Styons

Mr. Lathsm i Mr. Tharn

Mr., Mann Mr. Warner

Mr. Marsball Mr. Wacts

Mr. MceDonald Mr. Welsh

Mr. MeLarty Mr. Withers

Mr. North Mr, Doney

Mr. Patrick {Teller)
Nozs,

Mr. Coverley Mr, Nulsen

Mr. Croas Mr. Raphael

Mr. Doust Mr. F. 0. L. Smith

Mr. Fox Mr. Tonkin

Mr. Hawkas Mr. Troy

Miss Holmap Mr, Willeork

Mr, Millington Ar. Wise

Mr., Munsie Me. Wilson

i Teller.}
Amendment thus passed,
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Clause 3—Committee to advise:

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 2 the words ‘“or may of itz own
motion’? be struck out.
Whatever powers we might desire to give
to this committee, surely it should not aet
without the consent of the Governor.

Amendment put, and a divisten taken with
the following resuvlt:—

Ayes 18
Noes 22
Majority against 4
AYES,
Mr. Boyle Mr. North
Mrs, Cardell-Oliver Mr, Patrick
Mr. Fergusen Mr, Sampson
Mr. Hill Mr. Beward
, Mr. Hughses Mr. Thorn
Mr. Latham Mr. Warner
Mr, Mann Mr. Watts
Mr. MeDonald Mr. Welsh
Mr. McLarty Mr. Toney
(Teller.)
Nozes
Mr. Coverley Mr. Raphaet
Mr, Cross Mr. Rodoredn
Mr. Doust Mr. F. C. L. Smith
Mr. Fox Mr. F. C. L. Smith
Mr. Hawke Mr. Styants
Miss Holman Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Lambart Mr. Troy
Mr. Marahall Mr. Willcock
Mr. Millington Mr. Wise
Mr. Muonsle Mr. Withern
Mr. Nulgen Mr, Wilson
(Toller.)

Amendment thus negatived,
Hon. P. D. FERGUSON:
amendment—

That in line 4 the words “‘sale and/or’’ he
struek out,

I move an

Having deeided against giving power to sell,
there iz no need for retaining those words
in this clause.

Amendment put and passed: the eclanse.
as amended, agreed to.

Clause 4—Governor sell or lease
existing lands:

Hon. P. D. FERGUSOXN:
amendment—

That the words ‘“sell all or any of the lands
set out in the Schedule to this Aet, either by
public auction or private contraet, on such
terms and conditions as he may think fit, or
may?’ be struck out.

Those words deal with the selling of the
land.
Amendment put and passed.

may

I move an

Progress reported.
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BILLS (3)—RETURNED.

1, Housing Trust Aet Amendment.
2, Financial Emergency Tax Assessmeni
Act Amendment (No, 2).
3, Money Lenders Act Amendment.
Without amendment.

BILL—LOTTERIES (CONTROL) ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2).
Second Reading,

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hou. F. J. 8. Wise—QGascoyne) [11.23] in
moving the second reading said: This Bill
is to continue the Lotteriex Control A«t
which expires on the 31st Dee¢mber.  The
measure, ns introduced in another place by
the Chief Secretary, provided that the Aet
should be made permanent and that the
Commissioners shoull hold oflice for three
years. The Bill as presented to this Honse
is mevely n continoance measure, it hoving
been shorn of the other provisions it con-
tained on being introduced.  Five years have
clapsed sinee the Commission was constituted
with power to eonduct lotteries, and members
are fully aware of the operations of the
Conunission and the dishursement of the
money, which has heen reported to the
House al the conclusion of each of the
lottevies.  The veport= on each lotlery have
been subinitted with the report of the
Auditor General. [t is quite umieressary
for e to traverse the ground in justification
of the conlrol of lotteries in this State, As
is well known, we do not agree thal the
methad of eontrol laid down in the Act is
the one we would seleet. We prefer the
principle of State control along the lines
adopted in New South Wales. Thix Bill will
ratify the existing method of control. Tn
Commiittee I propose to move an amendiment
of which notice will be given. There is no
need to labour the question, and T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

On mction by Hon. . {i. Lathuwm, debate
adjourned.

BILL—PHARMACY AND POISONS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
S. W. Munsic—Hanaans} [11.26] in movine
the second reading said: 1 shall not detain
the House very long in moving the second
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reading of the Bill. [t has heen asked for
over the last cight years.
Mr. 1toney : By whom?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH.: By the
organisafion that controls the existing Aet.
During the last 18 months it has been asked
for by every organisation worth the name in
Western Ansiralia.

Mr. Thorn: And by quite o . of the

public, ton.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes
The Couniry Party, the Whentgrowers'
Tnion, the Country Women’s Organisation
—in fact 1 do not know of one organisation
that has not written requesting the passing
of the Bill. The present Act was placed on
the statute-book in 1710, or 27 years ago,
and there has not heen any amendnient sinee.
We asked the Pharmaceutieal Sociefy fo ad-
minister the Act on hehalf of the State, but
the measure has been out of date for the last
12 years. This is not fair tn the society, but
I am not considering the society only, he-
cause it is equally unfair to the people of
the State. Though the Bill contains a fair
number of clauses there are very few prin-
ciples involved. One of the main principles
will prevent in future the establishment of
any additional pharmacies by grocers or
large business concerns. The mea=ure, how-
aver, will not affect those already in exisi-
enee. The same thing will apply to Brown's
pharmaey and Jones's pharmacy that are in
existenee to-day. They will still he per-
mitted fo continae, much to my regret, hut
I have not introdueed into the measure mag-
ters that might prove eontroversial. Lf thoxe
people are desirous of selling, however, they
must sell to a pharmacentical ehemist. They
will not be permitted to self to an naquali-
tied man to carry on in the same way.
Those are two of the main principles of the
Bill. The measure will prevent the estab-
lishment in this State of automatic machines:
we are fortunate in that they have not heen
vstablished here up to date. They have heen
introdueed in other Australian States prior
to the passing there of amending legizlation
of this kind. I know that some people are
apprehensive as regards the commereial use
of poisons. That use will not be affected
except to this extent, that any person who
sells poison will, under the Bill, have to he-
come registered and pay a fee.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Will that apply to
road hoards?

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
if they sell poison. The fee will be B5s. an-
nually.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: What if they sell
poisons without making profit?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I am
not prepared to argue about that, but I will
sapply the information te the hon. member
in the Committee stage. My belief is that
under the Bill as drawn, 2 road board will
have to register so that it may be known who
buys poisons from it. That is only a fair
proposition. All the main poisons used in
industry will come under the Ninth Sehedule
to the Bill. They are exempted. Thus there
will be no obstacle other than the payment
of the registration fee and the keeping of a
register, the information contaived in which
will have to be supplied to the Pharmaceuti-
val Society. Anocther leading feature of the
Bill is to make it compulsory that when a
poison is sold the container must be Iabelled
“Poison.” Further, if there iz a known anti-
dote to the poison, the name of that antidote
must also be stated on the lahel. That is a
feature which has been asked for by a num-
her of organisations, not only for the pur-
pose of saving human life, but also for the
purpose of saving lives of stock. One other
important prineiple—important to me at all
events—relates to the training of appren-
tices. It gives the Pharmaceutical Counci!
the right to prevent a chemist from taking
an apprentice unless he hax the necessary
tavilities for fraining. That, again, I think
is the right attitude to adopt.

Mr. Raphael: What about preminms?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Thai
aspeet will he dealt with under regulations.
Premiums will he fixed at a low rate. At
present, any chemist in any circumstances
ean take an apprentice. We kiow the sor-
rowful result in some enses.  The Bill makes
it vompulsory for chemists to register an-
mially. That is because power is desired to
withdraw a license from a  chemist under
certain cireumstances. Tt will not bhe done
withont giving the chemist opportunity io
appeal.

Hon. P, D. Ferguson: Appeal to whom?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: To the
Minister. In no circamstances would I agree
to give any organisation the right fo take
away n man’s living unless the man had the
right of appeal to some quarter. Outside
the poinis I have mentioned, the Bill contains
merely details of amendments of the prinei-
pal et not affeeting important prineiples.
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It is astounding to uote the difference be-
tween a State which has enacted similar
legislation eight years ago and a State with-
out such legislation in point of aceidental
deaths from poisoning., I will take the cases
of Vietoria and Western Australia for last
year. Vietoria with n population of
1,855,699 last year had 44 accidental deaths
from poisoning, or one death in every 42,174
persons. Western Anstralia with a popula-
tion of 454,231 had 20 such deaths, or one
in every 22,711. Thus proportionately West-
ern Australia bad approximately 90 per
eent. more deaths from accidental poisoning.
I attribute the result in Vietoria chiefly to
the power to compel people who sell poison-
ous substances of any kind whatever to label
the container “Poison.” Western Australin
has not that power at present. T know of a
ease where arsenie and Paris green in the
same order were put into pnper bags, and
both bags Lurst on the way home amongst
other things. One member of the family
lost his life, and another member was seri-
ously ill for some considerable time. It is
seandalous to think that in a civilised com-
munity poisons can be sold under such eon-
ditions. Therefore it is time that the prin-
cipal Act was amended so as to give control
over containers and labels in  respect of
poisons. I do not wish to detain hon. mem-
bers any longer. My honest belief is that
Parliament will pass the Bill withont much
discussion. 1 am not wedded to cvery word
of the measore. If any member desires to
move a reasnnable amendment somewhere,
I shall offer no objeciion. However, it is
time we made an effort, in the interests of
the people to give a reasonable chance of
controlling the sale of poisons in Western
Ausgtralia. 1 move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T move—

That the debate be ndjourned wntil Tues-
day next.

Motion (adjonrnment) put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes .. - .. .. 14
Noes .. .. . .. 26
Majority against .. 12
AVES. _'
Mr. Bovla Mr. Patrick
Mrg, Cardell-Oliver Mr. Sampson
Mr. Frorguson Mr. Seward
Mr, Hill Mr. Thorn
Mr. Latbam Mr. Warner
Mr, Mann Mr. Watts
Mr. McLarty Mr. Daney

(Teller.)
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Noss.

Mr. Coverley Mr. Nulsen
Mr, Crosy 4 r. Ravhael
My, Doust Mr. Rodoreds
Mr. Fox Mr, Sleeman
Mr. Hawka i Mr. ¥ C. L. Smih
Mr. Hegney . Mr. Styants
Misg Holman Mr, Tookin
Mr., Hughes , Mr. froy
Mr., Lunwbert AMr. Welsh
Mr. Marshall Mr. Witlcock
Mr. McLarty Mr. Wise
Mr. Munsie Mr. Witherw
Mr. North Mr, Wilson

I (Teller.>

Motion thus negafived.

On motien by My, Thorn, dcebate ad-
Jjourned.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT (Neo. 1).

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT
{Hon. A. K. G. Hawke—Xortham) [11.45]
in moving the second reading said: Some
months ago the Government introdnced into
the Legislative Couneil a Bill to amend the
Industrial Arhitration Act. The Legislative
Couneil appointed a select committee to re-
port upon the Bill, as it also did with re-
gard to the Factories and Shops Aet
Amendment Bill. A a vesult of that re-
port, the Bill was drastically amended by
the Council. There are comparatively few
clauses lett in the Bill. Most of the import-
ant provisions in the original Bill have been
deleted in eonsequence of decisions made by
inembers of the Legislative Couneil. The
clauses now left in the Bill are not of any
considerable importance, most of them hav-
inz been framed for the purpose of en-
abling the processes of arbitration and con-
ciliation to work meore rapidly and more
smoothly. A majority of the members of
the Legislative Council were not sufficiently
content with the deletion of the main provi-
sions of the Bill as introduced originally,
for they included two or three obnoxious
provisions that it is not proposed to agrec
to. The Hill provides that the acvcounts of
unions must be properly audited once in
evary year by a duly qualified public ae-
countant and then be lodged with the Regis-
trar of the court within onc month of the
close of the financial year of the respective
unions. An endeavour is made in the Bill
to enable conciliation efforts to commence
sooner than is possible under Section 63 of
the Act as at present worded. Certain slight
additional powers are givien to the court un-
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der Clause 4 of the Bill. Angther elause in
the Bill aims tov inelude industrial agree-
ments as well as awards under Section 87
of the Aet. That section gives the conrt
power {o apoint boards of retference for cer-
t2in purposes. The Bill also provides that
ihie Conrt may be uppealed to in regard to
any determination of any board of refer-
ence appointed under Section 87 of the Aet.
Section 90 of the Act deals with the period
tor which the eourt may make an award,
ithe maximum period being three years.
That section deelares that the court may re-
view the provisions of an award and make
amendments at any fime after the expira-
tion of the first twelve months from the date
of the making of the award and after the
expirafion of any subsequent period of
twelve months.  In the past the court has
interpreted the section to mean that an
application to review and amend an award
¢an be made in the eleventh month of the
seccond year. Kither party may again go
before the eourt two months later. There-
fore, there is at present an absolute right
to obtain one amendment in each and every
year after the first. The Bill eontains a pro-
vision that, if passed, will make the interval
between each application not less than
twelve manths, subjeet to the proviso that
no application at all can be ade until after
the expiration of the first twelve months, In
Committee it is inlended to make an effort
to provide that the eourt may, when deliver-
ing an award, reserve hberty to any party
to apply to amend the award in regard to
matters to be spevifieally stated in the order
wranting sueh leave, and such order may
state the period of time, which may be
tess  than twelve mwonths, within which
an  application may  be made under
the order granted by the court. The
Bill proposes fo widen slightly the
jurisdiction  of  industrial  magistrates.
It also provides that the section in question
shall not apply to any counter-proposals or
counter-claims made by the parties. It is
obvious that this amendment is proposed
for the purpose of saving the considerable
amount of time that wonld have to be
taken up if the procedure set out in the
section had to be followed. The Bill aims
at adding to the functions of industrial
boards by giving them power to alter, vary
or amend an award. It also provides that
local boards may be constituted by the
<court. for the purpose of operating in a
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defined portion of the State only. The
proposed boards in the exercise of their
functions will be limited to matters aris-
ing in that poriion of the State mentioned
in the constitution of suen boards. Pro-
vision is made in the Bill for the publica-
tion of all awards and industrial agree-
ments in the ‘‘Industrial Gazette'’ as well
as in the ‘““Government Gazette.’’ This
will mean that an ‘‘Industrial Gazette’” as
well as the ‘‘Government Gazette’’ may be
produced for the purpose of proving an
award. The Bill proposes to repeal section
170 of the Aet and to insert a new section
in its place. The new section will differ
from the old because it will provide that a
majority of the parties, instead of all the
parties, on each side, may consent in writ-
ing to matters in dispute being heard and
determined by the President or the Con-
cilintion Commissioners as the case may
be. This section of the Aect enables the
President or the Commissioners to deal
with matters in dispute if ecalled upon to
do so by the parties concerned. As the
present section makes it necessavy for all
parties to consent to the Iresident or
Commissioners hearing or determining the
matters in digpute considerable difficutty
and delay are met with. The new provision
should work more quickly and smoothly be-
cause of a majority of the parties eon-
eerned being able to invoke the aid of the
President or the Commissioners. Tf is my
intention in Committee to move some
amendments to the Bill and alse to invite
members of the Committee to delete cer-
tain clauses which we regard a= being nb-
noxions. [ move—
That the Bill be now rend a second time,

On motion by Mr. Waltts, debate ad-
iourned.

House adjourned at 11,54 p.m.



