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conntry and with the money they obtained
purchased tractors.

Mr. Fathan: Quite possibly.

Mr, Hawke: The member for Canning is
puiting the Country Party members in the
shade.

Mr. Latham: Then let him go.

Mr, CROSS: I do not anticipate that the
Agricultural Bank will be closed down, be-
cause it is an institution essential for the
progress of the State.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!

Mr. CROSS: I hope the operations of
the Bank will be continned, and that the
Roval Commission’s drastie reflections upon
the trmstees will not be regarded too scri-
ously-by Parliament. Just prior fo the
Federa]l elections, in some of the Eastern
States certain prominent members of the
Country Party, in order o foster antagon-
fsm to the nationalisation of banking, held
up our Agricultural Bank as a wonderful
example; whereas everybody knows or
should know that it is not a trading bank
at all. I attended a public meeting in New
South Wales at which this Commission’s ve-
port was quoted as an example of what could
happen tunder nationalisation of banking.
But, as I say, it is gencrally known thatl
the Agricultural Bank was never a trading
bank at all, but was a bank instituted to
finance development during the developmen-
tal stages of this State. T hope that the
Bank, as such, will continue to carry on.

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

House adjourned at 9.2 p.m.
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and read pravers.

QUESTION—WHEAT.
Agricullural Bank Holdings.

Hon. A. THOMSON (for Hon. C. F.
Baxter) asked the Chief Seecretary: 1, What
quantities of wheat are held by the Agricul-
tural Bank on behalf of clients in—{a)
Western Aunstralian  Wheat Pool; (b)
Wheatgrowers’ Wheat Pool? 2, What
amount , per bushel has heen advanced on
those quantities?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
(a) Wheat Pool of W.A., 691,351 hushels;
(b) Union Wheat Pool of W.A, 297,467
bushels. 2, Wheat Pool of W.A.,, 2s. 5d.
less freight; Union Wheat Pool of W.A,,
1s. 8d., net.

MOTION—STATE TRANSPORT
CO-ORDINATION ACT,

To Disallow Reguwlation.

Nebate resumed frem the 14th Auwgust on
the -following motion by Hon, A. Thomson
(South-East) :—

That Regulatior 48, made under the State
Transport Co-ordination Act, 1933, as pub-
lished in the ‘‘Government Gazette’’ on the
16th Mareh, 1934, and laid on the Table of
the TTouse on the 7th August, 1934, be and is
hereby disallowed.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W. H. Witron—West) [4.35]: The argu-
ment advanced for the disallowanee of the
regulation was mainly that appellants wonld
be compelled to come to Perth in order to
have their appeals heard. Tt is considered
that the appeals shonld he heard by the one
magistrate, heeause it is desirable that there
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should be uniformity in the decisions arrived
at. I am in a position to say to-day that
there is probably no need for any further
discussion of the matter, which has been the
subject of negotiations between the parties
concerned, and as a result an agreement has
been arrived at, though it has not yet been
finnlised. By that I mean that all the signa-
tures have not so far been obtained, but [
understand there is no doubt that, in the
next day or two, the agreement will be
definitely finalised. That will obviate the
necessity for any further action by this
House.

Hon. G. W, Miles: What is the agreement?

The HONORARY MINISTER: The ap-
pellants are applying to withdraw their
appeals and arve being given an extension of
time to operate on the routes applied for
previcusly, I believe that in every instanee
they are satisfied. The reason why the agree-
ment has not been finalised is that it has
been necessary to forward the doeument
through the solicitors of the appellants, and
there has been some delay in getting the
signatures.

Fon, G. W. Miles: What extension has
been granted?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Until the
end of the year.

HON, A, THOMSON (South-East—in
reply) [4.38]: 1 hope the House will insist
on the disallowance of the regulation. It is
true that an agreement has been reached, but
it has been reached in a manner that has
placed the men desirous of appealing in a
vory difficult position. Tn future it may he
necessary for someone to appeal against
a decision of the board, and in my opinion
we should still give an appellant the right
to nppeal to a loeal magiztrate, There are
12 magistrates in the Siate. Tt may be de-
sirable to have uniformity in the decisions,
but that, in effect, means that the Transport
Board desire that only one magistraie shail
hear appeals, and if he decides against
Smith, other carrviers such as Brown, Ron-
inson and Jones may as well stay at home
and not submit their appeals. It would be
in the interests of country districts and of
those people who have built up businesses
in accordance with the law of the land if
a local magistrate with a knowledge of local
conditions were enabled to hear appeals.
T take strong exception to requiring country
appellants to come to the city to have their
appeals heard. [ know of three carriers
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who were desirous of appealing and who
toolc steps to appeal through local solicitors,
but they have been held up because the
regulation under discussion provided that
all appeals must be heard in Perth. 1 wont
members to realise that the regulation will
place a country resident in a diffienlt pesi-
tion. Such a man might be in Perth once
or twice a week, but he cannot go to the
court the moment he arrives and leave just
when he desires. Ie might have to miss
a trip and waste a considerable amnount of
time before getting a hearing. It was the
iutention of the measure that appeals should
be heard in the nearvest court. T the Gov-
ernment had intimatell that all appeals
must be heard by a magistrate in Perth, I
am sure this House would not have agreed
to the proposal. The average carrier is not
in a pesition to pay the expense of bring-
ing witnesses to Perth. It has heen calcu-
lated that to bring the necessary witnesses
to Perth would cost approximately £80, and
the average carrier is not in & position to
find that amount. I hope the Transport
Board will administer the Aet in the eoun-
try as they have done in the city. The
Commissioner of Railways, in his report,
pointed out that the Transport Board had
determined and fixed the fares to be charged
by the buses and taxis operating in the
metropolitan area. So far as I ean learn,
not a bus or a taxi has been refused a re-
newal of license, When we come to the
country, however, where men have huilt up
businesses strictly in accordance with the
law, they have been told that their licenses
would not be renewed. The Honorary Min-
ister said there was no need to carry the
motion hecause, after negotiations, an
agreement had been arrived at. Let me tell
members how the agreement was arrived at.
A carrier in the Katanning district tele-
phoned me recently and asked what advice
T could give him as to the course of action
he should pursne. He said, “The Transport
Board have refused to renew my license
after the end of September and my appeal

will not be heard by that time. TIf one
may judge by indications, my license
will not be renewed, and T still owe

on my motor truck the sum of £200.
If T cannot carry on my husiness afier the
end of September, T shall be in the unhappx»
position of having to return my truck to the
company from whom T purchased it and of
losing whatever T have paid on it. On the
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other hand, the Transport Board offer me,
provided T withdraw my appeal”—T want
han. members to notice that last phrase—
“an extension of time fo the end of the year,
wken I must go off the road.”™ That is the
agreement which has been entered into; and
it savours of compulsion such as, I feel sure,
neither the Government nor the House ever
aniwipated. There is the alternative, The
mar has withdrawn his appeal because by
carrving on until the end of the year he will
be enabled to pay for his truck and have
something left over. I was desirous of
merely having Rerulation 48 altered, but un-
fortanately there is no power to do that.
The rejection of Regulation 48 will affect
other regulations, but there is nothing to pre-
vent the Transport Board from submitting
those other vegulations afresh. If the objec-
tionable regulation is dropped, T personally
shall offer no ohjection to the others. The
magistrate may travel if he so wishes, but
we want to be certain that he will travel.
The Transport Board’s attitude in refusing
to allow men to carry on until their appeals
have been heard seems to me unfair. The
Act definitely lays down that an appeal
should he heard by a resident magistrate. Tn
passing the measure the House never in-
tended that every truck owner operating in
the country should have to ecome to the ecity
in order to have an appeal heard. TE the
Honorary Minister will cast back his mind
to the diseussion on the measure, he will re-
call n sugeestion thak the appeal should be
to the Supreme Court, and that the con-
sensus of opinion was that that method would
be too costly for the individual. Aeccord-
ingly the House accepted a seclion of the
Vietorian Act allowing appeal from the deeci-
sion of the Transport Board to a court of
petty sessions or a resident magistrate. If
we do not disallow Hegulation 48, we auto-
matieally override our Act and compel every
truck owner living in the country to come
io Perth for the hearing of his appeal by the
magistrate. The regulation is unjustifiable,
and 1 hope the House will disallow it. It
is true that negotiations are taking place,
but their nature reminds me of the story of
a returned soldier who had been at work on
the Fremantle wharf driving a erane. He
was foreed off the wharf by moral suasion.
He had a ¢rowd around him threatening to
hit him on the jaw if he did not withdraw,
and though no actual violenece occurred he
was justified in considering that a regard
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for his personal safety should eause him to
withdraw. That case is almost parallel to
the aititude of the Transpert Board in com-
pelling truck owners to accept the board's
decision. If they aceept ii, they will by grace
of the board, and not by reason of the Act,
be enabled to carry on until the end of De-
cember, though not later. In addition, in
order to carry on until the end of the year
they must forfeit their right of appeal; and
to that I strongly objeet. T leave the matter
to the wisdom of the House. The board have
interpreted the Act in a way that I did not
anticipate for a moment. I thought the
board would adopt the same attitude to truck
owners in the country as to omnibus owners
in the metropolitan area. I thought they
would fix a charge for the carriage of goods,
which would have gone a long way towards
eliminating that eountry competition of which
the Railway Department have so much canse
to eomplain. In view of the whole position,
I must ask hon. members to disallow the
regulation.

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

Ayes 12
Noes 8
Majority for .. 4
AYES,
Hon, E, H. Augelo Hon. J. Nichol=son
Hon. L. B. Belton Hon. H. V, Piesse

Hon. C. G. Elliott
Hon. J. M. Macfarlane
Hon. W. J. Mann
Haon. R, G. Moore

Hon. A. Thomson
fHon. H. Tuckey
Hon. H. I. Yellang
Hon. 0. H. Wittenoom
(Tetler.)

NoOEs.

Hon. W_ H. Kitson

Hon. G. W. Miles

Hon, H. Seddon

Hon, H, 8. W. Parker
(Telter.y

Hon. [. Craig
Hon. J. M, Drew
Hon. G, Fraser
Hoa. J. J. Holmes

Question thus passed.

BILL—SOLDIER LAND SETTLEMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 1Sth September.

HON. A THOMSON (South-East)
[4.58]: I am afraid T sholl appear a< if in
opposition this afternoon.

The Honorary Minister: YWhy this after-
noon?

THon. A. THOMSON: Tloes the Honorary
Minister think T am permanently in Op[\oui-
tinn? Here we have 2 measure to ratify an
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agreement between the Comumonwealth and
the Australian States in relation to soldier
settlement. In moving the second reading
the Chief Seeretarv dealt extensively with
what is known as Mr. Justice Pike’s report.
1 have tried to obtain a copy of that report
in order to ascertain whether Western Aus-
tralia had received equitable treatment from
Mr. Justice Pike. Unfortunately the report
is not available, and L s =omewhat in the
dark as to the reason why the learned judge
granted Western Austialia a comparatively
small allowance. The Federal Government
have derived considerable finaneial benefit
from Western Australia by virtue of the
fact that this State bas had a much larger
adult male population than any of the other
States, Tf hon. members will cast their
minds hack to the early days of the war,
when My, Gardiner was Treasurer of West-
ern Ausiralia, they will recall that he had a
vital discussion with the then TFederal
Treasurer, Mr, Watt, on that aspeet. Mr.
Gardiner urged that in the matter of enlist-
ment this State had, on a percentage hasis,
done more than any other Stater At that
stage the Commonwealth proposed to deduct
the 25s. per eapita payment which was heing
made at that time, and it was owing to the
strenuons fight put up by Mr. Gardiner, that
ultimately the Commonwenith Government
agreed to allow us to have the amount to
which we were entitled for the men who had
enlisted. 1 noticed in a recent Press report
of the Returned Soldiers’ Conference that
§,000 soldiers had gone on the land, and that
to-day on the Agricultural Bank there are
only 2,000 left. T am not going to say that
the other 3,000 have left their holdings. No
doubt many of them met their commitments
to the Agricultural Bank and transferred to
the Associated Banks. But the point I should
like to have discussed is whether Western Aus-
tralia is receiving the equitable treatment we
are entitled to. The Chief Seeretary when in-
trodueing the Bill said that he had no doubt
it the inquiry by Justice Pike had iaken
place at the present time we would have re-
ceived greater consideration. We have quite
a number of problems here as far as the
returned soldier settlements are concerned.
Many blocks were purchased and the price
paid was thought to be sufficiently reason-
able to allow the soldier settler to carry on.
Unfortunately owing to the slump which has
taken place many who are on repurchased
estates nre confronted with a difficult posi-
tion. The Government therefore should not
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be asked to benr the whole or a substantial
proportion of the loss sustained. 1 notice
that the agreement which constitutes the
schedule to the Bill has been signed, and
I do not know what the position would be
if we in Western Australia refused to pass
the Bill. If we do not ratify the agree-
ment the Commonwealth Govermnent will
probably be justified in assuming that we
are satisfied and therefore are not entitled
to have the question re-opened. Still, it
seems to me that it might be wise to give
the squestion further consideration, As I
have already indieated, not having been able
to peruse a copy of Mr, Justice Pike’s re-
port, I am not in a position to say whe-
ther or not we are getting a fair deal.
But judging by the vemarks made at
the Returned Soldiers’ Conference this
week it seems as if there is considerable
amount of dissatisfaction in eonnection with
the land settlement policy. We should he in
a position to agk for the re-opening of the
question in the hope of getting better con-
sideration than the agreement proposes to
give us. Clause 3 provides that the Bill we
are considering shall be read with the Soldier
Land Settlement Act, 1926, and with the
Financial Agreement Act, 1928. I am given
to understand that the Soldier Settlement
Act, 1926, was never preclaimed, and there-
fore is not in existence. If members will
turn to page 3 of the Bill they will find that
the defintion of “dependant” reads peculiarly.
It says—

‘‘Depemdant '’ means a widow or mother or
child (ineluding an ex-nuptial ehild) of a de-
ceased member of the forces who was wholly
or in part dependent upon the earnings of or
upon the members of the forees at any time

during the period of 12 months prior to his be-
coming a member of the forees.

It seems that in the case of those soldiers
who married say within nine months or six
months prier to becoming members of the
forces or who married after their return,
if we take the interpretation of “dependant,”
the dependents can be debarred from deriv-
ing any benefits, T hope the Minister will
be able to inform me what will be our posi-
tion regarding the Bill if,we refuse to ratify
it. We find that the agreement has been
signed by all the Premiers of the States in-
terested in soldier land settlement. A small
amendment to the Financial Agreement is
made, but that I suppose was found neces-
sary. If it is at all possible to secnre a copy
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of Justice Pike’s repert, it should be placed
on the Table of the House so that members
might have the opportunity of perusing it,
and if necessary taking exception to it. At
Ppresent we are, in cffect, being asked to
accept Justice Pike’s findings in the dark.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon J. M.
Drew—Central—in reply) ([510]: 1 re-
gret very much I am not able to sup-
ply any further information +{to the
House. As a matter of fact no mat-
ter what information I might be able to
furnish, the Bill ¢could not be amended. The
agreement has been entered into between the
Commonwealth and the States. Mr. Justice
Pike was appointed to determine the losses
sustained by the different States in connec-
tion with soldier settlement. He assessed
those losses and the States agreed to abide
by his decision. That is the position, and
it eannot he altered.

Hon. A. Thomson: The trouble is that we
have never had an opportunity of judging
whether the report was right or wrong.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A copy
of the report if it were available, would
be verv interesting, bui it could not
affect the position of the Bill we are
now considering. If the Bill he rejected
it might mean the forfeiture of the conces-
sions made by Mr. Justice Pike. That would
he serious for us. I have given to the House
all the information that was supplied to me.
We had no alternative but to subm:t the Bill
for the approval of Parliament. All the
other States have agreed to a similar meas-
ure and we can do nothing else no matter
how we may feel in the matter. If we re-
Jeeted the Bill, where would we stand?

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Bill passed through Commitiee without
debate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILL—REDUCTION OF RENTS ACT
CONTINUANCE.

In Cemmitice.

Bill passed through (ommittee without
debate, reported without amendmeni and tha
report adopted.
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As to Third Reading.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W. H. Kitson—West) [5.16]: [ move-—
That the third reading of the Dill be made

an order of the day for the next sitting of
the Honse,

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Meiropolitan)
[3.17]: Will the Honorary Minister give an
assurance that the third reading will be
held over until the Financial Emergency Act
comes forward, so that all these emergency
measures may be dealt with at the one time?
[ think Mr. Holines referred to this matter
by interjection during the debate on one
of the uther Bills.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W. H. Kitson—West-—in reply) [3.18]: T
am not in a position to vive the assnrance
asked for, and do not think I should have
heen asked for it. These measuves are of
the utmost importance lo large numbers of
people who are entitled to know where they
stand.

Hon. J. Nicholson: But what about the
Financial Emergency Act?

The IHONORARY MINISTER: That
\\.-1ll come along in due course. It is neither
right nor fair that the Mouse should adopt

the attitude it is suggested shounid be adopted
of suspending these Bills.

Hon. G. W, Miles: They are in operation
until the end of the yvear.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Yes. IF
the House is not prepared to pass the Bills,
the puople who ave affected should be given
ample time in which to make othey arrange-
ments. 1t is highly desirable that these men.
sures should be dealt with as earlv as pos-
sible. ‘

The PRESIDENT: I would peoint out
that the debate has now closed, as the mover
of the motion las replied.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Mr. Nicholson has
spoken, and the Honorary Minister has also
done so.

The PRESIDENT: The maver of the
motion has replied, and consequently  the
debate is closed. )

@uestion put and passed,
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BILL—-TENANTS, PURCHASERS, AND
MORTGAGORS' RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[5.20]: The Bill comes within the eategory
of the financial emergency mensures. L
asking the Honorary Minister for an as-
surance as to postponing the third reading
of the Bill we have just dealt with, I felt
| was only pursuing the right eoursc. 1
regard all these Bills as being measures
that are inter-related. Suppose the Finan-
cial mergency Act were not continued!
We would find ourselves in a very unfair
position, one set of Rills having heen passed
by this Fouse before another very import-
ant measure, the Financial Emergency Act,
had also been passed. We should deal with
all these Bills as a whole. I hope that be-
ween now and the third reading stage of
the Bill that has just been passed through
Committee, the Honorary Minister will see
veason in the suggestion which has been
jmade. Tt is not made with the intention of
blocking the Bills, T bave already ex-
pressed the view that these measures should
receive farther consideration, and that in-
stead of merely continuing this type of le-
gislation we should review it. Mr. Seddon
has advanced the same argument, What
applies to the Mortgagees’ Rights Restric-
tion Aet Amendment Bill applies with equal
torce to this one. In dealing with this par-
tieular Bill, we must realise that the obliga-
tion is cast upon the tenapl or the persons
who come within the definition of tenant to
apply to the eourt for relief, whereas under
the Mortgaogees' Rights Restrieiion Aet
Amendment Bill the obligation is cast upon
the mortzngees to move the court to do cer-
tuin things. 1t is the person who is suffer-
ing who should in all these eases make the
motion hefore the cowrt. I hope the Hon-
orary Minister will see his way to mecting
the request thai we should deal with these
matters at the one time, after the Finan-
cial Emergency Act bas been dealt with.

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

[COUNGIL.]

BILL—ADMINISTRATION ACT (ES-
TATE AND SUCCESSION DUTIES)
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. H V. PIBSSE (South-East)
[5.28]: 1 intend to support the Bill. Lixe
Mr. Nichelson, I think it should be referred
to a select committee, preferably a joint
seleet committee. It eontains many points
which the average member as a layman can-
not deal with. It is purely a legal Bill. Evi-
dence should be furnished by trustee com-
panies, insuranee companies, lawyers, and
executors of wills. In my opinion that
would he of distinet advantage to members
in assisting them to reach a determination
on many of the elauses. When the Min-
ister in another place moved the second read-
ing of the Bill, he referred to life insurance
agents going around the country distriets,
inviting people Lo take out joint policies o
avoid the payment of probate duty. As man
old insurance agent, I must admit to having
written over £1,000,000 worth of insurance,
and one of the greatest advantages I had
in travelling vound the country areas was
the fact that I could offer people joint poli-
cies under which the payment of probate
duty could he avoided, and the amouni eov-
cred made available promptly. It is but just
and right that men who endeavour to pro-
tect their wives and families should be able
to make provision that would enable the
amount of the insurance ic be made avail-
able promptly after their death. Under the
joint policies, the money was made avaiable
on the production of the death certificate.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Made available under
the joinb policy to whichever party survived.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: Yes. The poliey
then became the ordinary simple one. The
main object I have in view is not the evasion
of the payment of probate duty, but the pay-
ment of the money as soon as possible, so
that there may be prompt settlement when
the man dies. The majority of men who
effect insurances wish to know that the money
will be made available promptly after their
death. I have one particular instance in
mind regarding a poliey I wrote for a man
who was 40 years of age. It took me three
years to persuade him to take out the poliey,
and two days hefore his death, he sent for
me and said, ¥When you insured me, you
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promised the money would be paid over on
the production of my death ceriificate.”’ 1
wrote to my company and before that man
was buried, £1,000, plus bonuses, had been
paid fo his widow. It is prompt husiness we
want, but under the Bill it will he necessary
to get the permission of the Coinmissioner of
Taxation before such money ean be paid out.
Hon. J. Nicholson: You must have the
Commissioner’s certificate of approval.
Hon. H. V. PIESSE: Yes. Business mnen
make provision for the payment of probhate
duty and nunder what are known as probate
policies, the duty is paid on those policies.
Promptitude is what is required regarding
such payments. I am not worrying about the
amount of probate duty payable on the aver-
age life poliey, but when we come to the con-
sideration of Clause 54 it will be noticed that
it affects small amounts that are essential for
people who have not a large proportion of
the world’s wealth to leave when they die.
Clause 21 provides that settlement under
which any trust can be crealed must be
registered with the Commissioner of Taxa-
tion within three months. That period is not
suficient. An executor may he appointed
and a trust created under a will. Thai
trusi must be vegistered within the three
months, otherwise it cannot he completed:
the life interest of, perhaps, a daughter,
will be null and void, and the estate will
go to other beneficiaries. 1 can speak of
sueh an instance personally because under
my father’s will he left a frust to my
sister. As I am the sole executor, I might
de a frandulent act for which 1 could hr
brought to book, but [ could conveniently
forget properly to deal with the trust, and
- the remaining heneficiaries in the estate
would gain correspondingly. There would
be no recourse for my sister at all. While
I do not pretend to have the knowledge of
a lawyer regarding such matters, T think
that clanse should be considered carefully.
Clause 40 provides for the refunding within
two vears of probate duty overpaid. Herve
again, as the execufor of several estates,
T rvealise careful attention is required for
this provision. I know of one instance
where 20 odd years ago a guarantee had
been given by a deceased person. The es-
tate was worth something in the viecinity of
£30,000, but the guarantee was for £356,000,
Twenty vears later, the institution holding
the guarantee lodged their claim. By
mutual arrangement, a compromise was
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effected under which £23,000 had to be
paid by the executor in satisfaction of the
guarantee. In that instance there was a
surplus of £5,000 capital on which the origi-
nal amount of probate had been paid. On
making applieation to the Commissioner of
Taxation for a refund, we found we had no
recourse whatever. 1 elaim that such cases
should be treated on their merits. In my
opinion, two years is not sufficient. for
that is a very short period in the admin-
istration of an estate. If a select commit-
Lee were to give consideration to the Bill,
evidence could be produced regarding io-
stanees such as T have referred to. and it
would cnuble members o reach a deeision
as to the fairness of some of the clauses.
The thanks of members are due to Mr.
Nicholson for the excellent speeech he de-
livered on the Bill tast evening, and for
the legal information he furnished. I feel
sure that if he moves to rvefer the Bill to a
joint select committee, his proposal will
have the unanimous support of members,

Hen, G. W, Miles: Why refer it to a
jeint seleet ecommittee?

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: The Bill must go
hack to the Legislative Assembly.

Hon. (. W. Miles: They have deait with
the Bill there,

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: Tt was stated in that
House that the Bill was a non-party one,
and it is an esseutial measure.

Hon. A, Thomson: The Government re-
fused to allow it to go to a seleet com-
mittee in another place.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: On many oceasions
the Assembly have altered their attitude
when resolutions have been senl to them
from this Chamber,

Hon. I. B. Bolton: But on very many
more oceasions they have not dome so.

Hon. H. V. PIESSE: Tf the Bill were re-
ferred to a joint select committee, it would
save a lot of discussion. It is essential
to pass this legislation in order to protect
the interests of Western Australia. That
was made clear in the instance quoted by
the Minister regarding Swan Brewery
shares and other dealings. The position
should be rectified in the interests of the
State. Clanse 54 requires returns fo be
furnished by life assurance companies, and
I propose to ask the House to amend it. Tt
requires returns to be furnished respeet-
ing payments of over £100 and I propose
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to ask members to inerease that amount to
£200. Most of the policies that will be
affected come under the industrial section
of insurance. Perhaps members do not
know how the industrial insurance section
operates.

Hon. H. Seddon: Don’t we!

Hop, H. V. PIESSE: Under that section
of insurance, payments of 1s., 25, or some
multiple, are made weekly to ecollectors
and in the aggregate the amount is not
great. It is a means of saving, and very
often the payments are made by wives
out of their housekeeping money for the pro-
tection of their children or husbands. By
that means, small amounts hecore available
for funeral expenses or for carrying on the
home. In my opinion, it would not be too
mueh to ask the Government to exempt poli-
cies up to £200 from the requirement to far-
nish returns to the Commissioner. As the
clanse stands, until the return is furnished,
payment of the money has to he delayed.
That is the point T wish to stress. The money
i3 supposed to be available promptly, and
we should avoid delays. If I had my way,
I would provide an exemption up to £300.
Section 61 of the Life Assurance Act
of 1889 makes provision for £200, and
I hope the Chief Secretary will agree
to my amendment. I have a further
amendment to the clause. If a person
should happen to be living in Western Aus-
tralia at the time of his death, he is regarded
as resident here, although he might be merely
on a visit. I shall ask members to agree to
the deletion of the reference to “resident.”
I hope the Chief Seeretary will agree to
that amendment, because without it hard-
ship will be occasioned. Then in Clause 55
I suggest that the amount of £100 should
be increased to £200. As for the share busi-
ness which Mr. Nicholson brought before us
last night, we ought to take warning and
guard the investment of capital in Western
Australia. We want to get as much eapital
as possible invested here, and if we make
it diffienli for people resident outside the
State, if they will have to pay double pro-
bate duty, naturally it will restrict their in-

vestment of capital in Western Australia. I

certainly think further evidence is reguired
hefore we definitely deal with this. I will
support the Bill, but also I will support Mr.
Nicholson if he moves that the Bill be re-
ferred to a Select committee.

[COUNCIL.}

HON. J. J. HOLMES (North) [5.47]:
This bas been rveferred to as a legal Bill, and
I think rightly so. To my mind a legal
training is necessary for the following of
its intricate clanses. To make amendments
here and there without the Bill having first
been submitied to a select committee who
would co-ordinate all amendments, would be
a mistake. If ever there has been before the
House a Bill that should go to a select eom-
mittee, it is this one. We have to thank Mr.
Nieholson for the enlightenment he afforded
us on the subjeet yesterday, and for having
showed the difficulties that exist and what
we have to guard against. I am not going
to say anything further on the legal aspect
of the Bill, for it is really too much for me;
but T propose to discuss it from the prac-
tical standpoint and show the effect a meas-
ure like this may have on the development
of the country and the investment of capital.
Surely if we are going to impose another
probate duty upon probate duties imposed
elsewhere, it must have the effect of limit-
ing the investment of capital in this State.
The worst feature of the whole thing is that
all Treasurers seem to be imbued with the
one idea of getting money out of profitable
employment into the Treasury. That is the
effect of all legislation such as this, to take
money out of profitable employment, where
it is being used for the development of the
country, and get it into the Treasury to be
spent, in° many instanees, recklessly. It
does not follow that when a man dies his
estate comes to an end. In many instances
it has fo be carried on. Yet we have the Fed-
eral Treasurer and the State Treasurer fleec-
ing such estates and invariably coming down
on the liquid assets, with the result that
there is no money left with which to carry
on the property. To illustrate what I mean
by extravagant expenditure: I think I am
within the mark in saying that during the
last five years, apart from what successive
Treasurers of this State have extracted from
the people in taxation, they have borrowed
and spent £15 millions of money; and
even assuming the money was borrowed
at 4 per cent, it has increased our
interest bill by £600,000 per annum. And,
fs the net result of the expenditure of that
15 millions, we find that the revenue has
fallen by at least 13 millions. So much
money has been taken from the taxpayers in
the onec instance, and borrowed in the other
instance, and the net result is a reduced rev-
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enne. 1 meet all classes of people in this
counlry and talk with them without respect
to persons, and T get much more sense out
of some of them than I do out of others.
Only the other day I was carrying on a dis-
cussion with a man of the same nationatiry
as Mr. Nicholson, a shearing expert who
had been travelling through the shearing
sheds as an extra overseer, to make sure
that the sheep were properly shorn and the
wool properly classified. As a result of his ex-
perience of the shearing sheds, he told me
that no encouragement was given the men in
those sheds to save anything for their old
age. They seemed to think the best thing
they could hope for was to rear a family
and zcquire a small cottage and perhaps
£1,000. But they argued that if they were
to save that £1,000, at the present rate of
interest it would be worth only £30 per
annum, and therefore they thought that,
while young enough to enjoy life, it was
hetter for them to spend the £1,000 and ulti-
mately come under the old age pension
scheme; beecause if they bad the £1,000 they
could not get the old age pension which
would be of greater value than the
interest on £1,000. So members will
see what is working in the minds of
the community, and that those people are
encouraged to spend instead of being encour-
aged to save. It is so apt an illustration
that I thought it worth repeating to the
House so that members might see exaectly
where we are getting to.

The Honorary Minister: Do youn suggest
the abolition of the old age pension?

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: No; I suggest that
we should encourage people to attain a posi-
tion in which they will not require the old
age pension. As for the necessity for the
Bill, I have seen it coming for years past
and have warned people that, sooner or later,
they would be unable to do what in the past
they have been doing within the four corners
of the cxisting Act. Here I should like to
clear up a misappreliension in JMr. Nichol-
son’s mind. When, the other day, the Chief
Secretary referred to the grip the legal frat-
crnity had of the Administration Aet, I re-
marked that some of them had a hetter grip
of that Aet than they had of the Constitu-
tion Act; and last night Mr. Nicholson im-
plied that I had been casting a reflection on
the legal fraternity. I did not mean any-
thing of the sort. It is merely that they have
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studied the Act and have rightly taken ad-
vantage of its provisions.

Hon, H. S. W. Parker: It is not the
lawyer, but the elient, who takes advaniage
of the Act.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Without express-
ing any opinion on the intricate clauses of
the Bill, I must say it scems to me clear
that, one probate having heen paid, an-
other prohate should net be payable soon
afterwards. T have very often noticed that
hushand and wife, when getting up in years,
frequently die within a short time of each
other. If, on the hushand dying first, pro-
bate has to be paid, and if it has to be paid
again when the wife dies a few months
later, the whole of the liquid assets will
have been consumed and there will be no-
thing left for the vounger generution to
earry on the business. I know of a conerete
inztance in this State: A man having two
sons, established the elder in the pastoral
industry, but that son died just as he was
wetting on his feet and the property passed
to the second son. The father had to find
the money for probate in the case of the
first son, and when shortly afterwards the
second son died, the father had to provide
probate again. It seems to me that in such
a2 ease, when the probate is paid, the estate
ought not to he subject to probate again
until some substantial period of time has
elapsed; it ought not to follow that heeause
several deaths oceur in one family, the whole
of the estate should he frittered away and
nothing left for the younger generatioﬁ.

Hon. J. Nicholson: During the war that
ruined many estates.

Hon. J. 3. HOLMES: With two deaths
within 12 months, there would be two Fed-
eral probate duties and two State probate
duties to be paid. With four probate da-
ties to be paid within 12 months, in most
instances there would be very little ieft for
the earrying on of the business. All said
and dene the business of the individual is
the business of the ecountry, and we have
to do all in our power to help in
the development of the country, Apart
from that aspect and the effeet that legis-
lation of this kind will have on the devel-
opwent of this State—if there is any part
of Australia that stands in need of develop-
ment, it is Western Australia—I give gen-
eral support to the Bill on the understand-
ing that a select committee will he ap-
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pointed and that this very intricate mea-
sure will be framed jn a manner that is
equitable and that ean be understood.

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

House adjonrned at 6.2 p.m,

Begislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 26th September, 1934.
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Adjourament, Spectal

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers,

QUESTION--RABBIT PEST.

My, J. H. SMITH asked the Minister for
Lands:—1, Is he aware of the dreadful
plague of rabblts West and South of Manji-
mup and also in other parts of the dis-
triet? 2, Is it noi a fact that road board
and other bodies, also bank inspectors in
the distriect concerned, have urgently
stressed that immediate action be takent?
3, Will he arrange to send an officer down
to combat this awful menace, as stock are
dyving every day, thus creating a great na-
tional loss?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied: 1
and 2, Yes, the Bank inspectors’ have re-
ported regarding the prevalence of rabbits,
and tbe local authorities have probably

[ASSEMBLY.]

communicated with the Department of
Agrieulture. 3, This is a matter for the
Department of Agriculture, under whose
eontrol the Vermin Act is administered.

BILL-FORESTS ACT AMENDMENT.

Returned
amendment.

from the Council without

BILL—TIMBER WORKERS.

Introduced by the Minister for Works,
and read a first lime.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

On motion by Mr. North, leave of ab-
sence for the remainder of the session
granted to the member for North Perth
{Mr, J. MaeCallum Swmith) on the ground
of urgent public business.

BILL—WESTERN AUSTRALIAN AGED
SAILORS AND SOLDIERS' RELIEF
FUND AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

MR, WARNER (Mt Marshall) [4.35]
in moving the second reading said: This
is an amendment to the Act from which
the Bill takes its name for the establish-
ment of a relief fund for aged sailors and
soldiers. The Returned Soldiers and
Sailors’ League of Australia is the only
recognised member in the Commonwealth
of the British Empire League. Member-
ship of the association is confined solely to
sailors and soldiers who fought in the
Great War or ecarlier Empire wars. Tt is
the organisation we look to for the preser-
vation of the Poppy Day Appeal for the
league alone. There is a fear that some
other organisation may step in and sell pop-
pies on Anzac Day, which would be a serions
blow to the leagnue. Our Poppy Day Appeal
provides the opportunity for the sale of an
imitation of the poppy, which is recognised
as a suitable emblem for the oecasion. The
appeal throughout the Brilish Empire is
carried out on the same day in the year,
and that day is the only one in the year
that the league in this State has always
sought as the day for the sale of the
poppies. It is desired that the league shall
be given the sole right to sell poppies on



