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

QUESTION—STATE IMPLEMENT
WORKS.

Mr. ANGELQ asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Has be read the articles that ap-
peared in the ““Daily News of the 6th and
11th inst., dealing with the State Implement
Works? 2, If not, will he do so, and make a
statenent to the House regarding the subject
matters contained therein?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied: 1,
Yes, 2, Not at present,

BILLS (2)-—THIRD READING.
1. Criminal Code Amendment.
2, Industries Assistance Act Continuance.
Transmitted to the Couneil.

BILL—STATE CHILDEREN ACT
AMENDMENT.

Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
S. W. Munsie—Hannans) [4.34]: I move—

That the Rill be now read a third time.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [4.38]: During
the second reading stage, T referred to the
diffienlty that exists in regard to securing
apprenticeships for boys. T asked the Min-
ister whether it would be possible to make
arrangements whereby wards of the State
might be given an opportunity to learn a
trade, partienlarly those trades in which it
conld be shown there was an insufficiency of
labour. 1 realise it may not be possible to
do something on those lines immediately, but
I shonld hike to know from the Minister
this afternoon whether consideration on the

1225

lines indicated has or will be given to the
malter.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Counecil.

BILL-MENTAL TREATMENT,
Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
8, W. Muansie—Hannans) [4.40] in moving
the second reading said: This Bill was in-
troduced in another place. Two or three
amendments were made from the draft as
originally introduced, and the Chief Secre-
tary accepted them. Seeing that in that
Chamber there is a gentlemsan who is a fairly
keen student of the position relating to the
treatment of those people who happen to be
afflicted by mental disorders—I refer to Dr.
Saw—and that he is satisfied with the Bill
as it now stands, I am hopeful that it will
pass this House without mueh discussion,
There is not the slightest dounbt that the time
has arrived and indeed is long overdue, when
some institution other than the receiving
depot at the Perth Public Hospital should be
established in this State. The Bill will pro-
vide a long-felt want. Not only is it neces-
sary to establish a new abode for the pcople
T refer to, but it is also neecessary to intro-
duce legislation providing for treatment
in that institution when completed.
The aim of the measure is to secure

what may be termed a half-way house
between the ordinary medical hospital
and the Hospital for the Insane. Tt has

happened fairly frequently with people who
are slightly affected that there is no alterna-
tive, if they are nof in such a state of mind
that thev can be commitied for obervation in
the present ward of the Perth Public Hos
pital, but to ecommit them to the Claremont
Asylam. That is a most undesirable state of
affairs. Tt will give such people an oppor-
tunity to get definite treatment and it will
thus be possible to aseertain whether there is
any possibility of enre, instead of their being
committed, and an attempt being made to
cure them within the walls of the Hospital
for the Insane. Tn many cnses people have
been committed to the Claremont Asylum and
have frequently been released within three,
four or six months, praectically curcd, but
there is unfortunately a great stigma ettach-
ing in the public mind, te a person who has
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once been committed to the asylum. It is
hoped that the Bill will relieve that position.

Mr. Sampson: The stigma is really on
account of the certificate.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes.
There is no other alternative under existing
conditions. On the 25th July, 1924, the Brit-
ish Government appointed a Royal Commis-
sion to inquire into lunacy and mental dis-
orders. It consisted of ten persons, includ-
ing two eminent medical men, Sir Humphrey
Rolleston, Bart, K.C.B, M., D.CL, and
Sir Pavid Drummond, C.B.E, M.D, D.C.L,,
as well as three K.Cs. one of whom, the
Rt. Hon. H. P. MacMillan, LL.I}., was chair-
man. In the report of the commission under
the heading of “Conclusions and recommen-
dations as to certification and {reatment
without certifieation” the following ap-
pears:—

We have ecome to the conclusion that the
evidence before us does not support the sug-
gestion that the present safeguards against
wrongful certification, if properly observed,
are inadequate. It does, however, point to the
need for some provision whereby certain
classes of case may be placed under ecare and
treatment without the necessity for full certi-
fication. The present facilitiea for treatment
without certifieaion are on a very limited scale,
and need extensive development. We therefore
recommend that the Lunacy Code should be
recast with a view to seecuring that the treat-
ment of mental disorder should approximate
ad nearly as possible to the treatment of phys-
ical ailments as is consistent with the special
safeguards which are indispensable when the
liberty of the subject is infringed, that certifi-
cation should be the last resort and not a
necesguary preliminary to treatment, and that
the procedure of certification should be simpli-
fied.

The Rill does that.

Hon. G. Taylor: Did the Royal Commis-
sion recommend the number of medical men
who should be required for certification pur-
poses?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I ean-
not say, but the Bill deals with that point.
The main objects of the Bill are twofold.
Pirstly, to enable patients to be admifted
into a reception house without being declared
“insane,” and, secondly, to enconrage people
suffering from mental or nervous disorders
to seek treatment at the earliest possible
moment. At present there is no reception
house in this State and patients suffering
from mental or nervous disorders have fo
be sent to the mental observation ward at
the Perth Hospital for treatment. The prin-
eipal outlnok from that ward is on the mor-
tmary. There are no proper grounds in
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which patients can take any exercise, nor
is there even sufficient or adeguate treatment
available there. To remedy that defect it
was decided by the Government to establish
a reception home, which is now in course of
erection at Point Heatheote. T believe that
site to be eminently suitable. According to
the medical testimony obtainable in the
State, it is desirable to have as bright an
outlock as possible for patients who are to
be treated. I do not think anyone will deny
that the outlook from Point Heatheote should
meet those requirements.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: Then youn ap-
prove of that purchase?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do.
The hon. member and his Jinisters who
made the purchase are to be commended for
their action. The Leader of the Opposition
never found me in the past, nor will he find
me in the future, cver attempting to dis-
credit anything that he, or his Ministers,
did, if I believe their actions to have been
right. In this instance I believe they were
quite right and I am prepared to give the
hon. member all eredit due to him.

Hon. Sir James Mitghell: T did not sug-
gest you did not.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do
not know what other suggestion could have
heen read into his interjection, unless it
were thab T was not prepared to give him
credit for actions of which I approve. A
survey of the early history of the treat-
ment of mental and nervous disorders dis-
closes that the predominant idea was that
of detention. The primitive and crude
methods of dealing with the problem that
formerly obtained were fostered hy inherited
siaperstitions, and the mentally afflicted were
often regarded as the vietims of a mysteri-
ous vigifation of Providence. TWith the ad-
vance of medical science and the growth of
more enlightened views, mental deficiency is
coming to be regarded from a different
standpoint. Tt iz now ohserved that a men-
tal or nervons disorder is merely an illness
like other disorders, although possessing dis-
tinet symptoms of its own, and that & mind
diseased enn be treated as well as a body
diseased.

Mr. Sampson:
statement.

The MINTSTER FOR HEALTH: T do
not know that it is.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We should try
to treat them, at any rate.

The MINTSTER FOR HEATTH: T think
that is the proper light in which to view

That is rather a novel
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the subject. However, that was the attitude
in the past. If the mind of a man or a
woman becamme deranged, the one dominant
feeling was that he or she should be sent
to an asylum, In years gone by, not much
thought was given to the treatment of a
person who was in that eondition, nor was
it considered that that treatment should be
on the same footing as would be the freat-
ment meted out to an individual suffering
from, say, fyphoid fever.

Hon W. J. George: An asylum is sup-
posed to be a place where we have experts
in charge.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: And it
was those experts who advised that people
sufiering from mental or nervous disorders
such as T have suggested should be kept
away from the asylum during the early stages
of the disease. That is another reason
why the Bill has been introduced.  The
modern conception calls for the eradiecation
of old-established prejudices and a complete
revision of the attitnde of society vespecting
its duty to the mentally afflicted, The key-
note in the past has been detention: the key-
note in the future should be prevention and
freatment, Owing to the special symptoms
of mental illnesses, the treatment must, in
many instances, involve compuision. I want
hon. members to realise that fact. In the
carly stages it will be necessary many a time
to exercise eompulsion for the purpose of
detention. Tn recognition of that fact the
Bill is divided into two parts, so that we
chall have voluntary patients, who will sub-
mit themselves to treatment without compul-
gion. There are a fair number who de that
now under existing circumstances. We an-
ticipate that the old prejudice that exists
will be eonsiderably reduced and that the
number who will be prepared to submit
themseives voluntarily for treatment will in-
crease, and that it will not be necessary to
compel those patients to enter the insfitn-
tion. Provigion is alsc made in the Bitl so
that, if it is in the interests of the patient
himself, as well as of the safety of the pub-
lie, such a person may be compulsorily de-
tained.

Mr. Sampson: The detention in the ob-
servation ward will be merely temporary.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: There
is provision in the Bill for a period »f de-
tention not exceeding six months, but if in
the opinton of the experts additional deten-
tion is necessary, application can be made
and the time extended.
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Mr. Sampson: I was referring to the ob-
servation ward.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: But
that will be non est if the Bill be pass:d.

Hon. G. Taylor: Then the sooner the
hetter.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes.
There will be no observation ward at the
Perth Hospital. There is necessity for the
compulsory detention of patients, but those
who have sufficient intelligence left to volun-
tarily submit themselves for treatment in an
institution will be able to do so. In such
cases where there ean be no voluntary suh-
mision to treatment, it must needs becomec
compulsory. But compulsory detention, in
addition to the necessury protection of the
community, should also have in view the pro-
teetion, treatment, and, if possible, the cure
of the patient. ¥From the considerations to
which 1 have referred, a practical conclusion
follows, namely, that every facility and en-
couragement shonrld be afforded to mental
patients voluntarily sebmitting themselves
to treatment. There is provision in tha Bill
to make thiz as easy as possible, the aim
heing to get into touch with the patient at
the earliest possible stage of the atfack and
by care and treatment {o endeaveur to miti-
gute its effects, Certification and admission
to an asylum should be the last resort in
treatment, and that is the keynote of
the Bill. Compulsorv detention will al-
ways be necessary in a number of
cases, but it should not be regarded
as a necessary objeet in itself, bui merely
as incidental f{o the treatment of the
ease. The true conception of a mental pa-
tient iy that he is suffering from an ijllness.
Tt is inconceivably distressing in any house-
hold to find that a member of the family
has been peculiar in his behaviour for some
{ime, and the patient kimself may be mani-
festly 1ll, distranght, depressed or even
violent. In such a domestie erisis, the first
#nd nntural eoncern of doetors and relatives
alike is to obtain for the patient, with the
least possible delay and publicity, his neces-
sary removal to a place of safety where he
may receive proper treatment. I have indi-
cated the two main principles of the Bill
T.et me deal with the provision the Gavern-
ment are making for the accommodation of
patients.  The reception bhouse, which is
being built at present, consists of fwo main
blocks of buildings for each sex, an acnte
block and a convalescent bloek. The acate
Llock is being built to accommodate 3G pa-
tients and each block provides for a further
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triple classifieation. When eompleteld. the
reception house will acccommeodate 132 pu-
tients, 66 of each sex

Hon, Sir Jawwes Mitchell: 1 hope i will
never be fully used.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: | hope
50, too. The portion at present under con-
struction will accommodate 36 of each sex.
or 72 in all, 1t is estimated that the present
buildings will be completed and ready for
oceupation by the 1st July, 1928. The esit-
mated ¢nst of the completed building is
£98,688, and the estimated cost of the build-
ings at present being constructed to provide
accommodation for 72 patients, is £53,21%.
Two classes of patients are to be provided
for. The first deals with those who are pre-
pared to submit themselves voluntarily for
treatment, and the other relates to those
whose mental or nervous disorder is such
that their insight is so impaired that it needs
some compulsory means te bring them under
treatment and to have them cared for. There
is provision for friple classification in the
treatment of patients of both sexes. That
is to say, there will be three separate dorma-
tories and three separate day rooms for each
¢lnss of patient of each sex. This arrvange-
ment of the accommodation permits the
separation of patients of hoth sexes classified
as “gquiet,” “less quiet,” and *more trouble-
some.”  Furthermore, the completion of the
convalescent wing will afford an additional
uJassification for hoth sexes. 1 do not want
hon. members to believe thut the whole
=cheme will be in operation wher the pre-
cent building is completed. On the other
land, we will have an institution that will
aceormmmodate 72 persons and allow of the
patients being classified into three grades
for each sex. That will be a vast improve-
ment upon the present state of affairs,

Hon. G. Taylor: That is for males and
females as well?

The MINISTER ¥OR HHEALTH: Yes.

Mr. Sampson: Seeing ,that the male
patients exceed the female patients by meore
than two to one, why is equal aceomrioda-
tion heing provided?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: At any rate. T
should think that the buildings will be quile
adequate.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: T can-
not answer the question put by the mimher
for Swan (Mr, Sampson} offhand. I under-
stand, however, that the percentnges of the
rexes during the Jast two years at the nbser-

tainiy not.
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vation ward at the Perth Hospital has been
about equal.

Hon. G. Taylor: The member for Swan
wns referring to the Hospital for the lusane.

The MINISTER ¥FOR HEALTH:. But
this is not a hospital for the insane thiit w.
are constructing,

Hon. G. Taylor: That is the point he
missed.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: This
will not be conducted along the lines nece:-
sary for those who are definitely declaved
insane and ave gt Claremont. T admit the
males do outnumber the female patients at
the Claremout Hospital for the In-
sane. The experience of those who have
been advising me is that it is pecessary to
make provision for an equal distribution of
putients to be dealt with under the Bill
There is at present om the statute book a
Mental Treatment Act, passed in 1917, Some
members may think this will lead to eon-
tusion. I am not of that opinion. The Avt
off IMT, although given the same {itle, was
un Act dealing specifically with retnrned sol-
diers. To-day they are being admitted to
Lemnos, not to the observation ward

Hon. G. Taylor: They won't neccssarily
come under this,

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
they will, in cases where it is not neeessary
to certify that a person is insane.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : No diserimina-
tion willi he shown.

The MINTSTER [FOR HEALUTH: Cer-
in this institution there will be
treated patients who are not eertified insane,
but who are in some respects deranged or
who have slight delnsions.

Hon, Sir Tames Mitchell: A good deal of
it will he ordinary hospital work.

The MINISTER FOR HFALTH: Yes,
i where actual hozpital treatment is re-
quired in the institution now being creeted
at Point Heathreote, the Rill gives the Gov-
ernor in Council power to declare certain
purts of our publie and general hospitals for
the trestment of those people, instead of
their being {reated in the hospital altached
to the asvlum. )

Hon, &, Taylor: You arve nof making pro-
vision for that in the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
the Bill gives that power. Tnsread of going
into the hospital attached to the asylum,
those patients will be received into an ordin
ary hospital. Then later, if neressary, they
will he admitted into this new institution.
At present, people who are at onee sisk
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and of deranged mind are in most instances
sent to the Hospital for the Insane. ‘The
period for which 2 person may be admitted
to this new institution is six months. It is
alzo possible for a voluntary patient in the
institution to make application for discharge
and te be discharged within ten days.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Or at any time.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : No, the
patient must remain for ten days after his
applieation in writing to be discharged.
This is deemed to be necessary. There may
he eases where the doctors, or the staff, or
the board, or the Inspector General may deem
it wise to liberate a patient immediately
upon receipt of his applieation. But the
Bill gives power to detain him for ten days
after the reccipt of his applieation. That is
hecause in some instances it may he neces-
sary that the authorities should eonsult with
the relatives of the patient on the point of
desirability of releasing him on his own ap-
plieation, An involuntary patient will he
treated on the contention of any person
through a justice of the peace that such pec
son is suffering from mental or nervous dis-
order, provided the patient has been de-
clared or certified to be insane, and
that in his interests or in the interests
of the public he or she should be received
into the hogpital or reception house for treat-
ment, under this Aet. The justice of the
peace may then order that the patient he
taken charge of and reeeived into the hos-
pital or reception house for.a period nof
exceeding six months. The justice may ac-
cept as proof that the patient is suffering
from mental or nervous disorder a certificate
in the form of the schedule, signed by a
mediecal praectitioner within seven days prior
to the date of the order, and may interview
the patient at any place the justice may
think fit; but unless a certificate is produced,
the evidence of two medieal practitioners is
essenttal. If is provided that before a
patient who is himself desirons of entering
the reception house is committed thereto,
mediecal evidence must be forthcoming in the
form of two mediecal certificates. The Bill
also allows the justice of the peace to inter-
view the patient at his own home or at any
other suitable place. Although the Bill pro-
vides that the patient must be eomunitted for
a period no longer than six months, at the ex-
piration of that six months the asylum au-
thoritics may make applieation and have the
term extended from month to month or for
another six months. And, as already pro-
vided in the Lunacy Aect, the Bill pre-
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scribes that the next-of-kin or relatives
of a patient committed to this institution,
shall be responsible for the maintepance of
such person. That 1s deemed to be neces-
SATY. '

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There are alto-
gether too many formalities to be observed
under the Bill. I thought it was going to
be a hospital Bill.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: As for
the formalities, the visiting committess are
reduced in number from five to three. In such
an ingtitution it is advisable to have some
outside, independent authority as a visiting
committee. Under the Lunacy Act, the visit-
ing eommittee have to visit each institution
at least onee every meonth,

Hon. &. Taylor: There are five members
of the asylum visiting ecommittee, and there
are to be three under the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH : That is
so, and it is only neeessary for them to visit
it once in three months, unless they desire
to visit it more often,

Hon. G. Taylor: Will you have the asylmn
visiting committee for this place?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do
not know who wili form the committee. Cer-
tainly the Inspector (General of the Insane
will have some say in the control and treat-
ment of the inmates. It is also provided
that if a person has property, but is so
deranged mentally that he eannot look after
it, the Official Trustee will take charge of
the property on his hehalf, That is in the
interests of the patient.

Hon. G. Taylor: The Inspector
of the Insane does that now.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
under the Lunacy Act, but in the Bill we
give that trust to the Official Trustee. The
Bill also amends the existing Lunaey Act
by the deletion of the words “reception
house” from the ffth line of the definition
of “insane patients.” That is necessary, be-
cause in certain conditions the involuntary
patients have to be certified by justices of
the peace. If that were not done, incarcera-
tion in this place would carry the same
stigma as does the certification of insanity.

Hon., 8Sir James Mitchell: Some of the
Lunacy Act provisions will apply here.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Yes,
Scetions 167, 170 and 175, dealing with the
sapport of a patient while in the institn-
tion. There is not much more to bhe said
at this stage. I think every hon. member
realises that the time is long overdue when

General -
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more should be done than is being done in
the treatment of deranged people.

Mr. Sampson: It has taken too long.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: It has.
But I am not going to carry all the re-
sponsibility for the delay. The present
Government have been in power less than
four years, whereas we have had Respon-
sible Government for 38 years. I am pre-
pared to take my share of the responsi-
bility for the delay, but other members also
should take their fair share. However, it
will not get us anywhere to he crificising
each other for the delay in the establish-
ment of this institution. Every member of
the Government, and ¢very member of the
House that has given it any thought at all,
must have recognised for a long time past
that something further ought to be done.
Now that we have an opportonity to do
something T hope miembers will receive the
Bill with good grace, so that we can treat
people who themselves do not realise what
is the best freatment for them, and thus
prevent wmany from going to Claremont thai
otherwise would end their days in that in-
stitution I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Sampson, debate ad-
journed

BILL—STATE INSURANCE.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 11th Oetober.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [5.16]: Parliament has already
agreed to mewssures dealing with workers'
ecmpensation. Last session the Government
introdueed a Bill to provide for State insur-
ance. The Bill passed this House, but was
defeated in another place. Before that time
the Government had established an insurance
office to deal with insmrance of miners. The
ohject of the Bill last year was to legalise
the insurance office and secure Parliamentary
ratifieation of what had already been done.
T expressed the opinion at the Hime that the
establishment of the Government insurance
office was illegal and an altogether unneces-
sary act of government. I am still of that
opinion. T stated then that socner or later
the Government would have to take the risk
of the miners, and that we had better do it in
our own way rather than establish an insur-
ance office. The other day we were told that
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the Government this year intend to pay the
premium for all men engaged in the mines.
The Premier stated that the amount was
£30,000 and that it was to come out of the
£165,000 set aside from the disabilities grant
to assist mining.

The Minister for Mines: The Government
are also providing abouwt £21,000 a year to
clean up the mines. 'That does not come
under the workers’ compensation.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That ix
£31,000 altogether?

The Minister for Mines: Yes, it will be
all that for this year.

Ion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: [ suppose
the IIouse will be told what is being done
wilh the £21 000,

The Minister for Mines: That is the pay-
ment under the Miners’ Phthisis Act,

Hon. G. Taylor: That is the aceumulation
ni 30 years.

The Minister for Mines: 1t was £21,000
Jast year; it will be more than that this
vear.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
very sorry to hear it. The Government are
paying the workers’ eompensation premium
on all men working in the mines whether they
have heen there for vears and therefore could
not be insured with the eompanies, or whether
they are men thai have just gone into the
mines to work. Last year when we discussed
the matter, we separated the miners into two
classes—the men who had undoubtedly taken
the risk for .years and probably were af-
fected with miners’ phthisis and the others
who were then going into the mines and
with whom the risk was very much less. I
really thought it was the risk of the past for
which no premium had heen paid that
created the trouble, but apparently the
Government are now going to recognise the
men who went into the mines only yesterday.
Those men wonld be perfectly sound, and
they wili be watehed and notified immedi-
ately anything wrong is detected. They,
therefore, will not be the bad risk that the
old miners are, and should be covered at a
reasonable rate.

The Minister for Mines: We withdraw
from the mines only the men suffering from
tubereulosis. A considerable number bave
dust or phthisis, and they are still working
in the mines and are being permitted to
work.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Men who
have been working in the mines for a con-
stderable time were liable to be dusted. We
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recognised that it was an accumulated risk
amounting to probably a hundred thousand
pounds. The men now going into the mines,
we thought, should be subject to different
treatment, A man would know very scon
atter the trouble overtook him that he was
affected and could leave the mines, whereas
the old miners had been going on for years,
the lialility had aceumulated and the risk had
hecome very great. I am sure it is not neces-
sary to pay £4 10s. premium for men who are
starting in the mines for the Girst time and
in respect of whom there is no accumulated
trouble. The Government are paying the
premiom on the risk from now on, and so
the acenmulation will be considerable before
those men reach the stage of having to leave
the mines, It is a great risk for any com-
pany to take, but the risk is not so great in
respect of the men now starting in the mines
as in respect of men who have heen working
in the mines for years.

The Minister for Mines:
annual examination.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: For the
men just starling in the mines the premium
should he very much lower than £4 10s.
While we have to shoulder a big burden for
the past acenmulated risk, I do not see that
there is any responsibility develving on the
State for men who are now entering the
mines. We cannot single out an industry
and say, “Your premiwn will be very high,
but we shall pay it for you at the expense
of all other industries.” I agree that we
should bear the risk of the past, but T do not
agree that we should earry the risk of the
future.

The Minister for Works: That was donce
as a means of assisting the industry.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of course,
everything paid is to assist the industry.
That goes without saying.

The Minister for Works: On the prin-
eiple that a claim would be made on .the
Government.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Last
vear we agreed that the State should bear
the aceumulated risk and I still say the State
should do so, but I do not agree that the
Government should take the risk of people
who are just going into the mines any more
than that they should take the risk of peo-
ple entering any other industry. If the Gov-
ernment wish to assist the indusiry, this is
not the way to do it. Let them apend
£200,000 or £300,000 on definite lines; not
spend a little bit here and a little bit there.

Not with th.
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We want to see some result for the money
we spend, even to assist the gold mines.

The Minister for Mines: We shall get some
results from this expeunditure. If we had not
paid it, three more of the mines in Kalgoor-
tie would bave stopped.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Saurely
that ameount of assistanee will not keep them
afloat. 1 am not objecting to the accumulated
risk, but I do object to the risk applying
to men who are perfectly sound and are now
being engaged in the mines for the first
time.

The Minister for Mines: If the State had
taken the whole of the accumulated risk it
would be a different roatter.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But we
are doing so0.

The Minister for Mines: No; neither the
Worker’s Compensation Act nor the Miners'
Phthisis Aet provide for that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But the
Government are paying the premiums for
this year. If the mines stopped, as the 3Min-
ister says they would have done, the aceumu-
lated risk would have fallen on the Govera-
ment, T do not think any Gevernment wounld
repudiate that risk; it is certainly a risk that
the Government should bear. I do not pro-
pose to deal with what has bappened in New
Zealand, Queensland, or Victoria, which mat-
ters the Premier discussed at length last
week. We dealt with the question of State
insuranee prefty exhaustively last session.
The truth is that we passed a Workers' Conu-
pensation Act and other laws with purfectly
good intentions. We hoped to benefit the
workers and at the same time we hoped thuat
we would not unduly penalise industry.
‘When the Workers' Compensation Act was
passed, we expected everyone to behave quite
honestly under the law. We intended to
provide protection for the workers, for tha
employers, for the doetors and for the hos-
pital authorities. With every good intent
we hoped to do that, but I am afraid from
the conversation I have had with the Min-
ister that our Aet has been used for mala
fide ends, at least by some people. I believe
the Act has been abused by a few unscrupul-
ous people and the result has been high pre-
minm costs for insurance cover. The Min-
ister, in introducing the measure, did not
foresee that that would happen and neither
did anyone else, but it bas happened ang
we should be perfectly frank about it, The
Estimates show that the amount to be eon-
tributed by the Government by way of work-
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ers’ compensation for men on the railways
has been increased from £13,000 to £28,500,

The Minister for Works: 1t is still’'a very
long way below what private companies
would charge vs,

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
not the point. Becanse of the Act we have
had to more than double the premium, 1
suppose the £28,500 is paid into the general
insuranee fund. The legitimate costs, as well
as the costs that in some cases have beon
imposed, are altogether too high for already
heavily loaded industry to bear. I refer to
the load of taxation, fees and payments un-
der many headings. The result is and must
be an increase of unemployment. Industry,
too, must be diseouraged, whereas we waut
to encourage it. The worker should get pro-
per compensation and should receive proper
treatment under the law of the land. 1t was
intended that he should, and we expect ii.
The doetor should get his proper fees. No
one objeets to that. The Minister will agrec
that we were unanimously of opinion that
the doctors’ fees should be provided for wnn-
der the Aet. It happened often that th:
worker,, suffering probably from a small
aceident, had more to pay by way of hos
pital fees and doctor’s fees than his compen-
sation amounted to. The doctor should get
his proper fees and the hospital its proper
charges: in each ense, no more and no less.
We did amend the Workers’ Compensation
Aect to make the position regarding medieal
fees perfectly clear; but after all, under
the present proposal, the honest persons, the
majority by far, are to suffer and oppor-
tunities are to be afforded to the unserupu-
lous few. True, the Premier says we should
do the insuranee, take the risk, condone the
offence, and continue to permit raseality.
I want to be perfectly frank about what
has happened. The law shonld be amende-l
¢o as to provide a penally for wrong-doing.
The Bill in effect says that things which we
know have in some cases happened shail
continue, and that the taxpayer shall make
good the loss; and losses, of course, there
will be—undue, unfair losses. The Premier
says, “We will charge lower premiums than
the insuranee eompanies charge.” I do not
know how that is to be done. In mmy opinion
there are not many workers tzking undue
advantage of the vprovisions of the existing
Act. Mostly the workers get merely what
the Act declares they should get. But some
get more. [ know of a case in which a young
fellow had an injured thumb, which was
being enred. He said to the doetor, “Take

- form of inereasing
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my thumb oft.” The doctor’s reply was,
“Noj; I will enre it.” Later the lad’s mothet
made the same request for amputation ut
the thumb. The thumb, of course, was not
taken off, and the young fellow did not get
the amount of compensation fixed for loss
of a thumb. 1 know of a few cases, and the
Minister knows of a few cases, in which
wrong has been doune. The Aet bas pro-
vided the opportunity for wrong-doing, and
that opportunity we should ecurtail; cer-
tainly we sbould not eontinue it. 1f the
Government incur additional charges, those
charges fall on everybody. If the insur-
anee companies have suffered from suen
things as I have deseribed, they necessarily
must inerease the premiums. Already the
Government acknowledge that rates must he
inereaserd. ‘f'hat acknowledgment took the
the contributions to
workers' compensation hy the Railway Tle-
partment, from £13,000 to £28,500. Ii
is qguite enough to have to meet righi-
ful charges and poy rightful compensa-
tion. To allow the continnance of a
wrong which can be rectified is ufterly
unjustifiable, 1 acknowledge the dilticulty ol
getting a foundation on which to base an
amendment of tbe existing Act. The peopl:
should not be unduly penalised. The risk
is the thing that has eaused premium rates
to rise. T do not see why, under the Act
properly administered, a single person
should pay a farthing more than is fair;
that is, under the Act properly adminis-
tered. Workers’ eompensation, too, has been
made compulsory. 1 think that wrong,
and T believe it has done and is doing some
injury. The employer always took the risk,
even before insurance become compulsory.
To-day an employer who gives a man a
day’s work is liable to a fine.

The Minister for Works: No.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes,

The Minister for Works: Not at all.

Houn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then if
a man is working only for a day, he need
vot be covered?

The Minister for Works: He is not under
the Workers’ Compensation Aect,

Mon., Sir JAMES MITCHETLL: That
frature ounght to be made quile clear. If
it is not so, the man would be very stupid
to take the risk. We are told the insurance
companies will not accept certain risks, quite
aparf from the goldmining risk to which 1
have alreadv referred. As Parliament ap-
proved of ecompulsory insurance, I suppose
some means will bave to be provided by
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which all employers engaged in any industry
will he able to cover their men. [ shounld
like to know whether people were refused
cover hy the private companies; I suppose
it is possible to find out. Tf insurance is
vtompulsory and certain industries are not
approved by the private companies, the
State of course will have to do something.
In point of faect, under the Bill the insur-
ance companies and even the Government
wunld be able to say to any industry, “We
will not cover you further, and you must
close up.” If insurance is compulsory and
certain industries are not approved by pri-
vate companies, we shall have to do some-
thing to meet the case. In point of fact,
the insurance compantes, and even the State
Insurance Oltice, eould compulsorily close up
any industry by saying to those conducting
it, “We will not eover you, and you must
close up,” the reason heing that compul-
sory insurance imposcs a penalty for every
day ench man is employved without being in-
sared. No industry could earry on nnder
the existing law unless the employers se-
oured c¢over. True, it is only under the
Workers’ Compensation Aet that insurance
is eompulsory; but under the present mea-
sure, aceording to the Premier, power will
be taken for the State to do all kinds of
insurance, including life insurance. T hope
_the House will not ngree to any such pro-
posal. There can he no excuse for it, he-
cause it is not econtended that either the
life insurance or fire insurance eompanies
are not freating the people fairly. That
allegation, according to the Premier, applies
only to insurance under the Warkers’ Com-
pensation Act. The passing of the Bill will
mesan the giving to the Goverument of power
to establish another State trading concern.
I do not think any State trading concern
is of advantage to anvbody. T do not
helieve a single worker employed in a State
trading concern gets anv befter pay or any
hetter wages than those offering in outside
employment. The taxpayvers, in mv opinion,
do not henefit at all from the State trading
eoncerns; rather, thev lose by some of them,
because on some State enterprises money is
i fact lost. I doubt, too, whether the worker
gets as much work under this system as he
otherwise would, since industry is discour-
nged—unnecessarily, as I think—hyv the fear
of State competition. Then, too, we have
experience of State trading. There is, for
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instanee, the State Implerment Works, a well
managed concern, 1 think, and with good
workmen; but the works have not proved
a very ma:l\ed suceess, althongh they are
protected and the works take full advantage
of that protection. I do not know, either,
that any State trading concern represents
a ‘great advaninge to the State. Timber
.mills, naturally, pay and always have paid.
Brickworks sometimes pay, but I do not
‘think unyone engaged there would he un-
employed if State brickworks did not exist
—T rather think the contrary. Then there
are the Wyndham Meat Works, which repre-
sent a marketing facility rather than a State
trading concern. There is a considerable
annnual loss on these meat works, a loss now
equal, T think to the total outlay on the works.
Shipping is a transport business, just as
the railways are, and on shipping the State
loses considerably. The Premier must find
it difficalt to meet all the demands made on
him periodically by the State trading con-
cexrns. Sometimes a Siate trading concern
asks for a considerable advance to meet in-
terest on capital, which eannot be eamned.
In various ways the Premier has to find
cash to keep the State trading concerns
afloat. Therefore we should be very careful
before starting another of these concerns,
particularly one so risky as that of covering
all forins of insuranee. T should like the
Premier to state whether it is correect thal
cover has been refnsed—I hear it has been
refused—to employers whe applied to the
State lusurance Office. If insurance is made
eémpulsory, means of insorance must be pro-
vided, particularly if the ordinary offices do
not take every kind of insmrance. Parlia-
ment would stultify itself if it provided, in
effect, for the closing down of industries by
reason of the faet that no one could be
zot to accept the risk of insuring them under
the Workers’ Compensation Aet. If the in-
suran¢e companies are, as they say, called
upon to pay far too much, far more than
was ever contemplated when the Workers'
Compensation Act was passed, in mediecal
fees and otherwise, it is a matter for our
serious attention. The Crown certainly
should not put up more than a fair charge
for covering the risk, but I do hear, and
.have heard, of extraordinary happenings
under the Act. I do not know whether the
Premier still has the opportunity of gettmg'
Jnf'ormatlon on this head, but if he has 1
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hope he will furnish it to the House. No
one has any right to expect protection in
wrong-doing, especially under a measure like
the Workers’ Compensation Aet. Here we
-are asking the employer to insure the
workers in order that they may be protected
in case of accident, that they may be able
to live in case of disablement, and that in
case of death the wife and dependants may
get some money. Those are the only reasons
for having ihe Workers' Compensation Act
on the statute-book. We should agree it is
our duty to see that no undue advantage is
taken of the Act to extort heavier payments
than are perfectly legitimate and right. I
know insurance companies eomplain that
they have been heavily overcharged in many
€ases.

Mr. Kenneally: Do not you think Gov-
ernment intervention will have a steadying
vffect on persons disposed to overcharge?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T shounld
not think so, though it may have. The Gov-
ernment have paid away some fees them-
selves, but I take it they have nothing to
complain about or they would ecomplain.

Mr. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [5.47]: When
introducing the Bill the Premier referred tu
what he said were the huge profits the com-
panites were making, thereby imposing a
severe tax on the people of the State. The
Premier endeavoured to show that that was
a good reason why the State should enter om
this elags of business. Perhaps it is just as
well that the private companies have heen
making bhig profits out of a certain elass of
insnrance, because those profits have enabled
them to meet the heavy losses that have heen
incurred by them since the introdnctisn of
the Workers' Compensation Aet. On the
31st Angust last the secretary of the Under-
wniters’ Association gave us some figuves in
connection with this class of business, Hgures
that, T think, members should not Jose sight
of. Te said that for two years, froms the
1st March, 1925, to the 28th February, 1927,
the actnal premiums paid by all the com-
panies in Western Australia doing business
under the Workers’ Compensation Aet
amounted to £250,247, and that the claims
paid amounted to £196,708, or 78.6 per ccnt.
of the earned premium. There is in the Act
a provision for £100 in each case of ac.ident
for reasonable medieal expenses. Under
that heading the companies have been ob
liged to disburse £53,057, or 21.2 per cent.
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of the premiwm earned. 1t will thus be seen
that the loss ratio experienced by {he com-
panies has reached 99.8 per cent., without
any allowance for taxation or administ ative
expenses. Under the heading of taxation.
dividend duties amounting to £2 8s. per cent.
are chargeable. It is therefore obvious that,
without any allowance whatever for a’dmin-
istration costs, the eompanies have been called
upon to disburge substantially more than
their earned premimin revenug over the
period. The other day 1 was told by those
connected with a certain company of the
resullt of their operations with one large
customer alone. T took the trouble to verify
the figures submitted to me by referring to
the company’s books. From the on= cus-
tomer the company, doing business in Perth
during two years, received in premiums
£6,081, I am referring now to business
under the Workers’ Compensation Act.
Their losses amounted to £6,722, and a very
conservalive estimate for claims still un-
settled for the period under review 1s put
down at £1,300. If we add the £6,722 to
£1,300, the amount of the unsettled claims,
we get a toial of £8,022 against premiums
received amounting to £6,02k. "~ It will
thus be seen that with one cuostomer
alone the company lost nearly £2,000 in
their workers’ compensation department
during the last two years, and that
without the eost of administration, which
includes salaries, printing, ete. In addi-
tion also, the preminns they have received
are subject to taxation at the rate of
£2 6s. per cent. That is just one instance
of how the companies have suffered since
the introduction of the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Aet. It has been said in this Chaumber
that a certain seetion of the community has
made a welter of this business. [ think T
ean prove by instances that have come under
my notice that that is so. 1 will not say that
the members of the medieal profession
generally are using the Aect for the purpose
of their own advantage; T will say, however,
that a seetion of the profession, unfortun-
ately, is eatering for this particular business,
and by some means or other that seection is
petting a good slice of it. I will quote the
case of an Italian who injured his finger.
After treating it for some time the medieal
man amputated the finger, for which the
company paid in compensation £150, as well
ng hospital charges of £25. The doctor, ae-
cording to his own account, saw the injured
man no fewer than 111 times and three
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operations appear to have been performed.
‘These are the items of the aceount:—

£ 8 d.
First consultation and dressing 110
Ten consultations and dressings 5 5 0
First operation (a.mputa.tlon) 1515 0
Anaesthetic . 220
Second operation (opemng up
and cleaning septic stump) . 55 0
Anaesthetie .1 10
Third operation (amputatmn) 1515 ¢
Anaesthetic . 22 0
91 consultations and visits at
10s. 64. 4715 &
Total

. 296 1 6

Int spite of the fact that the account came
to £06, the doctor, when the company chal-
lenged it, settled the claim for £46 4s., which
amounted to an admission that he was get-
ting an undue advantage from his unfortnm-
ate patient. 1 have scen other aceounts
which discloged that charges had been made
for u number of visits and also for issuing
certificates. The certificates merely consist
of the written statement that a man was not
tit tv go to work, and for cach one of thosz
a charge of 10s. 6d. was made in addition
to the usunl charge of 10s. 6d. Before the
Act came into foree no doctor ever thought
of making a charge for a certifieate. 1t was
part of the job. Oue man whe has been in
the insurance business in this State for many
yvears has made a careful investigation of the
position and he assnres me that whereas be-
fore the introduetion of the Aet one visit
would suffice, at the present time a similar
case iakes at least five visits. Many of the
edical men whe are carrying on this wovk
seem to have quite a number of friends in
the profession, for they bring those friends
along for the purnose of consultation. The
result is that the mjured man receives very
little compensation in the end. 1 repeat thar
the medical men as a whole do not carry on
this kind of thing: it is only a section of the
profession. T believe that it has been earriea
on to such an extent that the British Med-
ical Association has appointed a commiftee
to investigate disputed aceounts. If I were
associated with one of the insurance com-
panies T wonld weleome the Government eom-
ing in as a competitor under the Workers’
Compensation Act. Of course I am mnot in
favour of the Qovernment entering this field
at all, becanse it is creating another trading
eoncern. But as far as workers’ compensa-
tion is roncerned, T believe the companies
wonld be glad of the competition becanse
the Government would find ont for them-
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selves what the position really is, and that
the ewployee iz not getting the benefit it
was expected he would receive. If the Gov-
ernment does come in as a competitor in
the workers’™ compensation section of the
insurunce, L feel certain they will soon
realise what is being done.

Hou. G. Taylor: They have already done
u little towards it.

Mr. ANGELO: For the reasons 1 have
given, the ecompanies have had to raise their
premiums under the Workers’ Compensation
Act. 'Theirs is not a desire to grasp more
profits, Their object is merely to mect the
beavy losses they are ineurring under this
section of insurance. They are business
nien; they ate not fools. They knew well
thai a State Insurance Bill was coming along,
Does anyvone mean to tell me that it was
Just a question of inereasing their profits?
Nothing of the kind. They had to advanece
their rates or go under, as they had been
making heavy losses in that section of in-
surance, There should be some amendmeni
to the Aet whieh should afford the insuranee
companies better protection and compel mem.
bers of the medical profession to carry out
their duties in an honourable way. The
Premier fold us the other evening that wher-
ever Stale insurance was in existenee it bad
been very popular and had been suceessful.
In Queensland, where the State bas a mou-
opoly of workers’ compenszation lnsuanee,
we find that six people out of seven select the
private companies when insnring in the other
departments,  In New Zealand, where the
office has heen established for many years,
11 j ersons out of 12 still prefer to do bus-
mess with the private eompanies. That does
not wmake it appear that the private eown-
panies are eharging linge premiums.  In re-
sent years fire and aceident insuronee eost in
New Zealand £2 1s. 11d. per head, wherens
in Western Australia the eost was £1 8s. Ld.
In Qurensland, with State monopoly for
workers’ compensation, the cost to the em-
ployer was 10s. 1d. per head, whereas in
Western Australia it was 8s, 7d.  Therefore
I do not consider the Premier has put up
a convineing ease in respect of the eompanies
charging exorbitant premiums. I would like
to point out that a large number of the
private companies have brought money inte
the State, Tn the first place each company
has lodged, I think it is, £5,000 in the Treas-
ury, and the Government are making goo-
unse of that money. They have also invested
considerable sums of money in the State
and so are assisting to develop it.



1236

Mr. Lambert: Do you not think they
should be compelled to invest within the
State all the money they get out of it?

Mr. ANGELO: Probably I would be with
the Premier if he suggested anything of the
kind, I should say that all the money they
make in this State should be invested within
it. That is a very sound suggestion. The
Premier pointed to the huge expenditure
that arises from there being so many com-
panies doing competitive work. Soumething
like 80 per cent. of that money is being paid
out in salaries and wages to employees in
the State, who are earning their living in
this kind of business, and are in many cases
paying taxation. Then there are the diwvi-
dends which the companies ean pay thst are
also liable to tasation. [ do not think the
eompanies are getting any very great profits
cut of the State, more especially, as 1 have
pointed ount, as during the last few years
they haye been badly hit throngh the opera-
tions of the Workers’ Compensation Aect.
Like the Leader of the Opposition, L hope
the Premier will not try to saddle this
State with another trading concern. If if is
found necessary to undertake workers’ eom-
pensation business, well and good, but ap-
parently some other method of dealing with
the miners has already been adopted.

Mr. Lambert: You had no compunction
about saddling the State with another hank-
ing concern.

Mr. ANGELO: That is for the benefit of
the State. I know to what the hon. member
is referring. This little banking institation
bas let out in Western Australia three times
as mneh as it has reccived, If every ofher
company did the same, I would weleowe it.
I hope this Bill will not be passed ‘n its
present form. 1f it is found necessary to
do a certain class of insurance, let ns diseuss
a Bill on those lines.

Mr. Kenneally: TLet the State do the un-
profitable portion of the business and give
the profitable part to the companies.

Alr. ANGELO: T do not think there would
be any unprofitable part, provided the Gov-
ernment would bring in an amendmeat to
the Workers’ Compensation Act, not to de-
prive the employees of the benefits they are
receiving, but to ecurtail the undue advant-
age which is created in favour of a rertain
seetion of the medieal profession.

ME. SAMPSON (Swan) [63]: On a
previons occasion, last year, when the State
Tnsuranee Bill was before the Houee, T
<fated that in my experience insurance com-
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panies did provide all the protection which
their policies appeared to provide, and that
companies generally could be relied apon to
give not only reasobnable, but generous ireat-
ment to their clients. 1 daresay before thi-
session closes there will be eriticism con-
verning the work of insurance companiex. 1
desire, therefore, to bring before the House
details in connection with an insurance poliey
with which I was personally concerned. .\
man who was working for me on my orehard
mjured bis hand. [t did not appear to be
a serious matter, and he continued working
for some time. At a later stage he came to
Perth and reported the injury. The mau
went into a hospital and a lump was removed
from his arm. Later on, however, owing
to the trouble spreading, his arm and
shoulder-blade were removed. A good deal of
my business matiters are necessarily left in
the hands of others. "Ihrough an oversight
this man had not been insred under the
Act. This meant that I would be required
to provide the necessary compensition.
Upon a venewal notice coming to band ad-
vising that the poliey existing upon the
orchard would require to be renewed at a
certain date, the office reecived informaticn
that there was actually a policy in existence.
The insnranee company was thereupon noti-
fied of the accident, By this time saveral
weeks had elapsed. The unfortunate man
had lost his arm and shoulder-hlade, but the
insurance company had not an opportunity
of watching the progress of the case. as
would have been donme had notification of
the accident been sent before. There is a
condition in all policies that notice of an
accident shall be given within seven days, but
in this case notice was not given for several
woeks. Aa it was vealised that there was
t ¢laim under the Aet as a consequence of
this accident, it was decided to pay the com-
pensation provided. T then interviewed the
company and a promise was made that
the matter would be looked into. Tt was
nrged that, a poliey having been aciually
taken out, there was some justification for
consideration in respect to the compensation
that had heen paid. The eompany looked
further into the matter. At the time when
the claim was lodoed the manager was ab-
sent in the country. The elaim was accord-
ingly forwarded to the head office in one of
the Ea:tern States, though this would not
have heen neeessary, T was advised, had it
not been for the ahsence of the manager
from Perth. T was informed that the matter
was heing lnoked into, and that T would he
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notified later as to the acuon the company
wonid take, A few days went by, when I
was notified by the manager of the company
that the fnll amount that had been paid by
way of eompensation would be refunded.
Aecordingly, the amount of £700 was repaid.
During the period when the case was under
consideration, I disenssed the matter fully
with a firm of solicitors, who are held in
high repute and were eminently gualified to
advise me as to my legal position. 1 was
advised that in view of the definite condi-
tions under which the poliey had been issued
1 had no legal recourse against the com-
pany. 1 conld enforce no elaim under the
policy, The insurance company was not
legally required to pay anything, but they
recognised my moral right. They admitted
that there was a policy in existence, but
notwithstanding that the conditions had not
been observed they decided to pay the full
amount of €£700. This ease is not only
voucned for, but it ¢can be verified by the
fullest evidence at any time. The com-
pany iz the Employers’ Liability As-
surance (‘orporvation, Ltd.,, Perth Branch,
and the manager in Western Australia
is Mr. C. II. M. Agg. This affords a eom-
plete reply to the statements that are fre-
quenily made that insnrance eompanies are
anxions and ready to take full opportunity
of evading their responsibilities. 1 eclaim
that the action in this case provides proof
that not only are they not anxious to avoid
their responsibilities, but that they are pre-
pared to go further and afford greater eom-
sidetution thau the poliey itself sets out.
Here i= an indicativn of the high moral
standard that exists in ceonnection with in-
surince work,

Mr. Mann: When did that accident hap-
pen?

A, SAMPSOXN: The man met with the
injury durving last April, and 16 weeks
clapsed bhefore the insnrance ecompany re-
ceived a claim under the policy. It is only
richt T should make this statement to the
House. The company behaved as ecompanies
should behave, and as T believe most com-
panies do behave. They did rot take advan-
tage of the condition expressed in the poliey.
They paid the full amount, 1t was not a
trifling sum, but was one of the largest sums
pavable under the Workers’ Compensation
Act. That being so I claim that the commereial
community in Western Australia and the
private community foo, will be well advised
to stand up for those imsnrance enmpanies
“*hat provide sneh protection. There is no
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need for intrnsion on the pars of the Gov-
crnnient into an aveunune that is so well
served aliready.

Mr. Lambert: You insure with the Manu-
facturers’ Insurance Company, do you not?

Alr. SAMPSON: I do not insure with
the Chamber of Manufaeturers’ insur-
ance  department, but the insurance
companies give the same discount that
ihe Chamber of Manufacturers permits,
subject to the insured being a member of
that Chamber. That is generally known.
1 have never had occasion to complain cou-
cerning the treatment I have received from
insuranee companies. I said last year that
the treatment I had received was better than
was set out in the policy. There were two
previons payments made te me under cer-
tain policies, but these were trivial amounts.
This partiealar amount was a large one, and
provides a striking commentary upon the
high and honourable way in which insuronce
conpanies in this State, and certainly the
Bmployers’ Liability Assurance Corporation
Ltd., treat their elients. I shall opjpose the
seeond reading of the Bill.

On motion by Mr. Davy, debate adjourned.

Sitting suspendod from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

ANNTUAL ESTIMATES, 1927.28,
In Committee of Supply.

Bebate resumed from the 13th Oectober on
the Treasurer’s Financial Statement and on
the Annual Estimates; AMr. Lutey in the
Chair,

Fote- - Legislative Council, £1,667.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham} [7.30]: I should like, before 1 for-
get it, to acknowledge the eompliment the
Premier was good enough to pay me in the
coucluding words of his speech when he
referred to the part I played in conncetion
with the development of our agricultural
resources. Since the Budget speech was de-
livered by the Premier, we have had a visit
from Colonel Amery, the Seeretary of State
for the Dominions in the Imperial Govern-
mert. T hope his visit will bear good fruit.
{ have no doubt that Colonel Amery was
impressed with what he saw in Western
Aunstralia. Tt was not much, but he eonld
not have seerr much more in the limited time
at his disposal. He visited Denmark, Mt.
Barker, and proceeded to York, Bruee Rock
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and round the loop line. I know he was
impressed by what he saw. During the
course of his journey, he saw many English-
men who bave done very well. Many of
those men eame from the cities of England
and had bad praetiecally no experience of
farming before they settled on the land here.
In the old days, of course, they came out
with their families and went straight on the
wheat lands. I believe it is a faet that one
man at Walgoolan had never seen wheat
growing when he went ont to do Lis clearing
work. Colonel Amery realised the enormous
area of our State and the great value of it
in Empire matters. He appreeciated how
satisfactory is the produetion emanating
from the work carried on by so few people.
There are very few of us in Western Aus-
tralia, but we have done & great deal, and
continne to do marvellously in the way
of production. I do not know just
how our production compares with that of
people elsewhere, but I doubt if any
other people are producing more real wealth
than we are in this State. The great thing
that should have impressed Colonel Amery
was the faet that there is so litile done and
s0 much to do. Colonel Amery knows what,
the importance of peopling the country
means; he knows the need in the Old Coun-
try for foodstuffs and he also appreciates to
the full the need for Empire development
and the peopling of this continent of ours.
It is as important to us now as it was
in England a bundred years ago, that we
should inecrease our population. In the Old
Country 2 hundred years ago when they
had a population of 14 million people, there
was some talk about the couniry being over-
crowded. Now there are 45 million people in
the 0ld Land, they should ne longer hesitate
to help in the work that they know has to
be done. Undoubiedly we must build up our
population so that we may iive here in safety.
There is no doubt about it; the most stren-
uous efforts should be made, before it is too
late, to people our country so that we shall
have a population adequate to enable us to
defend Australia. So long as we have the
British navy strong enough, we shall be able
to live in safety. We do not know that the
Old Country c¢an continue to maintain the
two-nation standard, but if she can, it will
he all right. We can no longer regard our
country as a sort of Piteairn Island, and
say that it shall hold just the few who are
hiere. We can no longer shape the policy of
Western Australia merely to provide for
AR0,000 people.  There are many reasnns

[ASSEMBLY . ]

why our population is so much smulier than
that of the Eastern side of Australia, 1 be-
lieve that the great reason for it is that
much of opur country has been misunder-
stood. e can readily realise that people
whe landed on our shores at Fremantle in
years gone by, wandered about the country
a hit without proceeding far inland, and then
left our shores altogether, would depart in
the belief that the whole of the western por-
tion of Australia was more or less sandy.
Fortunately for us there has been a change
and the value of this State has been recog-
nised, not only by the people who are living
here, but by those who are in the Eastern
States and also by the people throughout the
Ewmpire. 1 do not propose to refer in detail
to the Estimates. It has been my eustom to
say all T desired to say in a general state-
went in reply to the Budget speech of the
Premier. We have various departments in
connection with which I think it would he
advisable to make more than passing com-
ment, and I shall reserve what I wish to
say until we are dealing with the various
departments to which I refer. The gross pro-
duction of the State is valued at £27,000,000
which seems to me to be all too little, The
total revenue collected smounted to £9,800,-
000" and I shall show how that position was
arrived at. It is interesting to note that 20
per cent. of our gross production is taken
in taxation. That fact should make the peo-
ple hesitate and think. It takes 20 per cent.
of all the money necessary to produce the
wealth of the State to satisfy our taxation
imposts. If a thousand acres of land are
eropped, 20 per cent. of the total cost of the
work, including the cost of production, has to
2o out in the form of tazation. The same ap-
plies to all other works. That should sct us
thinking, It has to be realised that the taxa-
tion imposed by the State is not the only
taxation imposed that the people have to
bear. As a matter of fact, the Federal Gov-
ernment collect three times as much as is
collerted by the State Treasurer. There is in-
dirert taxation as well as direct taxation.
Then the loeal governing authorities have to
maintain our roads in a state to meet the
change over in transportation from the
slow, respectable horses lo ithe iast mencins
motor cars, There is a great deal that goes
nut in the form of additional taxation. Th-
Minister for Warks knows the Aiffienlties
confronting loeal governinz aunthorities in
keeping the roads apen in a condition fit to
ropa with the heavy motor traffie, The fava-



(18 Ocroser, 1927.]

tion 1 refer to means 20 per cent. of the
gross production of wealth. That is a sexi-
ous wmatter, and the people are awakening to
the position. They should endeavour to in
crease national income and we should endenv-
our to decrease taxation by every means, by
the practice of economy to the fullest pos-
sible extent. Every Government likes to
meet the wishes of the people, but it is not
always possible to do so. Furthermore, it is
wot always good for people that their re-
quests for publie expenditure shonld be met.
There is nothing so hikely to retord the pro
gress of the country as heavy taxation. On
an average we have a fairly high standard of
living, but we ean have that only at consider.
able eost, Our imports last year were valued

at  £18,000,000 and our exports at
£15,000,000. That cannot continue in-
definitely. We must pay for our im-
ports either by borrowing money or

by sending out commedities that we are
able to produce. Fortunately, for us th-
£15,000,070 largely comes from produets ro
presenting annual crops. Thus we can send
that much away each year, but in addition
there musi be economy on the part of the
Government, our loeal anthorities and {he
individual as well. That must be practised
until the national income is considerably in-
ereased. OF course, money hat is retained in
the State can be used over and over again by
mezng of circulation within the State. It
ean be made to represent many times over
the amount it nominally stands for. But
money that we send oul of the conniry
merely serves to make vne purchase and that
is the end of it. Sometimes when I notiec
the people’s banking figures, which amount
to something like £16,008,000 and listen to
the Minister for Mines when he tells that we
have produced 160,000,000 sovereigns. I
wonder where the money has gone. We have
eaten a good deal of it

The Minister for Mines.
ereigns.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, but
the sovereigns' worth. We have sent the
money away to bring in various commodities
ihat we have required. On top of that there
is production that has to be catered for. We
would not require to keep the 160,000,000
sovereigns within the State, but it wounld be a
comfortable thing for us if we had £30,000,-
000 on deposit at the banks. It ig diffieult
in koow just where the money has cone, I¥
we have g faetory in the eountrv area mak-
ing £200 worth of butter, we have the £200)

Not the sov-
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wiihin the Stufe and the butter as well, Bu:
it we purchase the butter vequired from the
North Coast of New South Wales, we have the
butter, but the money is sent to New South
Wales instead of being kept here. We can
live happily and comfortably enough, but
we will not make the progress that is neces-
sary, unless we can export considerably more
than we import. In a primary producing
country we ought to be able to do that, but
the fact remains that large quantities of
supplies are imported from the Bastern

States. We have to pay for the goods
plus the tariff, whatever it may be.
I think it is calenlated that we pay

£2,000,000 more for preduets purchased in
the Bastern States than we wonld do other-
wise. | know the talk ahout economy is
not usnally well reecived, partienlarly, of
course, when for so long the people have
been able to enjoy themsclves fairly freely.
So all along the line it seems we are getting
very much more than we used to, but also
we are paying very mmch more than we dil.
We eannot have a tariff and pay that tax
only onee on the gonods imported. We have
te pay a great deal more to transport every-
thing. Everything we do is much dearer be-
canse of the taritf, and so evervone mnst
have more monev than before if we are
ali fo eontinue to live on the same scale.
However, we have no control over.the tariff;
if we had we would make a very much heticr
Job of it. Our people are leading fairly
confented and happy lives, but if it is to
continue we must in¢rease our national in.
come. There is no doubt about that. Only
by these means ean we banish the fear of
unemnloyment, and only by these means can
we bunish the fear of unprofitable trade in
some divections, By trading I do not refer
only to the man who brings in materials and
other requirements and seils them off at »
profit—1I refer to trade in our own products,
But if I were to make a choice of the many
things I should like to de¢ to help this coun-
try it would be to banish for cver the feur
of unemployment. That iz eertainly one nt
our principal tasks when we are eonsidering
the Estimates, Tt is not possible for any
Government to do all that ean be dome in
this direction. It vests upon the work of
many individnals in many dirvections. We
want this work properly directed, properly
influenced. Tt cannot always be_controlled,
but evevyone can help to bring & state
of affairs in which there will he no fear of
unemplovment, T want to say to the Pre-
mier arain, as 1 have =aid hefare. that the
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party for which I speak is more than willing
to co-operate with the Government at an,
time in any matter thai is for the good of
the State. Unfortunately, apparently there
is no chance of doing away with the party
system. Jn England they bave been trying
tor 200 or 300 years to accomplish i, but
without success, and there seems to be o
chance of breaking away from it. However,
auything that ean be done fo co-operate with
the Governinent in any work to assist the peo-
ple of the country, this party, I can assare
the Fremier, is perfectly willing to do it.
The Premier’'s Budget and every other Bad-
wet leaves in the minds of the people a great
aeal that is diffienlt to understand. 1 am
cortain no one can understand how it is
that from the production of twenty-seven
milions of wealth, we can take £8,877,59%
as the State’s revenue. I do not know that
it would net be well to entirely alter our
svetem of preparing the Budger. Of course,
it would he a little difiicult to change over,
and it would be so easy to be misunderstoo!
1 Jdo not know why all parties should not
wet together and resolve upon ehanging the
svstem, It must be shocking to wake ujp
1o a revenne of £9,877,596 and yet find su
little done with it. Of course, it is quite
impossible to accept it 2ll as revenune. The
truth is that 53 per cent. of this amount
represenls the pross cash earnings of the
public utilities and is ot revenue at all.
It eosts as much to earn as it repays. That
53 per cent. has to come off the revenue, for
it reprosents services rendered, good value
given for the money we get. Then 13 per
eent. represents transfers, really eross-
entrics, interest paid month after month and
interest eollected as a recoup at the end of
vuch Dhali-vear. So we find that 66 per cenr,
of this £9,877,596 must be written off as
something that iz not revenue. The only
real reveoue is 31 per cent. of the gross
amount, and even then there are some de-
duetions over whieh the IPremier has no con-
trol. That 34 per cent. represents £3,240,825
and that should be the amount set before
the public as the revenue, a very different
thing from £9,877,596. When the people
see this larger amount they naturally think
we can do a very great deal for them. Some
of this £3,240,323 hos to be used fo make
good the shortages in earnings under some
of the headings making up the 66 per cent.
But the proper economical and effective use
of real revenue is our mission to-night. We
can and naturally will criticise some of
the management conneeted with the earning
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of this money, apart frow taxation. Qur in-
terest and sioking fund bhill amounts to
£3,489,308. Of that, the investmenis earned
directly £3,025,846, leaving to be charged
to revenue £463,462. That £463,462 is
not ali charged against taxation. Somo
of it comes from investment in ome way
or another, something, if not very muech.
However, it is this amount that has to le
watched, for it has been in connection with
earnings of this invested money and the
eost of it that we have encountered trouble
in the past. It is beecause of this we have
had deficits. The deficits have heen almost
entirely due to the fact that our business con
eerns and public ulilities during wartime and
for years afterwards did not earn sufficient
to pay their way, including interest. Se
this £463,462 is this year a little groater
than it was last year, and it is here that the
Premier requires to be watehful to see that
this invested money does carry its load.
Since we have given up our right to in-lirect
taxation there is no means of recovering
losses of this kind, or at all events no casy
means, particularly if, as I think the Dre-
mier will agree, 20 per cent. of gross taxa.
tion is heavy. So I do not see where we enn
recover if by any chance we lose any eon
riderable sum in our public utilities, Sal-
aries and wages paid by the Government
are fixed by boards and tribunals, and so the
Treasurer has no control over that expendi-
ture, which represenfs a very considerable
amount. We are therefore reduced to tke
critivism of the few items and the manage-
ment generally of our finances. I know that
such eriticism will for the most part £all on
deaf ears; beeause if there is one thing the
House dislikes it is finance in detail. It is
a pretty dry subject and although it is in
ilself government, still it is not a wildly ex-
¢itinz theme, nor one that appeals very mueh
to members, Yet they have to face the musie
and endeavour to get behind this question,
particularly since we have to deal with the
Financial Agreement very shortly, a docu-
ment that will affect the finances of the State
cne way or the other for the next 57 years.
Everybody, even those gitting behind the
(iovernment. arc ready to demand thal our
finances shall be well managed by Min-
isters. I think aiso that members demanl
that there shall he absolute frankness in the
preparing and submitting of the accounts.
which are really accounts of the Governor's
stewardship. There are a few items to which
T take exception and whieh T think ought to
be questioned. Under the migration agree
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mnent we are getting money at 1 per cent.
We have had £2,250,000 up to the end of
last vear. For that we are paying L per
cent,, or £22500. The amount chargxd up
fo aroup settlement s at the full rate of in-
terest, the rale we pay on ordinaey loans.
That represents about £104.000, but the hal-
#uee should be evedited to a special acesunt
to cover losses and should not be taken into
revenue, for it is not revenue. As a matter
ot fact, the interest is not collected, but
is debited up to the work., All work should
he debited up with a proper rate of inierest.
Tt is right in the case of railway ron-true
tion that we should charge just whaf we pay
for the money, that the money should go
back into revenue, but where we are collect-
ing more than we pay, an amount =houid be
set agide, particanlarly when we know tha!
we must make considerable losses. We have
borrowed already at this low rate £759,000
n Deeember of 1923 and £1,500,000 in 1924,
Possibly a quarier of a million in inlerest
on this money has been paid into revenue
sinee those dates,  The Premier has sel
aside £150,000 which may be used to restore
his position, and 1 hope he will treat an-
other £350,000 in (he same way when he
gets his agreement through. | do not think
the Premier mentioned in his Budget speech
just how the suspense acveount in respect of
soldice settlement siands at the moment
However, we shall get that when we get the
Auditor General's report. Now 1 wish {o
say a few words about group settlement,
Tor all mismanasgement of the wheal belt
settlement I have always been held respon-
tible to the full, and 1 suppose I shali be
beld responsible for a very long time lo
coire for all that happened in relativn to
the group settlement scheme. I do not ob-
jeet. | happened to be in oflice when the
wheat land in the back country was s-itled
s«nd 1 was held responsible. 1 was vespon-
sible for the inanguration of group settle
ment and T do not mind being hell re
sponsible for all 1 had to do with it.  But
eroup settlement depends firstly upon the
land, secondly upon the settler, and thirdiy
upon the Minister, and so whoever happens
to be Minister must be held responsible.

The Minister for Lands: If the land ia
not there, and the settler is not right. the
Minister ean do nothing.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T think
the success of gronp settlement depends
rpon the land, the scttler and the Minister
in that order. T have been told ten thou-
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sand times that I as Minister was responsible
for land settlement. The Minister cannoi
make the land but he can misjudge it. The
trouble lies not with the land at all; " it is
the expenditure. In the old days we were
told that wo settled land that was unsuitable
for wheat growing. .\ few blocks weve nn
suitable and the people who had themn were
transterred to better blocks, but there wers
very few of them. Those were the days of
cheap wheai. Sinee then eonditions have
thanged. Not so long age, when we were
building railways through wheat country,
we carried them almost from good arca to
wond aren, M we are laying down raillways
tu-day we adopt o route as nearly stvmight
ay possible beeause, with the increased price
of wheat, a good deal of land that eould ngt
he used when wheat was 3s. 6d. a bushel can
he used nmow. The whole position in the
wheat belt has changed owing to the higher
price of wheat. Tf 2 man puts wheat into
hix barn at 53 a bhushel he cannot selt it at
4s., any more than a draper can take 2 coat
into his shop at 20s. and sell it for 13s.

The Minister for Tands: T think yon will
find that 90 per cent. of the elients on the
Induslries Asdistance Roard are on poor
land.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A great
deal of that land was settled when the in-
ister’s friends were previously in office.
Nuring the drought year the land vielded
uood crops and the people were enconraged
fo take it up. Still, it does not matter when
it was settled. There are not so many of the
old seitlers still on the Tndnstries Assist-
ance Board. As to those who are still on
the board, it may he due to the men or it
may be due to the land: probably there
are several reasons why they are still on
the board. Dealing with group settlement
the trouble is not so much the land as the
expenditure, The Minister told us that 500
group settlers had to he moved to other
blocks. Some of the people wha had notice
to move do not seem too keen to zo. How-
ever, if their bloeks are unsnitable they mnst
he put on other blocks.

The Minister for Lands: You wonld not
attempt to take on one of those blocks yvour-
self, and vou know that land.

Hoxn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
know what the Minister is falking about.

The Minister for Tands: The land in the
Peel Estate and in the Busselton area.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEILL: T did not
select the land, hut anvhow T wonld nat take
the Minister’s judement.
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The Minister for Lands: But I would take
your judgment.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
point is I believe in the South-West. It is
not gnly the land that eounts in produetion;
the climate also counts and the climate per-
haps more than the land . I believe that land
was never more carefully selected than for
the group settlement scheme, because it was
selected by a special official, surveyed, and
settled.

The Minister for Lands: That is not cor-
rect. A lot of settlers were here before
the land was ready for them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I shall
not allow the Minister to say that my state-
ment is not correet. Someone has said he
is wiser than wisdom who knows that he
does not know. The Minister would do well
to remember that. I have not had charge
of the scheme for 3% years, and many of
the bloeks that have to be abandoned were
settled after I left oifice. The Minister can
apeak of those blocks but he cannot speak of
the method of selection while I was in
charge. In 1922-23 there were 1,278 settlers
and the cxpenditure on grouyp settlement was
£502,579, In 1923-24 there were 2,296 set-
tlers—the highest number we have had—
and we spent £818,972. I was not in control
during the last 215 months of the year
1023-24. When the expenditure totalled
£1,32),551 there had been cleared 21,613
aceres, plonghed 16,625 acres, and put under
grasses 1,84 acres. Those are the figures
Mr. Angwin gave and 1 think the present
Minister said it eost £60 to £90 per acre to
grass the land. He admitted that the
figure was wrong and that he would cor-
rect it.

The Minister for Londs: 1 did correct it
in “Hansard.”

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: No one
sees “Hanzard.” It went out to the publie
that the cost of grassing the land was £60
te €90 an aere.

The Minister for Lands: T am prepared
to make any correction in the House, but it
does not alter the position that the settler
has to earry the liability of the acreage.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
speaking of the work done to the end of
1023-24 when the espenditure tofalled
£1,321,551. More than half of the work of
clearing 25 acres on each block had heen
done up to that time and a great many of
the houses had been erected. A good many of
the settlers were growing crops before I left
office in 1924. Mr. Angwin often visited the
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group seitlements with me at that time. In
1424-25 the expenditore was £983,951, in
1925-26 it was £1,107,714, while last year it
was £1,428,486. This is the astounding part
that last year's expenditure represents an
average of £698 per settler. 1 was told in
my time that the sustenance allowance of
10s. per day was far too liberal and would
be too great for the scheme to carry. If we
deduct the full 10s. per day, or £136 for
the year, from the £698 average for each
scliler, we bhave £342 per settler spent on
other things. T believe all the cottages were
erected prior to last year.

The Minister for Lands: All the cottages
have not yet been erected.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Praetic-
ally the whole of them were erected.

The Minister for Lands: What is the good
of talking that stufi? Sustenance was paid
but no machinery or stock was purchased.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What is
the use of the Minister talking such stuff as
that. He can bhave his say afterwards, I
am explaining how much was actually spent
and what was done for the money. Was I
responsible for spending £698 on each group
settler last year? Of course not. I shall
not take any responsibility for the last 3%
years.

The Minister for Lands: Neither shall I.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of conrse
not. The Minister will take no responsibility
for what happened yesterday.

The Minister for Lands: Yes, T shall; 1
am doing it.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELY.: Then the
Minister is doing it badly, We have spent
attogether £4,863,100, and about £66,000 has
baen paid off. Of this £1,100,000 was spent
in my time and I think we got value for it.
The £1,425,436 spent last year may include
other things than work on individual blocks:
I do not know. The wheat belt bloeks were
not charged with the cost of railways, or
roads, or nnything of that kind. Whether in
the £1,428.180 is included the cost of the
Norseman-Salmon Gums railway 1 do not
know, hut it is ntterly impossible that each
group settler could have drawn £698 last
year. If the Government hought 12,000
cows they would spend well under £200,000
on them. If thev honght State implements
for the groups they would know what they
paid for earh implement. The Government
cow!ld not spend on 2,048 group settlers
more than £50 each for implements and
dravs, and that would amount to £100,000.
In 1924-25 there were 2,229 settlers; in
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1925-26, 2,244; and in 1926-27, 2,048, If we
take all the cattle, horses, and plant pur-
chased to date it would not be possible to
spend a great part of £1,428,000 on them.
It would be utterly impossible to spend any-
thing like £698 on each individual farm in-
clusive of the £136 sustenance for the year.
Therefore if the gross expenditure does in-
clude other work, we ought to be informed of
it. At any rate, the Government ecannot go
on spending £698 a year on each of those
blocks. There is no doubt about that. If is
the highest amount by a long way expended
in any one year. [t will be found that mosi
of the eottages were erected before last year.
When the elearing was done, the big expen-
diture, apart from the purchase of stoek,
was over. 1 cannot understand how the
Government could have spent all that money,
It eould not have been spent on the individ-
ual blocks. Some of the settlers were ready
to farm their blocks years ago. It is useless
for the Minister to argue that some of the
land is no good. It is not the land, but the
expendituve that is the trouble.

The Minister for Lands: Tell us how it
is not the land. Why don’t vou go down
to the Peel Estate and tell those fellows how
stutl ean be grown there?

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
think the Minister needed advice from any-
one.

The Minister for Lands: Deal with the
Peel estate, and tell us what happened there.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHETA.: Why does
not the Minister tell us?

The Minister for Lands: T have told the
settlers that it cannot be done.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELIL: If the
Minister =avs it eannot be done, most likely
it ean he done. I listened quite calmly to
the Minister while he was making his state-
ment. 1 bave not been in charge for 314
years and I do not know the partieular block
to which he is referring. At any rate T am
not replving to the Minister's statement. [
am putting up my statement of the faets.

The Minister for Lands: That is pot fair,
heecause all the time Mr. Augwin was here,
vou applauded him for what he did.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T am not
saying anything about Mr. Angwin or what
he did. T have had nothing to do with group
settlement for 314 years. Undoubledly the
Minister in his statement tried to make me
responsible for all the happenings. T am
not even eriticising. If the money has heen
spent on rzilways, roads and other things,
then it is not properly chargeable to each
bloek. T hope the Premier will he able
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to tell us how the money has been distri-

buted. IHas the Norseman-Salmon Gums
line been built from this fund? I under-
stand some of the wheat blocks in that dis-
trict are to be given to British settlers. We

ought to be told whether that is so. The

public ought not to be informed that tnc
£1,400,000 has been spent on group settlers
when it has heen spent, and legitimately

spent, on migration. Has the Minister set-
tled the miners at Sonthern Cross and not,
as was intended, in the distriet between

Norseman snd Salmon Gums? If, as I
understand, it is the intention to give one-
half of the blocks on the area in question to
British settlers, the public ought to be told
so. In my opinion our wheat lands should
in the first instanec be reserved for our own
people. The public are entitled to explana-
tions on these points, and the position should
be made quite elear. Under the migration
agreement we are to get ten millions for set-
tlement and work, and on all this momey
there is a rebate which means about £3850,-
000, which is to be used to cover losses.

We get a rebate on money used for railway
eonstruction as well as on money advanced

to settlers, and it is an enormons allowance.
With all due respect {o the Premier, I con-
gider that we onght to hurry up and use the
money. To-night T have been at some pains
to show that our mnational income should be
increased. We spent some £6,000,000 in set-
tling soldiers on the land; but those soldiers
hgve inereased the national income, and-
thanks to that fact we have been able to getb
near squaring the ledger. Thank God the
work of soldier settlement had to be domne
quickly; and in settling the soidiers quickly.
we brought the State into a sound financial
position. Thiz money, T repeat, ought to he
used with the least possible delay. Migrants
now coming here in numbers must go to the
South-West heeause to-day we can only
offer wheat land that is fairly good, land
that ean he safely nsed. Tremendous nnm-
hers of our own people want land, and they
are entitled to get it hefore other people

People who have been here for some vears,
and certainly sons of our farmers, and for
that matter sons of our townspeople, have
a first eall on our wheat land; and they will
utilise it, although admittedly it is diffienit
to induee our people io 2o in for dairying
and close cultivation, There was a fearfnl
outrry when it was announced that half of
cur wheat lands were to be giveir to
migrants: 1f we bave wheat land that our
awn people do not require, certainly let it
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go to the migrants. It will prohably pe
found that something like 5s. per bLushe!
will be obtained for our wheat this season,
in which case we shall be able to use lands
which ceould not be looked at with wheat
still at 3s. 6d. On the other hand, if wheat
falls to 3s. we shall have to produce twice
the erop we had last vear. As regards the
South-West, we must develop that territory
just as we have developed the wheat belt.
After all, is it not a faet that though wheat
has gone up in price, so0 has hatter, and so
Lave potatoes, and all sorts of produce, in-
cluding bacon, eggs and so forth?  These
foods ean be grown profitably in the South-
West, and they must be grown to feed our
people. We send away millions annually
for foodstuffs, and we should produce those
foodstuffs ourselves.  During the last 30
years Western Australia ought not to have
hought a single onion, or a single potato, or
even one pound of butter. We must pro-
duce our own food. 1t is not good that we
should live on the products of land no better
than ourg, and in fact not as good as wuch
land in the district of the member for Al-
bany. Money we send away for butter re-
mains in the East, and is lost to us tor all
time. The improvement in the finanecial
position of the State is due to the fast of
our seitlers having produced so much.
We shall endeavour by evervy means in our
power to open up the country between herc
and Albany. I am of opinion that that
country is just as wonderful in its way as
are the wheat lands in theirs. T own that
many people do not agree with me, but
probably I know as much sabout it as
anybody else in the Chamber. The group
seitlement idea was devised to overcome
the difficulty of development in the South-
West. Group settlemment has been deseribed
a4 the only way of doing that work, and I
believe it is. In my opinion we ean, with
economiecal management, settle tens of thous-
ands of people in the South-West under this
scheme. Certainly we can settle ten times
as many people there per mile of railway as
in other parts of this country of immense
distanees. The towns that must spring up as
the result of South-Western settlement will
absorb considerable numbers of people and
show a profit io us all round. I do not know
why we should not proceed with the develop-
ment of the South-West hand in hand with
the development of the wheat belt. Not by
bread alone doth man live, and there is no
reason why he should do so. The South-
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West i= the land flowing with milk and
honey, but the cow has to be milked, Is it not
our duty fo bandle the situation? As to gold
mines, we have a claim at Wiluna, just be-
yond the electorate »f the member for Cue.
When I was in office the promoters of the
mine were given a letter stating that if their
tests resulted satisfactorily-—our own Mines
Department said the mine would be a good
one and could do profitable work—a rail-
way would be built. The present Premier
upon entering ofiice confirmed that promise.
The line will be built. We do not hesitate
where a gold mine is concerned.

The Minisier for Mines: The company
have spent £176,000 on the mine now.

Hon. Sir JAMFES MITCHELL: A great
deal more will have to be spent. Of course,
the mine will not be worked as long as a
potato pateh in the Sonth-West. We ought
to be thankful thai we have this new coun-
try to develop, and we should not shirk the
work, The time hag gone by when we should
doubt the value of South-Western land or
hesitate to develop it. I remember when
it used to be said that in this country wheat
could pot be grown. We ean and do grow
wheat. It was also said that Western Aus-
tralia could never grow apples. Codlin
moth apples from the East were let in be-
canse of that ery. As a consequence, codlin
moth apples got inte the metropolitan area
and ruined the fruit trees there. Never be-
fore in the history of Western Australia has
this State had money for development pur-
poses over a period of five years at one per
cent. Can we not screw up the energy to
use that money? We shall have to see about
it. T do not know thai I need dwell upon
that subjeet much longer; I shall have an-
other opportunity to refer to it when the
T.ands estimates are heing considered. I am
glad to see that a number of surveyors are
at work classifying land and cutting wp
areas for settlement. I hope we shall be
able to make available considerable areas
east of the rabbit proof fence towards the
coast, between Salmon Gums and

The Minister for Mines: Newdegate.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELT : No, higher
up than that—that stretch of conntry south
of the railway towards Bruce Rock. We
should be able to find good country there, but
I do pot know how much. A good deal of
it was inspected in my time,

Mr. Lindsay: You will want more rail-
ways when you speak of eountry south of
Southern Cross.
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Uon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Iam talk-
ing about new land. In the country north of
Ejanding, Pithara and Dalwallinu, survey-
ors are at work. For over 40 miles from
Ejanding the land has becn practically al
taken up. Even heyond that I know that a
great deal of land has been taken up, and
when the line runs from Moolering east, a
zood deal more land will be made available, I
hope the whole of that ecountry will be sur-
veved and that the land wiil be thrown open
for scleetion. Of course, we shall have to
prepare to build more railways. Last year
{he Premier debited “Miscellaneous Serviges”
with £150,000. On account of the interest
held in abeyanee, this year the amount is
£350,000. Of course we know that no ser-
vices at afl have been rendered. We find also
the item “Savings Bank, sale, £40,000.”
When we ecome to that I shall have some-
thing to say about it. With regard to the
suggested new Government offices, T hope we
shall not do anything until we ean face the
question in a comprehensive way. T men-
tioned this afternoon that last vear the con-
trihution to the workers’ insurance fund. paid
by the railways. was £13,000, while for the
vear it ia expected to be £28,500. The re-
sponsibility, therefore, must be muceh greater.
There is another extraordinary happening
in connection with public ntilities. Tt is a
question of management, and the utilities I
think are managed well. I donbt whethe:
the railways could be better managed than
is the case at the present time. Generally
speaking, Lthe people in charge of our busi-
ness concerns are doing excellent work. The
loss in 1922-23 was £507,000 on the publie
utilities. That eame down in 1923-24 to
£23,709. The earnings of all the public
utilities went up by £498,000, and the loss
was rodoueed by £484,000. The defieit in the
year 1921-22 was £732,000. TIn 1923-24 the
deficit was £220,000 and part of that was the
£23.000 loss on puhtic utilities. Then we
come to the next three vears. The £582,100
represented the inereased earnings of the
publie utilities and the loss was greater by
£1.000 than for the year ended the 30th
June, 1924, Tt is a serious matter, when we
come to think of it, that the improvement
was not continued. The earnings inereased
Imt the result was worse. There is some-
thine wrane abont that. It is in connection
with these concerns that we have to be
michtv carefnl, otherwise our revenue must
go to the bad. It was due largely to the
loss of trade during the war and the after-
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math of the war, that we had these losscs
and the deficit.

Mr. Kenneally: It was not due to the
(lovermnent of the day.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was
due to the Government of the day that the
result was so good in connection with the
trading coneerns in 1923-24. I am much
obliged to the hon. member for reminding
me of that. It is due to the present Gov-
ernment that there has been no improve-
ment since then.

Mr., Kenneally interjected.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They got
rid of me becanse they did not like my
colour; I was not quite red encugh.

Mr. Rowe: You are redder now.

don. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T hope
:hat the member for East Perth will see
Jat the result of the last few vears is
not safisfactory. The sinking fuzd on the
trading concerns comes to £1,500,000. That
naturally takes some earning, but it is due
to the influence of the Government that the
result has not been quiie as good as in the days
of my Government. It is a wonderful thing
when the earnings of the railways have, in
nine years, more than doubled. This inerease
has been due entirely to the wonderful activ-
ity displayed by the people in the country,
an activity that has brought about inereased
production. Not only do we get freight
on wheat, but trade follows the crops, and
it is an enormous advantage to railway sys-
tem. I hope that in the next nine years
the Tesult will be as great. Without pro-
duction we cannot have these earnmings. I
do not suppose any other part of the Com-
monwealth can show anything approaching
it. When we get a erop of over 30,000,000
bushels, it means some trade. I hope we
shall go heyond that this year, and there
seems every prospect of our doing so. May
I for a few moments deal with the sinking
fund as it affects the defieit. We have
created a deficit of £6,280,000: we have paid
£4,380,000 of thaf into the sinking fund. We
paid interest on the amount, too, from 1911
to the present vear, so that the contribution
to the sinking fund and the interest paid
on the sinking fund, which has gone into
the hands of the trustees, is greater than
the defieit. Tf we had financed as the other
States have financed, we should have had
no defieit at all. Wherever we go we hear
about the Western Austra’ian deficit, but
we hear very little about the sinking fund.
The total aceretions to the sinking fund
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since 1911-12 when the first deficit oecurred,
represent  £9,000,000 as against our
£6,000,000 defieit, During the war and in
the years affer the war whilst we were re-
establishing the country, there was no pos-
sible chanee of paying to the sinking fund
to meet the charges and interest and sinking
Tfund on our great investments. Therefore
we are very lucky to have been able to put
aside £9,000,000 while we were creating a
deficit of £6,000,000, and whilst the Treas-
urer in his balance suffers because of the
payments to the ginking fund, there it
is, the property of the State.

Mr, Griffiths: What is the amount of the
sinking fund to-day?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tt is
something over £9,000,000.

The Premier: It is £9,000,000 odd.

Hon. Sir JAMES MTTCHELL: The total
sinking fund after paying off the 2% mil-
lion pounds on the Coolgardie water scheme
on the 3lst March was £8,756,000. 1t is
over £9,000,000 to-day. That has all accu-
mulated sinee 1911.

Mr. Griffiths: 1 ask beeanse it was re-
ferred to in another place as £11,000,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was
over £11,000,000 before we paid off the
2% million pounds early in the year.
All the States of the Commonwealth
combhined have not a sinking fund of
£11,000,000. T.ast year the loan expenditure
was £14,113,000. Practically 18 per cent. of
that was used for agrieultural purposes.
That includes £1,428,000, money spent under
the migration agreement. T doubt if it re-
presents money spent on advances to
farmers. I believe it refers io money spent
on railways, but we shall find that out. The
Agricultural Bank had very little money
last year because money is heing repaid
from old loans. It would be better if the
people who own land and owe the bank
money cleared further arveay after paying
their interest, than that they should repay
what they owe to the bank at this stage.
It only means that they will come to the
bank for further advances for clearing. This
clearing not only produces work for the
moment, but produces permanent work.
There is always work to do once the land is
cleared. T hope that the authorised rail-
ways will be activelyv undertaken. There is
the line to Yorkrakine, in which the member
for Avon is interested. T hope the line in
which the member for Toodyay is inter-
ested will be built. Then there is the Dale
River line, the line between the South-

[ASSEMBLY.]

Western and the Great Southern railways,
and the other lines that have been author-
ised. I think altogether about 500 miles of
railway have been authorised, and it would
cost abount £2,000,000 to build them. I should
not hesitate to build them. It would be
money well spent, Out of the £4,000,000
authorisation the Premier eould not do
better than spend £1,000,000 on the construc-
tion of railways. The great need of the
world at the moment is for new railways to
be built. Railways have not been built ahout
the world much sinee 1914, with the result
that land has not been developed. Cur op-
portunity has come for the szettlement and
development of land, but this cannot be doue
without rallways. We can and should build
these lines without any delay, particularly
the Yorkrakine and Dale River railways, and
railways that will open up new territory
such as the Boyup Brook-Cranbrook and the
Bridgetown to Mt. Barker railway. I have
already referred to the Wilona railway. 1
am sure that will be fully justified. I am
not going to refer to mining to-night. We
shall have an opportunity of dealing with
that later. The Minister had better be pre-
pared for criticism. Unless something defl-
nite is done, we shall have to turn the Gov-
ernment out.

The Premier: Do not be rash.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I know
[ shall have the support of the member for
Menzies, the member for Cue and three or
four others on the opposite side of the
House.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
not in order in making threats.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
not making threats, I am endeavouring to
show the Minister how wise three or four
members sitting opposite to me are, and that
they are likely to support me.

The Minister for Mines: I do not think
you will get men who are interested finan-
cially in mining to turn me out.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I dare
say the Minister knows better than I do
about the people who are financially in-
terested in mining. We are paving under
the Workers” Compensation Act. If he
gives them all they want, of course they will
keep him in office.  If he has money to
spend and gives them all they want, they
will wish that he should remain where he is.
The best thing the Minister has is the good
opinion he holds of himself. He may not
have very much cash, but he has that good
opinion of himself.
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The Minister for Mines:
asset.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If he
were a little more modest, I should say he
wag perfectly justified in  holding that
opinion.  He has spent a great deal of
money on mining without produciag any re-
sults. We and the rest of the people will
want to know what results he has to show,

The Minister for Mines: I am pleased to
be able to say that the results are better
than they have been for the past five years.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
was not so yesterday.

The Minister for Mines: Yes, it was.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The Min-
ister is not paying workers' compensation
premiums for all industries. He is not pay-
ing it for the timber industry and others.
Of course he will get a lot of support if he
is paying the whole of the gold-mining
premiums,

The Minister for Mines: 1 am not doing
so. It is only in the case of the Thirad
Schedule I am doing it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister is 80 emphatic. Te is wrong in this
case, as usual.

The Minister for Mine:: 1f yvou ean tell
me that there are mining diseases in the tim-
ber industry, I will admit you are right.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister is wrong, I do not know that I need
deal further with the Lands Department. I
have already expressed approval of the fact
that surveyors are out at work, and I hope
they will be able to survey a great deal of
land. T believe it would he better if some
of our miners who are mffering from
phthisis were put on to sheep propositions:
where the work would be very mmueh lighter
for them. I thought years ago when
we [Orst spoke of protecting the miners
that this would e done. In the Great
Sounthern distriet there is land to be had for
sheep raising at a fairly cheap rate, and
these men could be placed in a position
there to help themselves. I doubt if they
would be strong enough to elear the land or
to farm it as our wheat farmers do. This
side of the House is willing to afford anv
asistance to those people. If I ean he
of any help T shall be only too willing to
give it. Tt is hetter to place them in a
position to earn their own living than it is
to pay them from any fund, as we shall be
doing month by month. A great deal can
be done for them without any great cost
uitimately to the State. If we can select the

It is a good
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righl places whereon to settle them, taking
into account the varying state of the health
of the wen, we eannot do better than adopt
this prineiple. 1 hope that work will not
be made n party matter, I now wish to refer
{o the long service leave in connection with
the railwayvs. \What has heen done? On the
Estimates must be found an amount to cover
the cost of thiw long service leave. If iy
provided for by vote. 1 understand we are
not to face the question ot flixing the iong
service leave definitely in this House, but
that an agreement is to be registered in the
Arbitration Courl to last for three years.
That seems to be unsatistnetory. I believe
this House will unanimonsly approve of the
prineiple of long serviee leave. Tt would
he very much better if the cost of the
leave could be converted in some way into
a retiring allowance. That would be very
much better for the men and the State. It
will not be long, T think, hefore they ask
for this to be done.

Mr. Withers: Why did they not ask for
it in the first place?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHUELL:
were badly advised.

Mr. Withers: They advised themselves.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
country has voted twiee on the cquestion.
The people concerned were promised long
serviee leave in 1924, [t was part of the
policy of the Government. They did not
grant it, but in 1927 the men again voted
for the Govermmnent who had promised it.

The Minister for Mines: And on both oe-
easions you and your party opposed it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHFEI.L: T ought
to ask the Minister to withdraw that state-
ment. We would have to spend endless
hours listening to the withdrawals of the
Minister if we asked him to withdraw every
time he was wrong, He is wrong in this
case.

The Minister for Mines: You and every
member of vour party voted against it.

Hon. Sir JAVMES MITCHELL: And
every member of the Minister's party voted
for it hut did nothing, After 3% years
they have not done a tap. They bought the
votes of some railway people twice in con-
nection with the matter, and even now they
have not got what they were promised. 1
can tell a tale ahout one of the Minister's
supporters. I was introduced to him. When
he heard 1 was from Bunbury he thought T
was the member for Bunbury. Of course i
apologise to the hon. member for the mis-
take, He said, *Shake them up, they will

They
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not give us our long serviee leave. I voted
twice for them to give it to us, and now thev
arc not doing so0.” T replied that T certainly
would shake them up.

Mr. Withers: T shall have to make a nois»
about it, too.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 wans
to answer the emphatic Minister for Mines,
who always knows everything and is never
wrong. T told the people at Northam that
the promnise already made to railway men
that they would get long service leave should
be honoured, and that I thought the best
way of earrving out the promise would be
to add the cost of the long serviee leave to
the retiring allowance. I told them that at
Northam and throughout the country during
the last election. I hope the Minister will
apologise and be more carelful in future. It
is the way of the inexpertenced to eontra-
diet.

The Minister for Mines: You must have
been lerribly misrepresented.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
my opponents.

The Minister for Mines: No; by the Press,
and by members of your party, and by your
own speeches.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
think the Minister ever read a speech by any-
one except himself. The bon. gentleman
rets annoved by my references to long ser-
viee leave., IHe says it was not the promise
of lonz serviee leave but the promise of
State insurance, given in a whisper, that
Irrought baek his party to affice.

The Minister for Mines: And vou are
npposing State insarance.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister makes everything a party question. I
am endeavouring to impress upon him that
there is a right and a wrong way of granting
long servive leave. The necessary amonnt
does appear on the Estimates, and when
the Estimates are passe] the necessary
amount will be provided. But if there is to
be long werviee leave, it must be continuous;
it eannul be fixed up for three years, and
then for another three years. No doubt it
wonld be splendid to he able to say at a
general election, “If you put the other fel-
lnws in vom won’t et long service leave.”

The Ministrr for Mines: Are vou afraid
that yon will get back next time and that
vour party will insist on long serviee leave?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some
hon. memhers, when they interfect, givé
themselves away. The Minister has disclosed

Yes, by
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tie objeet in making a three-years agreement
and not lixing up the matter of long service
leave permanently. He will say that if he
wets back ibe men will get long service leave.
The present method of handling the ques-
tion is an absolute disgrace, and I should
think the men must feel aighly uncomfort-
able ahout it. T hope that before the next
election they will say they are ready to ae-
cept a retiring allowanee in some shape in
place of long service leave. In any event,
the people have said the men should have
long service leave; and therefore the men
must get if. T€ it is something to be kept
dangling before the men at elections for the
next 20 vears, that is another matter. T be-
lieve, however, that the men will understand
what that means. At present I have no more to
sty on the Tistimates: we shall have the de-
partments, and shortly thereafter the Loan
Tstimates, We are facaing a great oppor-
tunity of developing our eountry, There are
10 millions nf money at a very cheap rate
available to us. Tndoubfedly we have land
awaiting development, and we can get peo-
ple from the Old Country 1o fill up some of
our vacant spaces. If we are to live safely
in this eountry, we must have a definite mi-
gration policy. T know we eannot introduce
migrants while we have unemployed, but we
are bound to have unemployed until we
do bring in numbers of migrants for land
settlement and thereby create work through-
ont the State. We have a responsibility to
the people of this State and to the people of
Australia, snd we anght tn cee that develop-
ment is not retarded, but encouraged untit
all gur lands have heen twrned to profitable
use. What would this conntry be to-day were
it not for our wheat production? Why
shonld we be content to take 20 millions an-
nually from the soil of this country when
the amount. with but a slight increase in the
public debt and with 200,000 people added
fo onr numbers, might easily be three times
20 millions? Tt is neeessary for the Old
Country to send people to the Dominions,
and it is our dutv te take some of them into
Western Aunstralia. 'We have the opportun-
ity and we have the room. We can utilise
those people. It is only a matter of proper
organisation here and of proper oreanisation
in Encland. With a right handling of the
wituation we shall change the fare of West-
orn Australin not onlvy for the people who
come to it hat for all the pepole who are in
it. Western Anstralia can be made the hest
plaee on God’s earth for the worker and for
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all classes; but work and organisation are
needed towards that end, Let men and money
he applied to our soil, and all will be well.
Are we longer to treat this country as if we
were not responsible for its settlement and
development, as if we had no responsibility
to the people? Children vet unbern will have
the right to ask whether we did our duty =0
that they might possess a white man’s eoun-
try. I hope we shall not make the develop-
ment of Western Australia a party ques-
tion; 1 sincerely trust that we shall come
together in this great work, and that it will
be done, and done very soon.

Progress reported.,

House adjourned at 9.11 p.m.

Legislative Council.
Wednesday, 19th October, 1927,

Questlon Milk Supply, Children's Hospital 1249
Foresta Act Amendment, 3R., passed 12490
Smmp Act Amendment, ‘!R paaserl 1249
Electoral Act Amenrlment. ZR. ... 1240
Heepltals, 2r,, Com. 1253
Closer Settlement, 2R. 1857

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30¢
p-m., and read pravers.

QUESTION — MILK SUPPLY,
CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW asked the Chief Sec-
vetary: 1, Has the dairy herd at the Clare-

mont Hospital for the Tnsane, whieh sup- -

plies the milk to the Children’s Hospital,
recently been submitted to the tubereular
test? 2, On what oceasions has this herd
previously been tested? 3, Will the Minister
lay on the Table of the House the files re-
lating to these fests? 4, Wil he lay on the
Table of the Houze the American Journal
of Publiec Health for 27th Aungunst, Vol. 17,
No, 8, now in the poscession of the Health
Nepartment ?
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The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: I,
Yes; following the usual practice animals
showing clinieal signs were isolated and suis-
mitted to the test. 2, On the I12th May,
1922, 27th March, 19% 24th June, 192¢;
5th Jul_y 1926; and 27th July, 1926. 3,
The file will be made available For the perusal
of the hen. wmember if he desires at the office
of the Minister for Agricalture. 4, Yes.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.

1, Worests Act Amendment.
2, Stamp Act Amnendment.
Passed.

BILL—ELECTORAL ACT AMEND-

MENT.
Necond Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central—in reply) [4.36]: In an
early stage of his speeech, Mr. Harris said:
“It is «quite possible that an amend-
ment to the Federal Electoral Act may
be introdueed in the Federal Par-
liament at an early date, and the
State Government should be quite sure
that in that amending legislation there
will not be snmething that will confliet with
anything we may do.” The Government are
aware that such a Bill has been introdueced
into the Federal Parliament and, as the
result of speeial inquiries, the Chief Elee-
toral Registrur has ascertained that it does
not in any way alter the present procedure
in regard to enrolments or objections, so
that the position is not affected by this hap-
pening.  Regarding e reconciliation of
boundarivs of Federal divisions and State
cleetorates, the importance of this matter was
fnily stressed when 1 moved the second read-
ing of the Bili, and | then made it plain that
it is anticipated there will be an alteration
in the Sinte electoral Loundartes before the
Commonwealth undertakes its next redistri-
hutior: scheme,

Hon. E. H. Hacrts:
plain then.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 hope 1
shall not be misunderstood. This does not
imply that we will alter our buundaries to
snit the present Federal divisional bound-
ariez as, with our 6fty districts and their
five divisions, we wili, of course, give more
attention to community of interests than to
actual nambers.  Our rapidly-developing

Ti waz not made too



