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passed, the Gcraldton branch of the R.S.L.
will have no difficulty in raising the money
necessary to erect a ball worthy of them-
selves and of the town. The Bill goes fur-
ther than giving powers of mortgag-er i n
regard to the land which is the subject of
the Bill, it provides similar powers in Ie-
lation to any other land which the trustees
may hereafter acquire. It will be noticed,
however, that any lease, mortgage or sale-
all of which are covered by the Bill-is
made subject to the approval of the Gov-
ernor-in-Council. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

hi, Committee, etc.

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

Read a third time and passed.

House adjourned tit 12.17 a.m. (Thursday).
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

[81]

MOTION-BULK HANDLING SITES.

Departmental Committee's Notes of
Evidence.

BON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [4.33]:
move--

That there be laid on tine Table of the House
a copy of the notes of evidence taken by the
departmental committee on bulk handling sites
which, was the subject of papers tabled pur-
suant to a motion moved by the member for
Fremantle (Mr. J. B. Slecmnan) on Wednesday,
the .5th December, 1934.

When the departmental committee's report
was asked for I pointed out to the Govern-
ment that it was wrong to discuss the matter,
which was then the subject of a libel action
before the court. It appeared to me that
this was staged to ensure that the informa-
tion contained in the report would reach the
jury. It might be said that the evidence is
privileged; then so also should be the re-
port. The Minister was anxious to make
the information available, for he had the
report in his pocket. VVe should know who
gave the evidence, and whether the report
is a fair one. The committee, in referring
to conditions operating during the present
season, stated:-

The unsatisfactory transport position has
been largely, if not entirely, due to two factors
-the unusual norkiting condiitions under
which the normal seasonal sales were very
greatly restricted, and tine albsece of adequate
storage facilities at the Port.

Yet the company offered to lend the Har-
bour Trust or the Government £150,000 to
£200,000 with which to equip the Port with
a plant conforming to official requirements.
The only condition attached was that the
lenders were to have some form of security
over the structure until it was paid for.
This offer was not accepted, nor could any
definite permission be obtained for the use
of bulk facilities on the wharf. The com-
pany in desperation decided to rely upon
using equipment on board vessels, and stor-
age at Leighton, and proceeded accordingly.
After the company had gone to considerable
expenditure, the Harbour Trust agreed to
the company converting a second gantry, one
gantry, converted at the cost of the bulk
handling company, having been in use the
previous season. Nevertheless the Port
equipment is not what the company desired,
but what it was forced to adopt to overcome
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the final resort of official antagonism to bulk
handling, namely, delay. The management
of it all 'vas to be left entirely in the hands
of the Harbour Trust, so the departmental
commuittee cannot blame Bulk Handling Ltd.
because the facilities were not provided at
the port.

The Acting Premier: They did not blame
Bulk Handling Ltd. They simply said the
facilities were not there.

Hont. C. G. LATfHAMl: But thait was not
the fault of Bulk Handling Ltd.

The Acting Premier: They did not say it
was.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the bon.
member is in order in discussing the report.
His motion asks that a copy of the notes of
evidence taken by the departmental corn-
nittee bea laid on the Table. He is in order
in giving reasons why this should be done,

bu eis not in order in discussing the re-
port.

Hon. C. G. LA/TRAMN: If you, Sir, are
going to restrict me, I cannot tell the House
why I want the evidence.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the lion, member pro-
poses to connect up the report with his
reasons for wishing for the evidence, it will
]be all right, but 1 do not want a. lengthy
discussion on the report.

Hon. C. 0. LATHAM: I wish to find
out why this report wvas put up. A grave
injury has been done to Bulk Handling
Ltd. by this report being made avail-
able without any evidence to show that it
was an unbiassed report.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. member is
go ing to connect up his remarks with the
motion, it will be all right.

lion. C. G. LATHAM: Yes, I wish to
ascertain whether the file was perused for
the purpose of getting this evidence.

The Acting Premier: The notes of evid-
deuce will not show that.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: They ought to
show that from such-and-such a file the
evidence was obtained.

The Acting Premier: Of course not.
Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not know

whether the committee took evidence
from Bulk Handling Ltd. It is of no
use having reports laid on the Table which
are going to do an injury to a company
that is striving its best to save costs
to the primary producers. I should like
to find out from the evidence where they

got the information that 4,000,000 bushels
of wheat wvas placed in bins. That state-
,ment is not true. The quantity of wheat
held in bins was 2,236,000 bushels, which
is considerably less than the report states.
They deal with the protection of wheat in
bulk, and I should like to find out whether
they went into the question of the protec-
lion of wheat in bags. Bagged wheat was
in exactly the same condition as bulk wheat,
and at Geraldton it was worse. I read an
unbiassed report in the Geraldton news-
paper showing the condition of the wheat
in hags at that port, so I should like to find
out where the committee got the evidence
about the condition of bulk wheat. A re-
port like that on the Table shows that thei
committee evidently were biassed.

The Minister for Justice: N1o, no.

Hon. 0. G. LATHAM: Well., why pick
out bulk wheat, since there was a lot less
bulk wheat than bagged wheat, yet both
were in the same condition?

The Minister for Justice: The committee
were dealing exclusively with bulk hand-
ling. That is why the committee were
formed.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Why should they
tell of the damage to bulk wheat, instead
of saying it was due to the fact that the
season was abnormal?

The Minister for Justice: They were
dealing with an application for bulk hand-
ling facilities all over the State.

Hon. C. C1. LATHAM: But why should
this report deal with bulk wheat alone, in-
stead of with bagged wheat also? This
report probably has done a great deal of
injury to the company. I do not think
the Minister has any desire for that. Then
there were the complaints about the insect
pests. Why dlid the committee particularly
pick out bulk wheat for that complaint?
The hagged wheat in Oeraldton was in a
shocking condition when I was up there.

The Minister for Justice: They were
dealing with nothing hut bulk wheat.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I should like to
ace the evidence on which the committee
led the people of the State to believe that
only bulk wheat was affected in this way.

The Minister for Justice: That is all they
were asked to consider.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Hf we are to have
reports framed on that basis, I hope that
in future, if the Government want a de-
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partiental inquiry, they will restrict the
papers to the departmental files, and not
lay, them on the Table of the House. The
condition of bulk wheat and bagged wheat
was identical in regard to pests, and also
destruction by' fire. Tf there were losses by
fire and by water, they might also have
app~lied to baggeed wheat. The committee
mjust have known that both bagged
wheat and bulk wheat were insured.
It looks as if they selected bulk handlingr
particularly, to endeavour to expose the
weaknesses of it. That is unf air. I believe
the Government will lay on the Table the
evidence, so that we ay get more than a
one-sided view.

The Minister for Justice: You wvill not
get anything about bagged wheat, whatever
haippens.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Let us see what
leading questions were submitted to the wit-
nesses, and what the evidence was.

The Aoting- Premier: How do You know
there are any notes of evidence?

Hon. C. (G. LATHAM: The committee
said that notes of evidence were av'ailable.

The Acting Premier: Where?
Hon. C. 6. LATHAM: In their report.
The Acting Premier: Not notes of all the

evidence.
Hon. C. G. LATHAMN: On the second

pag-e of the report they say, "Notes of the
evidence were take,, and are available for
referenc." We ought to have those notes.
It is not fair that the company should be
injured in this way. I should like to see
the notes. The public will then have in-
formation from which they can judge
whether the report was fair or not. Bulk
handling has rendered great assistance to
the people concerned in Western Australia.
It has meant a tremendous saving in corn-
sacks and so on.

The Acting Premaier: Ta the ease of sonme
people.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Those who had
the benefit of it. The Mlinister has not had
the benefit of bulk handling.

The Acting Premier: I have had to pay
for others to get the benefit.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Leader of the Op-
position is being led astray by interjections,
and is discussing bulk handling generally.

Hon. 0. G. LATHA31: I should like to
see what led up to the report, and I want
to know the source of the information upon
which it was framed. The committee refers

to two shiploads of wheat being sent away.
It would be interesting to find out where
they got the information. Reliable iufonna-
tion supplied to me is that there was no
dotkage, as is said in the report, upon that
wheat. The firm who bought it in London
cabled for two more shipments, and paid a
premium on the Western Australian, wheat.
We have to be careful that the evidence sub-
nitted to departmental coannittees does

not injure our exporters. I see the Minis-
ter for Lands is shaking his head. No one
but he can tell the truth. We had a happy
timie while he was away in the Eastern
States, and I wvant to have a happy time
until the session ends.

The Minister for Lands: I heard a great
deal in the Eastern States.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The commnittee
said it was damaged wheat, and referred to
two shipments from Western Australia.
That is not fair to exporters.

The 'Minister for -Justice: Do you sayv
the statements are not true?

Hon. C. G. LATHAMN: 'Many of themn
are not true. Such things apply to bagged
wheat as well as to bulk wheat.

The Minister for Justice: The committee
had nothing to do with bagged wheat.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The people in the
country are concerned about this. They
wiant to know whether they should put their
wheat through in buljk, and where the evi-
dence was obtained. I think it ixiust have
been picked up in some hole-and-corner iuau-
ner. It may be all right from a depart-
meutal point of view, hut it may do a great
deal of injury, not only to the company and
the farmers, but to the exporters.

The Minister for Justice: You know the
personnel of the committee. Do you think
the officers concerned would take any notice
of hiole-and-corner evidence?

Hoer. C. G. LATHA.M: Some of their
ideas (10 not coincide with mine.

The Acting Premier: . Sonme of the hon.
inefller's ideas are not in accordance with
mine.

Ron. C. G. LATHAM: 'Most extraordin-
arvl The table would not be div-idin.- us
if that were otherwise.

The Acting Premier: Then why complain
about these officers holding different views
fromn Your owin?

Hoa,. C. G. LATHAM: We should kaow
who the Bank officer was who gave the in-
formation about the scrip.
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The Aceting Premier: Why?
Hon, C. G. LATHAM: It is not different

fromn any other scrip that is given for wheat,
and is guaranteed by a substantial coin-
pany. We should have the notes of evi-
dence so that we may judge whether the
report is fairly and reasonably based onl the
evidence, and] We should know whether the
evidence was railed from reasonable people.
It would be possible to go along the Terrace
and -get witnesses who would condenin even
the p~resenlt Government.

The Acting Premier: Oh, no!
Hlon. C. G. LATIAM: The -Minister for

Lands said hie had heard a great deal in the
Eastern States. If be is referring to ruer-
chants who have been unable to dispose of
wheat, he shourld give us their names.

The Minister for Lands: You are merely
making a speech on behalf of Wellington-
street.

E'on. C. 0k. LATIIAM: I ask for a with-
drawal of that remark.

.1r. SPEAKER: The Leader of the Op-
position asks that the Minister for Lands
should withdraw the statement that he is
making a speech Oil behaflf of Wellington-
street,

The M1ini--er for Lands: I suggest he is
not making it onl behalf of Wellington-
street. He call deny' the statement, if he
likes. Of course, I was disorderly in nak-
ing the interjection. I will wvithdraw the
statlenient.

Hlon. C. G-. LATHAM: I did not speak
on the previous motion before the House. I
thought it should not have been brought up
and that it was an improper thing to do.
The farmers are may principal concern.

The Minister for Lands: That mob down
there!

Hon. C. 0. LATHA'M: I refer to those
who have put in their wheat having confi-
deuce in the company. It will give mlore
confidence to thie farmers if they know the
reason for the report being framned on its
present lines.

The Minister for Mines: Why did not you
object to the report being tabled!

Hon. C. 0. LATHAMI: I did. I drew the
attention of the Acting Premier to the ease
before the court.

The Minister for Mines: Only for that
reason 9

Hon. C. G. LATHAMW: It was the best
reason I could submnit. I do not think the

Acting Premier knew there -was a case be-
fore the court.

The Acting Premier: Not until you told
me.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Probably he
thought it was only a minor case, but it has
proved to be one of the biggest cases heard
before the court for somec time. I am sure
the Government will agree to submit the
evidence onl which the report is based. It
has always been the practice, when a report
has been laid upon the Table of the Hom~e,
1o accompany it with a copy of the evidence
taken, I have had a full search made, and
nowhere can I find at case of a report being
tabled without the evidence.

Mr. Marshal]: The report of a depart-
mental eominittee9

Hlon. C. G. LATHEAM: Reports by de-
partmental commnittees are not tabled. It
is generally the fie that is tabled, and this
contains all the facts of the ease. I am
depending upon the Government to treat up,
fairly, and to do what has always been the
custom ever since this House has existed.

THE ACTING PREMIER (Hon. A.
MeCalium-South F'remantle) [4.57]: Some
time ago the Government received an appli-
cation for further leases for sidings for
bulk handling installations. Before de-
ciding what to do with the application, the
Government appointed a departmental coin-
inittee of officers who were entirely disinter-
ested- No one could say those officers were
interested in any way. They are all hold-
ing high positions in the Public Service.
We appointed them to advise us whether
the operations of the bulk handling system
during the last wheat season would warrant
the Government in extending it to other
sidings. That was the only business they
bad to inquire into. There was no sugges-
tion about looking into the whole problem
of wheat handling, bagged versus bulk.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They looked into the
financial side.

The ACTING PREMIER, They were to
advise the Government whether the appli-
cation -was warranted or not. The com-
mittee submitted their report, and upon it
the Government acted- The Leader of the
Opposition has dealt with the merits of the
report.

lion. C. 0. Latbamn: I had to do that to
justify the request for production of the
evidence.
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The ACTING PREMIER: I wish to point
out the difference between persons giving
evidence before a departmental committee,
and before a Royal Commission or a select
committee. A person giving evidence before
a departmental committee comes forward
voluntarily, and without compulsion, and
gives his evidence under arrangement with
the committee. *He has no privilege or pro-
tection of any kind, On the other band, a
person giving evidence before a Royal Coin-
mission or select committee is privileged,
and has the protection of the law. The
moment the hon. gentleman's motion ap-
peared in the Press, I was waited upon by
a number of Perth businessmen and some
bank officials who protested against the
suggestion contained in the motion and told
me that they had appeared before the de-
partmental committee and made statements
there on the distinct understanding that the
matter would b4 treated as strictly confi-
dential.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Then the report
ought to be treated as confidential also.
Will you agree with that?

The ACTING PREMIER: I sent for the
chairman of the departmental committee
and asked him whether the statements that
had been made to me were correct. The
chairman replied that they were correct,
that such an undertaking had been given to
the businessmen and the bank officials. To
agree to the motion would be to break the
promise of confidence given to the witnesses
-a distinct breach of confidence. The
names of the members of the departmen~a!
committee appear on the report. They are
all public servants with years of experience
and holding high positions. Before the re-
port was tabled here, the chairman of the
departmental committee was asked whether
he or any other member of the committee
objected to its being produced. In the re-
sult each member of the committee declared
that he had no objection. Had any one of
them objected, the report would never have
been produced here.

Bob. C. G. Latham: They ought to have
drawn your attention to the fact that the
evidence was privileged.

The ACTING PREMIER: The hon. gen-
tleman knows that the only formn of in-
quiry where evidence is ever privileged is
a Parliamentary inquiry.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Well, I mean confi-
dential.

The ACTING PREMIER: Parliament
gives no protection whatever in the ease
of what may be termed a more or less pri-
vate investigation such as this was. If the
Leader of the Opposition wants an oppor-
tunity of having the evidence for or against
bulk handling published, he will have that
opportunity within a few weeks, I hope.
The Governmeiit have undertalken to appoint
at Royal Commission to inquire into the
question of the handlin 'g of our wheat har-
vests. A Royal Commission will be
appointed, and the evidence taken by it will
be available to the public.

Hon. C. G. Latham: We ought to bring
hero the people who gave that evidence.

The ACTING PREMIIER : The Royal
Comiss.ion wvill be able to call whom they
please. I have no doubt whatever that the
Royal Commnission will call the chairman of
the departmental committee.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I do not want the
members of that committee, but the people
who gave evidence before it.

The ACTING PREMIER: The Royal
Commission will be able to ascertain who
gave evidence before the departmental comn-
inittee. The scope of the Royal Commnis-
sion's inquiry will be quite broad enough to
suit the Leader of the Opposition. The onmly
fear I have is that he may complain of its
being too broad. The Government want all
the information and all the facts and the full
truth of the position laid bare. We propose
to give the Royal Commnission very wide
powers to investigate. Therefore, it it is
just fom that asp~ect the hon. member wants
infornmation, lie will he able to obtain it
shortly. ]f any damge has been done to
Bulk Handling Ltd., there will be every
opportunity of righting the wrong before
the Royal Commission. 1 cannot conceive
that the House, or that the hon. member,
would be a party to the breaking of con-
fidence.

Hon. C. G. Latham: No; but I do not
think, in view of that admission, that you
ought to have laid the departmental com-
mittee's report on the Table.

The ACTING PREMIER: I repeat, that
report would] never have come here if any
member of the committee had raised objec-
tion. But here in this Chamber we have had
a request froin the two sides. One member
evidently thought that the departmental
committee's report wvas in favour of bulk



'21.$Ifl[ASSEMBLY.]

handling, and the other that it was against
bulk handling.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There was only one
speech.

The ACTING PREMIER: The member
for Guildford-Midland (Hon. WV. D. Jolin-
son) spoke in support of the motion, but
from the opposite stand point to that of the
member for Fremantle (Air. Sleenian).

Hon. C. G. Latham: No one on this side
of the House spoke on the motion.

The ACTING PREMIER: That is so;
but those were the two main speakers, and
they spoke from entirely different view-
points, though they bo0th asked for the re-
port. If the Governmient had objected to
its being tabled, we would have been told
that we had something to hide and would
have been asked why wve had decided not
to increase the number of sites this year.
The request coming from two members hold-
ing directly opposite views on the question,
we could do nothing but lay tile report on
the Table, always provided the members of
the departmental commnittee did not object.
That is the whole situation. A depart-
mental committee can give no protection
to wvitnes ses. We have had one lawsuit
that has lasted for week-a; and if the evi-
dence were disclosed, there might be a crop)
of lawsuits. But what I object to most
strongly is the breaking of confidence, a
breach of the undertaking that was given.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I agree with you
that the undertaking should not be broken.
At the same time, in view of that undertak-
ing, I consider you ought not to have laid
the report on the Table.

The ACTING PREMIER: Had we been
advised at the time that certain evidence
was given in confidence, we would probably
have objected to tabling the report. How-
ever, no one suggested that the report of
the evidence would be called for. The motion
merely asked for a report which is only a
report of departmental officers. I submit
that the desires of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in moving the motion will be met
when the Royni Commission inquires. If
any' damnage has been, done to any iindivi-
dual in connection with the departmental
inquiry, it can be rectified before the Royal
Commission, under the gaze of the Public.
But to agree to the motion at this moment,
would brand ever-y one of its associated wvith
it ats untrustworthyv. I do not think the
Leader of the Opposition wants to place

either the House or himself in such a posi-
tion. I had scarcely read the hon. mem-
her's motion, I had hardly got to moy office,
when the telephone rang from someone mak-
ing objections-

Mr. Doney: I can quite believe that.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I can quite under-
stand that. All the more reason why the
evidence should see the light of day.

The ACTING PREMIER: Witnesses be-
fore the departmental committee told me
they had given evidence vitally affecting-
their own business, evidence which should
not go out to the public. Not that there
was anything untruthful in it, or anything
that would not bear investigation; but it
was evidence relating to their confidential
business, the business of banks and so forth.
They did not want that information dis.
closed to the world. They had disclosed
it to a departmental committee investig-ating
on behalf of the Government. The carry-
ing of a motion of this kind would be a
serious reflection upon men acting on lbe-
half of the Government, with the respons-
ibility of reporting to the Government.
Undertakings given in such circunmstances
should, I consider, be respected by every-
one. Therefore the Government cannot in
any circumstances agree that the evidence
should be produced here. I believe that
the Leader of the Opposition, knowing now
that the undertaking was given, will not
press his motion, as the carrying of it would
constitute a distinct reflection oa Parlia-
ment.

RON. 0. G. LATHAM (York-in reply)
[5.12]: I quite agree with the Acting Pre-.
inier that if the witnesses in question volun-
teered to give evidence-to use the hon.
gentlemnan's own words -on the under-
standina- that it would be treated as con-%
fidential, it should not be supplied to thel
House. I do not ask the Government to
allow people to give evidence on the under-
standing that it is confidential and then,
immediately 'vup)on its being obtained, reveal
it to the public. However, that does not
excuse the fact than an injury was done
by tabling certain papers dealing with the
outcome of that confidential evidence. I
accept the Acting Premier's word that he
was not aware that the evidence on which
the report was based was confidential, and
that if he bad possessed this knowledge he
would have considered whether the report
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ought to be tabled. To me personally it
does, not matter a great deal. I am not
affected, but people in the country are
affected. As regards the Acting Premier's
statement about banking business, I do not
see how that enters into the question of
sites. The- hon. gentleman referred to bank
officials having given evidence. I am pre-
pared to admnit that in view of the infor-
mation supplied by the hon. gentleman it
is not fair to ask the House to carry thd
motion; but I do hope that if in future
departmental inquiries are held and wit-
nesses are told that their evidence will be
treated as confidential, the reports result-
ing- from such inquiries will be retained
within the departmental files. I ask leave
to withdraw the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

RETURN-LOTTERIES COMMISSION.

Charitable organisations A4ssisted.

MR. NEEDHAMW(lerrhi) [5.141: 1
more-

That a return be Maid on the Table showing-
(1) the names of the charitable organisations
in Western Australia that harve been assisted
by the Lotteries 'ntunniision durinig 1934; (2)
the imount granted to eneli organisation.

On motion by the 'Minister for A--ricnl-
ture. debate adiournedl.

QUESTION-WHEATGROWERS.

Federal Payinent to llesten .4 nsfralia.

Hon. W. D. JOHN.\,SON\ a,kcd thie M.%in-
ister for Lands: J, Will hie. in view of the
small payment made to the wheatgrowers in
Western Australia as comparedl to the pay-
inants in other parts of Australia, partica-
larly Queensland, as disclosed by a return
supplied to Senator Johnston in the Senate,
explain-(a) why the W.A. paymvnent is leiss
than that of other States: (b) whether any
srheatgrower having a taxable income in
Western Australia has received anly pay-
ment? 2, If so, (a) how many: (b) amouilt
paid? 3, Have payments been finalised in
this State? 4, If not, what amnount is still
available and when will it be distributed?
5, In addition to the above questions, could
he make a statement to the House generally
explaining his methods of payinent as com-
pared to others, as disclosed in the Federal
return ?

The MINISTER FORl LANDS replied:
1. (a) The amount allocated to thiq State
under the Wheatgrowers' Relief Act, 1933,
was X639,493, The basis of allocation was
the samne for each -State on the estimated
acreage to lhe harvested forgri.Sc
allocation -was based onl the acreage under
wheat iii each State, as; pnblished hr' the
Govermnent Statistician. The Western Aus-
tralian allocation was onl the Government
Statisticeinaits estinme of' 3,1 78,000 acres, but
the State iiaid on claims covering 3,268,588

ace.Assuming the. ffigUreq (uoted in] the
Federal return eimlrac-o only the Common-
wvealth grant, the paymnent of a higher rate
by sonic of the other States would lie (lite to
the fact that the eircumstances of a larger
plercentage of growers in these States ren-
tiered them ineligible for the bonus, thus
enabling a larger lpaymient to be made to
those who were Considered to have just
claimis to assistance. (b) No -payment only
made when certificate receivred from V na-
tion. Department that settler had no taxable
icome. 2, See (b). 3, No, 4. uE3,596;
distribution is being made daily to farmers
whose yields hare been below aiverage: also
finality has not. been reached in all cases wilh
tie Taxation Department and lieneticia ries
under Section 11 of the Act. 5, Setion .5
of the Act lprovides that the mtoneys shall
be- applied by the State for the assistance
of wheatgrowers, it being left to the discre-
tion. of the State authority to decide if a
grower is entitled to assistance. In this
State growers have received a flat rate of
3s. 6d. per acre onl the acreage harvested for
grain, leaving at balance of approximately
£70,000 to further assist growers6 whose
yields have been well below the average.
This has enabled payments to be made in a
number of cases of an additional 2s. per
acre. I have no knowledge of the method of
distribution adopted in the other States be-
yond that disclosed by the Federal return.

BILL-CREMATION ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debalte re-sumed f rocm the 5th December.

RON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [5.181:
The introduction of the Bill was remark-
able in, view of the fart that the original
Act when it was presented contained the
provision that the mnember for Northam
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(Mr. Hawke) has included in thle amiend-
ing Bill. The Government of the day, the
miembers of which were almost Identical
with those included in the present Govern-
nieat, opposed theo proposal on tile ground
that they would not allow outside people
to control cremation within the State. On
account of that opposition, the member for
Claremont (Mr. North), who introduced the
Bill that is now an Act, withdrew the
c-lause that dealt with that phase. In my
opinion the Government of thu day were
perfectly right, and if crenmatoria ale to be
built in Western Australia they should be
erected in cemeteries and] not outside such
areas.

The Minister for Health: Apart from one
exception, can you tell me of any crema-
toriunm in the Easteru States that is built
in a cemetery?

lion. C. G. LATHAM: The fact that
a certain course is adopted in the Eastern
States does not furnish any reason whyv we
should act similarly in Wiestern. Australia.
WhVen I was 'Minister for Public HeIalth,
an application camec before me fromi people
who were prepared to form a company for
the purpose of erecting a crematorium in.
Western Australia. I did not believe it
was in the interests of the public to have
each an institution erected in tine middle
of the city. Ini consequence, that applica-
tion was refused. I believe the proper
authority to carry out such work in the
metropolitan area is the Karrakatta Ceume-
tery Board, It miay be that the board had
not sufficient money at the time, but they
have tangible assets to enahle them' to rai-se
funds and so give effect to the wishes of the
member for Northamn. The hoard Aready
possess the necessary authority under the
Act, if thoughit necessary. It would be un-
wise to reverse the decision arrived at pre-
viously' by Parliament and I shall oppose
the second reading of the Bill. If there
were any justificatiou for the Bill, I would
support it, heeause I am not at all against
cremation.

The Mfinister for Health: Are we ever
likely to have cremation instituted in this
State unless the Bill be agreed to?

Hon. C. G-. LATHAM: Yes.
The Minister for Health: No, never.
Hon. C. G-. LATHIAM: In other parts

of Australia cremation is practised. The
only time I saw a body cremated was in

London. The work was carried out by the
East Finehly Cemetery Board who had
erected a private crematorium attached to
the cemetery. It would be regrettable if a
crematorium were erected in the heart of
the city.

Tin Ce 'Minister for Health: Who says it
will he erected in the heart of the city?

}i-oi. C. 0. LATHAM: It is quite likely
it will be.

Thle Alizzister for Health: Not at all; the
site has to be approved of,

Hon. C. C. LATHAM: And who can say
the site approved of w~ill not be in the
middle of the eity

The 'Minister for Health: The site will
have to lie approved by the Commissioner of'
Public Health.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: And that office
muay. hold the same opinion as the member
for Northanm; he zany not mind where it is
erected, so long as effect is given to the
proposal embodied in thle Bill. I hope the
House will aibide by the view expressed by
tine Premier (Hon. P. Collier). When the
origial measure was under discussion, he
said the Goverinent would not allow any
private company to build a crematorium.

The Mfinister for Health: Any undertaker
has that right now.

Hon. C. G-. LATHAM: Yes, so long as
the crematorium is built on cemetery
grounds. We should not vary oar previ-
ous decision, and I am rather surprised to
know that a new member like the member
for INorthami can introduce s;uch a measure
and have the support of the Minister.

M.R. CROSS (Canning) [3.221: For once
I am in agreement with the Leader of the
Opposition.

Hlon. C. G. Latham: Then I must be
'wrOng.

Mr. CROSS: I shall not have much to
say on this subject, hut I claim that the
principle of giving a private corporation
the right to cremate bodies is wrong. I
subscribe to all the views expressed by the
Leader of the Opposition, and I hope that
in Committee the Bill will he amnended along
the lines suggested by his remiarks. Tfa
crematorium were conducted by the Gov-
ernment or b y the Karrakatta. Cemetery
Board, it would be all right, but to give
that privilege to two or three people would
be wrong.
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The Minister for Health: It can be given
to one under the Law as it is no".

Mr. CROSS: And that is wrong. If a
crematorium were provided at Narrakatta,
any undertaker could make use of it, and
that is as it should be.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [5.21] :1I hope
the introduct ion of thle Bill will revive
interest in the subject of ci-enmation. The
operations of the Bill that was previously
introduced and became an Act were conl-
fined to cemeteries because the Gover.
nient of the day would not agree to private
enterprise entering into the matter. I
understand that the proposal in the Bill
is not to extend the right to private com-
panies, but only 1o inIcorporated bodies.
That would mean that if a cemetery board
refused permission, ground could be taken
elsewhere and the work carried out only
by a body not conducted for the purpose ot
making profit. If I remember aright, that
is one conideration-the incorporated body
inust be one that is not out to show profits.
It is rather surprising that no action has
been taken tinder the Cremation Aet to es-
tablish a crematorium. At the time the
Act was passed, the womenTI' s igania tiont,
particularly the Womeni's Service Guild.
had approached me on the subject. They
were anxious that cremation should be
fostered in Western Australia. Wec know
that a woman likes to be sure, but that is
as far as they got with this matter. The
women's organis-ationsi showed t heir desire,
but wvent no further with it. I think the
real reason for that was the opposition of
the Karrakatta Cemetery Board to the con-
struction of a crematorium at that junc-
ture. I bad no desire to thrust new theories
upon persons whose religious beliefs did not
enable them to approve of those theories.
I am aware that there is a certain amount
of controversy about cremation, but the
State has reached a stage when it is large
enough to enable that method of disposing
of the dead to he available to those who
believe in the system. A rather interesting
story of the classical period is told about
Darius who got together two sets of people
it, his court. One set believed in burning
bodies after death and the other section
believed in eating them. Darius asked
thiose who believed in eating the corpses
if they would agree to burn their ancestors,
in consequence of which they fell to howl-

Vi
lug aloud. On the other hand be asked
those who believed in burning the re-
mains if they would eat them, and the
lamentations from the persons concerned
were truly terrific. So it is to-day. Through-
out the State different ideas are held with
regard to the disposal of the dead. I be-
lieve, with the member for Northam (Mr.
Hawkel, that it should be possible for those
wrho believe in cremation to dispose of
bodies in accordance with their desires. Ii
it is not possible for a local cemetery board
to undertake the necessary action, I cannel
see why incorporated bodies should not hc
permitted to undertake the task, seeing thai
it is done elsewhere, If it will give practi
cal effect to the provisions of the existing
Act, the Bill should receive the support oll
the House, Nevertheless, I believe it shank
not be a task available for private corn
panies. I sup)port the Bill and I hope ii
will lead to effective action being taken.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (lion
S. W. 'Munsic-Hannans) [5.28] : As Mini-
ter for Public Health, I hope the Bill wilV
be agreed to. I do not desire to force mn,
opinions upon those whosc views are dit
ferent from mine, but I do not want tiiosa
who do not believe in cremation to say t(
those who do believe in it that they shall noi
have the right to dispose of l)odies as the'
desire. The Bill does not contin any pro
vision forcing the principle; it is uc
o~ptional. Th~e Act has been in exitencdi
for about five years, and nothing has bee0'
done no far. Personally I believe that id
the Act remains in its present form on thi
statute-lbook for the next 20 years, still no
thing will be done. Under the existing Ac
it is possible for any undertaker to nego
tiate with a cemetery board to build
crematorium within a cemetery and con
duct it as a business. As a matter of fact
we shall never get an undertaker to do that
If cremation came into vogue he would los,
that on which ht, makes his profits. Tha
is why undertabers do not want Cremation
With its introduction, all the frills fron
which they make their profits would bi
gone. Hence there has been no applicatioi
under the existing Act.

Mr. Patrick: They could put the ashe
in a nice box.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Staffs
ties of other States and countries show tha
cremnatoria are increasing in number. I
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New, South WVales about 30 per cent. of the
people who die are cremated, It is only
a few years since cremation was made jios-
sil in tbat State, and the same argument
'was used in opposition to it, namely, that
:1,0 one wanted it. Recently I discussed
-cremation with a man who had been
'strongly opposed to it. He had been to
Sydney and had an appointment with a
friend, but the friend rnnu iegr:4tiig hiF.
inability to keep the appointment because
he had to attend a funeral. He told the
visitor that if hie had no objection to attend-
ing the funeral, they could spend some time
together afterwards. When the visitor
got to the cemetery he found that the body
was to be cremated. He attended the cere-
mony and his conversion to cremation as
against burial was an eye-opener to me.
There is no comparison between the two
methods of disposing of the dead. With
cremation everything is more appropriate.

Mr. Wilson: Do they have a jazz band 'I
The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The

hon. member may joke about it, but there
are thousands of people in Western Aus-
tralia who believe in cremation, and I am
one of' them. It is not right that those
who do not believe in cremation should pre-
vent me and others who think with mec
from having the right of cremation. There
is not the imlighitest doubt that cremation
is preferable to the present deg-rading prac-
tice of burial.

Mr. Lambert: What does Dr. Atkinson
think of itt

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: What-
ever he thought it would influence mec more
than would the hon. memnber's opinions,
which are, of little value to anyone.

Mr. Lambert: That is a wonderful tribute
to me.

The MiINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
favour the Bill and hope it will become law.
If it be passed, it will. merely give the oppor-
tunity to those who desire it, whereas it is
not possible to put the existing Act into
-operation. Some people are so strongly in
favour of cremation that on three occasions
wvithin the last twvo years bodies have been
sent from Western Australia to New South
Wales for cremation.

Air. Lambert: And the ashes used as
tooth powder I

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
hon. member might like to use the ashes as

tooth powder, but no sensible mn would.
That remnark 1li'v the lion. mnember was on at
par wvithn his previous initerjection. The
cremation society of Western Australia in-
cludes a large number of lending citizens.
It is an incorporated body and is prepared
to put into operation something in which its
menibers; believe And not to make profit. I
hope that an opportunity wvill be given to
establish a crematorium iii a cemetery or
elsewhere. If they cannot get permission to
erect a crematorium in a cemetery., they will
have the right to umse ground outside a
cemetery, but it will be dedicated its a
cemetery.

Mr. Marshall: Give them the old1 East
Perth cemetery.

Thle M\INISTER FOR HEALTH: That
site is too valuable, In justice to those who
believe in cremation, wec should pass the Bill.

MR. LAMBERT (Yilgarn-Coolgardie)
[5.36]: Thre Minister's speech reminds me
of the story of a certain person who took
excep~tioni to the formalities associated with
burial-hecarse, mourning coaches, flowers,
pall bearers, etc. After the burial of a friend,
hie returned to his club and expressed the
hope that there would be no fuss of the kind
when he died. A candid friend replied,
"No, there will be no fuss over you; they
will merely pour you back into the bottle."
He was a man who imbibed Scotch whisky
freely and frequently. Parliament should
not be asked at this stage of the session to
consider ciank-like legislation of this kind.
The practice of burial has descended through
the ages and no exception has been taken to
it. True, a few cranks have objected, but
they would be cranks on any other subject.
The Minister said that for health reasons, if
for no other reason, cremation was desirable.
The Principal Medical Officer could tell him
of the 300,000 million microbes that are
floating around in the atmosphere and might
attack any human being. Of course there
are human beings that no self-respecting
microbe would attack.

The Minister for Health: Two more have
been discovered since you counted that
number!

Mr. LA-MBERT: If Dr. Atkinson dis-
covered the other two, he bas not discovered
anything else.

The Minister for Health: You do not
know his views.
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Mr. LAMBEfRT: I thought the Minister's
views were his views.

The Minister for Health: They, were my
own views. I do not ksnowv his views on
cremation.

Air. LAMBERT: The Bill is an affront to
those who hold definite views on the burial
of those dear to them. True, it is not sought
to make cremation compulsory, but when
legislative sanction is obtained, it is a direc-
tion to people to follow the lead.

The Minister for Health: You know that
Parliament has already passed legislation.

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, at the instigation
of the member for Claremont. The mem-
ber for Claremont holds other viewvs that are
not accepted as orthodox. We have heard
him on Douglas Credit proposals and
vegetarianism.

Mr. SPEAKER: Those matters have no-
thing to (10 with the Bill.

Mr. North: The lion, member is becoming
very conservative in his old age.

Mr. LAMBERT: Some people are pre-
pared to depart from orthodox forms.

The Mlinister for hlealth : A good thing-,
too.

Mir. LAMBERfT: Parliament would be
hotter employed in looking- after the living
than ing trying to provide a formula for
the dead. The practice of burial has been
observed since time dawn of civilisation, and
certainly since the Christian era people
with respect for their dead have adopted it.
Parliamnent should reject the Bill as an
emphatic protest againist fantastic legisla-
tion of this kind to meet the whims of one
member of this House.

Mr. North: Why insult the Eastern States
where cremation is in fore?

Mfr. LAMBERT: Recently the hon. mem-
her did not hesitate to offer a pronounced
insult to the Eastern States.

The Minister for Health: All the other
States have cremation. Why should not we
have it?

MrI. LAMBERT: Other State- have many
things that we do not possess, including at
Jack Lang.

Air. Hawke: They have not any George
Lamberts.

Mir. SPEAKER: Order! The bon. mem-
ber must discuss the Bill.

Mr. LAMBERT: If the member for Nor-
tham desires a discussion on the merits of
cremation versus burial, he should intro-

duce the suhjett at an, opportune tine and
nor inl the (lying hours of the session.

Hon. 1P. D. FerguLSOn: The dying Ilhul

should be the appropriate time.
Mr. LAMBERfT: If Governments toler-

ate the introduction of nonsensicall legisla-
tion of this kind, we ma~y expect much more
of it to be introduced. The member for
Northanm professes to have a great regard
for the living, industrially and economic-
ally. If his professions were put into prac-
tice, he would he doing something for his
constituents and for the State.

MR. HAWKE (Northamt-in reply)
J5.43] : The speeches on the second reading
of this measure have for the most part been
at least related to the Hill, but the last one
delivered bad no conneetion with it what-
ever. The member for Vilgarn-Coolgardie,
(Air. Lambert), indulged in his usual bad
habit of making speeches supposed to be
dealing with a certain proposition, but in-
stead be gave us a very jumbled explanation
of his very jumbled views of the whole prob-
lem. The speech be made might have been
to a small extent appropriate had it been
delivered when the Act of 1929 was before
this Chamber in the form of a Bill, On
that occasion the Bill was passed by the
Chamber without any opposition at all. So,
as I said in introducing the Bill, this House
and another place unanimously agreed to
the principle oT cremation on that occasion.
yet this afternoon we have this guardian
of the public morals, the member for YilP
garn-Coolgardie, rising in his seat and in
ri.ghteous indignation pouring .contemp~t
upon the proposal. Where was be, I ask.
in 1929?

Mr. 'MarsbaUl: Being poured back into
th1, bottle.

Mr. HAWKE: The member for Murchi-
son to an extent has taken from me a
comment that 1 had made a note of. What
I was going to suggest was, after listening
to the speech of the member for Yilgarn-
Coolgardie, the very erratic member for
Tilgarn-Coolgardie--

Mr. Lambert: Don't get so damned in-
sulting, or I will be insulting to you, too.

Mr. HAWKE: -that the most appro-
piate form of butrial was-

Air. Lamibert: I will bury you. politically
and otherwise.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
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Ari- HAWVKE: The member for Yilgarn-
Coolgardie takes a remarkable delight in
condemning other people and -ridiculing pro-
posals seriously brought forward by them,
,and when hie is politel 'y and delicately rap-
ped over the knuckles for his bad habit in
-that respect, he loses control of himself and
Ynakes statements thb±t are out of place, and
,which bring down upon him the censure of
the Speaker.

Mr. Lambert: Your idea of politeness and
delicacy is the use of tihe nigger's waddy.

Mr. HAWKi-E: The hon. memnber referred
to this as a crmnk-like proposal. Creman-
tion is in practice in most parts of the Brit-
ish Empire, in London and other parts of -
England, in Scotland and in every capital
city of Australia with the exception of
Western Australia, and so the only conclu-
Sion we can come to is that in various parts
of the Empire, and in every city of Aus:-
tralia the people who hare taken in hand
this question are cranks and only concern
themselves with crank-like lproposals!I
suipposze, unless a proposal receives the ap-
probation of the member for Yilgarn-Cool-
gardie as would, say, a dentists Bill, or
something of that chArac('ter. it cainnot be a
gem of wisdom. Therefore 'I do not think
that the unreasonable speech delivered by
the member for Yilgarn-Cnolgavdie will have
the slightest effect upon members of this
Chamber. T am wondering, why the lion,
member, if hie has studiedl this question So
deeply and is so vitally concerned about it,
failed entirely in his speech to make any
reference to the Bill. I pay the hon. mem-_
ber the compliment of believing that had he
given serious consideration to the provisions
of the amending Bill, and, instead of mak-
ing a speech that was inappropriate and in-
correct, risen in his seat and regaled us with
a dissertation that might have contained
muceh wvisdom, lie would have assisted us to a
careful understandinig of the Bill and in that
way helped it to become an established fact.
Thus the people who believe in cremation
would bave the upportunity of being buried
after death in the manner they desired.

Mr. Lambert: I have no desire for any-
one to witness my being grilled in a fire.

Mr. HAWKE: That may be, but I point
out that under the Act at present on the
statute-book, cremation is entirely a ques-
tion for voluntary decision and individual
concern. Thus there is no point whatever

in the extravagant contention put forward
iby the mnember for Yilgarn-Coolgardie. I
trust the second reading and the remaining
stagpe. will be put through as quickly as
possible.

Qu)Ie5lion put, and a division taken with
the Following resuilt:

Ayes
Noes

Majority for..

Mr. Brockman
Mr. Clothier
Mr. Coverley
Mr. Fsrguson
Mr. Hawke
MISS Holman
UMr. Johnson
atr. Kenneally
Mr. Mcallumi
M r. MoLarty
M r. MTann
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Millington
Kr, Mfuns
M r. North

No0
Mr. Cross
Mr. Cunningham,
Mr. Keenan
Mr. Lambert

.7
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Alr. Nulsen
Mr. Patrick
*Mr. Rodoreds
*Mr. Sampson
51r. Sleeman
V r. V. C_ L. Smith
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Tray
Mr. Wausbrough
Mr. Warner
Aft. W1licock
Mr. Wise
Mr. Withers
?Vr. W1ison1

Mfr. MoInney"fr. Pieste
Mr. Doneyr

J.$.~ 1

(Teller.)

Question thuis passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Air. Sleeman in the Chair; Mr. Hnwkce
in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.

Clause 2 -Amendment of Section 4:

Mr. CROSS: I move an amendment-

That paragraph (b) be struck out.

This paragraph will take away the rights
of incorporated associations, and it is what
the Leader of the Opposition objected to.
Of course, if power is given to a cemetery
board, it is all right.

Mr. HAWRE: If the paragraph is struck
out, we get back to the original position,
because paragraph (a) gives the trus-
tces or controlling authorities of a cemetery
the right to have a license. That already
exists. The lion. member has advanced no
reasons for asking the Committee to delete
paragraph (b), and so r ask that the amend-
mient be defeated.

Amendment put and negatived.
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C;lause put and passed.

Clauses 3, 4-agreed to.

Bill reported without aniendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third tutne nid transmitted to
the Council.

BILL-ADMINIST RATION ACT (ES-
TATE AND SUCCESSION DUTIES)
AMENDMENT.

Countcil's Amendments.

Consideration resumed from the pe'I
day of amnendment No. 51.

In Committee.

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

The 3flNISTER FOR JUSTICE: Pro-
grs a eoted yesterday on amcend-

mient No. 51, which p~rovides that 114
duty shall be payable in respect of any
gift, request, legacy or settlement made or
given to or in trust for (a) any public hos-
pital within the meaning of the Hospitals
Act, 1927. Objection was taken that the
gift might be made to a hospital run ex-
clusively onk the basis of paying patients.
I move an amendment on the Council's
aniendment-

That the following be inserted to stand as
paragraph (b): ''For the maintenance of a
free ward in any hospital."

Amendment on the Council's amendment
agreed to; the Counned's amendment as
amended put sand passed.

Resolutions reported, and the report
adopted.

On motion by the Minister for Justice, a
committee consisting of the Acting Premier,
the Leader of the Opposition and the
mover, appointed to draw up reasons for
disagreeing to certain of the Council's
amendments.

Reasons adopted, and a message accord-
ingly returned to the Council.

BILL-DAIRY PRODUCTS MARKETING
REGULATION.

In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day. Mr.
Sleemani in the Chair; the Minister for Ag-
riculture in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 29 and 30-agreed to.

Clause 31-Provisions relating to pay-
ments of contributions to expenditure and
to the stabilisation fund:

Mr, PIE SSE: I move an amendmet-
That "'and"' be added at the end of para-

graph (b).

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. PIESSE: I wove an amendment-
That the following be inserted to stand as

paragraph (c) :-' No producer or atanufac-
turer vithin the mecaning of the Act shall be
required in any week to make tiny contribution
under either Section 29 or Section 30 in respect
of dairy products manufactured by him for
sale in that week when the total weight of
such dairy products is less than 20 lbs.''

The amendment has been drafted by the
Crown Law Department, and I understand
the Minister will accept it.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: I move an
amendment-

That Subelause. 5 be struck out.

The subelause provides that where a manu-
facturer or dealer inadvertently' fails to deC-
duct the amount of any contribution Payable
by him as required by this section, but never-
theless has paid the amount of such contri-
bution to the board, he shall be entitled to
recover the amount so paid by him as a
debt due to him from the producer con-
cerned. It is wrong that the Bill should be
used to cover up any negligence an the part
of a manufacturer. Under ordinary pro-
cesses of law there is ample opportunity
for the manufacturer to recover any debt
due to him by the producer. The Minister
said the Bill was designed in the interests
of the producer. Tf so, why have in it this
provision to molly-coddle the manufacturer,
who can safely be left to collect everything
due to him by the producer?

Sit ting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.
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The Nl ISISTER1 FOR AGRICULTURE:
This subelunse make., provision for a re-
coup hy. the hoard in the case of the manu-
facturer or dealer who has overpaid a pro-
ducer. There should he no objection to an
adjnstment of that nature. There is no
iluesion of taking down the producer. The
different sections of the industry must work
together if the results arc to he satisfac-
tory. There must be no shari) practice as
between one and the other.

Hon. C. 0. Lathamn: Would not the pro-
ducer have a claim in common law?

The 'MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Probably, hut the way provided in the Bill
is the best way to overcome a difficulty of
this sort. In all probability once the mat-
ter is referred to a producer he will agree
to the necessary adjustment being made.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: Apparently
the Minister is going to some pains to pro-
tect the manufacturer from the consequences
of any mistake he may make. Similar mea-
sures should be taken for the protection of
the producer. I move an amendment--

That the following words be added to Sub-
clause 5:-" Where a producer inadvertently
overpays the amount of any contribution pay-
able by himt under either Section 29 or Section
30 of this Act, aus requi-red by this section, the
producer shall be entitled to recover the amount
of the contributions overpaid by him as afore-
said as a debt duo by himn to the manufacturer
or dealer concerned.

M1r. PIESSE:- The Minister might agree
to a limitation being placed upon the time
during which the manufacturer or dealer
woula be entitled to recover from the pro-
ducer. The subelanse should he amended
accordingly.

The CHAIRM-NAN-: The Committee have
decided that the subelause shall stand as
pr inted.

Mr. PLESSE ': The manufacturer or
dealer might go hack for years in order to
lodge a claim.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The board collects from the manufacturer
and the dealer, and not from the producer.
The hon. meniher now suggests that the
amounts paid by the producers to the manu-
facturers should also he controlled. The
Bill does not provide for such a thing, The
board will be established only for equalisa-
tion and selling purposes. If the manufac-

turer or- dealer gets a better price for the
butter-, the produei will receive the henefit
of it. Under the hon. member's proposal
a claim could be set up that the right price
had not been paid for milled butter. We
cannot put something into the Bill that fixes
the price to be p~aid by the manufacturer,
for that would be entirely outside the scope
of it. It would he setting up too complex
a machine to lay down that the producer
shall be paid some definite price on the spot.
An adjustment will be made through the
factories and the merchants, hut that will
not be made at once. I see no reasou why
the producer should not obtain the advi-
tage of that adjustment in the price that is
paid for his cream. They at present do
not know the coat of manufacturing but-
ter. Under the Bill they -will know. There
will not he adjustment on the spot, hut
there will be adjustment right through. The
amendment would prove dangerous. Mat-
ters could not he adjusted to a nicety each
wveek or each month.

Honl. P. D. FERGUISON: Surely the
Minister's reasoning is not sound, If it is
fair and equitable to protect the manufac-
tuirer as regards anything underpaid, it is
fair and equitable to give the producer
corresponding protection as regards over-
payment. It is provided that the board shall
have everything to do with the contribution
by the producer. The Minister has failed to
realise what the clause means. In his
anxiety to get it through, he has lost sight
of what is fair to the producer. I hope the
Minister will accept the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The clause empowers the board to obtain
payment of the levy from the manufacturer,
not from the producer. The manufacturer
will deduct from the producer's cheque. The
clause does not determine how miuch the
manufacturer shall deduct from the pro-
ducer. The board determines the amount
required in order to equalise butter prices.
It is the sole responsibility of the factory
to deduct stnflicient to pay the levy to the
board. The producer's interests cannot be
conserved as proposed by the amendment.
WhTether fortunately or unfoitunately, the
board will not fix the price to be paid by the
factory to the producer. The amount by
which the producer was underpaid would
have to be determined before the amendment
could become operative, and there is no
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machinery for -such determination. What
the hoard collect will he the propert y of ilhe
pool, not of the board. rhle Bill is not A
price-fl sing mneasure for butter-fat.

Hon. C. G. LATHA)I: The member for
Irwin-'Moore points out that a sulwlause has:
beens passed enabling the i nanu factnurer, if
he has made to the board a pament which
he has not deducted froin the producer,
afterwards to deduct the anoit of suich
lpayment from the producer, The ineinher
for Irwin-Mfoore now ask-s that it' the jn'o-
ducer has overpaid the manufacturer, !iv
shall have similar recourse against the
mnanufactu rer.

The MINiSTER FOR AGIICUl4TURE :
Where too great an amount has lbeeni levied,
the matter will he automatically adjusted.
Suich adjustment would not be confined to
one juan. Moreover, what w~ouldl thetn ocPur
would be in the nature of adjustmnent. S-ub-
clauses 2 and 5 are complementary to each
other. The contribution to the board has to,
be paid. In order that it may he paid, tile
matnufacturer is; authorised to levy a Con-
tribution on the producer. The amendment
would have nothing to do with the board.
but would concern two sections of the indus-
try. This matter will have to be adjusted in
some other way. Hundreds of such adjwst-
meats are botund to be made. The price
realised for butter will be the price eventu-
ailly paid to the butter factory.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause, as previously amended, agreed to.

Clause 32-Powers and functions of the
board:

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: I move an
amendment-

That in paragraph (a) of Stibelause 1, after
the word "tbe,"' there be inserted "treatment
during or for the purpose of manufacture and
the."

Subelause 1 woul~d then read, "The regula-
tion and organisation of-(a) the treatment
during or for the purpose of manufacture
and the sale and distribution of dairy
products; (b) the storage of dairy pro-
ducts in storage places" and so on. The
amendment is the one thing lacking
to make the measure what it should
be from the points of view of all concerned.
If the board are given Power to regulate the
manufacture, sale end distribution of dairy

lirodLilets, the Bill will, in my opinion, be
well-nigh perfect, and fulfil the objects the
Mlinister and tho.se associated with him de-
sire.

The MNI_\STER FOR AGRICULTURE:
What the member for Irwin-Moore desires
is certainly necessary, hut not in the pre-
sent Bill. The powers are already contained
in the Dairy Industry Act, amid wve will not
hand over to the board functions that are
the responsibility of officers of the Agricul-
tural Department under that Act. We have
had sonic difficulty with the Whole Milk
Act,' and conflict with the Health Board.
We do not propose to have a similar ex-
perience in connection with this Bill. We
realise the importance of the amendment,
but it cannot he agreed to, in time cireuni-
stances. It would involve technical matters
that should not be a function of the board,
but they will be attended to by the officers
of the department.

Amendment lint and negatived.

Mir. SAMPSON: The powers provided in
paragraph (c) appear to be unnecessary. If
agreed to, it will mean that the producers
will not lie able to purchase the plant they
consider best suited for their purposes.

Mr. B3ROCKMAN: I presume the object
of the inclusion of the power referred to
by the member for Swan is to enable -the
board to see that the utensils and plant are
kept clean.

Thle MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
floes the member for Swan suggest that
the board should not have the power to i-
spect plant and utensils? If the paragraph
were struck out, it would hamstring the
board in their operations.

Hont. P. D. FERGUSO.N: If the member
for Swan desires to take away f rom the use-
fulness of the board, bie has indicated the
best way of going ahout it. It is essential
that the paragraph should remain in the
Bill if the board are to function properly.

Ifr. 'SAMPSON: I move an amendment-

That paragraph (c) be struck out.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON:- I move an
amendment-

That the following sutchause to stand as Sub-
clause (2) be inserted: -'' (2) Fixing the
minimumt price to be paid by manufacturers
for the purchase of, the maximum charges to
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be levied by mainufacturers for the nianufac-
ture of, a"d for the mnarketing of various
classes of dairy produce.''

If the Minister wvill agree to the amendment,
it wvill represent the coping stonie of the
Bill, For many years the manufacturers
have had the Privilege of fixing thle price
paid to the producers for butter fat. They,
have not always treated the producers in a
fair and equitable mnanner, and some of the
charges levied have been exorbitant, higher
than anywhere else in the world. The manu-
facturers have had their fling for a lng
Lime, and the price of butter fat has been
so low that it is surely time the board, whichl
will be representative of all interests, should
have a turn in fixing prices. That is the
only way by which entire satisfaction can
be given to all eoncerned.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
If the Bill sought to establish a butter pool,
1 might be able to agree to the amendment,
but it would be impossible to do so under
the Bill. In order to achieve what the hion.
member desires, elaborate and expert
machinery would be required. Does the
member for Irwin-31oore, really propose to
interfere with the course of industry to the
revolutionary extent indicated by his amend-
ment? The factories have th necessary
machinery to enable them to determine
prices.

Hon. P. ID. Ferguson: Was it not revo-
lutionary to include such a provision ]ast
year with regard to whole milk?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUJLTUJRE:
Yes.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson:. And that has been
a complete success?

The MINITER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Not such a success as the hion. member
thinks. I do not know how long that posi-
tion will continue, but we are now
dealing with factories. If the board
were to fix prices, it would mean taking
the conduct of their business out of
the hands of the manufacturers. There
was no suggestion that the hoard to
be created should have price-fixing
powers, but that its function should be
more that of equalisation. I am afraid
the boil. me mbets proposal is too ambi-
tious, hut later on, when the industry has
developed, we might adopt the Queensland
system and establish a pool.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses :33 to 35-agreed to.

Clause 36--Dairy products intended for
storage and export:

Hon. P. ID. FERGUSON: I move an
amendment-
That in line 3 of Subelause (1) after '"quan-
tities"' the words ''eaases iad qualities' lie
inserted.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I accept the amendment.

Amendmvent put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to

Clauses 37 to 39-agreed to.

Clause 40-Dairy products for storage
to be stored in a licensed storage place:

Hon. P. D. FERGUSON: I move an
amendment-

That in line 2 ''elsewhere than in a storage
place licensed under this Act'' be struck out,
and the following words inserted in lieu: -'' un-
less--(a) the same are of a standard approved
by the Board for storage purposes; and (b)
the same are stored in a storage place licensed
under this Act."

The effect of the amendment is that no
dairy products can be stored unless of a
standard approved by the board as fit for
storage purposes.

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

Clause il-Application of moneys in
dairy products stabilisation fund:

Air. HAWKE: Paragraph (a) appears
to be extremely generous to the manufac-
turer and provides an excellent opportunity
to make money if he is that way inclined.
bloat manufacturers are a little inclined
that way. Provision is made for compen-
sation for the diffecrence in price, and para-
graph (a) Ertipulntes that notwithstanding
any compensation paid, if the board, after
taking the amount into account, find the net
profit realise-d by the sale less than the net
profit which would have been realised had
the product onl the day of shipment been
sold in 'Western Australia, they may pay
further compensation. It would be wise to
delete in line 7 the words "on thle day of
sh1ipment" and in line 9 the words "thereof
then," and insert after "board" in line 10
the words "at the date of its purchase." A
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maiiufneturer or dealer could buy a quain-
tity of butter when the price "'as low, and
if on account of sonmc movement in Lon-
don the price increased, he would be able
to dispose of it and the board would be
compelled to pay the difference between
that and the price ruling in Western Aus-
tralia. Instead ot taking into account the
price realised oii the day of shipment, we
should lprovide that the price on which comn-
pensation shall he paid should have some
relation to the price paid for the product
on the day of pu~rthase. I move an amend-
ment-

That in liac 7 the words "'on the day of
shipment" be struck out.

The 1MINSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Mis the hon. inher studied paragraph (b)
wliehd i., the converse of paragraph (a)'?
Both should be studied carefully. This is
tile eq~ualiation clause, and it has been
drafted to ensure that those who export will
receive an equal price -with those who sell
for immnediate sale or those who store. This
is the legal machinery. Paragraph (a) pro-
vides that should there be a fall in the Lon-
don price between the day of shipment and
the day of sale, the manufacturer shall',
be further compensated after proving to the
hoard that lie has incurred further loss.
Paragraph (b) provides that should the
London price rise between the day of ship-
ment and the day of sale, the difference be-
tween the net profit actually. realised and
the price on which he was compensated on
the day of shipment shall be returned to
the board. The clause is complicated, but
it makes the requisite provision.

Mr. Hawke: The price on the day of
shipment may have no relation to the price
paid.

The M1INISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Then on what day would the hon. member
fix the price? We are concerned that the
manufacturer or dealer should receive the
correct price, and that an adjustment should
be miade.

Mr. Hawke: It does not take into con-
sideration the price at which the produce
was purchased.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member wants the manufacturer
to make a refund.

Mr. Hawke. No.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That is provided for iii paragraph (d).

Mr. Hawke: I am anxious that the price
should have relationship to the price paid
by the manufacturer.

The MI1-NISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The prices are equalised. The board is de-
signed to equalise the prices. The manu-
facturer would get the effective price. There
will be worse complications if we tinker
with the wording of the clause.

Amendment put andi' negatived.

Clauise put and passed.

Clauses 42 to 50 -agreed to.

Clause 5i-Sale of dairy products by cer-
tain persons prohibited:

The 'MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I move an amendment-

That the following paragraph be added to-
Sube-lause 1:'()a storekeeper other that
in the metropolitan area who proves? to the-
satisfaction of the board that he has puar-
chased the dairy product direct from the pro-
ducer for sae retail in his store in the ordinary,
course of business'

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

Clauses 52, 53-agreed to.

Clause 54-Pakages of dairy products
to he marked:

M1r. 'MeLARTY: I move an amendment-
That the following paragraph be added:-

I I(d) the name of the manufacturer of such
dairy product."

Each package of butter Ahould bear the
mjanufacturfer~s namie. lPeople should know
where their butter comes from, and it there
is anything wrong with it, they should be
able to get into touch with the manufac-
turer and lodge the necessarv complaint.
The effect of the amendment will be that
the manufacturer will no longer be able to
take risks. He will have to carry out the
interpretation of the Dairy Act and keep
the different grades of cream in the grades
to which they belong. If the quality of the
butter is not up to standard, the consumer
will know which factory is responsible, and
the effect will also be to prevent that eon-
denination which is sometimes heard of lo-
cal butter. If the manufacturer's name ap-
pears on the butter, it will not be possible
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to do that. We know of cases where WVes-
tern Australian manufactured siecond-grade
butter has beenr put into wrappers and called
choice Western tAustralian butter. I hope
the Minister will accept the amendment.

The MINISTER FOR, AGRICULTURE;
If the amendment were agreed to, it would
be incapable of being enforced. If the
clause is read carefully it will be seen that
it does provide for the registered brand
or the stamp oC the packer to appear on
the package. The Bi]I as framed will pre-
vent the use of a brand so designed as to
mislead the purchaser. In times past this
undoubtedly has been done. Low-grade
Eastern States butter has been sold as Wes-
tern Australian, but that will not be pos-
sible now. It will be a punishable offence
to attempt nything of the kind. Every
package must hear a mark indicating the
grade of the product and that will be a big
advantage since people will know what they
are buying. At present there is no protec-
tion for the purchaser as to the quality be
is buying. The proposal of the hon. member
would be impossible of enforcement, but I
assure him what he desires is already pro-
vided for. Factories are anxious that their
butter shall be marketed under its particu-
lar brand.

Mr. McLarty: I want to Prevent false
labelling.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The hon. member will find that that is pro-
vided for. The placing of the name of the
manufacturer on every package will only
complicate matters.

Mr. Mebarty: It would help us to get
good butter.

The MINISTER FOR AGR.ICULTURE:
It would be as well for the hon. member not
to press his amendment because all be de-
sires is already provided for and there will
be all the identification needed.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 55 to 59, Title-agreed, to.
Bill reported with amendments and the

report adopted.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Council.

BILL-FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT,

CounriPs Further Messagye,

Mess-age from the Council received and
read notifying that it (lid not concur in the
opinion exp.ressed by the Assembly in Ales-
sagre No. 64 regardinig the Financial Ewer-
garrc*V Tax Assessment Act Amendment Bill
aid was therefore unable to accede to the
request of the Assembly and consequently
returned the Bill.

BILL-MINE WORKERS' RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT,

Council's Amendment.

Amendment made by the Council now
considered.

In Committee.

Mr'. Sleeman in the Chair; the M1inister
for Mines in charge of the Bill.

Clause S-Insert at the end of paragraph
(ii) of the proposed new Subsection (3) the
following provso:-

"Provided that where any person re-
ferred to in either paragraph (i) or (ii)
of subsection (3) of this section does not
apply, then upon such person ceasing to
work as a mine worker, or becoming pro-
hibited front being further employed as
a mine wvorker by reason of a notice is-
suied and served by' the Minister under
and in accordance with the second proviso
to regulation six (e) of the Regulations
made under the Mines Regulation Act,
.190t5, such person shall he entitled to re-
ceive from the Board, and the Board shall
repay to him the amount of all contribu-
tions then paid by such person to the
Board as a mine worker under this Act."

The MINISTER FOR 'MINES: I pro-
pose to accept the amiendmnent. It will be
remembered that when the Bill was being
discussed in this House, the member for
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe raised the question that
the proviso contained in Section 2 of the
Act should also appear in Section 3. I
promised to make inquiries and if I found
it neeessary to add the proviso to Section 3
I would have the amendment made in
another place. The Parliamentary Drafts-
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man agreed that it was necessary to have it
in Claasge 3, and so with the sanction of the
Government it was inserted in another place.
I move-

That the amend meat be agreed to.

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

Resolution reported, the report adopted
and a mnessage accordingly returned to the
Council.

BILL-ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT
(NO. 1).

council'$ Message.

Message from the Council notifying that
it had agreed to No. 1 of the amendments
made by the Assembly to the Council's
amendment, but had disagreed to No. 2, now
,considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Siceinan in the Chair; the Minister
for Justice in charge of the Bill,

No. 2. Paragraph (e).-Add at end "by
virtue of a certificate of naturalisation issued
under the laws of the Commonwealth or any
State of the Commonwealth."

The 'MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: Ac-
cording to the Council's message, our
amiendment No. 2 conflicts with the term
"naturalised" in the definition section of the
principal Act. Therefore I move-

That the amrndinent be not insisted on.

Question put and passed; the Assem-
bly's amendment not insisted on.

Resolution reported, the report adopted
and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

BILLr-CONSTITUTION ACTS
AMENDMENT.

Council's Message.

Mlessage from the Council notifying that
it had agreed to Nos. 1 and 3 of the amend-
ments made by the Assembly to the Council's
amendment, but had disagreed to No. 2, now
considered.

In Committee.

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

No. 2. Paragraph (e).-Strike out
"runder the laws of the United Kingdom or."
After the words "any State of the Common-
wealth" strike out "for under the laws of
any of the British Dominions."

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: The
Council has accepted two of the three
amendments we senit up. The one the Coun-
cil has disagreed with is similar to that in
the Electoral Act Amendment Bill (No. I).
I move-

That the amendment be not iasisted on.

Question put and passed; the Assem-
bly's amendment not insisted on.

Resolution reported, the report adopted
and a maessage accordingly returned to the
Council.

DISCHARGE OF ORDERS.

The following Orders of the Day were
discharged from the Notice Paper-

1, Electoral Act Amendment Bill (No. 2).
On motion by the Minister for Justice.

2, Metropolitan Public Utilities Trust Hill.

3, Hai-rdressers and Retail Tobacconlists
Licensing-.

Onl motion by the Acting Premier.

Rouse adjourned at 8.50 p.m.
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