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amendments are moved in Committee along
these lines, I shall give them my snpport.
The Bill provides that a percentage can be
charged on top of the various license fees
that now have to be paid. Let me take the
ordinary seven-seater {axi rmnming through
the metropolitan area. The fees sggrezate
in the case of such a vehicle £36 a year. As
the Bill stands now, with the deletion of the
seating fee, the license will drop te £15, but
there is a clanse which permits the hoard to
charge up to 10 per cent. more on the gross
receipts, and if this 10 per eent. is added
to the £15, it will represent a total of ap-
proximately £66 or £67 per annuni,

Hon, G. W. Miles: You are surely out in
your figures.

Hon, G. FRASER: I think not. The
Government no doubt have a genuine desire
to co-ordinate all the transport services in
the metropolitan area, and do not intend
that this Bill shall be 2 taxing measure. I
hope when the Chief Secretary is replying
to the debate, he will give some information
on that point. Possibly there may be some
misunderstandings as to the actnal cost that
will have to be paid when the full 10 per
cent. extra is charged. It may be said fthat
the board will not charge this much., It will
only be necessary for a charge of 5 per cent
to be made to bring up the fees to what
they are to-day. Let me now take the buses.
At present they pay approximately £130
a vear, including the seating fee. The eor-
rect figure I believe is £129 15s. for a 30-
seater bus. Vith the aholition of the seat-
ing fea it would bring the cost down to £40
for a vehicle license, but if the 10 per cent.
is added the echarge will Tun into £274.
These buses are operating in eertain parts
of the metropolitan ares which are not
served by railways or frams. Some means
of transport must be allowed to the people.
I hope this phase of the matter will be taken
into consideration. Tt does not appear to
me that if the board retain the fees it will
be necessary to charge such an extortionate
rate to enable them to carry on. There
must be fully 88 or 90 taxis and about the
same number of buses operating in the
metropolitan area. A tremendous revenue
would he provided if the fees charged under
the Bill were to be paid. I do not think it is
desired that that revenue should be raised
by the board. I helieve the muin idea of
the Government in introducing the Bill is
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to arrive at some settlement of the trans-
port problem. In view of that fact I regard
it as unnecessary that so high a charge as
10 per cent. should be imposed. In Com-
mittee it will be necessary, aceording to my
view, to reduce the percentage. It may be
said that probably the board will not charge
the full 10 per cent.; but if the full per-
centage is not required, why give authority
to charge it? As I said in opening, we hope
to reach the Committee stage soon and to
comaplete the Bill this week. Any further
comments T have to offer I shall reserve for
the Committee stage. Hon. members will.
I hope, give consideration to the two or
three points I have raised. I support the
second reading of the Bill.

On motion by Hon. E. H. Gray. debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 11.3 p.m.
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BILL—LOTTERIES (CONTRCGL) ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2.)

Council’'s amendments.

Schedule of five amendments made hy the
Council now considered.

In Committee.

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

No. 1. Clause 2.—Delete this clause.
The MINISTER FOR POLICE: I move—
That the amendment be agreed to.

It now appears that the Lotteries Commis-
sion have sufficient power already without
this clause, and I therefore propose to agree
to the amendment.

Mr. LATHAM: I am surprised to hear
the remarks of the Minister. When we
brought the matter up in this House he said
it was necessary to have this clanse. If a
Bill is going to be altered, we might have
the opportunity to make such alterations
here.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: The
commission will not have the power that was
originally sought for them, but will have
sufficient power to do what is reguired,

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister teld us that
the commission had given £1,00¢ to the un-
employmeni fund. I de not think any ob-
jection should he taken to that. I under-
stand, however, that while the Bill has been
going through, the commission have given
another £500 to the vnemployed.

The Premier: They gave £250 from twe
different lotteries.

Mr. LATHAM: I have no objection to
that.

The Minister for Police: For future ad-
ministrative purposes, this clause is not
deemed necessary.

Mr. LATHAM: It seems that once an-
other place puts up amendments, we are
only too ready to accept them.

The Minister for Police: Not in every
ease.

Mr, Wise: The amendment I proposed,
vou fought strenuously.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.
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No. 2. Clanse 3.—Delete this clanse,

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: 1
move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

This deals with the distribution of money
for charitable purposes. The Council seem
to bave greater confidence in the eommis-
sion than in the Government who appoint
them. FEvidently, in the cyes of another
place, the commission liave shown consider-
able administrative ability.

The Premier: This cuts out the provision
for Ministerial control.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: There
is a disposition to rely entirely upon the
commissioners in the distribution of this
money for charitable purposes. In prac-
tice, the commission have always gone where
they could get the necessury information,
and have consulted hoth the Minister and
the departmen{s concerned.

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

No. 3. Clause 4.—Delete the word “thirty-
six” in line three and substitute the word
“thirty-four.”

The MINISTER FOR FPOLICE: This
amendment would, if agreed to, shorten the
life of the Aet by two years less than was
proposed in this House, 1 move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

The experimental stage of this business has
now passed, and there is no veason why the
commission should not be able to enjoy a
continuity of policy for three years. This
money 15 used to assist various departments
which would ordinarily have to be assisted
by the Government. The Health Depart-
ment have requests for X-ray plant and hos-
pital facilities, and if they are acceded to
in the case of one district, another district
will expect the same consideration. Tf the
department know they ean have a continu-
ity of policy for three years, they will be
ahle to arrange to satisfy these claims. Tt
would certainly he advisable to extend the
life of the commission until 1936.
Formerly we had ng coneeption as to how
the funds would be distributed, but now we
bave had an aetual demonstration. Apart
From those who are opposed on principle
to such legislation, no one can cavil at the
suecess of the Commission with regard to
raising money, nor ecan anyone have any
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serious complaint regarding the way the
money hias been distributed. In eonformity
with the policy of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, I skall not agree to the amendment
made by the Council.

Mr. Wise: You did not say that before
when I tried to secure an amendment.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: A limi-
tation of one year will interfere with the
continnity of any poliey the Commission
may adopt.

Mr. SBAMPSON: The Councils amend-
ment should be agreed to. There is not the
same principle embodied in it, as there was
in the other two amendments we have dealt
with,

The Minister for Health: WLy bring this
matter up for discnssion every vear? The
old chaps have a habit of limiting legisla-
tion to one’ year.

Mr. SAMPSON: I thought the Minister
intended to agree to limit the operations of
the Aet to one year.

The Minister for Police:
say that?

Mr. SAMPSON: The Minister spoke in
such a suave, bland way that I thought le
had seen the light, although he would not
agree to do so when I attempted to direct
his thoughts. It would not be a serious
matter if we required the legislation to be
reviewed next year.

The Minister for Police: Do you desire
to disenss this tinkering sort of legislation
every year?

Mr. SAMPSON: The legizlation was held
up and stone-walled for quite a long time
by members sitting on the Government side
of the House.

Why do you

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

No. 4. New Clause—After Clause 2, in-
sert a new clause, to stand as Clanse 3, as
follows :—

3. Section three of the principal Aect
is hereby amended by the additien to
paragraph {e)} thereof of a provise, as
follows: —

Provided that the first appointed
members of the Commission shall hold
office until fhe thirty-first day of De-
cember, one thousand pine hundred and
thirty-four.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: 1
move— )

That the amendment be nat agreed to.
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I definitely object to the Council’s proposal.
It would mean that members of the present
commission would be appointed by Aet of
Parliament,

The Minister for Healh: Not by Act of
Parliament, but by a few old fogeys in tha
Legislative Couneil,

Mr. Latham: The Minister for Health
shonld not talk in that way about members
of another place,

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: 1
assume that members of the Opposition will
not agree to the insertion of such a eclause.
I cannot visualise the Leader of the Oppo-
sition agreeing that any responsible Minis-
ter of the Crown should hand over a task
that is essentially the prerogative of the
Crown. If the new clause were agreed to,
it would undermine Governmental anthority.
I cannoi rememher # precedent for such an
amendment, and appointments of consider-
ably greater moment have had to be made
by Governments in the past. Governments
have had to make appointments to the
judiciary and magistracy, and have had to
appoint men to such high offices as the
Commissionership of Tailways, and each
Government have had to taoke the respon-
gibility for their actions. They did not
hand over the applications to Parliament
and ask members to decide who should be
appointed. 1 ean hardly conceive that the
Legislative Council were in earnest in agree-
ing to such an amendment, particularly in
view of the difficulty that hag arisen over
some appointments. In faet, one appoint-
ment is still awaiting a legal decision. I
de not know what the position of Parliament
would be if they compelled the Government
te continue an appointment that may yet
prove to be ultra vires the Constitution.
This is a vital matter, and in the circum-
stanees, it will please the member for Swan
to know that in no circumstances will the
Government accept the Council's proposal.

Mr. SAMPSON: What has the member
for Swan got to do with this matter?
Surely the Minister ean make a serioud
statement without endeavouring fo bring in
ill-conceived humour that is in bad taste. T
agrec with his econtention, and can do so in
one-tenth the number of words he used. The
House ean properly refuse to aceept the
emendment, but why the necessitvy for the
pointless gibe at me? T cannot understand
the Minister's idea. I am prepared to ae-
cept the views expressed by the Premier,
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The Minister for Employment: If the
Minister's remark was pointless, how did
you take it9

Mr. SAMPSOX: The Minister’s remark
eeemed to me unecalled for. I was not dis-
turbing him in his remarks.

The Alinister for Police: You indicated
before that I bad not made my meaning
clear, although I made it clear to everyone
in the House except you.

Mr. SAMPSON. The Minister did not
take the stand I had anticipated. If he had
taken a stand on this amendment, be would
have heen quite safe. There was no neces-
gity to make the remark he did, for it would
call for a rejoinder.

The Minister for Police: It would not
vequire any ability to get back on the re-
joinder. I would bhe prepared to accept
anything you said.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am not too sure that
the Minister would. There was no justifiea-
tion for his remark. He spoke gnietly,
blandly and apologetically, apparently ex-
pressed his agreement with the Legislative
Couneil, and then, on this amendment, said
he intended to oppose it. 1 am with him
in this instance.

Mr. LATHAM : A prineiple is at stake, and
this Flouse conld not agree to the Counecil’s
amendment. It would mean that, irrespee
tive of what the qualifications or financial
position of a member of the Commission
might be, even if he should violate the law,
he would still have to remain a member of
the Lotteries Commission. I agree with the
Minister that the House eould not possibly
agres to the Council’s amendment. The
Government have to accept responsibility
in matters of much greater importance than
the appointment of commissioners to con-
duet lotteries.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment not agreed to.

No. 5. New Clanse—After Clause 3, in-
sert = new clause, to stand as Clause 4, as
Eollows:—

Amendment of Section 15.

4. Seclion fifteen of the principal
Act is hereby amended by the addition
thereto of a paragraph, as follows:—

(f) A copy of every account fur-
nished by the Commission to the Min-
ister under paragraph (d), together
with a eopy of the certificate of {he
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auditor in resard thereto, shall be laid
before each House of Parliament within
thirty days after the receipt of such
account and certificate by the Minister,
if Parlinment is in session, and, if not,
then within thirty days after the com-
mencement of the next session of
Parliament.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: I
move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

The Act provides that a return shsll be
presented to the Minister, with an audifed
statement, certified by an auditor, after each
sweep has been run. 1 have already given
the House an assurance that at the end of
the financial year, a properly ecertified bal.
ance sheet ghall be compiled and published.
The Couneil’'s proposal is, in my opinion,
quite unnecessary.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment not agrecd to.

Resolutions the

adopted,

reported and report

A Committee consisting of the Minister for
Railways, Mr. Latham and Minister for
Police drew up reasons for disagreeing to
certain amendments. Reasons adopted, and
n message accordingly returned to the
Council.

BILL—FIRE BRIGADES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council’s Amendments,

Schedule ol eight amendments made by
the Council now considered. )

In Commillee.

Mr, Sleeman in the Chair; the Minister
tor Police in charge of the Bill '

No. 1. Clause 2.—Insert a new paragraph
to stand as paragraph (c), as follows:—
(¢} by adding au additional proviso at
the end thereof, as follows:—

Provided, also, that notwithstanding the
amendment of the Second Schedule to the
Fire Brigades Aet, 1916, as enaeted by
the Fire Brigades Act Amendment Act,
1334, the eon=titution of the Board shall
rontinue under the provisions of the Sec-
ond Sebedule as enacted by the principal
Aet until the 31+t ilay of December, 1934,
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The MINISTER FOR POQLICE: This
‘deals with the re-allocation of distriets; it
lis necessary, and I propose to accept it. The
Sedend Schedule has been allered, and this
provise is required in order that those actu-
ally representing various districts shall con-
tinue their representation. This amendment
means that the existing representation shail
be valid, even though the Second Schedule
has heen altered in another place. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Mr. CROSS: This amendment is really
essential. In actual practice the Second
Schedule no longer exists. It was necessary
to amend it, for it was ereating a ridiculous
position, and might have heen the cause of
some loeal authority holding up the work of
the board at any time. The schedule has
been amended in another place, and without
the amendment hefore us there might have
to be an election of all the board members
eleeted by local authorities.

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

No. 2. Clause 3.—Delete paragraph (a).

The MINISTER FOR IPOLICE: If this
paragraph and also the next one he deleted,
the power to appoint to the board a member
of the Fire Brigades Union will no longer
be in the Bill.  \When the Bill was intro-
duced I explained that we econsidered it
would be a decided improvement to the per-
sonnpel of the board to have on the board a
member of the Fire Brigades Union, for
the board would have the advantage of his
practical experience. The volunteer firemen
were represented for the same reason, but
the fire-fighting is now mainly done hy the
permanent men, and so it was proposed to
enlarge the principle of giving representa-
tion to the volunieers by appointing also one
from amongst the permanent men. As I
say, this amendment, with the following one,
would prevent that, and so I move—

" That the amendment he not agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment not agreed to.
No. 3. Clause 3.—Delete paragraph (e).
The MINISTER FOR POLICE: For the
reasons already given I move—
That the amendment be not agreed to.

Mr. CROSS: 1 hope the Committee will
not agree to this amendment. From time
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to time we hear the opinion, particularly
fvom the employing section of the
community, that we ought to promote
penee  in o industry, and  eoncord  be-
tween the employer and employee, This
is a genuine attempt to give represemtation
on the governing body to the workers in
the industry. It cannot be denied that the
advice of a practical fire fighter would be
invaluable to the board. The need for
amending the schedule was first mentioned
by o practical fireman, Such an appoint-
ment would contribute to the elficiency and
contentment of the service. Members of an-
othier place contended that matters of a con-
fidential nature might be divulged to the
union. I consider that sueh a statement was
an insult to the intelligence of members here.
People who speak in that way are not aware
af the friendly relations existing between
the board and the firemen.

AMr. LATHAM: Why has the Minister
specially singled out the workers in the
coastal distriets for vepresentstion on the
board? Do they represent sl the paid fire-
men?

The Minister for Yolice: Yes,

Mr. LATHAM: I opposed the paragraph
when the Bill was before us. This is the
first time an attempt has been made to give
effect by Aet of Parliament to the principle
of the representation of workers on a gov-
crning hoard.

Mr. Raphael: We live and learn.

Mr, LATHAM: The hon. member has a
lot of nasty ideas. A little while ago we
gave a decision that involved a similar prin-
ciple. So far as I know, there has heen no
friction between the board and the union,
though disagreements may occur at times,

The Minister for Police: Volunteer fire-
men are represented on the board.

Mr. LATHAM: But they sre giving vol-
untary service and need representation to
ensure that they get a fair deal. The other
firemen are paid servants. 1 did net sug-
gest that a representative of the firemen on
the board wwould carry yarns back to the
union.

Mr. Hawke: The member for Canning
said that was mentioned in another place.

AMr, LATHAM: Then he should not have
mentioned it here.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amnendment not agreed to.
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No. 4 Clauge 3.—Delete paragraph (f).

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: The
paragraph contains a proviso that any per-
son who eeases to be a member of a local
anthority shall not continue to be a member
of the hoard. This has been requested hy
tiie loeul authorities to ensure that they will
be direetly represented. Those who contri-
bute to the upkeep of the fire hrigades are
the Government, the local authorities and the
insuranee companies, and each of ihose
parties is entitled to direct representation.
The proviso was inserted fo ensure that
there should he no departure from that
principle. T move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Mr. LATHAM: The representative of a
local authority could be on the hoard for
only two years and he would then have to
face ve-election.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: During that period
he might cease to be a memher of the coun-
eil.

Mr. LATHAM: Yet he might know more
about fire brigade work than would a new
man. He would be a representative of all
the boards and not merely of the board who
appointed him. The fact of his ceasing to
be a member of the local authority would
not make him less efficient as a representa-
tive on the board.

Mr. CROSS: If the proviso were deleted,
a representative might cease to be a member
of the local aunthority a couple of weeks
after his appointment and he might do
things detrimental to the local authority and
in the interests of the underwriters. He
should not be a representative of the local
authority if he ceased to be a member of
the council.

Question put and passed; the Couneil's
amendment not agreed fo.

No. 5. Clause 6.—DNelete this clause.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: This
amendment also deals with the appointment
of a permanent fireman tfo the board in that
it proposes to increase the amount which
members of the board may receive from £250
to £275 per anpum. I move—

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Councils
amendment not agreed to.
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No. . New Clause—After Clause 7 in-
sert a new clause, to stand as Clause 8, as
follows:—

8. The Sceond Schedule of the prineipal
Act as cenacted by section four of the prin-
cipal Act is repealed, aud the following suh-
stituted : —

Second Schedule.
Part 1,
Municipal District—The City of Perth.
Road Distrirt—Perth.

Part 11.
Municipa)  Districts—Claremont, Cotteslog,
East Fremantle, City of Fremantle, Guildford,
Midland Junetion, North Fremantle, Subdaco.

Road Districts — Bassendean, Bayswater,
Buekland Hill, Cunning, (ircenmommt, Mai-
ville, Nedlands, Peppermint Grove, Pertk,

South Perth, Swan.

Part III.
Municipal Districts—Boulder, Kalgoorlie,
Road Districts—Coolgardie, Cue, Knlgoomr-,
Leonora, Meckatharra, Yilgarn,

Part IV,
Municip! Distriets—Albany, Bnrbury, Bus-
selton, Collie, Geraldton, Narrogin, Northam,
Wagin, York,

Read Districts—Beverley, Brookton, Katan-
ning, Kelterberrin, Meckering, Merredin, Nor-
tham, Toodyay,

Each district under Parts IT., TII., and IV.
to he mamed the (name of municipal or road
distriet) fire district. The letters (R.B.) to
follow the names of the Perth and Kalgoorlie
road distriets.

The MINISTER FOR POLICE: The
proposed new schedule has been referred to
the departmental officers who consider it
necessary. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Councils
amendment agreed to.

No. 7. Title—Delete the word “twelve”
in the first line.

The MINISTER I'OR POLICE: To
amend the Title in this way would limit the
seope of the Bill and prevent the inclusion

of a permanent fBreman en the board. X
move—

That the amendment be not agrced to.

Question put and passed; the Councils
amendment not agreed to.
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. No. 8. Tille—Insert the words “and the
second schedule’” after the word “forty-two”
in the second line.

The MINISTER FQR POLICE: The
amendment is necessary to cover the altera-
tion to the second schedule, I wove—

That the amendment be agreed fo.

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

Resolutions reported and the report
adopted. A committee consisting of Messrs.
Cross, Latham and Millington drew up rea-
sons for disagreeing to five amendments.
Reasons adopted and a message accordingly
returned to the Couneil.
BILL—TFINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT

AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the Tth December.

MR. LATHAM (York' [5.40]: 1 dis-
agree with a remark made by the Deputy
Leader of the Government when introdue-
ing the Bill. The hon. gentleman asserted
that the Premiers’ Plan bad not done any-
thing near what it was expected to do. T
contend that the Plan saved Australia from
bankruptey, and I propose to guote some
Bgures which, I believe, will convince the
House that that is so. The Plan was adopied
in May, 1931, and came info operation here
in Aungust. The Plan was accepted by the
Commonwealth Government and the six
State Governments, fonr of which at the
time were Lahour. The Prime Minister was
leading a Labour Government; and in Vie-
toria, New South Wales, and South Aus-
tralia Lahour Governmenis were in power.
The Plan was endorsed by all the Govern-
ments of the day.

Mr. Cross: Including Mr. Lang’s Govern-
ment§

Mr. LATHAM: Mr. Lang agreed to the
Plan.

The Minister for Works: He signed if.

Mr. LATHAM: Mr. Lang agreed to it,
though we know what happened subse-
quently. At the fime the emergency legis-
lation was enacted, Australia was drifting to
leeward at the rate of £40,000,000 a year.
The deficits of all the Aunstralian Govern-
ments ran into nearly that figure. The year
in which the emergency legislation was
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passed, it was anticipated that the aggre

gate  of  Australian  deficits  wonld b
£40,000,000.

My, Cross: That was mostly for interest
though.

Mr. LATHAAM: It was shown that Aus
tralia could not pay its way.

AMr. Cross: Australia could not pay its
interest.

Mre. LATHADM : The veason was that Aus
tralia’s national income had fallen by
£200,000,000 per annum, a stupendous drop.
The £all in the natienal income was chiefly
cuused by the fall in the prices of our ex-
port commodities, and by the difficulty in
securing wmarkets. Wheat, wool, and timber
had no markets; and when markets were
obtained, the prices were very low.
Secondly, Governments experienced diffi-
culty in finding sufficient money in London
to mect oversea commitments, and thus werc
compeliod to discourage, and almost pro-
hibit, the importation of goods into Aus-
tralia, That again caused a falling-off in
the national income. The two main facts
to be borne in mind are that the national
income of the Australian people had fallen
bv £200,000,000, and that Australia was
facing an aggregate annual deficit of about
£40,000,000. TFor the financial year ended
30th June, 1931, just before the introdue-
tion of the financial emergeney legislation
into this Chamber, the aggregate Austra-
lian deficit amounted to £31,150,000, a
colossal sum, The Heuse should remember
that those factors caused the getling-to-
gether of the Prime Minister and the
Premiers. The object was to stop that
tremendous drift. Had we continued as_we
were going then, there would have been no
alternative to hankruptecy. We were produne-
tng goods, but could not find markets for
them. Therefore we had to resort to other
means. The only other means available was
to reduce expenditure. Hon. members know
how that task was set about. The experts
advising the Prime Minister and the Treas-
urers of the day pointed ont what eonld be
done to reduce expenditure by about
£20,000,000, and what could be done,
throngh increased faxation, to make up
some of the leeway. The Premiers’ Plan
hag achieved wkat it was intended to do.
Somp of us disagree, as the Minister for
Works disagrees, with the methods em-
ployed. The Minister disagreed extensively
last year.
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The Minister for Works: I know I did.

Mr. LATHAM: Much more than he does
this year.

The Minister for Works: No fear!

Mr, BATHAM: I will tell the Minsler
what he said, I will remind him that he
threw cut a challenge, indirectly, to us to
look up “Hansard” and see what he said
on this subject previpusly. But for that
implied challenge, no one on this side would
ever have thought of looking the matter up.

AMinisierial Members: Oh!

Mr. LATHAM: I had no idea that therc
was likely to be any alteration in the Aef.
I will lell the House why I thought there
would be no alteration. The reason is
that in eonnection with the very frst
Bill introduced by him into this Chamber
the Treasnrer said he wanted more money.
There was very little opposition to that
Bill heeause it was realised the Treasury
did want money.

The Minister for Works: Which Bill?

Mr, LATHAM: The Financial Emnergency
Tax Bill.

The Minister for Works: He only asked
for the same amount of money.

Mr. LATHAM: Bat he wanted it to con-
tinue for the whole 12 months if it was pos-
sible. Last year we had only seven-
twelfths of it and this year the Premier
will have not less ithan nine-twelfths. The
Premier at that time told as it was neces-
sary to have that money, and T knew it was
necessary, but if does come as a surprise to
find that it is proposed to give away a certain
amount of revenue that was wanted two
months after the House met. 1t is indeed
a surprise to find this Bill introduced now
with the amendments it contains.

Mr. Raphael: Do you oppose the iden
that certain refunds should be made to the
Civil Service?

Mr. LATHAM: I do not intend to ans-
wer any of the hon. member’s interjections
On the 30th June, 1931, Australia’s deficit
amounted to £31,150,000, and I think we can
claim that the Act has done what was in-
tended, because last year Australin’s de-
ficit totalled £8.608,000. Se¢ it will be seen
that a considerable leeway was made up.
It would have been a wonderful thing to
have checked it, but as it is, we
bave brought it back to a controllable
amount of money.

Mr. Ferguson: And with lower prices for
commodities.
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Mr. LATHAM: There is food tor reflee-
tion in Australia’s positiun to-day. On the
4th June, 1931, Australian 5 per eent. stocks
were down to £63 10s.; to-day they are at
1 premium,

Mr. Raphael. That is because J. T. Lang
has been put underneath,

Mr. LATHAM: To-day the price is be-
tween £103 and €£105. That shows that con-
fidence in Australia is being restored. This
has been done by the getting together of
all the Premiers and carrying out what is
referred to as the Plan legislation. That
legislation has done what it was intended
it should do. Getting back to the finances
of this State, in 1930-31 we weni to lee-
ward to the extent of £1,420,000, and in
1931-32 our deficili was £1,5357,000. I do
not propose fto offer any excuses for those
buge deficits, but in passing I might men-
tion that there were a number of people
cut of employment and that alone was
costing the State £643000 and on
account of the difficulty of getting money
at Home we had to pay exchange at ihe
rate of 30 per cent., which meant another
£620,000. Thus it will be realised that
Western Australia was going to the bad
to the extent of a million and a half a year,
and that therefore something had to be
done. A reflection of the Plan legiala-
tion was a reduction of the deficit
of £864,000 in the last year of the previous
Government. If we look at the price of
Western Australian stocks to-day we will
find that some of them are quoted up to
£110. That shows that econfidence overseas,
which it is 50 necessary for us to have, iy
being restored. The Minister for Kinploy-
ment told ns that in September, 1931, there
were 19,000 people depending on the State,
that 17,000 were on sustenapee and 2,000
were engaged on relief work, and tbat in
September of this year there were only
5,300 on snstenance and 8,700 on relief
work, The Minister further said, and [
believe his figures are accurate, that 5,000
men had been absorbed in privats employ-
menf. That looks as if the Plan legislation
had done something; that it had assisted
to take off the Government’s hands that
number of men. We can claim that the
Plan legislation saved Australia from bank-
ruptey and restored confidence. 'That was
what it was infended to do in spite of
what the Minister for Works said the other
night when he introduced this Bill. When the
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legislation was introduced, it was intended
that the finances should be balanced this
year. The present Government, however,
have been let off balamcing their budget
this year. The proposal now submitted to
the MHouse is not going to improve the
Government’s position; it will aggravate
it. I do not know whether consideration
was given to the matter by the Minister
for Works, but I am afraid he did not con-
sult the Minister for Employment, and in-
deed I do not know whether he consulted
the Treasurer. If he did, I am surprised
at his bringing down the Bill. I
konow that the Minister for Works is in
the habit of doing a lot of wild things on his
own, and before I sit down I shall quote one
or two of them, just to show how much out
of step he is with his party at times. “Han-
sard,” which is 2 good record, will help me.
When the legiglation was introduced, things
were so desperate that those who were in
employment in the Government service,
and those in employment oufside, were asked
to make a sacrifice.

‘The Minister for Employment: Tn this
State only,

Mr. LATHAM: Everywhere. In every
State in Australin there was a eut in wages
in the Government service.

The Minister for Employment: No other
Governmnent introduced legislation like ours,

Mr. LATHAM: ] have gone io. 2 good
deal of trouble to ascertain the position. In
Queensland hy an Order in Council there
was a reduction in wages and salaries. In
the other States it was done by legislative
enactment,

The Minister for Works: Not a single law
in Australia reduced wages.

Mr, LATHAM: 1 can assure the Minister
for Works that the Arbitration Courts in
South Australia and New South Wales made
substantial reduetions.

The Minister for Works: You were falk-
ing ahout Parliamentary enactments.

Mr. LATHAM: Authority must be given
to do that. The Minister knows well what
was done, After the basic wage was fixed
by the Federal Arbitration Court, there was
a 10 per eent. reduction, and the Minister
knows well that wages in South Australia,
Victoria, Queensland and Tasmania were
considerably lower than the wages in this
State. If reductions had not been made
many people would have been thrown out of
work. We asked the people in this
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Btate to join up in making the sacrifice, and
they agreed to do so. There was more noise
and fuss in this House on the subjeet than
there was in any other part of the State.
There was comparatively little noise outside,
hecause people were willing to do their part.
They saw what was happening, and they
saw that many people were out of employ-
ment for the first time in their lives. As 1
have said, the sacrifice was accepted cheer-
fully by the people, and we have no right
now to ask them to make a seeond sacrifice.
I am afraid tlmt we are getting into a worse
financial position than we were in hefore,
The trouble is that members tallk too mueh
in the House and later on, when a change
comes about, they wish they could obliterate
some of the things they said.

The Minister for Employment: Then the
hon. member had hetter be brief.

Mr. LATHAM: I am much briefer than
the hon. gentleman. Certainly I shall never
enter into a Marathon with him. The Min-
ister for Works onght to be sure of his facts
before he makes statements in this House.
I notice that the Prime Minister had ocea-
sion to pull him up. When the Minister
was speaking I doubted one of the state-
ments that he made, and if he looks up the
records he will see that T interjected, “You
have no right io give that information, even
if it is anthentic.” I never for one moment
thought that the Federal Governmenf had
done anything of the kind attributed to them
by the Minister. I know that in our own
State some assessment notices are often de-
layed.

The Minister for Works: I know of one
instance where a cheque for £2,000 was ready
for payment to the Commonwealth, and the
drawers of it were told to hold it back until
after the financial year had closed.

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister is aware
that the Commonwealth gives two months in
which to pay taxation. Under the State law
the period is one month and T should not
like to approach our own Commissioner and
ask him for an extension of time in which
to pay taxation.

The Minister for Works: You frequently
get it.

Mr. LATHAM: T do not know about that.
If it is so, I am glad that somehody is able
to gel an extension. But really the Minister
should he more zuarded in the statemenis
he makes.
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The Minister for Works: What I said is
absolutely correct.

Mr. LATHAM: Anyway, the Prime Min-
ister has said that it is ineorrect.

The Minister for Works: He made a very
lame explanation.

Mr. LATHAM: The Prime Minister said
that be was surprised at a responsible Min-
ister making such 2 statement.

The Minister for Works: What ecauses
him surprise does not concern me in the
least,

Mr. Marshali: I would vather accept the
Minister’s statement than that of the Prime
Minister who is only a political acrobat.

My, SPEAKER: The Leader of the Op-
position must address the Chair.

Mr. TATHAM: The position of the State
has not improved sufficiently to enable the
Minister to give anything away. If he
examines the revenne and expenditure for
this year, he will find that with the extra
taxation he is collecting that was not col-
lectable last year, plus the £300,000 that the
Government are getting from the Commeon-
wealth, the State will still be a long way
behind. A considerable amount of moncy
iz ecoming in monthly to the Treasurer from
the financial emergency tax. In addition,
he ig getting £200,000 more this year from
the Federal Government than was given last
year, that is, £100,000 for the reduction of
the deficit last year, and £100,000 towards
a reduction in the deficit this year. I can
understand the Minister feels he is under
an obligation fo introduce this Bill. Tt does

not, however, represent the promise be
made to the people nor the pro-
mise made by other oceupants of the

front Lench, or the promises made by mem-
bers occupying some of the cross benches.
I am sorry that the Labour Government
were not in power for the last three years.
We would then have seen what they were
able to do, and to what extent they were alle
to improve on what we could do. T know
ihe Government are quite ready to do the
right thing irrespective of whether they
think those things represent their political
views or not, We had an instance of that
the other day when the Minister for Em-
pivvment had to do the vight thing, theugh
possibly he did not want to do it. I am
sorry the Minister for Works bas not pro-
fited by the experience evervene has been
tkrough during the last three years. e
has nol done so because he did not have
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the responsibility of office. In order to
show that considerably more than this was
promisecl to the people I should like to quote
from a speech made by the Premier on the
drd March last at the Perth Town Hall. He
said—

The provisions of the Financial Emergency
Act, which had the cffect of lowering snlaries
and wages, would not be re-enacted it Labour
were returncd to oflice, but thost swhich pro-

vided for a reduction in interest would be
re-enacted.

The Minister for Works: He was wrongly
reported,

Mr. LATHAM: Surely the Minister will
not put up that argument. It was a state-
inent which influenced thousands of votes,
many more than the placarded stuff at
Trades Hall and on the trams.

The Minister for Employment: Did that
annoy you?

Mr. LATHAM: No. I am only sorry
that the public believed that sort of trash.
T will now quote from “Ilansard” of the
17th November, 1932, to show what the
Minister for Works had to =ay on the sub-
ject —

We have denounced this Bill ever since il
was placed on the statute-book, and I give
the Minister in charge an undertaking now
that if at the next election we are returned to
the Treasury henches, he will never be abla
to charge vs with not denouncing the measure
hefore we got into offive, and repealing it when
we did get into offiec; beeause one of the
first things we will do when wo get into power
after the next general clectinn will be to re-

peal this legislation. There is no doubt ahout
that,

I can imAgine the emphasis that was placed
on the words “No doubt about that.”

The Minister for Employment: And now
vou eomplain that we are going too far.

Mr. LATHAM: Not at all. Why does
not the JAlinister do what he promised?
What are the Government giving away
under this Bill?

The Minister for Works: You said T was
giving away more than I could afford.

Mr. TTawke: Poor bow-yangs!

Mr., LATHAM: The man on the basic
wage will not get a penny under this Bill.
e will require to draw 9s. above the hasic
wage hefore he reveives any assisianee what-
ever, The man with a margin of 10s. for
skill will got an extra 8d. per week; the man
with a margin of 12s. Gd. will get 2= 2d.;
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and the man with 155, will get 2s. 8d. The
more money a man gets the more relief will
he get. A man on 17s. 6d. will get 3s. 24.;
& man on 20s. will get 3s. 8d.; a man on
22s. 6d. will get 4s. 2d.; and the man on
25s. will get ds. 8d. above the basic wage.
That is most unfair to the man who is out
of work, These figures show up the position
in a very bad light from the point of view
of the unemployed. These gdditional
amounts that are to be Landed over on the
ground of margin for skill represent & sum
of money that would find a great deal of
work for other people, and tend to ease the
lot of a great many.

The Minister for Employment: It will do
that.

Mr. LATHAM: Tie Minister knows, as
do the people, that goods are always bought
at the cheapest possible place, even if they
have to he imported from the REastern
States.

The Minister for Works: Are you refer-
ring to the margin for skill?

Mr, LATHAM: Yes. I do not know
whether my figures are completely up to
date, becanse I have had to depend upon the
records we could get in the House.

The Minister for Works: What was the
figure you quoted?

Mr. LATHAM: The man on the 10s.
margin for skill will get 8d. a week.

The Minister for Works: That is right.

Mr. LATHAM: And on 25 he will get
2s. 24.

The Minister for Works: That is on the
latest basie wage, not when the Aet was
brought in?

Mr. LATHAM: Yes.

The Minister for Works: That ig right.

My, LATHAM: The Minister has more
up-to-date information than I have, hut I
am glad to know my figures are correct.

The Minigster for Works; It would be
largely a question of the date. Are yon
ineluding the cuts?

Mr. LATHAM: We took the rast ‘‘In-
dustrial Gazette’’ and the present basie
wage. The man who gets the hasie wage
with a 23s, margin for skill wit receive 4s,
8d4. Talk about greasing the fatted pig!

The Minister for Employment: You took
more off him, when you made your cuts.

Mr. LATHAM: He can afford to give a
little to the Government who help in
keeping employment going.

Mr. Hegney: He is giving it.
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Mr. LATHAM: Not at all. The argu-
ments that we put up hold good to-day.

The Minister for Works: It means so
little to him that be should not object.

Mr. LATHAM : It means so much to the
man who is out of employment,

The Minister for Works: Your arguvment
has been proved to be fallacious.

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister will cer-
tainly get into trouble over this. The man
on the basiec wage will get no relief, but
immediately his margin of skill brings him
above it he will get relief,

The Minister for Employment: But he
will not have his wages cut down 10s. as you
promised.

Mr, TATHAM: T made no sueh state-
ment. When the Minister put up that flap-
doodle to the people of East Perth it iz a
wonder he did not feel sick. Fle made some
wonderfnl promises. If we were ro outdo
each other with promises it wonld be a very
bad outlook for Western Australia, and
the publie would have to pay.

The Minister for Employment: They did
not aceept your promises.

Mr. LATHAM : I will now deal with the
salaried stoff.  The Minister has brought
down an amendment relating to the police,
but I do not understand the import of it.
Balaried officers who are at preseni re-
cetving between £205 and £240 are the only
ones who will derive any benefit. No one
who is receiving less than £205 will get
anything. Members of the civil service sre
not likely to derive any great satisfaction
from this measure,

The Minister for Works:
triet are you referring?

Mr. LATHAM: To the City of Perth,
where most of the money is spent.

The Minister for Works: There ave other
districts too. If you confine yourself to the
eity it will be all right.

Mr. LATHAM: I am domg so.  The
officer who was on £300 a year at the 30th
June, 1930, is now drawing £240. TVnder
the Bill, becanse he has come down £2 he-
low the amount of the automatic range,
he will receive a bhenefit of £2 a year.

The Minister for Justice: That is some-
thing.

Mr. LATHAM: TIs it worth while disor-
genising the whole of the service for £29

The Minister for Justice: But that is not

To what dis-

so.
Mr. LATHAM: It seems as if it is so.
It is causing a good deal of discontent, and
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is not earrying out the promise of the Gov-
<rnment,

Tke Minister for Justice: What did the
Government promise?

Mr, LATHAM: I have already told the
Houwse what the Premier and the Minister
for Works said. The officer who was draw-
ing £288 on 30th June, 1930, is now draw-
ing £230. Under the Bill he will receive
£242, a rise of £12 a year, which is the maxi-
mun.

The Minister for Works: That is in the
city.

Mr. LATHAM: The less a man actoally
gets the less will he receive. The officer on
£276, now drawing £221 will go to £230, a
rise of £9; the man on £264, and now on
£211, will go to £218, a rise of £7; the man
cn £252 now on £203, will have the magni-
ficent rise of £1 a vear. Below £205 the
officer gets nothing. If there is anyone whe
is entitled to help it s the man on the smali
salary,

Mr. Cross: You did not say that hefore
the elections.

Mr. LATHAM: Of course I did. Oniy
322 officers are likely to get any henefit,

The Minister for Works: Are youn talking
of the metropolis still?

Mr. LATHAM: I thiok there are very
few civil servants outside the city.

Mr. Tonkin: Have you ever heard of the
teachers?

The Minister for Justice: Is it not a good
thing to confer henefits upon people?

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, ai the expense of
other people. The Government by this meas-
ure will be depriving of work those who
badly need it.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. LATHAM: As I bave already said,
there are about 322 who, it is estimated, will
receive benefits from the introduction of this
legislation, and those henefits will not be
enjoyed hy anyone receiving less than £205,
One of the disadvantages of the legislation
is that it will benefit men who are already
in receipt of a fairly good wage eompared
with what otbers are earning. I consider
it to be the duty of the Government insiecad
of helping those who are already receiving
a fairly high margin for skill, to assist those
who are out of employment, those who are
on relief work or on part-time employment.
It should be our object to place them in full-
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time employment as soon as possible, This
legisiation wiill not assist in that respect.
There are still many sad eases. In your own
electorate, Mr. Speaker, there are some such
enses and individuals concerned have come
to me oveasionally and pointed out that they
and their grown-up families are living in one
room. 1t is the responsibility of the Gov-
ernment o endeavour to put that sort of
thing right.

Mr. Moloney: You did not tell them thaf
when you took this tax from them.

Mr. LATHAM: The member for Subiaco
knows very little about ii, or he would not
talk like that.

Mr. Moloney: I know a good deal about
it.

Mr. LATHAM: If be did, he would not
make such a statement.

Mr. F. C. T.. Smith: You imposed a tax
on sustenance workers,

Mr. LATHAM: I asked the Minister for
Works wheve he was going to get this money,
and the Minister replied that it had nothing
to do with us, but the responsihility was on
the Premier. I tell the Minister definitely
that members, irrespective of the side of the
House on which they sit, represent the fax-
pravers as well as the non-taxpayers, and the
Minister Irad no vight to reply in sueh a
way. It is the responsibility of every mem-
ber to knew whence the money is to come.
We may agree or disagree as to whether
we are justified in adopting eertain courses,
but it has to be recognised that the Premier
has to submit his proposals to the House
when he asks for money. Everv member
has a right te express his views when such
a request is made. T am of the opinion that
the Minister for Works has not given any
consideration as to what this relief will cost
or where the money is to come from. As a
matier of faet, 1 do not think the Minister
knowz how many will be affected Dby the
legislation or how much hardship it will im-
pose upon those who are in emplovment. If
he did I helieve he would have told the
House more than he did. I have given the
House more information than the Minister
did when he introduced the Bill. The expen-
diture for the first five months of the pre-
sent financial vear has been £103,202 more
than for the same period of last
year, and the cost of the relief cov-
ered by the Bill must be added to that
I admit that the defieit this year is £53,181
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Jess than it was last year at the correspond-
ing Iperiod, but the Premier has had the
henelit of the additional money devived from
the finaneial emergeney tax, which was not
colleeted this time last yvear. I do not know
whether he is drawing additional money
from the Commonwealth Government from
the grant ot £100,000 that was to be spread
over the year. Presumably he receives one-
twelfth of that amount eaeh month.

The Premier: No.

Mr. LATHAM: Ts that payabie at the
end of the year?

The Premier: Yes.

Mr. LATHAM: At any rate, there is that
additiona]l money that he will have af his
disposal. There was no mention in the Esti-
mates of money for the purposes of the re-
lief covered by the Bill. Is it proposed to
submit supplementary Estimates to deal with
this expenditure? WWill the amout be large
cnough to justify the submission of supple-
mentary Estimates.

The Premier: No.

Mr. LATHAM: We have not been given
any idea of what it will eost and membhers
have a right to that information. I have
looked eavefully through the Estimates and
80 have other memhers of the Opposition.
We can see no provision made anywhere for
this additional expenditure. If there is any
such provision, I do not know where it is
to be found. The Premier did not say in
his speech that he anticipated any snch ad-
ditional expenditure. I have looked through
the whole of his speech, but I ean find no
such reference. Perhaps this legislation rep-
resents a last minute thought on the part of
the Minister for Works. There is not the
justifieation this year that there was in the
past to interfere with trust funds. In years
gone by, all Governments used trust funds
in anticipation of being able to recoup them
from loan funds. In these days, we know
to the last penny jnst what loan funds will
be available, and, in conseguence, we are
not justified in interfering with trust funds
at all. Certainly the tax Bill that we dealt
with earlier afforded relief to the lower paid
men, and I credit the Government with that
action. The Government have also restored
the 44-hour week to the workers, and now
they propose fo grant some relief to the het-
ter paid wages men. It seems most extra-
ordinary that the first Bill we dealt with
imposed taxation and the last Bill seeks to
return to some workers the ¢nt that was
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niude winler the finuneial emergency legis-
lation.

The Premier: Which was the first Bl
that imposed taxation?

Mr. LATHAM: The Finaneial Emergency
Tax Bill.

The Premier: That merely continued the
tax you imposed.

Mr. LATHAM: I will not agree to that
at all. Tt was not identical by any means.

The Premier; it was a hetter one,

Mr. LATHAM: No doubt it was, from
the Premier’s point of view. Perhaps we
will find that the additional money required
under the Bill hefore the House is to be
derived from that tax. I have not been able
to find out exactly what money is being de-
rived from that tax.

The Premier: It was not a new tax.

Mr. LATHAM: It was double the former
tax.

The Minister for Works: It gives
same amount,

The Premier: Yes, it recurns the same
total amount.

Mr. LATHAM: We will cheek the state-
ment when we get the returns. In 1930-31
there were 57,219 taxpayers, but last year
there were only 30,735, so that if the I’'ve-
mier anticipates getting inereased taxation
with which to grant this additional relief
to the Civi! Service, he will have to hnpose
the taxation on a fewer number of taxpay-
ers than were available in 1930-31.

The Premier: We have not imposed any
taxation beyond what you did.

Mr. LATHAM: Previously I pointed out
that the revenue of the State does not
justify this relief in the slightest degree.
There is still a falling off in revenue every
year and there would have been a falling
oft Tast year but for the additional taxa-
tion snd the money received Trom the
Commonwealth Government. There will be
a f{ail this vear unless the revenue is more
mwosent than I anticipate. There is cer-
tainly more money from the railways, but
whether that will continue, I do not know.
T Lave my doubts ghout it, and certainly
wheat freights will be less tsan they were
last vear. T do not think the Government
would do it, but it would be strange if they
were fo go to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment for assistance, not to halance the Bud-
get hut to decrease the deficit, and at the
same time, grant the relief projected under
the Bill, relief that is not at all justified.
That relief is to he given to those who are

the
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in rveceipt of fairly good wages: it will
render assistance to that section of the
wages men and very little relief will be
given to raen in the Civil Service. [ want
the Minister for Employmen: o note that
the repeal of Part V. of the Aet will ad-
versely affeet the position of those be is
siviving to assist. It is unfair to allow
persous to enler into eontracts and then
force new conditions upon them. Contraeis
have heen entered info for the supply of
tiber overseas and now we are 1o Ioree
the people concerned to pay higher wages,
if this legislation be agreed to, after the
Ist Janvary next year. T do not know how
those people will got on seeing that they
have arranged their coniraets on the con-
ditions that prevailed prior te ihis legis-
lation. .

The Minister for Employment: Does that
rot ocrur in every walk of life?

Mr, LATIIAM : T do not know, but they
must have eut their prices very fine to get
the business. The days have gone when
there were huge profits to be derived.

The Minister for Employment: Will the
hon. member say what became of the pro-
fits they derived when the men’s wages
were reduced and the emplovers nad cur-
rent contracts that continuned?

Mr. LATHAM : There were no contracts.
I wish there had been.

The Minister for Works: Weren't there?
The Minister for Employment: OF course
there were.

Mr. LATHAM: There was no export
trade then, or very little of it,

The Minister for Works: T will give you
some information under that heading.

Mr. LATHAM: I want the Minister to
rive the House considerably more infor-
mation than he has done so far. He spoke
all round the Bill and very little about it.
If I achieve nothing else beyond indncing
ithe Minister to give some information to
the House, I shall have done something. It
is easy for the Minister to talk in the way
he has. We krnow that business was stag-
nant in the days I refer to. There was no
export of timber, but there is some expori
going on to-day. The Minister boasted of
additional activity in the timber ‘rade, but
if we are to permit employers to fix con-
tracts and then introduce legislation that
wili foree them to pay higher wages to their
cmployees the effect will be harmful., In
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ihe timber trade, practically the whole of
the wotkers receive the margin for skill.

Miss Holman: Hardly any of them re-
ceive it. More than 50 per cent. of the
employees in the timber industry are paid
the basic wage.

Mr. LATHAM: What proportion?

Miss Holman: Most of them are in that
position.

Mr. LATHAM: T say that nearly all of
them are paid additional moeney on the
basis of margin for skill.

Miss Holman: Statistics show—

Mr. LATHAM: I gleaned my informa-
tion from the statisties.

Miss Holman: You have not read the
statisties that were placed before the board.

Mr. LATHAM: 1 have, and I found that
tmost of the men in the timber trade are on
the margin of skill.

Miss Holman: That is wrong.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LATHAM: 1 will not argue with a
lady.

The Minister for Employment : If tlie con-
tracts extended over 12 months——

Mr. LATHAM: I am not referring to old
contracts, but to new contracts. There is
the supply of sleepers for the trans-Austra-
lian railway. I presume the contractors did
not consider it necessary to insert a elause
providing that if there were an increase in
wages, the price would increase correspond-
ingly. The Minister for Employment knows
it is perfectly true when I say that nearly
all the furniture sold in Kalgoorlie to-day
is imported from the Eastern States. It is
not a guestion of roilway freights; the fur-
niture can he bought more cheaply there.
I do not know how the Minister for Em-
ployment can sit in Cabinet with the Minis-
ter for Works when the lstter legislates
adversely for the people whom the Minister
for Employment is desirons of placing back
at work.

The Minister for Employment: It will be
extremely diffienlt to sit with him.

Mr, LATHAM: T will tell the Minister
what will happen in the soft goods trade.
Supplies can be procured more cheaply in
the Eastern States and they will be made
up there, That is what will happen. In-
stead of the raw material bheing sent here
and heing made up locally, the goods will
be imported and work will be lost to oar
people.



2448

The Minister for Employment: That was
the argument you used before the elections.
to bring down wages to fhe level of those
in the FEastern States,

Mr, LATHAM: I am not suggesting that
now, and I have never argued that way. The
Minister for Empioyment has become so
used to the parrot-like utteranees of his that
he actually believes them.

The Minister for Employment: I have it
in black and white.

Mr. LATHAM: I have never said any-
thing of the sort.

The Premier: You ask your defeated
Nationalist friends.

Mr. LATHAM:
Premier said.

Mr. Thorn: They had te blame someone.

Mr. LATHAM: Of course, and they
abused someone who got support. If if is
a goestion of making promises, I ean assure
the Minister that I ean make rash promises
too.

The Minister for Employment: I know
that,

Mr. LATHAM: But we have not been
in the habit of doing so. I hope I shall
never have to, for it is time we told the
people who has to pay. In the printing
irade, the lon. gentleman recently went
down and started a new tricolour nachine
going. On that oceasion complaints were
raised about work being done in the Enst.
The very people members opposite are sup-
posed to represent, the workers, will buy the
cheapest possible goods—and I do not blame
them. The only thing we have to look to
is to see that we do not force them to buy
goods in the Eastern States.

The Minister for Employment: You mean
we should keep them on low wages, and give
them no spending power.

Mr. LATHAM: What does the spending
power of the people mean? It means &
Jot less goods if we are going to put up the
cost of the goods. Will that he of any
benefit to them? Of course nof. This is
what Mr. Theodore said just prior to leaving
the Treasury—

Those who say that salaries and wages must

not come down are livieg in a world of
iflugion.

That statement was broadeast, for he used
it on several occasions.

The Premier: Wages did come down,
following on that statement.

I will read what the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. LATHAM: I previously pointed out
that the people on the basie wage are not
affected hy the legislation which has been
introdueced. What I am concerned about is
that the men working in factories on a mar-
gin of skill are going te have additional
wages paid to them, which will serve to
make goods dearer and {orece employment
out of this State to the Eastern States. So
we shall get back to that beastly old method
we had three years ago, I am not going to
oppose this legislation, for I want to see us
rid of the whole of this class of legislation
as early as possible, bat we shenld do it in
a proper way.

The Premier: What is a proper way?

Mr. LATHAM: As I have already
pointed outf, the Minister for Works gave
us an exposition of the proper way when
he said as follows:—

We have denounced this Bill ever since 1o
wns placed on the statute-book, and I give the
Minister in charge an undertaking unow that
if at the next elestion we are returned to the
Treasury benches he will never he able to
charge us with not deaouncing the measure be-
fore we got into eofiice, and repealing it when
we did get into oflice beeause one of the first
things we will d¢ when we get into power after
the mext election is to repcal this legislation.
There is no doubt about that.

We can imagine the Minigter wiping the
perspiration off his brow when saying tkat,

Thke Premier: Your complaint is that he
is doing too much for vou.

Mr. LATHAM: No, I say he is doing
it piecemeal. Why dges he not carry out
the pledge he gave? Indeed, why does not
the Premier carry out the pledge he made
irn the Perth Town Hall on the 3rd Mareh
last, whken he said he was going to repeal
the measure. This is what the Premier said
on that oecasjon—

The provisions of the Financial Emergenny
Aet which hud the cffecet of lowering salaries
and wages would not be re-enacted if Labonr
were returned to office, but those which pro-

vided for a reduction in interest would bhe re-
enacted.

The Minister for Justice: De you sup-
port that?

My, LATHAM: Yes, I told the Minister
the other night I would support it.

The Premier: I thought you were oppos-
ing it because it was not going far enough.

Mr. LATHAM: No, I was giving to the
House information which the Minister did
not give. Tke Minister talked all around
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ihe Bill, but did pot give us any informa-
tion, and when asked for information he
practieally told us in a polite manner to
mind our own business.

The Minister for Works: What informa-
tion did you give?

Mr. LATHAM: I told you how many
people helow the £205 mark were going to
benefit. None. And how many of those
above the £240 mark were going to benefit.
None.

The Premier: Are vou not going to op-
pose the Bill?

Mr. LATHAM: No,

The Premier: Yet you say it will ruin
so many. You are going to help ruin them!

Mr. LATHAM: I say we have to con-
tinue the operation of the Aect, but the Gov-
ernment say the finances are so good that
they can afford to give relief. However, T
know their figures do not show that, and
that is what I am telling the House. Some
wages men will get some benefit, but not
the least paid wages men, only those on a
margin for skill. T think I must have dis-
appointed the Minister when I gave those
fizures.

The Minister for Works: You do not dis-
criminate hetween dates and districts and
figures.

Mr. LATHAM: There are only four dis-
triets. Already some relief has been given
on the goldfields, and T am not against thai.

The Premier: You are supporting every-
thing in the Bill, even thoungh it is going to
ruin the private traders?

Mr. LATHAM: Tt will not ruin private
traders. It will throw mapy men out of
employment, but the traders will import
ready-made goods from the Eastern States.
I am not supporting every clause in the
Bill; I have to support the second reading
in order to get the Bill into decent shape in
Committee, where I expect a good deal of
support from the Government side. If the
people can get their goods cheaper, they
arc going to get them cheaper.

Mr. Sleeman: The factory workers in the
East are not under the financial emergency
legislation.

My, LATHAM: Does that matter? They
are paid 7s. per unif less in the factories
over there. Whereas we get the raw mate-
rial and manufacture it here to-day, we are
going to bave it sent over here as manu-
factured articles. That is what T am con-
cerned abont.
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The Premier: Well, surely you will net
vote for the Bill.

Mr. LATHAAM: I have to vote for its
continuance. In Commitiee we shall see
what we ean do with that clause. But there
19 a much more important clause, namely
that which the Premier voted against last
session. There was no division on the second
reading, but when it came to the vital clause,
the continuation clanse, the whole of the
Labour Party voted against it. This year
they are not going to vote against it.

The Premier: It is a different Bill.

Mr, LATHAM: 1t is a different side of
the House.

The Minister for Employment: And the
then Government would not divide the meas-
ure, either,

Mr. LATHAM: No, we were not justified
in doing so. Even to-day, from my know-
ledge of the finances, the present Govern-
ment are not justified in this Biil.

The Minister for Employment: We say
we are justified, and that it is going through.

Mr. LATHAM: Well, I do not mind, and
the Treasurer does not care.

The Premier; I am going to find the
money.

Mr. LATHAM: Are you going to hring
down supplementary Estimates?

The Premier: No.

Mr. LATHAM: Have you any idea what
it is going to cost? Perhaps the Premier
will tell us that, and wherg he is going to
get the money. The only thing the Minister
for Works spoke about the other night was
that there was no justification. He roamed
all around the Bill without actually dealing
with it. T do hope we shall vet be given
sume further information about ii.

HON. N. EEENAN (Nedlands) [7.53]:
I should like the Minister to consent to an
adjournment, for we have had no opportun-
ity to read his speech until to-day. I move—

That the debate he adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A, MeCallum—SBouth Fremantle—in reply)
[7.56]: It is difficult to follow the Leader
of the Opposition for, although he is op-
posed to the Bill, he is going to vote for
it. He said we were giving away too mueh,
and then he said we could not afford to give
away anything. It is hard to see where he
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stands in the matter. He says he opposes
the Bill, opposes any alteration; he says
the State finances cannot afford it, and
then he turns round and says we are giv-
ing away nothing, after which he declares
we are giving away more than we can
afford.

Mr. Doney: He explained that to amend
the Bill in Committee it was necessary to
support the second reading.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
not discussing that; I am discussing only
his eriticism of what is in the Bill. He said
we were not giving the service anything,
and then he said we were giving away more
than we could afford. He said the Bill is
going to be ruinous, but that he will vote
for it. He started off by declaring that the
Premiers’ Plan had achieved its objective,
that it had come up to expectations. We
have not opposed the whole of the provi-
sions of the Premiers’ Plan, for we sup-
ported the conversion of our internal debt
and the reduction of interest and quite a
number of other phases of the Plan. But
the reduction of salaries and wages we
opposed from the start. When the hon.
member claims that so much has been
achieved as a result of the Premiers’ Plan,
I remind him that the results he pointed to
have been achieved at the cost of the great
bulk of the wage-earners, and fo the bene-
it of the financial institutions, who have
built up enormous bank balances at the
expense of the mass of the people.

Mr. Latham: Who are they who have
built up the bank balances?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Those
people who were able to contribute £10,
000,000 to the loan in 24 hours, a week or
two ago.

Mr. Latham: You mean the banks.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not so
much the banks as the big financial insti-
tutions. To-day a seetion of this commu-
nity have more money than they ean find
investment for, more money than the banks
wil] take over from them.

Mr. Pairick: Your income tax returns
do not show it.

Mr. Latham: Simply because they can-
not send their rroney away and pay the
25 per cent exchange.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: What is
the use of talking like that? It is easy
enough to get money away to America to-
day, or at all events it is not so eostly as
it was a little time ago.

{ASSEMBLY.}

Mr. Latham: But it mneans 25 per cent.
exchange when sending it Lo Ameriea to-
day.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The ex-
change is against us beeause the money
has to go to London first, but there was a
time when it was costing 60 per cent. to
rend money {0 America.

The Minister for Employment: And
whilst they were making inecreased profits,
they did not hesitate to reduce the wages
of their employees.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
not money of that deserviption which
is available. The money is there in millions.

My, Latham: Ten millions would amount
to only abont 30s. par head of the popula-
tion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
and the publie were not given an opportu-
nity to subseribe to the last loan,

Mr. Latham: The public
through the banks.

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS: There
was no campaign to get the money. We
were advised that it would be unwise to go
on the market for a loan of £15,000,000,
whereas it is quite obvious that with a cam-
paign, £20,000,000 could have been ohtained.

Mr. Latham: Because the banks were
holding the money.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
money was snbseribed quickly by the big
finanecial institutions. The hon. member
pointed out that wages had fallen in the
Eastern States as well as in this State. I
do not think he said it directly, but he cer-
tainly inferred that wages had fallen there
for the same reason as they had fallen here
I repeat, and I defy contradietion, that this
is the only Parliament in Australia that
passed a law to cut wages. No other Parlia-
ment attempted to do it. It was altogether
outside the Premiers’ Plan. Wages in the
Eastern States have come down as a result
of applications made to the Arbitration
Court, where the employers had to prove
their case in support of a eut. That is what
will happen if this Bill be passed. If the
employors have a ¢ase and are entitled to a
reduction of wages, they have to go to the
court and substantiate their ¢laim. They
will not be able to impose upon Parliament
the duty of reducing wages. Let us con-
sider where the hon. member’s argument
would lead. He said that in every State
wages bad been reduced. In every other

subseribed



[12 Decemeer, 1933.3

State the reduction has been made by order
of an industrial tribunal. The Common-
wealth Arbitration Court made a eut of 10
per cent. and other courts largely followed
the lead, but the euts have been imposed by
industrial tribunals. Though euts bave been
made in that way elsewhere, the hon. mem-
ber maintains that Parliament shonld make
the cuts here. That would set up Parlia-
ment as a eourt to review the decistons of
our Arbitration Court.

Mr. Latham: Exactly what you will be
doing under this Bill.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Exactly
what we propose to repeal under this Bill.

Mr. Latham: You are not dealing with
the salaried stall.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Their
salaries are not fixed by the Avbitration
Court.

Mr. Latham: I am quite aware of that.

The MINISTER FOR WOQRKS: Every
wage-earner whose wages are fixed by the
Arbitration Court, if the Bill becomes law,
will be freed from the cut by Parliament.
There is no snggestion that the court should
be interfered with, The hon. member’s argu-
ment is that if an industrial tribunal re-
duces wages in the East, this Parliament
shonld impose a reduction here. IE em-
ployers cannot prove their case and substan-
tiate their c¢laim on oath, the hon. member
would have ms make the cut over the head
of the court. If we are poing to set up
Parliament as a ecourt to review the decisions
of the Arbitration Court, we cannot operate
in one way only. The time will come when
we shall have to grant inereages over the
head of the conrt. If the hon. member advo-
eates that principle for a downward trend
of wages, he cannot deny it for an upward
trend.

Ar. Latham: The only reason we did it
was that the money was insufficient to go
around.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I will
deal with that phase, which is quite falla-
cions. After the hon. member’s experienee
of the last three years, T did not think such
a fallacions, empty argument as that the
cutting of wages wounld keep more men in
employment would be repeated at this stage.
The hon. member cannot name a single indi-
vidual who has obtained employment owing
io a reduction in the wages of other men.

Mr. Marshall: I will wager that way,
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The MINISTER FOR WOQRKS: I sug-
gest there is pot an individual in this city
who is in work to-day because someone else
haz had his wages reduced. Let the hon.
member speak to the business men. When
the previous legislution was before Parlia-
meut, [ «quoted the experience of a Fre-
mantie business man. There had been a de-
hate between the member for Nedlands and
me on the floor of the House, and a ¢ertain
business man pulied me up a week after-
wards and said he had read the report of
the diseussion and had totally disagreed with
the views | had expressed. Then he added, “If
you will look at my book, I can draw a line
right across showing that the moment wages
were cul my takings fell, and 1 Lad to re-
duce tmy statf beeause there was not the trade
to bt done.” He also said that every husi-
nes¥ man was in the same position. Instead
of the cut leading to an in¢rease of employ-
ment, it reduced emplsyinent. Every bunsi-
ress wan could tell us the same thing. The
main emporiums in this city did not take
advanlage of the eut.

Mr. Marshall: That is so.

Tihe, MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
did not reduce their stafis, beeause it was
demonstrated to them what that would
wean.  They would nof take advantage of
the cut because they knew they would mere-
Iv be hiti'ng their own pockets. T never
expected ke hon. member to repeat that
argument zt this stage.

Mr. Latkam: You know the prices wheat
and wool were bringing and that the low
prices cuaused it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
but there were other ways of getting around
it. T the lhor, member had read “Han-
zard” more fully, he would have found state-
ments muek stronger than the one he guoted.
We would have tackled the problem in some
other way. 1 repeat to-night what I said
when the legislation was first introduced, T
was challenged to say what I would have
done had I occupied a seat on the Treasury
benches at that time, and I then said, and
1 repeat it now, that sooner than be a party
1o putting a law like that on the statute-
hook, I would sweep the gutters of Perth.
This is the first opportunity we have had
te clear that legislation off the statute-book.

Mr. Latham: This is not the first act.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, it
15 the first opportunity we have had to
attack that legislation )
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Mr. Latham: The last one.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: —and
we are attacking it. When it was originally
wtroduced, we all disagreed with.it; the
whole Labour movement disagreed with the
schéme of cutting wages. If wages had to
be reduced, we eontended, there was a trib-
unal clothed with the necessary authority to
make the reduction. The hon, member said
1 had made rash statements, but he did not
go so far as to quote any of them or say
that I could not prove anmything I had said
in moving the second reading of the Bill.
He did say that I had made statements that
the Prime Minister had had to correct, I
think the fizures published in this morning’s
paper show that everything I said in moving
the second reading of the Bill was correct.
The Prime Minister can make all tke ex-
euses he likes, but he cannot escape the fact
that he collected in revenue £7,500,000 more
than he estimated to get. He budgeted for a
surplus of £12,469 and, if he had kept with-
in the expenditure for which he bndgeted,
his surplus would have heen well over
£7,500,000.

Mr. Latham: He got most of it from Cus-
toms revenue.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
aware of that, but the fact remains that he
got the money. He indulged in all sorts of
extracrdinary expenditure to cover up the
surplus. Income fax assessments are only
now being issned for money that should
have been collected before the end of June
last. That is well known to everyome.

Mr. Patrick: The State’s assessments are
being issued along with them,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: For a
year later.

Mr. Patrick: No, for the same year.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
same officials operate for State and Federal
authorities.

Mr. Patrick: Exactly.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I was
given an instance in this city, A certain
taxpayer, whose income tax exceeded £2,000.
wade out his cheque, #Ad it was suggested
to him that be shonld hold it back until
after the close of the financial year. Every
State Premier at the last meeting of the
Loan Couneil had that point in mind.

Mr. Patrick: The department did not sug-
gest that to me.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Latham : If the Commissioner is doing
that with State revenue, it is about time
vou rapped him on the knuekles.

TLe MINISTER FOR WOREKS: We
have no control over the Commissioner af
Tazation, We actually offered to pay the
staff overtime in order to espedite the

colleetion of 7revenne, and our offer
was refused. We have no control
cver the  Commissioner of Taxa-
tion. The lon. wmember spoke of eon-

tracts that are eurrent now. I admit that
the difficulty exists, hut was there not a dif-
ficulty when the original legislation was in-
troduced?

AMr. Latham: Unfortunately there were no
contracty current at that time.

The MINISTER FPOR WORKS: If the
hon. memher will read my speech, he will
find that I mentioned more than one.

Mr. Latham: Whose contraets?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Did not
I cite the contract for the building of the
Commonwealth Bank? Does not the hon.
member remember that? The tender was
put in when prices were high,

Mr. Latham: Nearly the whole of it rep-
resented material,

The Minister for Railways: All of which
came down in price.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Because
a bricklayer, working for the City Council
on constructing manholes, had his wages re-
duced under special application to the eourt,
every bricklayer in the building trade was
reduced, Although the contractor for the
Commonwealth Bank put in his tender when
prices were high and things were booming,
he got the advantage of the 20 per cent. cut
in wages and in prices of all material. Every
line of material fell in price and the profit
went into the contractor’s pocket. THere was
no suggestion that he should share the profit
with the men he employed. The ent was
made to apply all round. The hon. member
knows that I cited companies who had paid
dividends of not less than 16 per cent, and
who got the advantage of the cut.  They
reduced the wages of all their men.

Mr., Hegney: And did not reduce the
prices of their goods, either,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No, they
put up the prices. Other companies making
huge profits that were sent ont of the coun-
try did not even have to take their cases to
the eourt; on account of the common rule,
they applied the eut. As I stated at the
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time, it was the most iniguitous piece of lewis-
lation ever put on the statute-book and we
are altering it at the first opportunity. The
bon. member tried to emphasise that the
men on the basie wage would receive no bene-
fit nnder this legislation. Why is that?

Mr. Hawke: Do not press the question.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Because
the measure will not affect iliem.

Mr. Latham: I said it would not,

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS: 'The
hon. member would lead the public to be-
lieve that the reason those men will not
obtain any bencfit is due 10 a dcefect in the
Bill.

Mr. Latham: Many of them think your
Bill will do a lot for them and I want them
clearly to understand that it will not.

The JMINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member wishes to eveate the impres-
sion that we are doing nothing Eor the men
on the basic wage. He should get it into
his mind, and the public also shonld know,
that the only way in which we ean meet the
position of the hasic wage earner is to ahol-
ish the principle that the hon. mem-
ber supported in the offensive lcgisla-
tion intreduced by his Government, and
not by asking Parliament to over-
ride the deeisions of the Arbitration Court.
The basic wage in operation here to-day
and all the margins up o 9s. are as fixed
by the Arbitration Court. The hon. mem-
ber says we are doing nothing for that see-
tion. The only way we can do anything
for that section is to override the Avhitra-
tion Court and put Parliament in the posi-
tion of a wage-fixing machine, Let me re-
mind the hon. member that under his Gov-
ernment’s measure, no matter how the
cost of living rose, the worker received no
compensating benefit. He was reduced when
the eost of living fell, but he could get no
inerease when it rose.

Mr. Latham: You know what the inten-
tion of that legislation was.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The hon.
member knows we asked at the time tbat
if the cost of living went up those workers
should receive a corresponding advantage.
However, that was refused. We say now
that once a man is outside the Act, he shall
get the benefit of any rise in the cost of
living, and not be brought back under the
Act. The hon. member has =aid he is
afraid T brought down this Bill on my own.

Mr. Latham: I am not afraid of it
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The MINISTER FOR \WORKS: Perhaps
the hon. member is delighted about it.

Mr. Latham: You know exactly what we
think.

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS: I do
not know what were the habits of the last
Covernment. I know it was frequently
hinted, and there was a generar nnpression,
that it was a one-man Government. If
that was the ecase with hon. members op-
posite, it is not so with us.

Mr. Latham: But it seems like it. Who
was the one man who ran the last Govern-
ment ¢

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We had
exhibitions of what was the fact. The hon,
member has frequently twitted us, inside
and outside Parliament, with not being
able to move unless we have a decision of
canecus, by which we are hound.

Mr. Latham: No; a decision of
Trades Hall.

The MINISTER FFOR WORKS: The bon.
member says we cannot act on our owd.
Now he asserts that an important measure
such as this was brought down so the
House by me without even the Premier be-
ing consulted.

Mr. Latham: No. I am speaking of the
Trades Hall.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Then 1
suppose I received instructions from the
Trades Hall, and am over-riding the rest
of the Cabinet.

Mr. Latham: You do not mind as long
as you have the Trades Hall hehind you

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That i
too ridiculous to be taken seriously. Uike
all other measures, this has the approval
of the fuil Cabinet. There iz no question
on that score. This, I think, about covers
all the points raised by the hon. member

Mr. Latham: Tell us what the Bill is go-
ing to cost.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member is most anxious to know whal
the cost will be. He should not be 50 muet
concerned about that aspect.

Mr, Latham: Why not¥

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Let hin
deal with the Treasurer on that point
During the last three years there was ¢
great deal done by the hon. member’s Gov
ernment on which we got no information

Mr. Latham: We gave every bit of in
formation.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If th
hon. member’s speech of to-night is to b

the
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laken az meaning anything, the Bill is not
going to vost mueh. He says we are giving
nothing, or rather that we are giving a very
little to the reasonably paid men. Then
the whole thing is net worth troubling
about.

Mr. Latham: I said nothing of the sort.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Then
why should we go to the bother of getting
out information? The whol eposition has
been thoroughly canvassed. No deeision
has been reached hurriedly. The question
has been examined, and earefully inrashed
out and argued for weeks. We know where
we 4are.

Mr. Latham: Will you cell us waat fs the
cost involved, and the number of pecpie
nifected ¢

The MINISTER IFOR WORKS:
Government have to face that.

Mr, Latham: That is & eurious reply.
Burely to goedness this llouse is entitled to
the information!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The hon,
member ¢ould not tell ns what his Govern-
ment’s Bill meant when it was brought down.

Mr. Latham: We told you what it would
gave, and everything else about it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We have
found cut what it saves, and all the rest.
The responsibility of carrying out the pro-
visions of this Bill rests upon the Govern-
ment. =

My, Doney: What is your objection to
telling the amount involved? Is it that you
do not know?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Hon.
members opposite question everything we
say. They have even gquestioned the rates
that I quoted here last week,

Mr. Latham: What rates?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member guoted figures which were &
kind of challenge to my figures.

Mr. Latham: You quoted no figures at all,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Did I
not? Because I did not quote the figures
the hon. member wants, he says I did not
quote any.

Mr, Latham: I want the figures showing
the cost involved in the measure.

The MINISTER TOR WORKS: T was
not sufficiently obliging to give the figures
the hon. member wants, The Bill will go
through this Chamber all right. When we
were sitting opposite, we told the hon. mem-
ber that such a Bill as this would be passed.

The
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My, Latham: Nu,
repeal the legislation.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We are
repealing the legislation.

Mr. Lotham: No, vou are not.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We are,
ns far as we possibly can, getting out of the
load the hon. member left ns. His Govern-
ment left us with this infant, At least. it
ia not much of an infant now,

Mr. Latham: We left vou an infant nnd
now yoll nre making a monster of it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. memher ereated a monster, which we
are trying to trim a little.  The argument
that the Bill would create unemployment is
the old cry that has been heard back over
the uges, a ¢ry which has been repeated again
and again. Tt has heen heard in the Arbi-
tration Court over and over again. The
argument has bheen disproved right through
the years that it has been examined, and now
it has heen disproved here cuce more. The
industries mentioned by the Lender of the
Opposition have used that argument many,
many times in the Arbitration Court. There
is & tribunal properly qualified to take evi-
dence and sift the whole situation. Parlia-
ment is absolntely unfitted for this task. We
must not eonfinue this bad principle one
hour longer on our statute-book than ean
he avoided.

You said you would

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

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

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section 7:

Mr. LATHAM: I desire to move an
amendment that in proposed Subsection 4,
paragraph (a), the words “did not exceed
£293 per annum™ be struek out. The clause
ns it stands does not apply to the whole of
the Public Service. Why should a few he
picked out to the disadvantnge of the many?

The CHATRMAN: I am afraid the hon.
member i not in order in moving the amend-
ment, as it will increase the hurden on the
people,

Mr. LATHAM: While I shall not move
to disagrec with vour ruling, Mr. Chairman,
I fail to see how the amendment can pos-
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sibly have that effect. Tts effect is to give
relief. It does not seek to impose a burden.

The CHATRMAYX: The Bill proposes to
give relief,

Mr, LATHAM: Yes, and the amendment
proposes to give a little more relief.

The CHAIRMAN : The amendment would
interfere with ile finances.

Mr. Doney: But not to the exient of add-
ing to the Treasurer’s burden. Tt cases ihe
Treasurer’s burden.

Mr. LATHAM: T do not think the clunse
will have any effect, really. The Minister
refuses to say what is the amount invelved.
Probably it is infinitesimal. If the nmount
is small 1 shall say, Sir, that you have a
right te accept my amendment. My amend-
ment proposes to give relief. I object to
the Minister bringing down legislation with-
out stating all the facts in his possession. I
do not know of such a thing happening pre-
viously. The Minister said the Government
had thoroughly investigated the matter.

The Minister for Works: The amendment
has been ruled out.

Mr. LATHAM: I am speaking on the
clause now. The cluuse favours some offi-
cers, and leaves the others to stew in their
own juice, We should be fair to all seetions.
The Minister ought to move the amendment
himself, Why did not the Minister bring
down & Bill on the lines of the Federal mea-
aure but excluding members ef Parliament,
whose exelusion would be justified hecause
their increase of salary has been in far
greater proportion than that of the public
servants? Before the Bill passes the Com-
mittee stage, I want the Minister to tell us
the number of publie servants affected and
the amount of money involved.

The MINISTER FOR YWORKS: I move
an amendment—

That the following he inserted in jaragraph
(L) of the proposed new Subsection (1) aftar
the word ‘“than,’” in line 33, the words *“an
officer in the Police Foree appointed by the

Governor under Section 6 of the Police Act,
1892, und other than.’’

The idea is that relief sball be given to the
non-commissioned members of the police
force; the eommissioned officers will not get
any benefit. Some of the commissioned
officers receive ap to £600 a year and yet
their salaries fluctnate with the basic wage.
To give police officers receiving such a high
salary as that the advantage set out in the
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Bill and then refuse it to the railway officers
and public servants, would be most inconsis-
tent. As a matter of faet, it would create
all sorts of anomalies within the police force
itself. When the Bill was drafted, this point
was overlooked. 1 submit the amendment.

Mr. LATIHAM: I am tired of attempting
o get information from the Minister, but
will he tell us what is the maximum salary
a police officer will receive before the Bill
will cense to apply?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: The
wages of non-commissioned officers and
ordinary rank and file of the police force
are fixed by the Arbitration Court.

Mpy. Stubbs: Up to sergeant rank®

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: Up to
inspectorial rank. Their salarics. or wages
fluctnate with the basic wage alteration,

Mr. Stubbs: Ever since the Financial
Emergency Act came inf

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Always
The salaries of inspectors range from £480
to £600.

Mr. Stubbs: Would it not have been bet-
ter to bring in a separate Bill for the police?

The MINISTER ¥FOR WORKS: We
want to place the police on exactly the same
taoting as other branches of the service. The
amendment will overeome a difficulty, and
will make the non.commissioned officers
rank equally with those in the Civil Service
and the railways.

Mr. LATHAM: The Minister took me to
task becanse he said I was using Parliament
to usurp the funetions of the Arbitration
Court. He is now usurping the functions
of the Arbitration Court. The civil service
salaries are fixed by the Public Service Com-
missioner and there is the right of appeal.

The Minister for Works;
ulter all your mistakes.

Mr. LATHAM: No, but you are attempt-
ing to make them worse by this measure.
The Minister has not given us any infor-
mation and T can only conclude he has
not any to give.

We cannot

Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I move
an amendment—

That in paragra~h (b) of proposed new
Bection 4 the words ‘‘whose salary is paid
per medium of wages pav sheets and,’’ be
struck out.
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These words were queried when the Bill
was first drafted. Some officers are paid
on wages sheets and others on salary
sheets, and if the clause is left as it is
printed, it will mean a lot of confusion
and wrangling. I am advised that if the
words come out the clause will then bhe
well understood.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. LATHAM: We are dealing with the
matter piecemeal. If it had been desired
to do a fair thing by the service, the Min-
ister might have followed the exampie set
by the Commonwealth and restored the
cut to the extent of five per cent. T men-
tion this as my final protest agawnst the
Bill.

Clauge as amended put, and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes .. - . 27
Noes .. . .. Lo 17
Majority for .. ..o 10
AYES.

Mr. Clothler Mr. Munsig

Mr. Coverley Mr. Needham

Mr. Croas Mr, Nulsen

Mr. Cunningham Mr. Raphael

Mr, Hawhe Mr. Rodoreda

Mr. Hegney Mr. . G 1. Smith

Miss Holman Mr., Tonkin

Mr. Johnson Mr. Troy

Mr, Kenneally Mr. Wansbrough

Mr. Lambert Mr. Willcock

Mr. McCallum Mr. Wiasn

Mr. Marshall Mr, Withers

Mr, Milllngton Mr. Wilson

Mr. Moloney (Teller)

NoEs.

Mr. Brockman Mr. Seward

Mr. Ferguson Mr. J. H. Smith

Mr. latham Mr. I. M, Smith

Mr. McDorald Mr. Stubhs

Mr. Melarty Mr. Thoro

Mr. Nartb Mr. Warner

Mr Pntrick Mr. Welsh

Mr. Pieass Mr. Doney

M». Sampson {Teller.)

PAIR.
N

AvVE.
Mr. Coller Mr. Reense

Clause, as amended, thus passed.
Clause 3—Amendment of Scetion 8:

Mr. HAWKE: In the proviso tzere are
certain words the exaet import of which
I cannot grasp. 1 move an amendment—

That the wards in lines 2, 5 and 4, “*wha

had not attrined the age of 60 years on the
30th day of June, 1931,’’ be struck out.

I do that so that the meaning of the clause
may be made cleaver and so that the Min-
ister may explain whky the words were in-
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¢luded. In the previous clause there is a
proviso somewhat similar to that of Clause
3, but without the words that I proposc to
strike out of the provise of Clause 3. I see
no reason for tbeir inclusion. Of eourse
if the Minister has a convineing explana-
tion to make as to why they should be in-
eluded, I shall consider the advlsableness
of withdrawing my amendment.

The MINISTER FFOR WORKS: I will
not raise any objection to the words being
struck out. The Crown T.aw Department
(ried to impress npon me that it was neces-
sary for the words to be included, but
[ was not convineed,

Mr. LATHAM: Does not this mean that
a person may have retired on the 30th
June, 1931, on a salary lower than he
would have had on account of the Finan-
eial Emergeney cut? Perhaps the words
were put there to afford him some protec-
tion? .
The Minister for Works: The Crown Law
Department asked that this should be done,
although 1 remain unconvinced as to the
necessity for it.

Mr. LATHAM: Is it not intended to pro-
vide that an officer, who retires after the
date in question, may have done so on a
lesser salary heeause of the fnaneial emer-
geney cut? Were not these words included
to give him some protection?

The Minister for Works: If a person re-
tires under the age of 60 he will not get B
pension

Mr. LATHAM: If he had not reached
the age of 60 at that time, but reached it!
subsequently and then retired, he should not
suffer because of the financial emergency
cut. The Minister has taken power to deal
with these eases on their merits. T desire o
put in a word for those who were transfer-
red under the Imperial Aect, namely, the few
civil servants who were taken over in the
early days of conmstitutional Government. A
High Court ease was heard in South Aus-
tralia when it was found that those who had
contracts with the Imperial aunthorities had
them taken over by the State. I bope the
Minister will look into these cases and ex-
tend some consideration to them.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
have taken power to deal with these border-
line cases. T helieve some of these people
have been hard hit and are getting pensions
of only a few shillings a week. I propose to
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have each case examined, after which
Cabinet will deal with each claim on its
merits.

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

Clanse +—Repeal] of Part V.:

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

Ayes . . . .. 26
Noes .. .. - .. 16

Majority for . . .. 10
AYEB,
Mr. Clotblsr Mr. Muaosle
Mr. Cross Mr, Needbam
Mr, Cunningham Mr, Nulsen
Mr. Hawhe Mr. Raphacl
Mr. Hepney Mr. Rodoreda
Mles Hoimua Mr., . C, L, Simhib
Mr, Johnson Mr. Tounkin :
Mr. Keoneally Mr. Troy
Mr. Lambert Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. McCallum Mr., Willcock
Mr, Marshall Mr. Wise
Mr, Milllngton Mr, Withera
Mr. Moloney Mr. Wilson
(TrHer)
NoEs,
Mr. Brockman Mre. Sampsan
Me, Ferguson Mpr, Seward
Mr. Latham Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr., McDonald M= Stubbs
Mr. MeLarty AMr. Thorp
Mr. North Mr. Warner
Mr. Patrick Mr. Welsh
Mr. Piesse Mr. Doney
{Teller.)
PAIRS.
Avea. NoEs.
Mr. Collier Mr. Keenan
Mr. Coverley Mr. J. I. Mann

Clause thus passed.
Clauses 5, 6, Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

BILLS (3)—RETURNED,
1, Public Works Aet Amendment.
2, Government Railways Aet Armendment.
Without amendment.
3, Health Aet Amendment (No. 2).
With amendments.

Hpuse adjourned at 8.55 p.m.

Regislative Qouncil,

Wednesduy, 13th December, 1933
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The PRESIDENT tocok the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers.

QUESTION—PUBLIC SERVICE,
GOLDFIELDS ALLOWANCES.

Hon, H. SEDDON asked the Chief See«
retary: 1, Is it the intention of the Gov=
ernment to restore to goldfields ecivil ser-
vants and teachers the goldficlds allowance
for marrvied men. 2, Will the Governnent
consider the nuestion of restoring the an-
nual railway pass to goldfields teacliers and
civil servants?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
These allowances are fixed pursnant to a
decision of the Arbiiration Court with re-
gard to goldfields allowances generally,
and it is not within the provinee of the
Government to interfere with any such
award of the Court. 2, The matter is al-
ready under consideration.

BILL—LOTTERIES (CONTROL) ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2.)

Assembly’s Message.

A message having heen received from the
Assembly notifying that it had agreed
to Nos. 1 and 2 of the Council’s amend-
ments made in the Bill and had disagreed
to Nos. 3, 4, and 5, the message was now
considered.

In Commiltee.
Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Honor-
ary Minister in charge of the message.
No. 3: Clause 4—Delete the words
“‘thirty-six’’ in line 3, and substitute the
words ‘‘thirty-four, ™
Assembly’s reason for disagreeing to the

Council’s amendment:—The principle of
the Bill has been agreed to by both Houses.



