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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.am., and read prayers.

BILLS (2)})~—THIRD READING.
1, Zoological Gardens Act Amendment.

2, Roman Catholic Bunbury Church
Property.
Passed.

BILL—UNIVERSITY MEDICAL SCHOOL,
TEACHING HOSPITALS.

Second Reading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon, G.
Fraser-—West) (4.38]1 in moving the second
reading said: The intention of this Bill
is to provide machinery to enable co-
operation between the university medical
school and certain public hospitals in
which medical students will do portion of
their training. The Bill also provides for
the setting up of committees which will
maintain liaison between the university
and the managing body of the teaching
hospital, and advise on all matters relating
to the teaching facilities at the hospital.
It stipulates that only a public hospital
can become a teaching hospital, and to
that end the hospitals which are to be re-
garded as public hospitals are defined in
the measure,

Infectious diseases hospitals and tuber-
culous hospitals established under the
Health Act, State mental hospitals, and the
Princess Margaret Hospital for children,
as well as public hospiials established
under the Hospitals Act, all come within
the scope of this definition. That does
not mean that all of these hospitals will
be declared as teaching hospitals. Only
those where the necessary facilities can
be provided will be developed as teaching
hospitals.

[52]
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The University Senate is given autho-
rity to notify the Minister whenever
it considers a public hospital is suitable
for the teaching of medicine, and steps
may then be taken to have the hospital
used for that purpose. The Bill pro-
vides that when a teaching hospital
is so declared the managing hody of the
hospital may enter into an agreement with
the University Senate for the provision of
the necessary teaching facilities, the ad-
mission of students, the appointment of
members of the medical staff of the
faculty of medicine as members of the
honorary staff of the hospital, etc.,, and
the appointment of an electoral commit-
tee which will be responsible for the elec-
tion of members of the honorary stafl and
gthizr staff concerned with teaching
uties,

The object of this apgreement is to en-
able the Senate to insist on the provision
of satisfactory facilities at teaching hos-
pitals, I am informed the Senate will
not recommend the declaration of any
teaching hospital until negotiations have
taken place with the controlling body of
the hospital and the framework of an
agreement has been laid.

The Bill also empowers the managing
authority of a teaching hospital to make
by-laws relating to the admission, duties
and discipline of medical students, and
fees to be paid by students for use of
facilities supplied by the hospital.

It further provides that where a public
hospital which is controlled by the Min-
ister, and not by a koard, is declared to
he a teaching hospital, an advisory com-
mittee will be appointed. These advisory
committees will act as their titles indi-
cate. Their responsibility will be to ad-
vise the Minister on action concerned with
the training of medical students. The
personnel of these committees are set out
in the Bill and vary according to whether
the teaching hospital deals with mental
patients or the ordinary type of patient.

The measure has been prepared after
constultations hetween the Medical De-
partment, the British Medical Associa-
tion, the University Senate, and other in-
terested organisations., I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.
On motion by Hon. J. G. Hislop, debate
adjourned.

BILI—~BANK HOLIDAYS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

HON. C. W. D. BARKER (North) [442]:
in moving the second reading said: This
is only a small Bill, with one active clause.
Its sole purpose is to make it possible for
bank officers to obtain a five-day week.
The Bill was introduced in another place
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by Mr. Johnson—the member for Leeder-
ville——who, until his election to Par-
liament, was an employee of a private bank,
and who is well aware of the implica-
tions contained in this measure. The Bill
is a non-party one, and I hope it will be
received as such in this House.

As every businessman is aware, the
principal legislation covering the {ransac-
tion of banking business is the Bills of
Exchange Act, a Commonwealth law. This
Act lays upon banks the liability of very
severe damages if certain acts are not
done, or certain transactions are not com-
pleted on any business day. This law lends
itseif to very real risk of extensive fraud
in the event of banks failing to carry out
any normal business upon a day which
is a business day. Business days are de-
fined in Section 98(3) of the Act in the
following manner:—

“Non-business days” for the purposes
of this Act means Sunday, Good Fri-
day, Christmas Day and a Bank Holi-
day. Any other day is a business day.

Members will therefore understand that
by including the provision for each
and every Saturday in the schedule of the
Bank Holidays Act of Western Australia,
we will give to banks in this State
the protection set out in Section 98(2)
of the Bills of Exchange Act in the fol-
lowing manner;—

When the day on which any pay-
ment, presentment, notice, noting, pro-
test, acceptance, act or thing should
be made, given or done in connection
with a bill, cheque or note, falls on a
non-business day, it may be made,
given or done on the business day
next following.

I hope members will understand that
the method adopted in the Bill now be-
fore us is the only way to enable bank
employees to join the many related indus-
tries and professions which now work a
five-day week. Members will be aware
that business transactions cannot be com-
pleted by banks on Saturdays at present
if there is need for the services of the
Titles Office to register land transactions;
the Stamp Office for agreements, contracts,
etc.; the Taxation Department; the Perth
City Council or local government offices
for settlements relative to adjustments of
rates and taxes; or accountancy firms for
balance sheets, etc. Most insurance offices
reduce their staff on Saturdays to such a
skeleton that the completion of policies
is almost invariably left until the fol-
lowing Mondays with a cover note for the
week-ends.

On Saturdays, banks are open to the
public for only an hour and a half, from
9.30 to 11 am. In view of the many
types of transactions which banks are
unable to complete on Saturday, most
branches arrange rosters of employees
to he off on Saturday. This is a
most unsatisfactory procedure, owing to
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the variation in the type of business be-
tween branches and the different size of
staff at various branches. The staff can
be as small as two and as great as 100.
These differences are unavoidable.

In the variation of treatment between
employees of the same hank at different
branches, and between different branches
in the one locality, in & two-man branch
there can be no Saturdays off, but in a
three-man, four-man, or five-man branch
it is possible to arrange for each member
of the staff to have a Saturday off as long
as the manager does not anticipate hav-
ing a Saturday off, unless the branch con-
cerned is large enough to carry an ac-
countant to allow the manager to take
part in the rostered Saturdays off. I
imagine it is bad luck to be manager of
a branch in some instances.

In the lower ranks of the staff resent-
ment is created against those directly re-
sponsible for drawing up these rosters.
The practice of working on Saturdays in
banks is direetly responsible for the loss
of many junior and female employees in
that industry because in most other in-
dustries they need work only a five-day
week.

Before going into the pros and cons
of the Bill, there are a couple of items
which I would like to clarify. This meas-
ure does not propose to reduce the working
hours of bank officers; they will still work
a 40-hour week as provided by the award.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: You mean 35 hours.

Hon. C. W, D, BARKER: They will still
work 40 hours as provided by the award.
They will not work 35 hours. The award
states 40 hours a week, but it does not
stipulate a fixed number of hours a day.
Mr. Baxter might have more experience
of the work done in hanks than I, but
I am informed that the staff work a 40-
hour week regardless of the method. That
is one of the characteristics of the bank
officers’ award, it does not state that they
shall work a certain number of hours a
day, but only that they shall work 40 hours
a weekK. This Bill will not reduce produc-
tion in any way. Banks are not productive
agencies in the real sense.

Hon. H. Hearn: They give a service to
the public,

Hon. C. W, D, BARKER: They do give
a service to the publie, and bhank officers
clearly contend that they put service and
loyalty to their employers before anything
else. Yet they still say that they can
give good service without working on Sat-
urdays.

Banks are the custodians of people’s
cash, credit and securities, and there is no
cause to complain of the service given to
the public by bank officers, particularly
those in the country. Even on Show Day,
and other such days, there has been no
cause for complaint. If there is one set of
employees ready and willlng to give service
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to the public, it is the bank officers. 1 do
not think that any member can complain
of the service he has received from bank
officers, particularly in the country.

Hon. H. Hearn: But nobody has com-
plained,

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: I was afraid
the hon. member was about to make some
remark that would lead to a complaint.
It should be of interest to members to
know that in Tasmania legislation has been
placed on the statute book which is almost
identical with the provisions of the Bill
before us. It was introduced by a private
member of the Legislative Council in that
State and agreed to by bhoth Houses.

This proposal is by no means novel.
The banking industry has a five-day week
in many parts of the world—for instance,
in Tasmania and New Zealand, and in most
of the United States of America. The
situation in the United States of America
is especially interesting as the banking
system there is quite different from ours,
and their Bills of Exchange Act permits
the individual bank to choose its own open-
ing hours, Furthermore, retail trading con-
tinues throughout Saturday and, in some
parts, on Sunday also.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: What will the
bank officers do with the Saturday if we
grant it?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: What does the
hon. member do on Saturday?

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I do not go
down to the trots and work there.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: I do not suggest
that they want Saturday off for that pur
pose. .

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: But they go
there and get paid for the job.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: Is the hon.
member trying to helittle these men?

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: No; but I am
telling you the truth.

The PRESIDENT: I would ask that the
hon. member modify his voice.

Hon. C, W, D. BARKER: My voice has
been the envy of many people, and I can-
not help it if it is pitched in a rather high
tone. I do not think we should c¢harge
the bank officers with a desire to get
Saturday off in order to attend the trots.
They are only asking for an amenity that
is enjoyed by other trades and professions.
I was saying that in the United States of
America retail trading continues all day
Saturday and, in some parts, on Sunday
also. Despite this, a majority of the banks
have adopted a five-day working week.

Hon. L. Craig: Do not the trams run on
Saturday?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: Yes.
Hon. L, Craig: Do you think they should?
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Hon. ¢. W. D. BARKER: That is quite
a different matter., People want to travel
to their homes or to their work, but bank-
ing is a different matter. There are lots
of transactions that cannot be completed
on Saturday because other businesses are
closed on that day, and for the little
business that remains to be done, it would
be quite easy for the banks to make other
arrahgements.

Hon. L. Craig: The shops do not close on
Saturday morning.

Hon. C. W. D, BARKER: That is so.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do you think they
should ?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: Why should
they not? The banks cannot close on
Saturday morning unless this Bill be
passed.

Hon. H. Hearn: Why cannot they close?

Hon. C. W. D, BARKER: Because of the
provisions of the Bills of Exchange Act.

Hon. L. Craig: Do the hanks want to
clase on Saturday morning?

Hon. €. W. D. BARKER: The request
for Saturday closing has come from the
Bank Officials Association.

Hon. H. Hearn: That is not the banks.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: The coal-
miners wanted Saturday off; but did the
colliery owners want to give them that
day off? The bank officers want an
amenity that has been granted to all other
professions.

Hon. H. Hearn: Not to all other pro-
fessions.

Hon. A. F. Griffith: Is much banking
done on Saturday?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: Some busi-
ness is done in the savings bank, but
there is none transacted in the trading
banks for which other arrangements could
not be made. It has been said that
farmers would be inconvenienced. In every
district there is a branch or agency, and
deposits or withdrawals can be made dur-
ing the week. There are occasions when
farmers go into the town on Saturdays,
but they could go in on other days. A
little adjustment is alt that is needed to
bring this proposal into operation. Why
should the bank officers work on Satur-
day morning when all other related pro-
fessions and industries have that morn-
ing clear? In the United States the five-
day working week is operating satisfac-
torily, just as it is in New Zealand and
Tasmania.

Hon, H. Hearn: Retail shops in Tas-
mania are not open an Saturday.

Hon. €. W. D. BARKER: But they are
in America, and in some parfs they are
open on Sunday also. Let me quote from
an article an the “Five-day Week in New
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York State” in which William F. Ploch,
President of the Nassau County Trust
Company is reported as follows:—

Personally, as a banker, I have been
opposed to Saturday closing but from
a practical standpoint I have to ad-
mit that it has worked out. The
public has responded. I do not know
of any problem caused by Saturday
closing that would cause enough con-
cern to raise doubt regarding the ad-
vantage of the move.

That is a statement by a responsible
banker in America, who doubted the wis-
dom of granting the five-day working
week, but, after it had been given a trial,
admitted that there was nothing he could
say against it. He also stated there was
less overtime than before the five-day
week went into effect. Those statements
are worthy of consideration. The report
is dated July, 1947; but more recently—
in August last—the percentage had risen
to 85.3 closing all the year round, with
a further 22 closing for summer Satur-
days only.

Opposition to the proposal to give bank
officers a flve-day week has been expressed
under the following headings:—(1} The
matter is one for arbitration; (2) the
public needs the service of banks on a
Saturday; (3) banks should not close
while other businesses are open. Let us
deal with these items, but in reverse order.

First take the contention that the banks
should not elose while other businesses
are open. In my opinion that is com-
Pletely illogical, and if the argument ap-
plies to hanks, it applies equally to ware-
houses, Government departments, insur-
ance companies and the like. Experience
has shown, however, that all such organisa-
tions can be done without on Saturdays.
We have an instance in Foundation Day,
which is a bank holiday; wyet all other
businesses are open and carry on with no
complaint on that day. That is proof that
there is no reason why business cannot be
carried on without the banks being open
on Saturday mornings.

I agree that some change is given out
on Saturday mornings, and that a few
cheques are cashed. I subpose a few credits
are deposited also, but there is no business
done on that morning that could not be
done equally well on Friday if the custom-
ers were g little more thoughtful and re-
arranged their business accordingly.

Hon. A. F. Griffith: Did you not say
that the insurance companies had skeleton
staffs on Saturdays?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: Yes.
Hon. A. F. Griffith: Could not the banks
do likewise?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: I have said
that where possible the banks work a
roster giving their staff Saturdey mornings
off, but that leads to dissatisfaction—

Hon. L. Craig: That is not true.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Why does not
that apply to the insurance offices? That
is an awkward question.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: Mr. Craig could
tell the hon. member more ahbout insur-
ance offices than I can. I admit that on
Saturdays the insurance offices reduce their
staffs to a mere skeleton. -

Hon. L. Craig: That is done by the stock
firms, also, and the arrangement works

. very well.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: That em-
phasises the fact that it is possible to give
the bank officers Saturday morning off.

Hon. L. Craig: Just the reverse.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: I have tried
to explain that a number of transactions
are deferred over the week-end because of
the skeleton stafis—with a covering note
till the Monday morning, as members well
know. Where businesses are open, night-
safes are already available in most locali-
ties; and if the demand for them was great
enough, they could be made available in
still other places, I repeat that Foundation
Day is purely a bank holiday, yet all other
businesses are open.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Is that the
26th January?

Hon. . W. D. BARKER: I do not know
the exact date.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I thought you
did not, or you would not have said that.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: The hon. mem-
her would delight to put a spoke in my
wheel, but he has not succeeded yet.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I did not know
you had a wheel.

Hon. ¢. W. D. BARKER: The only ar-
gument that can he advanced against this
Bill is that some people want to make
deposits in the banks—in the savings bank
sections—on Saturdays; but I have already
explained that, by rearranging their trans-
actions a little, those people could make
their deposits on Friday, or some other
day during the week.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: But the majority want
to bank on Saturday.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: I do not think
that is right. The people who make de-
posits on Saturdays are in the minority,
and they could easily make other arrange-
ments. Withdrawals may require a little
more thought than deposits; but even then,
it is always possible to register a customer’s
signature with an agency—

Hon, L. C. Diver: What about the money
taken on Fridays? Would you make them
carry it over till Monday?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: They could
deposit it in the safes—

Hon. L. C. Diver: No.
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Hon. C. W. D, BARKER: Then what do
they do on Foundation Day? What do
firms do now with their Saturdays’ tek-
ings? Almaost all retail businesses are open
till midday on Saturday, while the banks
close at 11.30 a.m. What do those firms
do with their Saturday mornings’ takings?

Hon. L. C. Diver: But you would make it
a day and a half’s takings that they had
to carry over.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: What is wrong
with the Bill? These employees are merely
asking for an amenity that has been gran-
ted to all other industries.

Hon. A. P. Griffith: What was your atti-
tude when certain people wanted their
land back?

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: That is not
relevant to this debate. I repeat that, in
regard to withdrawals, it is possible to
register a customer’s signature at any
agency of the bank that is conventent;
and so withdrawals can be made during
the shopping period, or in the lunch-hour,
or at some other convenient time during
the week. It is possible, also, to do bank-
ing by post; and, in fact, there is no
banking transaction which cannot be done
in that way, from the opening of an ac-
count to making deposits or even cashing
cheques. The sole fault with the postal
method is the time taken to do the trans-
action in that way and the cost of register-
ing the notes sent through the mail.

Considerable play has been made on
the conditions in country areas. We know
that many farmers go to town on Satur-
day mornings—and on other days also—
but they could easily arrange to fit in by
doing their business earlier in the week
if this amenity were granted to bank
officers. If members opposite approached
country bankers, T amn sure they would be
told that at present as much business is
done outiside of the proper banking hours
as within them—

Hon. L. C. Diver: No.
Hon. N. E. Baxter: Rubbish!

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: On any day in
the week one can go to a country town—
the people are nearly all friends in coun-
try towns—and the bank manager will
oblige by transacting business out of
hours—

Hon. L. C. Diver: Rubbish!

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: It is not. I
repeat that country people could do their
banking on a Friday just as easily as the
city dweller could. It has been suggested
that this gquestion is one for arbitration,
and that argument at first sight seems to
have some merif. But banking is different
from other industries in that the days of
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business are controlled by a Common-
wealth statute—the Bills of Exchange Act
—and neither a State law nor the Com-
monwealth Arbitration Court, could over-
ride that.

Under that Act, the banks would have
to remain open on Saturday mornings,
even though they were compelied by the
Arbitration Court to pay penalty rates.
The matter could be arranged by the Com-
monwealth Parliament amending the Bills
of Exchange Act to exclude Saturdays,
and that would make Saturday closing of
banks universal throughout Australia.
But there is no likelihood of that being
done except after consultation with several
States.

It has been suggested that the Bill
should be referred to a select committee,
but that seems completely unnecessary
and a waste of time. Any member who
has doubts about what I have said should
refer to the secretary of the Bank Officials
Assaciation, the secretary of the Perth
Chamber of Commerce, and the secretary
of the Taxpayers Association. Inquiries
could be made by a single visit to the fifth
floor of the C.M.L. Building. The secre-
tary of the Associated Banks is care of
the E.S. & A. Bank.

If members would give an undertaking
to accept the findings of a select commit-
tee on the Bill, that might be acceptable;
but there is no evidence available to a
select commitiee that is not available to
any inquiring member who cares to look
for the facts in the few days before this
measure is again debated. I imagine that
any member who desires a select commit-
{ee on this Bill is simply {oo lazy to make
inquiries for himself, or else he wishes to
delay the Bill.

Hon. L. C. Diver: You fear the outcome.

Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: I have no fear
of the outcome. I have been in this House
for nearly four years now. If agreed to,
the sole effect of this Bill will be to re-
duce the number of days on which banks
are open from five and a half to five, like
all related industries. The reform sought
here is requested by a responsible body
of highly experienced people in the indus-
try—the Bank Officials Association. If
agreed to, the Bill would not reduce pro-
duction or the number of hours worked
in the industry. The closing of the banks
on Saturday mornings is outside the
powers of the Arbitration Court and can
be achieved only by this legislation.

The bank officers have always co-oper-
ated with the public; and in making this
request for a five-day week, they have
their duty to the public and to their em-
ployers uppermost in their minds. But
they believe that they can give the same
service without working on Saturdays. Is
it too much to ask that they be granted
the same conditions in this regard as ap-
ply to all the related industries? I would
remind members that banks are constantly
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looking for staff, and closing on Saturdays
would put them on an equal footing with
other businesses.

Would not any junior with sufficient
brains to pass the necessary examinations
be intelligent enough to select employ-
ment in an industry offering a five-day
week, rather than one where five and a
half days applied? Such a lad would get
the same pay and opportunities of pro-
motion while working five days instead
of five and a half, and surely that should
be taken into consideration. The banks
are at a disadvantage in recruiting staff—

Hon. J. G. Hislop: What a shocking
philosophy!

Hon, Sir Charles Latham: The longer
you speak, the worse your arguments in
favour of the Bill become.

Hon. C. W.D. BARKER: The hon. mem-
ber had made up his mind long before
the Bill came to this Chamber.

_ Hon. 8ir Charles Latham: I never gave
it a thought.

Hon. C. W, D, BARKER: I beg to differ.
A young boy with brains enough to pass
an examination that is necessary for him
to secure a position in a bank would surely
have brains enough to select a position
that offered him similar opportunities
for promotion and similar amenities, but
with Saturday morning off: Why should
he not do that?

Hon. J. G, Hislop: And the dignity and
status of life.

. Hon. C. W. D. BARKER: That is offered
in many other companies besides banks,

Hon. L. C, Diver: They would not like
your saying that.

Hon, C, W. D. BARKER: Whether they
like it or not, I am sure they would realise
that it is a fact., The banking profession
is held in high esteem by everyone. There
are, however, other matters that must be
taken into consideration, and I hope the
House will consider them and agree to
provide this amenity for bank officers.
After all, it is only giving these people
what employees in related businesses enjoy.
I move—

That the Bill he now read a second
time.

HON. N, E. BAXTER (Central} (5.17]:
I would be inclined to call this '‘the
Burglars’ Assistance Bill.” I give it that
title for the simple reason that there are
a lot of businesses, particularly in coun-
try areas, that remain open all Saturday.
Even in the city, they are open on Satur-
day morning. If this Bill became law, it
would mean that they would have to carry
over till Monday morning all the cash
they received from, say, about 230 on
Friday afternoon. It would not be pos-
sible for them to bank that money before
Monday morning; and it would bhe held
over Friday night, Saturday night, and

(COUNCIL.]

Sunday night, It is possible that they
have adequate arrangements to keep the
money safely.

The Chief Secretary: How do hotels
get on with their Saturday takings?

Hen. N. E. BAXTER: I was about to
refer to that matter. The majority of
hotels draw quite a lot of change on Sat-
urday morning, which they carry over
Saturday and Sunday night, except where
they make arrangements to deposit it in
a night box or to hand it over at a cer-
tain time to the local bank manager. That
certainly can be done.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: They have always
obliged.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: If banks are to
be closed on Saturday morning, it will
mean that change will have to be drawn
on Friday afterncon, hecause there would
be no way of drawing it on Saturday morn-
ing. It will be necessary to carry that
money over Friday night. It would build
up on Saturday and Sunday, and could
not be deposited till Meonday. There are
many hotels that have Sunday sessions,
and it is possible that there would be a
great deal of money carried over and in-
adequate protection provided for it. Very
often, the whole of a bank’s staff is away
on Sunday; they are nhot even in the town.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: What about the
money you take on Saturday?

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: It would be far
preferable if the cash were obtainable on
Saturday morning, because there would
then not be that long carry-over. I feel
sure members will agree that safe rob-
beries have increased considerably. This
measure would make it necessary for a
greater amount of cash to be kept on the
premises, and it would prove a greater
temptation for thieves who were desirous
of getting hold of the money, and make it
easier for them to do so.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Night safes could
be made available,

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. N. E, BAXTER: If we close the
banks, the other industries will also close
on Saturday mornings. At the moment,
a number of employees do not work on
Saturday mornings. If we are to provide
this amenity for the bank officers, why
should we not close everything? Why
should we not close the shops and do
away with {rams, buses, and other public
utilities on Saturdays? Let us close every-
thing and sit at home and enjoy the rest
that this Biil seeks to provide.

Hon. L. A, Logan: Close all s.p. shops.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: As the hon. mem-
ber says, let us close all s.p. shops. Bank-
ing is big business.

Hon. C. W. D, Barker: Not on Saturday
morning.
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Hon. N. E. BAXTER: If these people
feel they cannot work on Saturday morn-
ing in order to provide a service to the
public, it is about time we had something
else in their place. I do not know what
the hon. member has in mind in that
direction.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: These people have
given a service to the public.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: No one would
deny that. But they are paid to do so;
and, in the majority of cases, they are
paid well to give a service to the public.
But why should the majority of the people
be put out and have to make other ar-
rangements in order that we may pander
to a few who want Saturday morning off?
That is what it amounts to. The bank
officers do not kill themselves in the 35
hours they work during the week,

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: They work 40
hours.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: They do not work
40 hours a week, and the hon. member will
find that is so if he makes inquiries. He
may be counting the lunch hour; but that
isf not considered when reckoning the hours
of work.

Hon. P. R. H. Lavery: No award includes
the lunch hour.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: That is so. What
these people want is a five-day week. This
propasal will affect working people as much
as it will affect business people.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: No crocodile tears,
please.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: In the main, the
majority of the workers are working at
a great distance from hanks, and

it is impossible for them to do
their  banking business during the
lunch hour on Friday., It is con-

venient for them to attend ihe banks on
Saturday morning and do what business
shey have to. A builder may be employed
at Scarborough, while his account is in
the savings bank at Victoria Park. It would
be necessary for this man to come all the
way from Scarborough to Victoria Park
during the lunch hour on Friday if he de-
sired to do any banking business.

The Chief Secretary: We had the same
wrguments against the aholition of Pri-

iay night opening.

Hon. N. E. BAXTER: This measure would
affect the working man as much as it would
he business man. The majority of
workers are paid on Friday night, and they
would have no opportunity of conduecting
iny banking business if banks were closed
n Saturday morning.

The Chief Secretary: They have not
nuch to bank after they pay their bills.
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Hon. N. E. BAXTER: There are a great
number of working people who do bank
their money on Saturday, and I see no rea-
son why they should be Iinconvenienced.
There would be a greater number of people
who bank on Saturday than there are
bank employees who want this Bill.

This is not the sort of provision we want
in our democracy. It is not the kind of
thing that will make Ausiralia a great
nation. It is certainly not conducive to ad-
vancement in a nation when employees of
firms start considering the least amount
of time they can work for the greatest re-
ward. If they do that, it is the end of
us. Australia was not built along those
lines; it was huilt on long hours of work
and service being rendered for the reward
received. The attitude of younger people
today is to do as little as possible for as
much money as they can get. I would
no more support the Bill than I would
think of flying to the moon.

HON. J. D. TEAHAN (North-East)
[5.26): Most reforms meet with opposi-
tion. Because one establishment wishes to
close on Saturday morning, it does not
mean that all establishments in the world
must do the same. When reforms are
made, it is necessary for the procedure to
be taken a step at a time. By interjec-
tion, a member said that there was a time
not far distant when people were convinced
that shops must remain open until 10
o’clock on Friday night, or else business
could not be done.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: All the shops in
Tasmania are closing on Saturday.

Hon, J. D. TEAHAN: I know a man on
the Goldfields who had been working in
a shop in Coolgardie. It was necessary
for him to work every Saturday night
while other people were in the city en-
joving themselves. He pointed out to me
that every Saturday night someone decided
at the last moment to buy groceries, and
this resulted in the boss insisting on his
harnessing the horse and delivering the
goods late on Saturday nights. This was
done to suit perhaps one particular lady.
There is always someone who requires
exira service.

If there is one reform that we should
all enjoy, it is Saturday morning off. All
people do not waste their leisure. If
more people had Saturday morning off, I
feel sure we would find, if we drove around
the suburbhs, that homes would he hetter
kept, gardens would be better cared for,
more renovations would be carried out and
there would be a greater home-sense gen-
erally. This would be so because men and
women would use their leisure to good
purpose. Do not let us quote the odd one
who does not use his leisure well. Mr.
Baxltéer said we must have long hours of
work.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not.
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Hon. J. D. TEAHAN: Well, the hon.
member said that we must have plenty
of work in order to make Australia a great
nation. Surely we are going to have more
leisure as a result of the advances being
made in our accounting machines, and so
on, Every day we are being told that these
machines have short-circuited the neces-
sity for increased work. We must have
eliminated the need for numbers of clerks
because of these advanced accounting
systems,

It is quite apparent that most of the
money made on Saturday cannot be de-
posited in the banks, hecause they close
at 11 am. I use the banks on Saturday
mornings, but I am sure I would be able
to adjust myself. At one titne we thought
we required petrol at all hours of the day
and night, but we adjusted ourselves to
the changed circumstances.

There seems to he a certain selfishness
in the opposition to the measure, particu-
larly when it comes from those who have
Saturday morning off and are able to play
golf, attend the beaches or work around
the garden at home. They are not pre-
pared, however, to make available a similar
privilege and amenity to those who work
in banks. If these people were accorded
Saturday morning off they would return
to their work refreshed, and be in a posl-
tion to afford a far better service to the
public.

There is no doubt that bank officers
do provide a great service to the publie;
they are always willing to undertake work
which is requested of them. To overcome
the difficulty of money having to be kept
over the week-end, night boxes could be
provided in which cash could be deposited.
I am one who likes to give to others what
I enjoy myself. Mention was made by
somebody that during these days of full
employment people are inclined to seek
tl;fose jobs where they can get more time
off.

Hon. L. C. Diver:
five days a week?

Hon. J. D. TEAHAN: I work on Satur-
deys and Sundays, but that is not to say
I wish to forbid others the privilege of

. having their Saturdays free. Walking
along Wellington-st., I saw notices on
warehouses to this effect, “Boys wanted.
No Saturday work.” The words “No Sat-
urday work” were in large letters, indicat-
ing that Saturday employment is a barrier
to securing youths. It would be a barrier
to my accepting employment. I know, too,
that girls look for employment in places
where they have to work only five days,
even though the money is a little less,

It is said that stock firms are open on
Saturdays. I tried to do business with one
on a Saturday. It was not a wise decision,
but that was the only day I could do the
business at the time. I found that only
skeleton staffs were employed; and I was
not made too welcome—rightly so, in my

Do you work only

[COUNCIL.]

opinion. Why should those people have
to work? Even insurance offices bad not
much staff. I had to do business with an
insurance office, but it was conveyed to me
that little or no work was done on Satur-
day. However, I was able to do all I
wanted to do on the Monday, and I think
that would apply to banking.

In order that an unselfish attitude may
be adopted and that there may be a policy
of giving unto others what we desire for
ourselves, let us ensure that bank officers
are given a holiday on Saturday. In &
short time we would he able to adjust our-
selves to the circumstances. People will
bank on a Friday night or a Monday
morning, or even during the lunch hour.
I believe there are savings groups.

About 25 or 30 years ago I worked in the
Civil Service and there were big boxes, like
pillar hoxes, into which we could put our
5s., 105, or £1 per week, We dropped them
into the slot in much the same way 8as
letters are posted, and the bank officers
would visit the boxes once a week and fake
out the contents. The money was de-
posited in envelopes, I do not think that
they bore the names of the depositors con-
cerned but merely the account numbers,
and the bank books were adjusted fort-
nightly or monthly. Something like that
could be done in this connection. It is
with pleasure that I support the second
reading.

HON. L. C. DIVER (Central [5.32]1: I
oppose the measure. The bank officers are
a class in the community whom we might
style as the aristocrats of the white collar
brigade. Most of these young fellows pick
on banking as a profession with the motive
of some day becoming bank managers.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Is that any reason
why they should be doing—

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. 1., C. DIVER.: As regards qualifica-
tions, I do not think they have to have
those that are needed by many of the pro-
fessional staffs in other offices in this city.
If they are successful, and the day comes
when they are sitting in the managerial
chair with their feet comfortably polsed
under the table—

Hon, P, R. H. Lavery: Like some suc-
cessful farmers.

‘The Chief Secretary: You are getting
dramadtic.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: If on that occasion
they have before them some farmer who
has worked seven days a week, I am won-
dering whether they will have any con-
science trouble, or whether the men of the
younger brigade are going to throw off
what has been known to the older people
as a conscience. I wonder whether they
will say, “I cannot help what you have to
do for a livelihood. I got this position
simply through an Act of Parliament from
a lot of people—or a few people, I should
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say—who happened temporarily to repre-
sent the community, and, while they were
in that position, allowed their feelings to
take possession of them and to overrule
their better judgment.”

Hon. J. D. Teahan: A farmer retires at
50 now.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: It is amazing to hear
that farmers retire at 50 now. That brings
me to the very question I want to lead up
to—the question of economies. One would
think that before attaining the status of
mangagers, our bank officers would have to
pass some test in economics; and that
when they reached their goal, they would
be in a position to advise not only farmers
but everyone in the community what was
the right thing to do as far as our country
is concerned, as well as on their banking
position.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: You are not{ speak-

ing to the Bill but about the managenal
stafis of the banks.

Hon, I.. C. DIVER: I take if{ that the
managers will enjoy the half-day off if
this Bill is successful, and they would be
vitally interested.

Hon. C. W. D, Barker: And you say
they do not need to have any ability. That
is what you said.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: The policy for the
vast majority is dictated in the form of
a circular letter. When overdrafts are to
be reduced, the information comes through
a circular letter from the head office; and
if one talks to the average banker on
economies, it is amazing what he cannot
tell one.

Hon, C. W. D. Barker: That is rof!
Hon. L. C. DIVER: Is it?

Hon. €. W. D. Barker: He has got fo
be a student not only of economics but
of human nature and everything else.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: He should be. I
grant the hon. member that he should
have those qualifications.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: You must have
had a bad deal at some time or other in
your life.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: 1 am speaking from
bitter experience, and perhaps it is stand-
ing me in good stead in this debate.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: I do not think
you really want to deny them Saturdays
off.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: Once we have given
bank officers a statutory five-day week,
what right would we have te deny the
same privilege to workers in retail shops?

Hon. R. F. Huichison: None at all.

Hon. L. €. DIVER: Why not a four-day
week?

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: Tasmania has it.
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Hon. L. C. DIVER: What would members
who interject tell us later on if the farmer
said, “I have had this. I will work a
five-day week, to0o0.”? Suppose the open-
ing rains of the season came on a Friday
morning or a Friday afternoon, and he
could not go into the field with his
machinery and the ground dried out
quickly—perhaps 1 am speaking over the
heads of the interjectorsi—and on Mon-
day morning the ground had completely
dried out so that at the end of the season,
insiead of getting his normal quota of crop,
he had to go to the bank and say, “I am
sorry. I have nowhere near the quota I
anticipated. Rain came at the week-end,
as it will do in cycles; and unfortunately
the land was not suitable to work, and I
could not get my crop in. To make matters
worse, when I was running up against my
cropping programme, I had a break, and
it was on a Friday afternoon and I could
not get any parts from the metropolitan
area until Wednesday of the following
week.”

Hon, C. W. D. Barker: You cannot do it
now,

Hon. L. C. DIVER: I say it can he done,
and I want to preserve that position.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Will the banks—
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. L. C. DIVER: If the hon. member
will try to follow what I am sayihg—

Hon. C. W. D, Barker: I have.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I will ask
the hon. member to refrain from infer-
jecting.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: Once having agreed
to this procedure, we have no right to
deny the rest of the community the same
privilege. Having done that, what right
have we to expect the trams to rum, or
to ask people to work in hotels on Satur-
day?

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: They have awards
from the Arbitration Court.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: These people want
only a 50 per cent. Utopia; they want the
other half of the people to work for them.
They want to see the day come when there
will be a workers’ Paradise and an em-
ployers' Hell.

The Chief Secretary: Do vou not want
to see a workers’ Paradise?

Hon. L. C. DIVER: Yes; I want equality
all round.

The Chief Secretary: That is all we are
asking for.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: That is what I want
to see. In the last century a British states-
man said it would be interesting to see
how Labour would react when it obtained
the power it sought. I say that now is the
acid test. Now is the time when the people
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here who represent Labour can hold the
scales of justice equally between employers
and employees.

Hon. €. W. D. Barker: Hear, hear! I
agree.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: I wish the hon.
member would act on that principle. There
is one other point. The doors of banks
are open for 274 hours per week at present.
Now it is suggested that they shall be
open for 25.

The Chief Secretary: One hour would be
sufficient for me to do my banking!

Hon. L. C. DIVER: Perhaps. However,
we are not here to pass legislation for the
Chief Secretary, but for the people we
represent. That is the whole trouble
with this debate. People are looking at
the matter from the point of view of how
it affects them personally, and not how
it affects the community.

Hon. €. W. D, Barker:
you are doing.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: I am here to speak
for the community as a whole, and that
is what I have done all the time.

The Chief Secretary: A very narrow
community.

Hon L. C. DIVER: Ii is that section—
the depositors—that enables the wheels
to keep going around. Without it,
I wonder what would happen. For
many years there was no doubt that the
workers had a very tough time. With the
passage of the years, they kicked to the
goal for which they had been striving.
Having now attained to their objective,
they are not capable of telling us what is
best for the community. All they wish
to do is to say to the community, “We
want that particular thing. It does not
matter at whose cost, or who has to make
the sacrifice—we want those conditions.”
That is no good for the country or for
the individuals concerned, It will ultim-
ately lead to their damnation.

HON. G. BENNETTS (South-East)
[5.44]: I support the Bill. I remember
that many years ago there was a 40-hour
week on the Goldfields.

Members: A 44-hour week.

Hon, ¥. R. H. Lavery: Who is making
this speech?
Hon. H. Hearn: §Start again.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: It was a 48-hour
week; and in the business section, shops
were open from 8 am. to 6 pm. On
Saturday they were open from 8 am. to
10 p.m. Only recently, my cousin, Mr. W.
Pope—one of the leading butchers in Perth
—was talking with me about the butcher-
ing trade, at the time he used to work for
Collins & Co. at Trafalgar from 1901 to
about 1908. At that time his hours were
from 6 am. to 6 pm. and on Saturday
they were from 4 am. to 12 midnight.

That is what

{COUNCIL.]

Hon. H Hearn:
history?

Hon, G. BENNETTS: I am just work-
ing up. When the Saturday night work
was cut out the butchers said, "“We will
all go broke. The businessmen cannot run
it.” Anyhow, they got down to 6 o’clock
closing, and the business people still car-
ried on, and the worker was fitter to do
his work, and turned out more work be-
cause he had the six hours up his sleeve.
Later they started work at 9 o'clock and
finished at 5 o'clock. Again there was a
cry from the business people that they
would go broke; but they did not. They
are still carrying on, and now in the
butchering trade they work from 9 o'clock
to 4 o’clock, I think; and on Saturdays
from 8 a.m. to 12 noon.

Hon. N. E. Baxter:
is dear.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: They are doing
just as well today as they did then. Meat
is dear on account of the increased cost
of living.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I take it
the hon member will couple up his re-
marks with banking.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: Yes. That is
why I say we must be fair to these bank-
ing people. They are seeking to have their
hours reduced and so come into line with
the road boards and municipalities. I
was responsible for moving for a 40-hour
week in the Kalgoorlie Municipal Council.
The 40-hour week has since operated
there, and there has been no growl from
the people.

Are you on antcieni

That is why meat

Why cannot we give the bank employees
the Saturday mornings off so that they
can come down to the beaches with their
families on the weekends and enjoy
healthy recreation instead of living out
in the bush? This has proved satisfac-
tory in the mining industry. Today we
have not as many miners suffering from
sillicosis as we used to have, simply be-
cause they have the Saturday morning off.
They are far healthier than if they had
to work in the pit every day. The shorter
the hours, the better the individual, I
am pleased that this Bill has been brought
forward to give someone a privilege that
I think everyone is entitled to. One mem-
ber wanted to know whether Mr. Teahan
got Saturday or Sunday off. I do not
think many of us in the country get Sat-
urdays off.

Hon. H. Hearn: Because you do not
do any work,

Hon. G. BENNETTS: I do not know.
We travel a lot and we earn the little we
get. I hope the time will come when we
will get Saturdays and Sundays off. I
support the Bill, and I hope it will be
carried.
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HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (Suburhan)
15.501: I think the tenor of the debate
has departed somewhat from the principle
of the Bill.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: 1 agree with you
on that.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Unfortunately it
has led to some extent to a criticism of
bank officers. I would like it clearly under-
stood that I have no criticism to make but,
on the contrary, commendation to offer
on the profession of banking. I think
that the young men who go into the bank-
ing profession do so with the idea of en-
tering as juniors; and, as Mr, Diver said
—with this part of his speech I agree—
in the hope that one day they will become
bank managers and derive for ihemselves
and their wives and families security in
the community.

Unfortunately the question of whether
a bank officer shall have a certain degree
of qualification has also entered into the
debate. But that guestion, I think, is far
removed from the portent of the Bill. The
bank officer, from the time he enters a
bank, gathers his experience slowly through
the years. I do not think that is limited
to banking. There are many institutions
in our community where young men
similarly gather their experience and
knowledge as they go through life.

The Chief Secretary: Like politicians.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Unfortunately
some politicians go through life without
gathering much knowledge. Do we not, on
this Bill, have to decide one of two issues
—whether, on the one hand, the hbank
officers should be entitled to a five-day
week; and, on the other, whether the
community is in a condition where it can
stand the banks being closed on Saturdays
so that the bank officers can have the
five-day week?

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Of course it can!

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I will not take
any notice of the hon. member because—

Hon. C, W. D. Barker: Do not say it!

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: —quite apart
from the fact that, in my opinion, he did
not give us a very good case, I am en-
deavouring to build it up a little for him.

Hon. H. Hearn: Before you knock it
down.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Yes. I asked
him whether he knew, from his own ex-
perience, that much banking was done on
Saturday mornings. He tripped himself
up by saying that he did not think much
was done.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: I gave you the
instances where it was not, and where it
could not be,

Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: The hon. mem-
ber then went on to say that skeleton
staffs were employed on Saturday morn-
ings in the insurmnce companies, where
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not much business was done. When I
asked him, by logical interjection, whether
that could not be so in the case of the
banks, he said, "I will come to that
shortly,” but he sat down before he came
to ijt.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: If I could explain
that to you—

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: If 1 could in-
terject on the hon, member for a moment,
I would like to continue. I would will-
ingly subscribe to the idea of shortening
the working week for bhank officers if 1
thought it was logical, The decision I
have to make, as a member of this Cham-
ber, is whether or not it is logical. All
one has to do is to walk through the
streets of Perth or through our suburbs
on Saturday mornings—I fee! confident
that Mr. Barker has done this—to see the
terrific volume of business that is trans-
acted in the shops, in the banks, and in
practically every other form of industry

The Chief Secretary: You used to see
that just the same in the shops on Friday
nights.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: That particular
argument can easily be dealt with. I
know of certain country centres where
the shops are still open on Saturday after-
noons; where they close on Wednesday
afternoons. Bui surely that is a maiter
for the district in question to decide for
itself.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker:
manage—

Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: Why does not
the hon. member give me a go for a
minute?

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: I am trying to
help you.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The hon. mem-
ber is not helping me at all. Surely that
is a matter for the district in question
to decide. Country members will prob-
ably bear out that such decisions have
been reached in certain country areas;
but in the interests of the community, I
do not think it would be a good idea to
close the banks on Saturday mornings.

In conclusion, might I say that I be-
lieve Mr. Barker is sincere in submitting
the Bill, which was intreduced in another
place by a private member who was former-
ly employed in a bank. I think this is the
second occasion that we have had a Bill
similar to this before us, and the last
time it was presented here a majority of
the members voted against it. It appears
to me that on at least one side of this
House a unanimous conclusion will be
reached and that support will be given
to the EBill.

I repeat that I would like to find it
possible to give the employees of banks
a flve-day week, but I cannot do so in

Did they
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the interests of the community. Quite
apart from anything else, I think that is
what members have to decide for them-
selves, I received from one member of
the community a threatening letter direct-
ing me to support the Bill. The writer
said, “If you support this Bill you will
get more votes than you will receive by
not supporting it."” Having read the let-
ter twice, to make sure of its contents, I
conveyed it to the wastepaper basket
which, I thought, was its rightful place.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: You were quite
right. You would not take any notice of
it.

The PRESIDENT: Contempt of Parlia-
ment.

Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: That is so; it
was contempt of Parliament. Unfortun-
ately these things occur. Recently I was
in Bunbury.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I hope the
hon. member will connect this with the
Bill.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: What I am
about to say is well connected with the
Bill. The member of another place who
introduced the Bill there, wrote personal
letters to bank clerks in Bunbury urging
them to vote for the Labour candidate so
as to ensure the passage of the Bank Holi-
days Bill. That is the sort of thing that
goes on; and that does not bring me one
scrap closer to supporting something
which my conscience tells me that, in the
interests of the community, I should not
support. ‘Therefore, I do not propose to
support the Bill.

HON. J. . HISLOP (Metropolitan)
[5.571: I have a most intense objection to
a Bill of this type. It is a restrictive Bill.
A lot of specious arsument has been put
forward in regard to it, because it has
nothing to do with the 40-hour week. It
concerns the question of whether banks
shall open on Saturdays. This is not a
matter which should have the support of
the House. This is exactly what is going
wrong with the whole of our community.
We should not say to an employing firm,
“You shall not open at such and such a
time.” In the interests of the individual,
I think we should say, “You shall not work
an individual more than so many hours
per week.” But if that employing agency
desires to keep open, we should give it the
opportunity to do so.

The member who introduced the Bill
referred to the United States and quoted
one person who said that this move had
keen a success there. But the United
States has not got the same restrictive
attitude towards certain things that we
have.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: They have different
legislation in each State, have they not?

(COUNCIL.]

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Yes; and in the
majority of the States there is no restric-
tion on the hours during which business
houses may remain open, but only on the
number of hours that an individual may
work per week. Many business houses
keep open until well into the evening. In
North Carolina, I saw the Andrew Melin
stores, which are known as the Saturday
stores because they keep open at that time
of the week in order that those who work
during the rest of the week may purchase
their requirements. It is a well-known
and respected establishment, and I think
there would be little likelihood of restric-
tions of the sort contained in this measure
ever being placed on houses of that type
in the United States.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Do you know
that 85 per cent. of the banks in New York
close on Saturdays?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: This House should
not consider restrictions on times of trade.
We might have & responsibility to look
after the health of the individuals and so
restrict the time they should work; but
I cannot, for one moment, subscribe to
the idea that we should restrict hours of
trading. I would allow business houses to
open as long as they wished, because a
number of individuals in the community
would appreciate part-time work in many
of the stores in Perth. Yet we make the
position so restrictive that that cannot
happen. I have fold members what hap-
pens in the United States of America; and
that is why their people, and the nation
as & whole are succeeding. We are get-
ting into economic difficulties because of
the restrictions we are imposing on all
sides. I dislike this measure.

On motion by Hon. Sir Charles Latham,
debate adjourned.

BILL—CHILD WELFARE ACT
AMENDMENT.

Received from the Assembly and read
a first time. ’

BILL—UNIVERSITY MEDICAL
SCHOOL.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 26th October.

HON. J. G. HISLOP (Metropolitan)
[6.31: This is a measure which one might
pass by without saying anything about it
at all because it simply purports to do what
the Government announced it would do—
that is, contribute £150,000 to the founda-
tion of a medical school provided the pub-
lic raised a similar sum, and later the
public was asked to raise a sum for the
endowment of research.

On the other hand, I think it calls for
comment. First of all, the public keenly
appreciated what appeared to be a hand-
some gesture by the State Government in
allocating the sum of £150,000 towards the
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formation of a medical school. But it does
not look like a handsome gesture to me.
I suppose the Universily of Western Aus-
tralia does not mind where the money
comes from so long as it receives the
finance and is able to spend it for the
purpose for which it is intended. But on
the other hand, it does bring some doubts
to mind; and I think the Government owes
it to us to allay some of the doubts that
might arise from the manner of giving
this £150,000.

When making the announcement, the
Government also stated that it would be
prepared to provide the annual fee of
£100,000, or roughly that sum, for the
maintenance of the medical school. If
this year the Government finds that it
cannot meet the payment of £150,000 as
promised, for the foundation of the school,
does it make us feel cheerful about the
guarantee of £100,000 for the annual main-
tenance? I say this quite advisedly, and
knowing exactly what I am saying and the
repercussions it may have, because I was
on the first advisory committee that
approached the Senate of the University
with the idea of forming a medical school.

I sensed then that there was a consider-
able feeling of doubt in the minds of some
of the others, particularly the professors
associated with other branches of the
university, that the coming of this medical
school might, in certain circumstances, en-
danger the status of other branches of
teaching. It became quite clear to many
of us that unless this sum of money to be
set aside for the maintenance of the medi-
cal school was something that could be
guaranteed, almost outside the annual
university grant, there would be some ob-
jections to the formation of a medical
school in Western Australia. But with the
giving of the grant by the Government—
it looked quite & handsome one—it seemed
that the school would be founded and the
fears and doubts were allaved. .

Since the method of finding the money
has been made known, some of those
doubis have cropped up again. I hope they
have no foundation whatever; because, un-
less the medical school is started in Wes-
tern Australia with the highest aims in
view and is maintained at a high level I,
personally, would rather not see it started
at all. There are many who would join
with me in asking that this guarantee of a
sum of money for maintenance be set
beyond the annual grant for the university.

At the moment there are some other
doubts which I think should be cleared up.
‘When introducing the Bill the Chief Secre-
tary said that the money which was being
raised by the public was for the purpose
of research and the purchase of equip-
ment. I think that should be defined quite
clearly, because in the report of the ad-
vigsory committee to the Premier the equip-
ment tequired to start the medical school
was accounted for in the £300,000 which
was regarded as necessary for the com-
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mencement of the school. Therefore the

-sum of money which will be taken out of

the £250,000 being subscribed by the public
must only be, if it be at all necessary, for
the equipment for research and not for the
foundation of the school. The sum of
money subseribed will noi go very far when
spent on research work, and I think the
public i5 entitled to know exactly where
the money will go and who will be in
charge of the disbursement of it.

There are two schools of thought which
exist among those who are interested in
this project. The first is that this sum
of money which has been subscribed by the
people can be expended over & certain
humber of years—maybe five, or maybe
10—and after that length of time the
school will be so established that research
will be maintained by influential bodies
who will have become interested in it. But
there are others who believe that the best
method of continuing research at the uni-
versity would be to put the money into a
trust fund and to use only the interest.

Then we would like to know whether the
authority for spending it would be vested
in the hands of the Faculty of Medicine or
the University Senate. There are others
who suggest that a body of trustees be
appointed to whom application should be
made for any approach to the fund. These
are matters which deserve a statement
from the Government. We have almost
raised the required sum, and I have no
doubt at all that it will be raised. But I
believe we have reached the time when
some definite statement as to how these
things will be governed should be made.

In the report of the advisory committee
there is a statement regarding the salaries
to be paid to the professors to be appointed
to the school. I am sorry to say I do not
quite understand the significance of some
of the figures attached to some of the
proposed salaries. The salary of a profes-
sor on the medical side of the proposed
school is set down at £3,500, plus £350
superannuation, plus £88 payroll, a total of
£3,938. 1 do not know whether that £350
is to be paid by the professor or hy the
University Senate, or whether the payroll
tax, which I take it “payroll” means, is
paid automatically by the Senate.

It appears that this is to be so because
the advertisement for professor of medi-
cine, appearing in the “Australian Medical
Journal,” set down the salary at £3,500, and
stated that superannuation is based on the
FSSU. If this means a reduction in
salary, it is most unwise, because I have
it on quite good authority that the Sydney
Medical School is advertising for a profes-
sor of medicine at a salary of £4,000 per
annum. Therefore we would not be in the
same field; and, ours being a young school,
we could not expect to ask a man to come
in on a smaller salary than that offered by
a school of such repute as the Sydney
Medical School. These are the things that
leave a certain amount of doubt in the
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minds of some of us who are so keenly and
deeply interested in the formation of a
medical school.

There is also one point that I noticed
in the advertisements and I trust will not
occur, It is to the effect that if the profes-
sor of anatomy is not a medical man, his
salary shall be so much less than if the
occupant of the chair of anatomy were a
medical man, There are possibly only a
few men in the scientific world today who
could fill the chair of professor of ana-
tomy without holding medical qualifica-
tions, and it would be a pity if the man
appointed to this school did not hold the
qualifications of a medical degree. He will
play such an important part in the foun-
dation and the teaching af the school, and
it is all the more important that he hold
a2 medical degree.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: He could, as a
professor, be a medical man holding &
degree, or he need not have it. Is that the
position?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Yes. The point is
that either man will be accepted. If he
has a medical degree they will pay him a
higher salary. If the appointee is purely
a scientist, and not a medical man, he will
be paid a lower salary than if he had a
medical degree. I believe that if the prof-
essor of anatomy were a medical prac-
titioner he would have a much greater in-
fluence at the new medical school than if
he were a scientist not in possession of a

medical degree.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: 1 trust also that
arrangements are being made, through the
University Senate, to interview those
people we might require to fill some of
the more senior professorial chairs. I know
that advertisements have been issued,
probably far and wide, for the benefit of
all those interested in applying for posts
in our medical school; but there are many
in our community who have the feeling
that whilst such posts may appeal to the
young highly-trained medical man—prob-
ably quite gifted in the art of teaching—
he might not be the type of person we
think should fill the chair and do what
is required in the building of a medical
school.

In other words, it is felt that we might
have to approach a man we wanit and
ask him to take the chair. It might be
necessary to approach one of the olgier
and more senior men at present holding
a professorial chair—a mar who has had
experience in conducting a medical school
—to come to Western Australia to assist
us in the foundation of our medical school.

It may be all very well to accept the
application of a young man who might
perform a very good and useful job in
fllling that chair; but at the commence~
ment of a school, it appears o many that

[COUNCIL.]

the one who is required is that man who
has already had experience in the ad-
ministration of a medical school. There-
fore I trust that at the same time as appli-
cations are heing called for, some thought
is being given to the type of person in
the more senior group whom we require,
and to asking him to accept, even for a
few years, the office of professor of medi-
cine or one of the senior chairs.

Certain aspects of this medical school
interest omne. The requirements of the
King Edward Memorial Hospital have not
been met as far as the teaching of mid-
wifery is concerned, and I understand that
those in charge have been told that there
is no money available for that purpose at
the moment. I also understand that at
one time the suggestion was made that
they could have £50,000 a year; and in say-
ing that, I want members to realise that
there are many more patients in the King
Edward Memorial Hospital than was origin-
ally intended. However, even this £50,000
does not appear to have materialised.

Yet only a week or so ago a Minister—
I think it was the Minister for Housing—
announced that £100,000 was to be made
available to the Alexandra Home to in-
crease the existing accommodation. I have
not the slightest objection to that home
receiving money, because it is giving ex-
cellent service to the community. Surely,
however, an established midwifery hospital
must have priority when it is realised that
eventually it will be one of the places where
our medical students will receive part of
their training. Unless some active steps
are taken in the near future to increase
the number of beds at the King Edward
Memorial Hospital, I cannot see that it will
be able to continue its work, especially in
regard to training future medical students.

In calling for applications from persons
to fill the professorial posts, there are
certain preliminary tasks to be undertaken
by those of us who live in this part of the
world. I know it is distressing to some
individuals to feel that no real start is
being made towards laying down a basis
for this school until such time as these
professors arrive. T am afraid we are
going to find ourselves in the position of
having a number of qualified men yearn-
ing to commence teaching work and so on;
but instead, they will be foreced to plan
their departments for about 12 months at
least before they can commence their
teaching duties. If we are to make a start
with this medical school—as is intended
early in 1957—we must do something now
to establish a basis for feaching.

For example, one of the matters that
must be taken into consideration is that
in this State there are many medical men
who hold honorary positions in two hos-
pitals. It does not appear to be possible
that they will be able to continue doing so
once a medical school commences, hecause
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the call on them hy the medical school
will be fairly heavy, and to carry out that
work in addition to what they are already
doing in two hospitals will be almost im-
possible. Also, some reorganisation of the
honorary staffl of those hospitals might
well be considered long before a professor
%1; ::ny occupant of a chair arrives in this
ate.

I understand, and I hope it is quite
true, that an advisory committee—a dif-
ferent one from the committee advising
the Premier—is to meet fairly soon to con-
sider some of the problems; but that com-
mittee and a number of individuals cap-
able of giving advice on the problems I
have just outlined will be faced with a
great deal of active work. Thus I applaud
the introduction of this measure because
it brings the medical school so much
nearer. However, it seems to me that
there are a number of aspects yet which
should be grappled with at this stage.

Although the public have shown mag-
nificent generosity with their contributions
in their willingness to establish a medical
school in Western Australia, that is only
a commencement; that only makes a
medical school possible,

Hon, F. R. H. Lavery: Has any provision
been made to include a chair of preventive
medicine among the professorial chairs?

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: There is no refer-
ence to a chair of preventive medicine in
the advisory commitiee's report. I men-
tioned this point in my Address-in-reply
speech and pointed out then that the
Premier, in his platform speech only three
vears ago, stated that it was his intention
to bring to this State the best person he
could find to establish preventive medicine
on a sure and sound footing.

All this measure contemplates is that
the two directors who will receive their
salaries—in part from the university, in
part from the Royal Perth Hospital, and
in part from the trustees of the Corona-
tion Gift Fund-—will have an association
with the Public Health Department. 1
have said before that I doubt very much
that these people trained in prophylactic
medicine will be the best that it is possible
to obtain to advise on preventive medi-
cine in their department. So I can tell
Mr. Lavery thal no real mention has
been made about etablishing a chair of
preventive medicine; and yet its establish-
ment must play a tremendous part in the
future of the citizens of this State.

I regret very much that the opportunity
has not been taken of adding a chair of
preventive medicine to the posts that are
to be made available in our medical school.
The amount called for would not be great.
I think at least half of the cost of the
department of preventive medicine could
be made available, without any difficulty,
under the provisions of the Workers’ Com-
pensation Act in which there are already
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sections, inserted by this House, which al-
low the appropriation of moneys for the
purpose of investigating the prevention and
cause of accidents and the rehabilitation
of the injured worker, not one penny of
wl'iﬂclé has been spent nor has any been
raised.

So to establish a chair of preventive
medicine in our medical school would re-
quire only a small amount from the profit
of workers’ compensation insurance. It
would do a very great deal towards lift-
ing our school into the higher ranks of
medical schools in Australia. I think only
one centre or possibly two centres at pre-
sent are doing anything in regard to the
teaching of preventive medicine to their
students.

I also put forward a plea that, with the
introduction of this undergraduate schoeol,
we should give consideration to the forma-
tion of a post-graduate school. It is just
as essential to teach medical men in the
counfry districts and in the suburbs re-
cent advances in medicine as it is to teach
undergraduates. Although that is always
possible in a medical school because post-
graduate work is part of its curriculum, I
think we could give service to those ouf-
side Australia by the formation of a post-
graduate school. I would like to see such
a school extend its activities by being ac-
cepted under the Colombo Plan, and
students from India, Ceylon, Asia and
Singapore could learn much from such a
school that is impossible to learn now in
their own countries.

As I said before, I was very struck by
the statement by the Prime Minister of
Ceylon, Sir John Kotelawala that he
was constantly under pressure from those
practising indigenous medicine in Ceylon
on the need for increased medical educa-
tion for those dqualified men practising
within Ceylon. Such a feeling exists in
all those countries which are our neigh-
bours; and I believe that if we approached
this matter properly, we could receive sup-
port under the Colomho Plan which we
would not do if we simply initiated post-
graduate training—which already exists
in this State—as part of the ordinary
medical school work.

Again I would suggest to the Govern-
ment that it give very serious considera-
tion to this matter, hecause if ever there
was a time when we, who have all the
facilities, should feel ourselves kound to
spread that knowledge to nations who have
not the knowledge, if is now. If we did
make an offer to those countries under
the terms I have suggested, it wouid mean
much not only to our own consciences,
bui also to the general health and well-
being of those in neighbouring countries,
and would materially assist in fostering
friendly relations between us. 1 repeat
that it would do us a tremendous amount
of good. I make this statement in all
sincerity.
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It is believed by some that individual
teaching is obtained in a small school from
a highly gifted professor. In truth, the
highly gifted professor who desires a small
audience is a myth. He gives his best
to a large audience rather than a small
one. Any member of this House who has
been called upon to travel long distances
and speak to an audience of a few, will
realise how little of his knowledge he im-
parts compared with occasions when he
speaks to a halt full of people. The same
applies to the professorial staff. Generally,
they are gifted in the English language
and in the knowledge of the subject they
are dealing with. The way they impress
audiences is by their manner of speech.
At times, they add considerably to the
knowledge gained by students by their
quips and phrases, which are remembered
long after they have left the teaching
schools.

If the numbers in the proposed school
can be increased by inviting students from
countries close to us to attend a post-
graduate unit, then we can appeal to pro-
fessors who have huilt up schools in other
parts of Australin. I say in conclusion
that there are many facets to the medical
school which must be started, and started
very soon, if we are to carry on the train-
ing of medical students, as anticipated, in
the early part of 1957,

On motion by the Chief Secretary, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL—SUPEEANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Order of the Day read for the resumption
from the 26th October of the debate on the
second reading,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitlee.

Hon. E. M. Davies in the Chair;
Chief Secretary in charge of the Bill.

*Clauses 1 to T—agreed to.
Progress reported.

the

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

Order of the Day read for the resumption
from the 26th October of the debate
on the second reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

In Commitiee.

Hon. L. A. Logan in the Chair; the Chjef
Secretary in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 4—agreed to.

[COUNCIL.]

Clause 5—Section 316A added:

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: The Chief Secret-
ary undertook to reply to some of the
points I raised in regard to infectious
diseases.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Dr. Hislop
raised a few points during the second
reading debate, one of which relates to
the payment of hospital costs for persons
treated for infectious diseases. He suggested
it might he as well to absolve local auth-
orities altogether from their contribution.
The reason, of course, that local authori-
ties have some responsibllity in this re-
gard is that the suppression of these
diseases is & local authority responsibility.
To some degree freedom from incidence of
these diseases in a local authority dis-
trict may be considered a measure of
the activity of the local authority.

One of the fundamental tasks of a local
authority is to encourage immunisation
against diphtheria. If a child has been
iroculated against diphtheria, then the
local authority must be considered to have
done its duty. If that person subsequently
contracts diphtheria it is believed only fair
to exempt the local authority from con-
tributing towards the cost of hospital
treatment. If, on the other hand, the per-
son was not immunised against diphtheria
the local authority is required to coniribute.

The new financial arrangements between
local authorities and the department, as
set cut in the Bill, are in conformity with
a scheme which was considered by all local
authorities. An overwhelming majority of
local authorities have expressed themselves
as being in favour of the scheme.

Under the proposed arrangement, where
immunisation has been carried out, the
local authority would be exempted from
payment. If all local authorities were ab-
solved from these costs, some of them might
not worry about immunisation; but, know-
ing that costs will be charged where im-
munisation has not been carried out, they
will take the steps suggested in the Bill.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: The other point I
mentioned was that, while the local
authority can be exempted, the person who
has become immunised and protected him-
self receives no rebate of hospital charges
if he contracts an infectious disease. This
Bill appears to be designed to give relief
to loecal authorities that encourage im-
munisation, but not to the individual who
has complied with the precautions for the
general good.

It might be a gesture to exempt from
hospital costs those who have been in-
oculated and who subsequently contract
an infectious disease, Otherwise, the anti-
social person would not worry about inocu-
lation because he would not have to pay
any more for treatment than one who had
been inoculated. I would ask that the
person who has protected himself by
inoculation be exempted from hospital
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costs; but the person who has disobeyed
public conscience in regard to inoculation
should bear the burden of such expenses,
It seems unfair that local authorities
should be able to get a rebate, but the indi-
vidual cannot get any consideration even
though he might have subjecied himself 1o
inoculation.

The CHIEF SECRETARY ; 1f might have
been betfter if the procedure had been
altered by exempting the individual rather
than the local authority. There is a lot
of force in that argument. However, the
department has taken the view contained
in the Bill.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: I could not care less
about the departmental view, if we think
something is right.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is so;
but the department has been negotiating
with the local authorities on this matter.
The point raised by Dr. Hislop was not
brought up by the local authorities. Had
that been done, the suggestion might have
been acted upon. The Bill is a step further
in the direction of treatment for infectious
diseases. Next year another step may be
taken on the lines suggested by Dr. Hislop.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: Evidently
the discussion on this Bill took place be-
tween the local authorities and the Gov-
ernment department, and agreement was
reached to exempt the former from hos-
pital costs under certain conditions, and
to put the expense on to the individual.

The Chief Secretary: That is not so.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: The individual has to
pay now.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: The local
authority is exempted in certain cases.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: They both pay, but a
local authority can be exempted in cerfain
circumstances.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: Local
authorities can be relieved from payment,
hut the individual cannot. Of course,
Government departments will look after
themselves. We should look after the in-
dividual, It is no fault of individuals that
these infectious diseases occur. The Chief
Secretary should draw the attention of
the Minister for Health to the fact that
we consider it very unfair to charge the
individual while giving relief to the people
of the district collectively. In all these
matters things are put over members very
easily by the department. For instance,
the references to poliomyelitis, diphtheria,
dysentery and infantile diarrhoea are
plain enough, but I do not know what in-
fective hepatitis is.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Jaundice.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: Then
why not say jaundice and we would under-
stand it. What is murine typhus?

Hon. J. G. Hislop: A kind of typhus.
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Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHA_M: Ido not
know what salmonella infection is.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: A bowel infection.

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM:; We who
pass these laws do not know the meaning
of the terms employed, and yet the people
we represent are faced with a penalty for
not reporting them as infectious diseases.
How can the public know? The Govern-
ment should ask the department to use
language that can be readily understood
by laymen.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The in-
dividual would not know whether he was
suffering from one of these diseases—

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Not until the
doctor told him.

The CHIEF SECRETARY:
would know.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: But he would
not know whether it was a notifiable
disease.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The doctor
would tell him that.

Hon. Sir Charies Latham: Does the
doctor advise a patient when he is suffer-
ing from an infectio_us disease?

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Yes.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Sir Charles
thinks we are imposing on the individual
some charge that he has not previously
borne. These charges were in operation
when the hon. member was a Minister.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I was refer-
ring to murine typhus, salmonella infec-
tion and infective hepatitis.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is the
doctor's responsihility to notify such cases,
so the individual need not worry. This is
a step in the right direction to relieve
somebody—namely, the local authority.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: The in-
dividual should be relieved first of all.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannot
argue that point.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: You would if
you were occupying a seat on this side of
the Chamber. :

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Let us get
this established and next year the chances
are that the additional relief may be
granted.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: If there is a
change of Government, it will be put right.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It is remark-
able that the Government with which the
hon. member was associated did nothing
during its six years of office.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Yes, we did.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This Gov-
ernment is doing something now, but the
hon. member wants something more.
Possibly the other step will be taken next
year. .

Then he
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Hon. F. R. H. LAVERY: In my early
married life immunisation was not what it
is today and two of our sons had diph-
theria. At that time the local authorities
stood the expense, but today the position
is different.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the hon. mem-
ber {¢ keep to the clause,

Hon. F. R, H. LAVERY: 1 shall do so.
Social service is supposed to be for the
benefit of the pecople as a whole, hut they
are being by-passed and sent from one
department to another, and they do not
know what their position is when it comes
to payment for hospitalisation. Dr. His-
lop has pointed out that the local auth-
ority is now being given cerfain relief,
and seemingly parents are not to receive
any relief. Infectious diseases affect the
life of the general community, and I con-
sider that the whole charge should be met
by the Health Department and that
parents should not be called upon to bear
any part of the cost.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: When I was a
member of the EKalgoorlie Council, I
understood that ih cases of this sort the
local authority was responsible for the
payment of the hospital charges. Is it the
intention now to impose the full charge
on the patient?

The Chief Secretary: No.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6 to 11—agreed to.

Clause 12—Section 323A added:

‘Hon. J. G. HISLOP: It is extraordinary
that some intermediate body such as the
Hospital Collection Service has io be
brought into being in order to collect the
money for the care of patients in hospital.
I hope that the Chief Seeretary will ex-
plain- what function this service renders.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannot give
any more information than is contained in
the Bill. This body has been created to
collect the charges. Evidently the depart-
ment has not the means to do so, and it is
necessary t0 make someone responsible for
it.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: It is very compli-
cated.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Perhaps it is
not so complicated as it seems. If a weak-
ness is discovered in the system, a change
can be made.

Clause pu} and passed.

Clause 13—Section 324 amended:

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Dr. Hislop
expressed doubt whether local authorities
could be successful in building homes for
the aged. The local authorities would pre-
fer to give assistance to people in their
own homes, and they are a_lso desirous of

[COUNCIL.)

creating a social centre where these people
might meet and perhaps be served with a
meal.

Hon. J. G. Hislop: Someone to iake
charge of them?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes; it would
be a social gathering, and perhaps one or
two people who had not homes could stay
there. A local authority could make ar-
rangements for one or two to live there,
but it could not finanee the building and
maintenance of a large centre. The idea
is rather to create a social atmosphere
with one or two of these aged people be-
ing catered for as I have mentioned.

Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and
the report adopted.

[The Depuly President took the Chair.l

BILL—METROPOLITAN WATER
SUPPLY, SEWERAGE AND
DRAINAGE ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 26th October.

HON. 1. G. HISLOP (Metropolitan)
[8.151: I have examined this Bill and real-
ise that quite a lot of contention
could be raised by local governing hodies
in relation to their water schemes. But,
having gone through the measure carefully,
and having made inquiries on my own ac-
count, I believe it is wise that there should
be some overall authority to control the
drainage o©of the metropolitan area. I
realise also that a number of local autho-
rities have organised drainage plans in
hand or plans in mind for the draining
of certain areas; but I understand that
one of the greatest difficulties in the met-
ropolitan area in this regard is due to
the water table which rises and falls in
various areas according to the increase in
population.

While a plan may be started in one area,
it might well affect the water table in a
neighbouring or even a distant district.
This is exemplified at the moment at Dog
Swamp, in Charles-st., just beyond the
junction with Walcoti-st. Owing to the
recent rains, the water table there has
risen considerably, and will now call for
an extension of the drainage system.

This situation apparently ensues when
areas are opened up for home-huilding,
because when the trees are removed the
water balance is considerably altered, and
the natural type of drainage of under-
ground water is in some cases grossly af-
fected with the result that the whole of
the drainage of the area in question, and
perhaps neighhouring areas, calls for im-
mediate revision.
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Although I sympathise always with local
authorities in regard to their plans, I be-
lieve that in these peculiar circumstances
the qguestion of drainage is one that should
be dealt with, if not by an overall body
taking complete charge, then at least by
one which could give advice as to what is
necessary throughout the metropolitan
area.

The balance of the Bill, in regard to rat-
ing, could of course give rise to any amount
of debate; and it seems to me—as it always
does when dealing with measures of this
nature—that there is an immense amount
of power being put into the hands of the
Minister—

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: Or of civil servants,

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: Is it not the same
thing?

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: No; it is even
WOTSE,

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: One finds that under
this measure the Minister can use his dis-
cretion to override the local authorities in
regard to rating, and so on. I trust there
is good reason for this provision, because
the mere fact that one section of the public
objects to the manner of rating in its
loecal authority area is no reason for giving
so much power to a centralised body. If the
people concerned do not like the method
of rating, they have their redress in the
next local authority election; and I would
require further information about the
necessity for granting these powers hefore
agreeing to the provision, However, I will
support the second reading.

HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (Suburban)
[8.20]1: When introducing the measure,
the Chief Secretary said it was of an im-
portant nature, and I could not agree more
than I do. It is a very important Bill,
and one that I am pleased to see before
the House.

When I was a member of another place
the local authority in the constituency
which I then represented brought to my
attention, in no uncertain terms, the diffi-
culty being met with owing to lack of
drainage, The Government in this case
has been very generous in recognising the
efforts of Hon. David Brand, Minister for
Works in the previous administration, and
has commended him for the work he per-
formed up to the time when the change
of Government occurred. I think it has
been said that the terms of this Bill are
those in which the measure would have
been introduced had it been submitted
by Hon. D. Brand himself.

The whole of the metropolitan area be-
tween the foothills, the Canning River and
the Swan River, offers a considerable
drainage problem; and at this juncture,
I say that the enormous housing projects
of the last few years have made the drain-
age problem of the metropolitan area even
worse. In some instances I am critical to
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a degree of the Housing Commission, which
appears to have gone out of its way to go
further than I think was necessary into
low-l¥ing areas to construct some houses.
All that is necessary to realise the truth
of my contention is to travel through my
province and see the result of the excep-
tionally wet winter that we have just ex-
perienced. We have seen people who now
cannot get to their houses owing to the
flooding of the areas concerned.

This fault has not been limited to the
Housing Commission, however, as some
builders of homes could have been more
careful in the selecting of sites upon which
ta erect dwellings. I well remember as
far back as 1950, when Hon, D, Brand was
Minister for Works and took the trouble,
in company with his officers, to visit the
East Belmont area with me and see the
difficulties that were being encountered
there in the matter of drainage at that
time. He also went on tours of inspection
with various road hoards and saw first-
hand the difficulties which they, tog, were
experiencing in the matter of drainage.

It was—here I take a little credit unto
myself—upon the representations that I
made to the Minister at that time that
his officers undertook a contour survey of
the whole of the region, in order to de-
termine the possibility of formulating a
drainage plan and estimating the cost of
implementing it. Just prior to 1953, when
the general election took place, the contour
survey was practically completed, and
some £500,000 had been given as the esti-
mated cost of carrying out the necessary
work.

Then a change of Government took
place, and the present Administration was
reguired fo carry on. The Government
of the day has now brought this measure
hefgre the House in an endeavour to over-
come the drainage problem in the metro-
politan area. I feel confident that the
road boards within the provinece that I
represent will be pleased that the measure
has been brought down.

My main query in connection with the
Bill relates to the method of rating. I have
read carefully the speech of the Minister
who introduced the Bill in another place,
and that of the Chief Secretary when in-
traducing it here, and it seems fairly clear
that an undertaking has been given that
only those who receive the benefit of the
drainage will be rated. But I cannot—
and I think Dr, Hislop also expressed con-
cern about this—see any way at present
of assessing what the extent of the
monetary obligation on people who own
land in low-lying areas might he. If it is
intended to keep the rating to the low-
lying areas, it seems that it must be fairly
high, in view of what was estimated three
or four years ago to be the capital cost
of the work, and that causes me some
coneern.
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I do not think that there is any necessity
for me to deal further with the measure
at the moment. I am pleased to see it
before the House, because the loecal autho-
rities have tried conscientiously over a
period of years to relieve their ratepayers
of this burden and can now expect some
assistance from the Governmeni. I hope
that when replying to the debate the Chief
Secretary will have had an opportunity
to confer with the Minister for Works, and
will be able to give a more definite state-
ment as to what the method of rating
will be, and how it will be put into effect
in the instances that are envisaged.I
support the second reading and trust that
the information I seek will be forthcoming.

On motion by Hon. F. R. H. Lavery, de-
hate adjourned,

BILL—PRICES CONTROL,
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 26th October.

HON. R. F, HUTCHISON (Suburban)
[8.28]1: I hope this measure will be agreed
to in spite of the fact that the Press has
advised the public that it is expected to be
defeated in this Chamber. The social
power of capitalism still asserts itself hy
the retention of the old values in indusfry,
in particular, and society in general. Ex-
cess profit making is still allowed as legiti-
mate business, and the trend towards
placing power in the hands of a managerial
class has not loosened the bonds of class
distinction.

Exploitation of the worker still exists,
and is still sanctioned by the social
arrangement by which a relatively
small class has a prior ¢laim on the wealth
derived from capital. Price control is a
fundamental of social justice. No one
proposes the abolition of capital itself, but
the benefits of eapital should be used in
the interests of every individual in the com-
munity. This to me means planning. It
means planning in a democratic society,
and price control is a prerequisite of a
planned economy.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: What author-
ity is that ta which you are referring?

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: My own.
Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Not that one.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: In the use of
capital, men should be treated as human
beings and not compelled by the forces of
economic circumstances to see their
families denied the necessities of life and
social benefits that befit a really democratic
society. Price control is a prerequisite
to the dignity of persons to enable them
to have goods and amenities commensurate
with their heaith and happiness. After all,
money is only a means of exchange. It
should be distributed more equitably, and
the control of prices will enable people to
ohtaln more goods where they are needed

[COUNCIL.]

most in the lower-income groups. That
is my summing up as to why price con-
trol should be introduced,

This morning I read the following article
in “The West Australian”:—

Profits at New Peak.

Company profits in 1954-55 rose to
104 per cent. of shareholders’ funds;
the highest rate achieved by Australian
companies since the war. This is
shown in a survey made by the Com-
monwealth Bank. The break up of
figures shows that profits of manu-
facturing companies—by far the
largest group—rose from 10 per cent.
in 1954 to 114 per cent. of funds em-
ployed in 1955.

The wholesale and retail earnings
were also well up (8.6 per cent. to 10
per cent.), as were mining earnings
from 8% to 11 per cent. A total of
358 companies were surveyed. The
figures must be regarded as provisional.
Dividends in relation to shareholder

funds rose from 5% per cent. to 6.2 per
cent,

Hon. H. Hearn:
high.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: It is high
engugh. It is higher than the working
man is able to pay for his amenities today.
Let us see where the shoe pinches most,
and who suffers the greatest. One mem-
ber referred disparagingly to people on
wages. When I talk about workers, I mean
the people in the low-income groups.

Hon. 8ir Charles Latham: There are very
few on the Hasic wage.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: When I talk
about workers among the low-income
groups, I include the old-age pensioners
and the people on flxed incomes. These
people are getting less value today by
comparison than they ever got hefore. We
hear about the high wages being paid. I
tried to figure it out, but the nearest I
could get was the flgzure mentioned by a
member when speaking in this House. The
wage is worth only £4 4s5. That was a
pretty low wage before this inflationary
spiral came into being. The prices of the
basic commodities such as clothing and
boots and shoes should he controlled.
Apart from their being controlled, a sub-
sidy should be paid if it is required.

Hon. H. Hearn: Does the Premier agree
with you?

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: The housewife
is the one who suffers the most today.
She has to curtail the necessities of life,
and her husband and children go short
as a result. Price control would help to
adjust the time-payment position, which
is caused by people not being able to afford
the cash prices asked. All these amenities
that are required in the house have their
prices fixed at a very high fleure. There
is no competition; the prices are fixed at

Five per cent, is not
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the source. But members on the other side
would not agree that we should fix the
retail price.

The price of fares is something more
that punishes the family man today. Be-
cause of this factor, he is not able to take
his family for simple outings. If these
matters could be supported in some way,
all the better.

Let us take the other side of the picture,
which deals with pressure advertising.
This should be prohibited. One only has
to listen to the radio to discover the huge
prizes that are offered to boost commodities
like soap and toothpaste. All these prices
are handed down and eventually make
their way to the shoulders of the working
man. That is where we find it rests if we
look at the economic picture.

Hon. L. C. Diver: How much is it?

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I listened to
the hon. member when he was pitying the
poor farmers; now he should listen to me
when I am talking about the workers. It
is a scandal to see the prices that the
housewife is asked to pay for soap and
toothpaste, while at the same time we have
certain firms spending thousands of pounds
on pressure advertising over the radio.

Hon. L. Craig: It does not cost more than
A Federal parliamentary broadcast.

Hon. H. Hearn: And it is more enter-
taining.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I have always
listened with great interest to what Mr.
Craig has had to say, but I do not agree
with his remark; i} is silly. The amenities
of life are placed almost beyond the reach
of the family man, and after all, it is by
his energy that industry is kept going. No
one will deny that. If there were no
wage-earner there would be no industry.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: What would he do?

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: That is not a
sensihle question. One hears a lot about
children being neglected and women going
out to work. But if people only stopped
to think, they would realise that it is ab-
solutely necessary for women to work in
order to maintain their families. It is well
nigh impossible to buy such amenities as
a refrigerator or a stove on the wage a
woman's husband receives. Apart from
anything else, the food one receives from
cold storage is dangerous to health.

It is becoming unknown to get really
fresh food, and that is one of the matters
about which I complained to the Royal
Commission that was inquiring into the egg
position. It is impossible to obtain fresh
eges today. Nor can one keep milk for
children unless one has a refrigerator or a
cooling system. These commodities are
the everyday necessities of life, One
cannot hark back 100 years and mention
what happened then. We are lving in
a different age now, and we must advance
with the times.
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Hon. Sir Charles Latham: You consider
the amount of beer drunk and the amount
of starting price betting that is done.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: The com-
modities to which I refer are nc longer
luxuries. They are necessities. DMr.
Simpson quoted the price of clothing, but
I notice that he gave us the price of the
cheapest cotton frock which, if we got
to the bottom of the matter, we would find
was made in Japan., When he referred to
groceries, he guoted self-help stores. But
the ordinary housewife does not deal with
those places. She has to go to the sub-
urban shop; otherwise she would have to
add the price of her fares to the price
of the commodiiies she buys.

Hon. G. Bennetts: She would have no
one to mind the children either.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: It is not fair
to quote the prices of the cheapest lines.
I am sure Mr. Simpson's wife or daughter
would not wear one of the dresses to which
he referred.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: These were given
to me as standard lines.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I do not see
why other women should be satisfied with
the'frocks he mentioned, They are run
up in a cheap way, and I have seen a lot
of that going on in the last few years.
That is one of the reasons why clothing
factories are glutted. There is alse the
question of boots and shoes, on which the
price should be fixed. One gets very little
in the way of good, solid leather. Nor is
it at anything like a reasonable price.
What about the young people who are
struggling to get homes? We talk about
self-help homes. If we consider plumbing
charges, we will find that they are ex-
orbitant. Ii is a disgrace.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: They are approved
by the Prices Commissioner,

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: It is mostly
due to labour.

Hon. R. lf'. HUTCHISON: The working
man must live, I am not saying that all
t_;he profits are the result of one plumbing
job. I am pointing out the present eco-
nomic system. It is a system of boom and
bust. We are having the boom at the
moment, but very shortly we will have
the bu._r,t. Power is needed to control
prices in order to stop exploitation.

. Idefy anybody to tell me that the worker
is not being exploited. Imagine a pen-
sioner who is receiving £3 10s. per week
having to pay 7s. 9d. for a 1b. of tea,
yvhich_ one would have to use very spar-
ingly in order to make it last a fortnight!
And a cup of tea to a pensioner is a stable
item of diet. Then there are butter at
4s. 6d., epgs at 5s. a dozen, bread at
1s, 3d., and potatoes at §s. a stone.

Hon. A. R. Jones: Housewives are goihg
to import them, are they not?
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Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I am talking
of what is, and not of what might be done.
Onions I paid 9d. per lb. for in one store;
then I saw them at 21b. for 7d. in a
market. I returned and asked the girl
why she was charging 9d. in her store.
She said that if she did not do so, there
would be & fine by the Onion Board. That
is something that the storekeeper told the
girl behind the counter, and it was not
true. There is no mention in the '"C”
series index concerning vegetables, Yet
every housewife knows that vegetables
constitute one of the most important items
of diet. It is essential to have fresh fruit
and vegetables.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: It is the
hardest way in the world to make a living
—to produce fruit and vegetables. Men
and women doing so work Saturdays and
Sundays, and very long hours and—

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT; Order! I
would ask Sir Charles Latham to allow the
hon. member to continue her speech with-
out interruption.

Hon. R. ¥. HUTCHISON: If 1 might
interject: Mr. Jones defeated his own argu-
ment. He admitted that there was dis-
honesty in trading; yet he will probably
refuse to vote for a means of conirolling
it. His whole argument was meant to
oppose price control, yet his reasoning was
s0 weak that he destroyved his argument.

Hon. A. R. Jones: I was speaking about
the butchering trade only. The hon. mem-
ber would admit that, if she would only
speak the truth for once.

Hon. R. . HUTCHISON: Why should
we separate butchering from the groc-
ery trade or any other trade? I am speak-
ing ahout the overall cost of living. We all
know what a disgraceful racket the meat
trade is. We know that it does not matter
what restrictions are put on the retail
trade, those concerned can break through
the ceiling price at the Midland Junction
saleyards and get away with anything—
almost with murder! I know something
about it.

I am not saying that I think the
State can do everything we would wish
with regard to prices. Bui when we see
a Liberal Government in South Australia
and the Governments of New South Wales,
Queensland and Tasmania all admitting
that price control is desirable, one cannot
help asking why in the name of heaven we
have to be always so different. Four States
are in favour of price control and refuse
to remove it. Yet Western Australia, which
has the highest living cost of any State in
Australia—

Hon. H. Hearn: And the highest basic
wage.

Hon. R. P. HUTCHISON: It is absolutely
a racket in Western Australia.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: What about Eng-
land, Canada, West Germany and America?

{COUNCIL.]

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: Australia is
far enough for me to travel.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I think it is,
judging hy your arguments.

Hon. R. P, HUTCHISON: Thase coun-
tries cannot be much worse off than we
are in Australia, The other day I went
to a chemist’s shop for a bottle of medi-
cine—quite a simple mixture, which some
mothers use—and I was charged an extra
6d. above the ordinary price. If anybody
can tell me that there is any justice or
fairness in that, I would like to hear him.

Hon. L. C. Diver: Do you propose to
control that, too?

Hon. A. R, Jones: What about Russia?

Hon. R. P. HUTCHISON: We have heard
the same old argument. I have heard
members use it every time they have risen
to speak. The argument is that rising
wages cause prices to rise. Onece more I
want to point out very plainly—and mem-
bers know that this is f{rue—that wages
were pegged, and yet prices have soared
till we have the highest cost of llving in
Australia. That shows that there is no
analogy between the fixing of wages and
the rising of prices. Yet we are told that
the increased price of an article is due to
a rise in the basic wage. We have seen
what has happened. Surely we are not
expected to be convinced against our own
knowledge of what has really happened!

We have heard about the struggle that
farmers have had. I have been observing
some of the wills that have been left by
farmers lately, and I want to stress the
point that I have made before: that a
farmer can work whatever hours he pleases,
and he has some security; but the worker
who is earning a weekly wage has nothing
to rely upon but his own strength, and if
that fails he is bankrupt.

Hon. N, E. Baxter: Where were you in
1930 and 1431 and 19327

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: That is the
crucial point: The farmer is never in
danger of being hungry.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Say that again!

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: If he is, he
should not be on a farm. If I were on
a farm I would never be hungry. The
farmer’s family is secure against that kind
of want. But a man who relies upon work-
ing for industry goes hungry if he is ou}
of work for a month.

Hon. L. C. Diver: The farmers have
made lots of sacrifices.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: 1 know all
about the sacrifices that have been made
on the land. Everybody makes sacrifices
under the economic system we have to-
day. That is what I object to. It is g
rotten system.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Why don't
you leave {t?
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Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: That does not
rest with me. I would be glad to leave it
if I eould. That has nothing to do with
this argument. Why do not members op-
posite be constructive and tell us what
to do about the situation? A)l that has
been suggested is that the workers’ wages
should be cut down by 30s. a week. What
a beautiful suggestion that was! A man
should be ashamed t{o say such a thing.

An article appeared in the “The West
Australian,” of which I took particular
notice and in which it was said that this
Bill would he defeated in this Chamber.
It makes one wonder, when one tries to
put up a case for a Bill in this House and
listens to the debate, what the public
would think about the matter if they only
knew what occurs here. It is not a ques-
tion today of too few goods and too much
money. Here is a weakness in our eco-
nomic system concerning which nobody
has any suggestion to offer whereby it
may be bettered. We have shops full of
goods, but profits are rising, and there is
a great greed for excess profits. If I were
Mr. Hearn, I would not laugh about that.

Hon. H. Hearn: I am laughing at it
because it is such utter rot.

Hon, R. F. HUTCHISON: It is the greed
for excess profits and the exploitation of
ordinary people that make price control
an absglute necessity if we are going to
have any stability at all.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I wish the
hon. member was running a business.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: We had more
stability when the Chifley Government
was in power. The people deserted that
Government, and we have never had
stability since.

Hon. L. C. Diver:
story.

- The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:; Onder! I
would ask members to allow the hon.
member {o continue.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I know mem-
bers do not want to listen to my argu-
ments, but I am being henest, and I con-
sider it is a diserace to a country with
the assets which Australia has, that we
have to stand here and talk about price
control. 1 have been around to shops and
have seen the prices of fracks. Apart from
those that are sold for 18s 11d. and which
I would not wear—I can, at any rate af-
ford to do otherwise now—the prices are
fixed when they go into the shops. The
prices of boots of a certain brand are fixed,
and so are those of electrical appliances.
In England complaints have been made
about that, and it has been said that
something must be done. Yet here we
have members agreeing with such an eco-
nomic system!

If they went out and saw a family that
was very hard up, it would please them
to unhend and be a little magnanimous
and patronising towards that family. But

Tell us the whole
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I consider that the dignity of the human
being should mean more than anything
else, and prices are wrapped up with that
dignity. A man should be able to buy
what he needs to keep his family in com-
fort. It is the bounden duty of a country
to see that the people who earn its wealth
have sufficient of it to maintain them-
selves at a good standard of living.

Hon. A. R, Jones: According to you, the
boss should not.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I am not talk-
ing about the boss. I do not want smoke-
screens of that kind, I am talking about
the capitalistic system—a system of boom
and bust.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do you want com-
munism instead?

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: No.
Hon. N. E. Baxter: It sounds like it.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I want social-
ism as I know it, which involves a fair
living and a fair wage for everybody, and
the sharing by the masses of the wealth
which they produce, instead of stores be-
ing able to turn over millions of pounds.
I read that in England there is another
millionaire. What on earth does a coun-
try want another millionaire for? If
£1,000,000 could be put into the hands of
ordinary pecople and their standards thus
raised, it would be much better. That is
what should be done.

Hon, N. E. Baxter: ‘That millionaire
supports a great number of workers.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: We hear a lot
about the hard work of the farmers, but
it is the worker who is grudged a place in
the sun, It is aiways he who has to go
short of anything. It is never suggested
that a firm earning £10,000,000 should
part with £2,000,000 of it and pass it down
through the economic channels of govern-
ment te pensioners, sick people, and so
on. It is not sugeested that it is wrong
for a firm to earn £10,000,000 while the
basic-wage earner cannot obtain an eco-
nomic wage on which to keep himself and
his wife and family in comfort.

I consider I have made out a case for
price control, which is the only answer to
this problem. I do not think State price
control is by any means the perfect
answer; but at least it could do something
to stop the rot which is setting in here,
and ensure that people would have enough
food and clothing to lead a dignified life.
This countiry should have a standard of
living to offer to the working man which
would take pride of place over that of
every other country, because we have
everything.

Hon. A. R. Jones: Does it not?

Hon. R. P. HUTCHISON: No; it does
not. At present. the standard of the ordi-
nary working family is grim. It is a
misery to them if they get sick. We had



1478

a health Scheme under the Chifley Gov-
ernment; but as soon as Menzies fook
over, he pauperised the people again
through the public hospitals. Mr. Chif-
ley lifted the scheme of pauperisation of
the out-patients of public hospitals, but
the first act of the Liberal Government
was to put it back again. When it
brought jn the means test as a means of
entry to the Royal Perth Hospital, it
butchered the health scheme.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I point out
that the hon. member is speaking to the
second reading of the Prices Control
Bill.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: What I am
saying comes under the Bill, because medi-
cine is very expensive to buy. If a person
is ill and goes to a doctor, he does not
pay 4s. or Ds. but £2 or £3.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: He does not.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I had to go
to the chemist for my grandson, and it
cost me £2 13s. &d.

Hon. H. Hearn: It does not come under
price fixing.

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: Above all, it
should be price-fixed.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Does this Bill pro-
pose to price-fix chemists?

Hon. R. F. HUTCHISON: I think our
standard of living has been raised. We
are in a fast-living era, and we have
amenities that our mothers and grand-
mothers did not have. They are neces-
sary to health under the circumstances in
which we live. Because of the nervous
strain of the machine age, workers need
shorter hours and better food. The health
of many people hreaks down because they
cannot get these amenities.

When the ordinary worker has to go
without something, he goes without the
ordinary necessities of life; he does not
go without an extra holiday, or something
like that. He cuts down on fruit or buys
cheaper cuts of meat. Price fixing would
at least stop some of the exploitation
that is occurring in the suburbs. I do
not say that the small retailer is getting
it, but the bigger man. We should all be
out to stop this exploitation, and to pre-
vent this business of monopolising every-
thing and fixing prices at the source.
Price fixing would give the department the
right to do that,

While the present position continues, we
go back to the laissez faire attitude of
England that had to be alfered because
of the imposition on the people. The
working man, the pensioner and others
on fixed incomes are really suffering. Their
money has dwindled. We have been told
to put something aside for our old age.
When 1 was a child, the advice to save
for old age was almost a catechism. What

[COUNCIL.]

are those people who saved getting now?
The superannuation and other little things
that they thought would meke them com-
fortable are worth but little. This posi-
tion has come about because of the greed
for excess profits. Members can read the
papers and economic reviews and they will
find one thing—agrab and greed.

Price fixing is a No. 1 priority, It is
necessary if we want justice to be done
to those in the low income groups. I pity
the poor people who are trying to live on
a pension. The civillan widow is one of
the sufferers. Last week it cost thousands
of pounds to entertain a vast concourse
of people at Kwinana, because there is
big money in oil. Yet we have civilian
widows calling at charitable institutions,
seeking help, If prices were fixed and living
stahbilised, these people would have suff-
cient to live on. A person is frightened
to go into a shop. If he goes in and spends
£2, he can carry in his hands practically
everything he purchases.

I hope that legislation in this House will
not be prejudged through the newspapers,
hecause someone must have said it would
be defeated here. When I read that in
the paper, I thcught how slowly we ad-
vance in the things that really matter.
I comnmend the Bill to the House.

[The President resumed the Chair.]

HON, A. F. GRIFFITH (Suburban)
[9.7}: If anybody had any ides of sup-
porting the Bill or had any sym-
pathy towards it, I suggest it would
have immediately disappeared upon
hearing the speech of the hon. mem-
ber who has just saf down. 1 have

often heard in the House the expres-
sion “worker”, or “working man®”. I have
so far been unable to find anybody, even
when we were considering the Workers’
Compensation Bill, who could give me a
definition of a worker other than the
monetary provision that is included in that
measure,

This puts me in mind of a Labour poli-
tician who was addressing a meeting one
day. When the meeting was over, a man
in the audience said that he wanted to
ask a question. Perhaps Mrs. Hutchison
can answer the question, This was his
question: “I started work when I was
15 years of age as an apprentice in a trade.
I served my apprenticeship and became
a master of my trade, T continued to work
for the same employer and, through the
years, I made progress in the firm and
became the foreman. I got on further
still, until now I am the managing director
of the firm. Can the speaker tell me when
I ceased to become a worker?’ Perhaps
Mrs. Hutchison can tell me.

Hon, R, F. Hutchison:
flaging the issue.

You are camou-
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Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: 1 sat here for
some minutes and listened to the tirade
of abuse by the hon. member—some-
thing to which we have become s0 ac-
custamed that we listen without interject-
ing. I think it would become her, on this
occasion, if she let me make my small
contribution without interruption.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: You asked me
to answer that question.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The hon. mem-
ber could not answer it. Price fixing is
a political philosophy subsecribed to by the
Labour Party, but not by the members of
the non-Lahour parties.

Hon. E. M, Davies: If is subscribed to by
the Liberal Government in South Australia.

Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: 1 have heard
Mr. Davies, on other matters, tell me that
what happens in South Australia has noth-
ing to do with what takes place in this
Parliament. I would say to Mr, Davies that
I have knowm him vote, with his party,
to injure the worker on other matters,

Hon. E. M, Davies: Tell us what they
are.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH:
President will not let me,

Hon. F, R. H, Lavery: You are a good
propagandist for your party. Why do you
not speak to the Prices Bill and leave the
Labour Party out?

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Why does not
the hon. member speak when his time
comes?

Hon. F. R, H, Lavery: I thought we were
discussing the prices Bill, not the Labour
Party.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Mr. Lavery will
have an opportunity toe speak when his
time comes; and if he has anything to
say in criticism of me, I can take it. In
the meantime, I subscribe to the idea that
price fixing is a political philosophy and
it is part of the Labour Party platform.

Hon, R, F. Hutchison: It is.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the hon.
member to address the Chair.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am doing my
best to address the Chair, but I am being
continually interrupted. It is true that
Liberal Governments in the past have in-
troduced price-fixing continuance Bills.
There have been reasons for their so do-
ing, and I have expressed them in this
House. We consider that when a country
is at war and supplies of materials are
short, there is a necessity to have price
fixing, but we think that when supplies
of materials are not short, it is time to re-
move price fixing from the statute book
and let the law of supply and demand
reign.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: Yes, to rob the
people just as you like.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

1 cannot; the
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Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I do not think
the hon, member should make remarks of
that nature. If she is not going to keep
quiet, I shall take advantage of some of
the things she says. So, through you, Sir,
I ask that she let me continue with my
few remarks on the Bill. It is not the
time to reintroduce a price-fixing Bill when
supply is greater than demand.

The Chief Secretary: None of these
things were operating in 1952.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: None of what
things?

The Chief Secretary: Shortage of sup-
plies, wars, and all the rest that you are
speaking of.

Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: 1 say that some
of them were; and it was the policy of the
party to which I belong to relinquish price
control gradually, as supplies improved.
No one knows that better than the Chief
Secretary. But today we find a Bill with
63 clauses in it. In the original Bill there
were about 16 or 18 clauses.

The Chief Secretary: Yes; but how many
regulations?

Hon, A, F. GRIFFITH: A lot.

The Chief Secretary: There are none to
this Bill.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: That is so. All
the regulations and penal clauses are con-
tained in the Bill. Heavens above! Has
the Chief Secretary read the Bill?

The Chief Secretary: Yes.

Hon, A, F. GRIFFITH: Can he see some
of the things that will happen if a per-
son is convicted of a crime under this
measure? The only thing it does not say
is that the stocks shall be replaced in For-
rest Place; but it goes pretty near it

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: Were they ever
in Forrest Place?

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: A great deal has
been said about the profits made by Gen-
eral Motors Holdens, I think the figure of
£10,000,000 has heen mentioned.

Hon. R. FP. Hutchison: Which is just—

Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: Oh dear! I
went through General Motors Holdens
works when in Adelaide a few months ago.

Hon, G. Bennetts: I went through them,
[0}

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am glad the
hon. member did. Probably he will agree
with what I am about to say, if he took
the trouble to make the same inquiries
as I did. I talked to those who were
responsible for the laison between the
employing company and the staff. I

said to one particular man, “Do you
have any industrial trouble in these
works?” He said, “No.” I asked, "Are

your workers happy here?”, and he said,
"Yes, obviously, because we do not have
any jndustrial trouble” I went right
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through the assembly line and I saw a
magnificent example of private enterprise.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: That does not
excuse them for making so much profit.

Hon. A, P. GRIFFITH: In a country
like America, if a big company makes
£10,000,000 profit this year and next year
its profit slips to £7,500,000, do members
know what happens? The union’s repre-
sentative goes to the employing company
and says, “Is there anything wrong with
this company? The profit has slipped
£2,500,000. Is the employment of our men
safe?” That is their major concern.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: You do not know
anything about it.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Do I have to
put up with this all the time?

The PRESIDENT': The hon. member
interjects quite often.

Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: I do; but not all
the time.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: You are throw-
ing out a lot of baits so you must get
some bites.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: There are
plenty of big fish. However, that is the
position in a country like America. Union
representatives in that country are con-
cerned with the security of employment of
their men.

The Chief Secretary: Do you not think
we are?

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Of course!
And does not the Chief Secretary think
that we are too? Deces he think that his
party is the only one that is concerned for
the working men?

The Chief Secretary: Yes.

Hon. A. . GRIFFITH: 1 would like
to tell the Chief Secretary, categorically,
that its members are not the only people
concerned with the working men of this
country; but his party is the only one
that tries to make as much capital out of
it as possible. I am just as concerned with
the affairs and future of the working man
as is the Chief Secretary.

Hon. R. P. Hutchison: That is drama-
tising.

Hon. A. . GRIFFITH: I am just as con-
cerned about them as Mrs, Hutchison is.
Some of the actions taken by the hon.
member in this House lead me to believe
that she is not so concerned about their
future.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: What about
telling us something about prices?

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH; Wae also hear
that the basic wage in this State has heen
pegged, and much emphasis is laid upon
the word “pegged”. It is true that for a
period of time the basic wage did not
move.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison; ©Oh!
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Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It is true; and
even the hon. member knows that. It
did not move because the President of the
Arbitration Court did not make the ad-
justment. But at the end of the gquarter
before last, we received a 5s. 11d, adjust-
ment in Western Australia, and not long
ago there was a drop of 1s. What was the
reason for that? Can we rely upon the
President of the Arbitration Court, or do
we say that his assessment is not correet?

The Chief Secretary: That drop was
not by our President.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The Chief Sec-
retary is half asleep, and I cannot hear
him properly. The peoint is that the ad-
justment provided for a 1s. decrease.
Surely that is proof that for that particu-
lar quarter the “C"” series index, upon
which the basic wage is adjusted, showed
a drop.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Yes: it dropped.

Hon, A. P, GRIFFITH: Surely that is
proof that the prices for the items in the
“C* series index did not rise either!

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: But what—
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I know the posi-
tion that obtains in many parts of my
district. One has only to go to Victoria
Park on a Friday afternocon—any after-
noon for that matter, but a Friday in par-
ticular—or on a Saturday morning, and
cne can see people milling about making
purchases at the various provision stores.
I have talked to the people who own these
shops, and they have told me that they
fee! confident that the people do not want
price fixing; the shopkeepers themselves
certainly do not want it, because they give
the people a fair go. They know that they
can give the people cheaper prices than
they can get elsewhere. That is good for
industry because it creates competition.

The Chief Secretary: It is sometimes
cheap and nasty, too.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Of course, if any-
body wants to buy any article that is
cheap and nasty it is the fault of the per-
son concerned.

Hon. G. Bennetts: We do no{ get any-
thing like that in the country.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: That is good.
Mr. Bennetts always helps me out. I do
not think there is any necessity for me
to elaborate on the question. I do not
support the second reading of the Bill
because I do not think it will be for the
benefit of the community for me to do so.

When speaking about some other legis-
lation, the Chief Secretary said that the
cost of houses had recently come down by
as much as £200 or £300. I said to him,
“How will you reconcile that with price
fixing?” and he said, “We will come to
that on the Prices Bill.” Let us hope that
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he comes to it when he replies to the de-
bate, because he did not mention it when
introducing the Bill.

The Chief Secretary: Houses do not come
under price control.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: 1 know they do
not; but the commodities with which they
are built would come under price control
if this Bill were passed.

The Chief Secretary: If necessary.

Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Yes, if necessary;
and I feel sure that the Government would
find it necessary. I also asked, by way of
persistent interjection when Mr. Barker
was speaking—

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: I am quite willing.

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: —what method
he would use to fix prices. I asked the
Chief Secretary the same thing; but so
far I have not received a reply, We have
gone over this before, but let me repeat
it: An article that is manufactured at a
certain cost is presented to the price-fixing
commissioner, with [details showing the
cost of manufacture, and he places a brice
upoen it—in other words, upon the cost of
manufacture. If the cost increases, the
manufacturer simply goes back to the
price-fixing commissioner and gets a fur-
ther increase on the price of the article.
That is the basis upon which prices are
fixed, and it cannot correctly be called
price control. A maximum price for the
article is fixed because the price-fixing
-commissioner has nothing else to go upon.
So how can a system of that nature be
successful? It has been proved, in
countries all over the world, that price
fixing never gets a community anywhere.
1 do not think it would be in the best
interests of the people of this community
and therefore I oppose the Bill.

On motion by Hon. L. A. Logan, debate
adjourned.

BILL—CONSTITUTION ACTS
AMENDMENT ({(No. 2).

Second Reading.
Debafe resumed from the 13th October.

HON. C. H, SIMPSON (Midland) [5.25]:
In introducing this small Bill, the Chief
Secretary explained its provisions, but I
would remind members that it is a small
Bill with a big significance. He explained
that it contained only one principle, which
was, in eflect, to extend the right to vote
to -the spouse of a householder or free-
holder. He also rightfully said that its
introduction in this Chamber was consis-
tent with the request that has been voiced
here that this House should he entitled to
introduce any reforms that might be re-
quired in its own Constitution.

I notice that since the Bill was intro-
duced the Chief Secretary has found it
necessary to have an amendment placed
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on the notice paper, which obviously re-
lated to a measure recently passed, and
which made the section shown in the
original Bill inconsistent with the context,
The section which was crossed out was
really a definition of the term “house-
holder” and it explained that *“house-
holder of a dwelling-house” means a per-
son Hable for the payment of rent of a
dwelling-house and whose usual place of
abode is the dwelling-house. I do not
know whether the Leader of the House
wants to proceed with that in a different
form, or whether the proposed amendment
is to effect the changes to which I have
referred.

But while commending the Chief Secre-
tary for the reasons he gave when infro-
ducing the Bill in its present form, it is un-
fortunate that it does cut across the prim-
ary principle upon which the franchise of
the Legislative Council was founded—that
is, the property qualification upon which
the entitlement to enrolment is based. Ad-
mittedly this is only a slight deviation
from the principle, but it does cut across
it, and it could pave the way for fresh
demands and possibly fresh concessions;
and, finally, the franchise might become
similar, to all intents and purposes, to
that of an associate Chamber.

That would do away with the inten-
tion of the founders of our Constitution
who provided, as far as possible, that this
House should have a franchise different
from a sister Chamber, with different
dates of election, with the idea of get-
ting different opinions on legislation in-
troduced, and avoiding what has taken
place in other States and in the Pederal
sphere—asking the same body of electors,
at the same time, to give an expression
of opinion on exactly the same issues. The
abvious result is the same in both cases.

The Chief Secretary: You get that now.

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: We do where that
0CCUurs.

The Chief Secretary: No; I mean here.

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: Na; we do not.
I think we have adhered fairly closely to
what the framers of the Constitution had
in mind in making this a2 House of Review.

The Chief Secretary: Say that again!

Hon. C. H. SIMPSQON: That is a prin-
ciple which we do not care to surrender.
I think it would a sorry day for West-
ern Australia if this House became a
rubber stamp, as is unforfunately the case
in some Constitutions as they have de-
veloped in the Federal sphere and in the
Eastern States.

The Chief Secretary: You are not seri-
ous Iin saying that?

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: I am. I am of
the opinion that our Constitution is far
better than that of all the other States
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or the Commonwealth. Far from our re-
viewing our own Constitution, I think
others might, with advantage, copy it.

The Chief Secretary: I am querying the
question of review or rubber stamp.

Hon, C, H. SIMPSON: I think that is
substantially true,

it The Chief Secretary: I have not seen

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON: 1 think the
Leader of the House has been a member
of this Chamber for long enough to realise
that from time to time this Chamber has
been used as a House of Review. If has
been no respecter of government; be-
cause legislation coming here, from what-
ever government has been in power, has
been amended to suit the views of mem-
bers of this House, based on its interpreta-
tion of the public reaction to certain Bills.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: The popular re-
action is that this House would be better
out of existence.

Hon. C. H, SIMPSON: When the Con-
stitution was first framed in 1899, the pro-
perty qualification was £100 equitable estate
or & householder qualification of the pay-
ment of a rental equal to £25 per annum.
In 1911 the qualification was brought down
from £100 fo £50 for equitable estate and
from £25 a year rental to £17 sterling for
the householder’s qualification. If we take
into account the diminishing value of
money since that time, it must be admitted
that the qualification has become very
small indeed and is well within the grasp
of anyone who desites to have 8 vote for
the Upper House, whether that person be
a husband or wife or the husband and
wife, or, in effect, anyone who cares to
qualify under these two headings.

But I think one of the principal objec-
tions to the proposed amendment now be-
fore us is that it is only a comparatively
short period between now and election
time. If the Bill as presented to us were
carried, it would mean a tremendous num-
ber of enrolments throughout the State,
which would impose a tremendous task on
the various organisations and the State
Electoral Office, and I d¢o not think the
work could be completed in time for the
elections.

The main objection we have to the Bill
is the breaking down of the primary quali-
fication of being either the owner of
property valued at £50 or having a rental
interest in a house equal to £17 per annum.

The Chief Secretary: Has not a wife got
an interest in the house just the same as
a husband?

Hon. ¢. H. SIMPSON: I would say that
the gualifications are so liberal that they
are weil within the compass of anyone who
desires to obtain a vote. For that reason I
oppose the Bill

On motion by Hon. N. E. Baxter, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.33 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and ljead prayers.

ELECTORAL.
Swearing-in of Member,

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have received the re-
turn of a writ for the vacancy in the
electoral distriet of Bunbury caused by the
death of Mr. Frank Guthrie, showing that
George Frederick Roberts has been duly
elected. I am prepared to swear-in the
hon. member,

Mr. Roberts took and subseribed the
oath and stgned the roll.

QUESTIONS.

LOAN FUNDS AND REVENUE,
Ezpenditure at Bunbury and Albany.
Mr. HILL asked the Treasurer:

(1) Of the £3,000,000 which he states is
to be spent at Bunbury during the current
financial year, what amount is from—

(a} Loan funds;
(b) revenue?

(2) Will he give the corresponding
figures for Albany?



