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working. T ask the Minister to give serious
attention to this matter. 1 do not want to
have to approach the Government with
pleas for a couple more jetties becanse main-
tenance has been neglected. Timber has
been available but money is required for
labour to repair the Point Samson jetty. This
work has heen delayed for six or eight
months to my knowledge. This poliey is
fatal to the security of the jetties, and re-
quires more than passing attention.

Vote put and passed.

Votes—Town Planning, £1,750; Unem-
ployment Relief and State Labour Bureau,
£17 600—agreed to.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.54 p.n.

Tegislative Council.

Wednesday, 22nd October, 1911,
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The PRESIDENT tock the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers.

BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 3).

Introduced by Hen. J.
read a first time.

A, Dimmitt and

MOTION—GERALDTON-MOONYOQO-
NOOKA BUS SERVICE.

HON. E, H. H. HALL (Central) [4.33]:
I move—

That this ¥ouse disapproves of the action
of the State Transport Board in granting a
monopely to D. J. MeVea, of Geraldton, to
conduct  omnibus services between Geraldton
and the R.AAP. training camp at Moonyoo-
nookn, withont first calling tenders for such
services, andl is of the opinion that such licenses
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should bhe waived and that tenders should be
called for same as provided for in Section 10
of the State Transport Co-ordination Aect.

Preparatory to presenting my case, I wish
te quote from the State Transport Co-
ordination Act whick governs the State
Transport Board. That Act sets out in
Part 11, Division 2, the powers and duties of
the board, and states that, subject to the
Act, the board may of its own volition, or
under the direetion of the Minister shall, give
impartial and cquitable treatment of all econ-
flieting interests before granting any new
license and call tenders and invite premiums
in any case where, owing to the importance
of the route or area in which the applicant
proposes to operate, it considers that the
members of the public would be bhest served
by calling tenders. Seetion 14 provides that
the hoard has power to issue licenses for an
omnibus at the rate of not excceding six per
cent. on the gross earnings of the vehicle.

I propose, with the assistance of the files
which T have before me, to prove that the
hoard did none of these things. It did not,
as I stated in my motion calling for the
papers, invite tenders for the service io the
aerodrome. It did not avail itself of the
section, and require the man to whom it
granted the sole right to pay any charge
other than the ordinary license fee.

When one rises in Parlinment and makes
a statement to which the Minister replies in
the definite terms the Chief Secretary
adopted in virtuallv contradieting it, onc
feels entitled to enter upon a defence. If
vou will permit me, Mr, President. I would
like to deal with the staterent made by the
Chief Secretary on this matter. He said
that the Transport Board adopied the view
that it would not have heen fair to allow
anyone clge the right to eonduct a has ser-
vice over the route, unless the party con-
cerned was prepared to accept the respon-
ribility of providing the serviee to the beach
as Mr, McVea had previously done. Having
devoted some considerable time to searching
these files, I find they do not sapport the
Chief Seeretary in that assertion. There
is nothing in them about Mr. MeVea pro-
viding o service to the beach prior to reeeiv-
ing this license.

Further, the Chief Secretary ridiculed the
statement made to me by Ar. Waldeck, of
Mullewa, that the ¢hairman of the board had
told him he would have to vefer the matter
{o Melhourne. I also found that statement
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hard to believe, but I auoted the letter that
Mr. Waldeek sent to me, and strange to say,
I have eonfirmation of that in a further com-
munication. It is entively unsolicited and is
not from Mullewa, but from Geraldton under
date the 5th Oetober, and addressed to me.

The letter reads—

I have read with great interest the debate
whieh has been held in Parliament with regard
to the bus service to the R.ALAF, station at
Moonyooncoka and would like to add a few
remarks myself. I aleo am very dissatisfied
with the treatment handed out to me by the
chairman of the Transport Board, and also
verify the statments made by Mr. 1. F. Wal-
deek.

On the 18th Mareh, 1941, I was in Perth to
purchase a seven-seater Vauxhall ear and had
an appointment made for me by the Hon. the
Premier, Mr. Willeock, with Mr. Millen, and
after discussing various matters, mention was
made of an omnibus license. Mr, Millen then
handed me two omnibus application forms, tell-
ing me to fill one in and forward it to Perth,
He then made these remarks, ‘‘Now I ecannot
promise you that the omnibus license will be
granted to you, as all that sort of thing has to
be forwarded to Melbourne, hut I will send
a covering letter with a strong recommenda-
tion.”” Now, Mr. Hall, if the chairman likes
to deny this, I am prepared to come to Perth
and repeat this statement under oath, and at
MY OWn CXPense.

That letter was written by a one-legged re-
turned soldier who operates on the taxi rank
at Geraldton—L. A, Pomeroy. It is remark-
able that there should be an entirely un-
solicited confivmation of my statement which
the Chief Secvetary characterised as ridicu-
lous and from which he said it appeared that
I had been misled by Mr. Waldeck, Another
statement by the Chief Scerctary was

I have explained the situation and it secma
to me that the position will he met properly
by Mr. 1lall making the necessary ingniries at
the office of the Transpert Board, seeing the
papers for himself and if necessary, securing a
personal explanation from the chairman of the
board. If that course had been adopted, there
would be no nceessity for the motion——

This is the part to which I take exception—

nor for some of the wild statements made by
the hon. member in support of it.

The only statement I made was that a pre-
sent had been made of this Moonyoonooka
service to Mr. McVea. It is Qifficult to place
the relevant matters before the House be-
cause there are three separate files. Siill, I
defy any impartial person to deny my state-
ment, namely, that the right to conduet this
bus service was made a present to Mr.
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McVea. There was no need for the Minister
to make that remark; 1 ecertainly tried to
deal with the matter ¢uite calmly.

The first file T will deal with is that of
Mr. H. D, Waldeck, of Mullewa, On the
16th January, one day after the granting of
the license to Mr, MeVea, a duly ecompleted
signed and dated form was lodged by Mr.
Waldeck applying for a license to operate a
bus, and on the back appears particulars of
the fares he proposed to charge. For men of
the R.A.A.F. the fare was to be 1s. return,
or 6d. for the single journey. On the 2%th
January, T forwarded a letter to the chair-
man of the board in which 1 said

Please sce enclesed. I know nothing of thia
matter

That was the letter from Mr. Waldeck

and feel sure every applicant will receive
a faiv deal, Mr, Waldeck is well known to me
and is a very relinble driver and in every way
worthy of being considered equally with any
other applieant which, as stated, I am aure he
will be.

The board replied to me on the 5th Febru-
ary as follows:—

T acknowledge receipt of your letter of the
20th ult. enclosing copy of a communication
which you have received from Mr, H. F. Wal-
deek, of Mullewn, regarding his application for
it license to operate an omnibus service to the
Geraldton aerodrome.

The position is that applications for licenses
had been received from two applicants prior
ty the reecipt of Mr, Waldeck’s application.
Ouc of the applications received had been ap-
proved by the board bhefore any communica-
tion was reccived from Mr. Waldeck. The
beard docs not fee]l disposed at the present
time to grant an additional license.

I wounld like members to pay particular
attention to the statement in the letter that
applications for licenses had been received
from two parties. All I ean say is that the
files do not support that statement. Mr.
Waldeck can prove that on the 10th Jan-
uary he put through a tronk-line eall to
the Transport Board. True, his application
was not received until a day after the
board had approved the granting of a license
to Mr. MeVea, but Mr. Waldeck was in
touch with the board. - As a result of the
information he received, he, at s own
expense, journeyed to Perth. It is stated
that there were two applications before the
board. The file shows only one other than
that of Mr. Waldeck, and that was Mr.
MeVea's.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Have fenders been
called?
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Hon. E. H. H. HALL: Xo.

Hon. J. d. Holmes: Is not the board com-
pelled to call tenders?

Hon. E. H. H. HALL: No, unless the
Minister so direets. Members will recall
that four-fifths of the Chief Seeretary’s re-
ply related to a bus service to Bluff Point
or the beach, I stated in my reply that that
bad nothing to do with the service to ihe
R.A A.F. station, and neither it has, as the
filtes reveal.

On Mr. McVea's file is a typed statement
signed by David MeVea and witnessed by
one W. Robinson who, I understand, is
chief inspector of the board, and bearing the
date the 10th May, 1938. I am dealing with
the Chief Secretary’s statement that MceVea
was granted the license because he offered
to provide the service. Just a month before
the date of MeVea's statement, C. J. Allen,
a well-known and reputable citizen of Ger-
aldton, wrote to the Tramsport Board. I
will deal with that letter in due course.
David McVea's statement begins—

T am a taxi-driver and I own and drive
Oldsmobile sedan ear No, GNI82. I have
operated my taxi in Geraldton for the past 10
years.

McVea is now applylng for a bus service
within the townsite of Geraldton. There is
no possible doubt about it at all, as the
application is signed by him and witnessed
by W. Robinson. Mr. Robinson’s veport,
dated the 15th June, 1938, is as follows:—

Plense see application attached from McVea,

re bus route at Geraldton. I am of the opinien
that this bus service would be of bencfit to the
public and also to school children.
There is nothing in that report about the
gervice to the aerodrome; it has reference
only to the Bluff Point beach service. The
following is the vecord on the file about the
Geraldton-Moonyoonooka service, which is
the service to the R.A.AF. station, but first
I shall read a wire from MeVes to the
hoard, dated the 3rd December, 1940—

Am desirous running modern bus service
Geraldton cireuit and Moonyoonooka, Letter
following with full particulare.

On the same day, MeVea wrote to the
board as follows:——

Some time age I wrote your board with re-
ference to conducting a bus service in and
around Geraldton and the Vietoria distriet,
My intention at the time was to operate a
modern and up-to-date bus service and run to
a schedule; my plans, however, were upset
owing to the unsettled world situation, and the
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time was not right for conducting such a ser-
vice. I am now of the opinion that a bus ser-
vice run on proper lines and to a schedule,
should prove suceessful in Geraldton provided
the encumbrances are not too heavy.

I hereby wish to make application to your
beard for the right to conduet a DLus service
in the Geraldton ecircuit and Moonyoonooka.
I am prepared at a later date to supply you
with a schedule which will eeit the require-
ments of Ceraldton and the R.A.A.F. station
which is to be erected at Moonyoonooka, seven
miles from Geraldten.

The secretary of the board wrate to MeVea
in reply on the 0th Deccmber, 1940, as
follows :—

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of the
3rd instant, regarding your proposal to operate
an omnibus gervice in the Geraldton district. I
would bhe pleased if you would set out full de-
tails on onc of the attached forms., You should
give an exact deseription of the route or routes
to be followed, the fares (including sectional
fares, return fares, concession fares, ete.}, also
particulars of the proposed timetable,

As stated by the Chief Secrctary, references
were obtained from the Mayor of Geraldton
and from other well-known people. Waldeck
referred to the President of the Senate, Hon.
James Cunningham, the Hon. T. Moore, and
myself. In the following further letter from
MeVea to the board, dated the 17th Decem-
ber, 1940, he states—

At the moment I u#m unable to submit the
pink form (application for an omnibua license)
because the wlole acheme is dependent on the
peak periods fromn the proposed new Air Train-
ing sitn, therefore you will appreciate that it
i3 impossible for me as yet to draw up a definite
timetable and scale of charges,

The board replied on the 2nd January, as
follows :—

T refor to your letter dated the 17th ultime,
in which you enclosed certain particulars re-
garding omnibus facilities proposed to be oper-
ated by you in the Geraldton district, Before
this matter can be dealt with by the board, it
will be necessary for you to submit a proper
applieation for license in respect of each vebicle
you intend to operate. If the details of the
vehieles are not available at present, you eould
leave that particular information to be sup-
plied later, but the board must have sehedules
showing the proposed timetable and farves, in-
eluding sectional fares, return fares, children’s
fares, ete.

On the 8th January McVes telegraphed the
hoard as follows:—

My reply to yours of Januvary seecond, will
arrive morning of Friday tenth.
MeVea's first application is dated the T7th
January. In it he said, “For schedules,
please see attached.” By the way, I do not
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like mentioning this, but it may be most im-
portant. The application form is dated the
7th January, but at the bottom is the board’s
official stamp, “Approved, December 15th,
1940.” Therefore, an application was made
to the board on the 7th January, 1941,
whereas, according to the official stamp of
the board, it was approved on the 15th De-
cember, 1940. Evidently a mistake was
made; the date should be the 15th January,
1941. That is an indication of the way in
which this matter has been dealt with. In
the schedules attached to his application,
MoVea states his price as 1s. each way. In
Waldeek’s application, made the following
day, he quoted 6d. each way, but I shall
deal with that later. These were the fares to
be charged to airmen only. In his covering
letter, dated the 7th January, McVes states—

You will note that I have included six Ger-
aldton eirenit trips; this I would like to try

out for, say, six weeks to aseertain if the
business warrants continuing.

It was a rather elastic sort of arrangement.
MecVen was granted a valuable coneession on
the understanding that he would make cer-
tain trips. On the 7th January he wrote the
hoard informing it that he would try the
scheme out for six weeks in order to ascer-
tain whether it would be worth continning.
On the 14th Janvary, getting anxions and
evidently knowing something about the
board’s methods, he wired the seeretary as
follows :—

Would you kindly advise your board’s de-
cision Friday’s meeting re bus license.

On the 15th Janunary he received the follow-
ing reply:—

Agreeable issue omnibue license aubject ap-
proval vehicle,

That telegram was confirmed by letter of
the same date, as follows:—

Further to my telegram of even date, I have
to advise that my board has approved of your
application for an omnibus license to the 30th
June next to operate an omnibus serviee be-
tween Geraldton and the new aerodrome, etc.
This approval is subject to full details of the
vehicle proposed to be used being submitted to
and approved by this board.

The timetable and fares which you have set
out have been approved, with the excoption
that in accordance with Regulation No. 28 of
the Transport Regulations, 1934, any echild
under the age of five years and who doe¢s not
oceupy a seat to the exclusion of a paying
passenger must be carried free of charge.
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Nothing further happened until the 7th
March when the board wrote to McVea as
follows:—

Regarding the new Ford V8 omnibus for
which you have applied for a license to opcrate
in the Geraldton distriet, will you please for-
ward the current Traffic Act licenses for in-
spection at your earliest eonvenience,

On the 24th March, McVea replied as fol-
lows :—
Attached you will find the current trafic

liecense for my Mercury Ford V8 bue for your
ingpection as requested.

On the 16th April McVea made another
application for a license, whichk was
approved by the board on the 19th April,
the fares to be the same as those already
stated, 9d. each way. I made a mistake when
quoting the fare before. I said 1s, but it
should be 9d.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Waldeck’s tender was
Gd. each way,

Hon. E. H. H. HALL: Yes.

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt: These are airmen’s
fares?

Hon. E, H. H. HALL: Yes. I am deal-
ing only with airmen’s fares. I am glad
that I have bheen able to correct the mis-
guotation, The ordinary fare tfo the
aerodrome was 1s. each way, but for the
R.AA.F, it was 9d. each way. Those fares
are quoted in the application of the T7th
Janvary. Here is a written statement from
David McVea of Geraldton. It reads as
follows :—

I am at present the owner of a Ford V8 bus
No. GN 888, licensed by the W.A.T.B,, Gerald-
ton to aerodrome. Seating capacity 28 seater.
I find now that the one bus is not large enough
to cope with the passengers at peak periods.
There are at least 700 men stationed at Gerald-
ton RAAF. I wish to make an application
for a licensec for a second bus to be used on
this run mostly at peak periods, and alsp 2
second bus is required in case any breakdown
should oceur with the V8 bus. Also I wish to
make o complaint against Mr. Pomeroy, owner
of two taxis at Geraldton. This person is al-
ways running passengers at separate fares to
the aerodrome. His usual practice is to leave
just before the bus is due to leave. I am
of the opinion that Pomeroy is securing his
extra petrol from Ron. Marsh (his brother-in-
law) both in partnership in a bowser. Marsh
is the local carrier and also a sub-contracter

for pergsons who have econtracts with the
R.AAF.

That is signed David MeVea and witnessed
by W. Robinson. The complaint is against
n one-legzed returned soldier who is carning
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a living by rupning a taxi service. On the
23rd April the secvetary of the Transport
Board wrote to Mr. McVea—

My board has approved of your application

for a separate omnibus to be operated in the
Geraldton district.

A license fee will be issued to the 30th June
next upon receipt of—

{n) the current Traffic Aet licenses for
the vehicle; and

(b) the fee of £1.
There was an application dated the 27th
June whieh was received on the 2nd July
and approved on the 23rd July. That was
bis third application and the fares were 6d.
each way. On the 30th June McVea wrote
to the board that owing to petrol restrictions
and other causes he found that now that
both buses were required at the air force
station at peak periods, especially between
the hours of 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. their stand-
down’ times elashed with the town time
table, and asked the board’s permission tem.
porarily to cancel the town runs except the
2.30 p.n. service via a ronte speeified in the
letter. On the 2nd July the secretary of the
board wrote—

I refer to your letter of the 25th ulto. in
which you state that the Trafic Act license
for your Dodge Graham ommibus has not been
returned to you.

I cannot discover any letter dated the 25th
but there is the one dated the 30th to which
I have just referred. The sceretary’s letter
continues—

According to the records at this office that

license was returned to you at the same time
as the Transport Board license was issued.

In a footmote the secretary stated—

When I was in Geraldton recently you stafed
that you desired to apply for a special license
for additional fuel to enable you to continue
operating. As portion of the tickets (20 gal-
lons) have already been issued to you, I would
e pleased if you wounld submit the application
on one of the attached forms without delay.

On the 14th July another application for
an omnibus license was submited by M.
MeVea. It was received on the 2lst July
and approved on the 23rd July. The fares
were to be the same, 6d. each way. On the
23rd July the secretary of the board wrote
as follows:—

My board has approved of your applications
for two omnibuses to be operated on the routes
et out by you. Will you please forward—

(a) The current Traffic Aet licenses for
your vehicles for inspection (inelud-
ing passenger vehicle licenszes) ; and
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(b) License fees amounting to £4 (£2 each
vehicle),

That was an application for those two
buses to operate to the period ending the
30th June, 1942. So that the board at that
late period granted MecVea another year's
license for two omnibuses. On the 25th
July he submitted an application for an-
other bus. The application was received on
the 29th. There was a bit of slickness about
this office hecause this applieation which
was dated the 25th July and received on the
20th July was approved on the 30th July.
That was for the third omnibus! I do not
expect members (o0 remember the dates I
have given, but if they could it would help
them to realise that there is something more
in this matter than meets the eye.

I desire to stress the point that I have
the highest regard for the three members
of the Transport Board. I do not believe
any one of them would be guilty of doing
anything that was not strietly honourable,
I mean tha{! What I do think is that the
board, whose chairmnan has also been ap-
pointed ehairman of the Liquid Fuel Control
Board, has relied on some of its officers per-
haps more than it would do in normal times,
and econsequently the consideration has not
been given to this matter that otherwise
would have been devoted to it. The other
two members of the board are only part-
time members, '

The whole facts lead me to express an
opinion somewhat similar to others that have
been voiced to the effect that boards are not
altogether as satisfactory as they might be.
I am not retracting what I have satd abont
the members of the Transport Board not
doing anything except what was strictly
honourable, but it is possible for us all to
make mistakes—many of them—and I think
that in this instance a mistake has been
made, caused largely by the chairman hav-
ing the diffieult task of filling the dual posi-
tions of chairman of the Transport Board
and chairman of the Liquid Fuel Control
Board.

Returning to the subjeet wmatter of the
motion, here is a letter from Mr. Allen
dated the 12th April, 1938, which is headed
“Re Proposed Bus Bervice for Bluff Point,
Wonthella and East Geraldton and Uta-
carra Residents.” If the Chief Secretary
had mentioned Wonthella, or more parti-
cularly Utacarra, which is on the way to
the aerodrome, he wonld have cited a better
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case than Bluff Point. This is the first
application on the file. The writer says that
he has the finance and intends to form a
company and go into the matter.

There is one fact upon which the Chief
Secretary and I agree, namely, that after
the Transport Board had called tenders and
spent about £8 upon advertising in the
“West Australian,” the “Sunday Times”
and the Geraldton paper, no tenders were
received, but, as I said before, that had
nothing to do with the aerodrome service,
nothing at all. Here is a statement written
by Mr. Robinson, but that had nothing to
do with the matier. Here are the tenders
all set out showing the streets that the buses
were to traverse., The most elaborate condi-
tions were set out for a service for which
no one tendered; but for a bighly payeble
service, which should have been known to
the board because it had its officer there, no
tender was called.

The Chief Secretary: Do you say that it
was a highly payable service when the con-
tract was given?

Hon. E. H. H. HALL: Everybody con-
cerned knew—it was common knowledge in
Geraldton—what the strength of that camp
would he, and when they fell over themselves
putting in prices and making inquiries, they
knew it was going to be a highly profitable
undertaking. Mr. Waldeck is a poor man
who eonducts & school bus service. Why did
he spend £10 in travelling to Perth to inquire
about this matter¥ On the 28th April, 1939,
the board wrote to the Town Clerk of Ger-
aldton as follows:—

Re Proposed Omnibus Services in the Gerald-
ton District:

With reference to the advertisement calling
for applications for the conduct of two ommi-
bus services in your distriet, I have to advise
that the lasgt day for submitting applications
was Wednesday, 19th inst., but no applications
were received.

The board does not propose to take any fur-
ther action in the matter but where passenger
transport facilities are needed at any time for
the purpose of conveying passengers either to
the beach or Bluff Point, cte., the matter ean
be dealt with by the issue of permits from your
office on behalf of this board.

There was a man named Baskerville who
submitied an application, but he withdrew
because, as stated by the Chief Secretary, he
thought the other man had a much better
conveyance. Again, however, I reiterate
that that had nothing to do with the aero-

1365

drome service. Mr. Curlewis wrote on the
5th April, 1940, as follows:—

I would be glad if you could advise me upon
the terms and conditions which would apply
for the inauguration of a bus service at Ger-
aldton. The idea is to run the bus service
round the resideatial areas during week days
and to use the bus for execursions, ete., during
week-ends.

Would you be good encugh to give me in-
formation as to what restrictions, if any, would
apply and conditions of operation?

The board replied giving him the conditions.
On the 2%th OQectober, 1940, Mr. Baskerville
wrote to the board but later withdrew his
application. On the 3rd January, 1941, a
body known as the Geraldton Tourist Bur-
eau wrote to the board as follows: —
Applications have recently been lodged with
your department in connection with the estab-
lishment of bus services in Geraldton. These
will require due deliberation but in view of the
progress of the season and the urgent need for
transport in and around the town, particularly
in view of the early establishment of an Air
Foree training school here, my committee would
appreciate an early consideration of the appli-
eatiolis and your nadvices regarding a finality,

That was quite a courteous letter but it was
ignored. No reply was forwarded. Here is
a letter from another man operating a taxi
service who applied for another bus but his
applieation was promptly turned down. On
the 12th February, 1941, the secretary of the
Transport Board wrote to the seeretary of
the Liquid Fuel Control Board as follows:—

Re additional tax licensc—-Geraldton district.
I refer to your letter of the 7th instant relative
to an application submitted by one E. E.
Whitby of Marine-terrace, Geraldton, for a
motor spirit consumer’s license in respect of a
new taxi.

In view of the fact that an omnibus service
will be operating in the next few weeks to
cater for passenger traffic between Geraldton
and the new R.A.AF. aerodrome, the Trans-
port Board is of the opinion that the licensing
of an additional taxi in the Geraldton district
is not warranted,

Then another man named Perecy Burnett
wrote to the Transport Board on the 12th
February, which, it is true, was after the
fivst license had been granted. In the course
of his letter in which he applied for a license
to run a passenger bus between Geraldton
and the aerodrome, he said—

I understand there will be over 1,000 men at
the Flying School and they will require several
buses on the rum.

The board replied to that letter intimating
that it was noft prepared to grant another
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license for a bus at that juncture. Now I
come to 32 man who occupies a very im-
portant position. I do not suggest for one
moment that the Defence Depariment or the
military authorities should be allowed to dic-
tate to the Traosport Board, but still, I
think that the Officer Commanding the
R.A.A.F. station at Geraldton should have
been shown some consideration in his en-
deavonr to cater for the requirements of his
men. On the 1Gth March the Wing-Com-
mander in charge of the R.A.A.F, station at
Geraldton wrote to the Transport Board as
followg:—-

With reference to the omnjbus service be-
tween this station and Geraldtor, Mr, P, Bur-
nett, of 3 Francis-street, Geraldton, has made
inquiries at this headquarters relative to the
possibility of auwgmenting the present service
available for personnel during leave periods.

In view of the future rapid expansion of
the station, it is pointed out that as the present
licensee is fully taxed to fulfil an efficient ser-
viee, the question of licensing another omnibus
gshonld le considered without delay. It is conm-
sidered, in the interests of local enterprise, that
a competitive basis should be established when
granting an increased service.

A copy of this memo has been forwarded to
Mr. Burnett to substantinte his application for
a license.

On the 15th March Burnett again wrote to
the Transport Board commencing with the
statement——

T wish to renow my application for a trans-

port licens:: to operate a bus between Gerald-
ton and the Air Force station,

On the 21gt March the Transport Beard re-
plied to the Officer Commanding the
R.A.AF. station as follows:—

T acknowledge receipt of your letter of the
16th inst. urging early action towards the pro-
vision of additional transport facilities between
the town of Geraldton and the new R.AA.F,
station. It is the intention of the chairman of
the hoard to visit Geraldton very shorty to
inquire inte the matter of passenger transport,
and he will no doubt interview you in connee-
tion with the matter.

So far as the file discloses, the chairman of
the Transpori Board never visited Gerald-
ton; the secretary undertook that task, but
did not think it worth while to call upon the
commanding officer. On the 22nd March
Burnett wrote to the board again renewing
his application and stating—

T earnestly desire 10 be granted u chance of

earning a living which a bua license will give
me. I am a married man with three children.

[COUNCIL.]

The file shows that on the 23rd Mareh,
David McVen wrote to the Transport Board
as follows ;—

Eurther to iny telephonie communication with
Ar. Robinsen last week, I wish to advise that
Mr, Pomeroy has arrived back in Geraldton
with a seven-seater Vauxhall sedan. He has
not yet licensed the vehicle and I understand
that it is not his intention to do so unmtil the
commencement of the last quarter of the licens-
ing period. This gentleman already has a
Vauxhall five-seater licensed on the rank and
does a once-weekly mail {rip of 84 miles the
return trip, and intends putting the second
vehicle on the rank alyp, He is advising the
persongel of the R.A.A.F. station that when he
puts this seven-seater into service his ear will
operate at the same price as the bus.

The bus stand allocated to me by the muni-
cipal traffic authorities is directly opposite the
taxi rank in Marine-terrace and the taxis are.
already running to and from the nir port at
single fares. Owing to the fact that I have
laid out s comsiderable amonnt of money in es-
tablishing the bus service and have had tickets
printed, also have given much time and thonght
to the project, I feel that some measure of
protection should be afforded me against the
opposition of the seven-seater taxi runmning in
competition. Therefore I should be pleased if
you would place this matter before your board.

That indicates that the man who had se-
cured this valuable concession did not like
anyone else coming in!  Burneit wrote
agzain on the 26th April and the board re-
plied to him on the 28th April, in which
communication the secretary stated—

Regarding the transport generally, it ia the
chairman s intention to visit Geraldton as soon
ns possible after his return from the Easteru
States, and you and any others interested will
then be able to submii representations to the
chairman on the spot.

I repeat that, as far as the file discloses,
the chairman never paid that visit to Ger-
aldton. Then there is a letter from the
traffic inspector of the municipality of
(Gleraldton under date the 27th May, and in
his communication to the Transport Beard
that officer stated—

I would be obliged if it is possible for you
to send one of your inspectors to Geraldton to
check up on the omnibus run from Geraldton
to the R.AAF. ptation.

I have every reason to believe that the taxis
of Geraldton are charging separate fares for
nirmen on thia run, OQwing to the fact that it
is very difficult for me to get the evidence re-
quired, also the fact that I can only work with-
in the council boundatries, I would be grateful
if you would send one of your inspectors when
available.
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The board replied to the traffic inspector’s
letter on the 250th June as follows:—

I rvefer to your letter of the 27th ult. in
which you suggested that ome of the board’s
inspectors might visit Geraldton in connection
witl the transport of passengers to and from
the Geraldton R.A.AF. station,

I was in Geraldton during the past week-end
and very much regret that the time at my dis-
posal did not permit of a discussion with you
regarding not only the question of transport
to the aerodrome, but alse various other mat-
ters. Unfortunately I was unable to complete
all the business awaiting and it may be neces-
sary at a very early date for either myself or
some other member of the hoard’s staff to
make a further journey, when matters can be
discussed.

The file shows that & letter expressing re-
gret was despatched to the commanding offi-
cer of the R.A.AF. station under date the
25th June, That letter reads—

During the past week-end I vigited Geraldton
in conneetion with various matters, and it was
my intention to discuss with you the question
of the transport facilities available to and from
the Geraldton R.AAF, station. Unfortu-
nately I had very little time at my disposal and
was unable to transaet all the business on hand.

One particular question which I wished to
discugs with you was that of the omnibus ger-
vice to and from the station. I interviewed
Mr. McVea, the present operator, who informed
me that he wns endeavouring o obtain a third
omnibus, and that he had already discussed
the position with you. He advised that the
Air Force had in the past issued ration tickets
to personnel for the conveyanee of themselves
and others to and from the station, but that
you proposed in future to discontinue that
practice, provided that Mr. McVen was in a
position to run extra trips with his bus, in
which case he would require additional petrel
totalling 50 to 60 gallons a month.

If you have any views to express in counee-
tion with the above matter or any other mat-
ter connected with liquid fuel or tramsport, I
would be pleased to receive your adviee of same.

It would appear that the Commanding
Officer at the Air Force station has some
Justification for expecting that the matter
would have been diseussed with him, or
at any rate, that a reply would have been
sent to him, but there is no record on the
file of any such reply. - .

I am sorry to have delayed the House so
long in dealing with this matter, but an
important princip]e is at stake. Here we
have a hoard whose chairman holds a dual
position. I regard that as wrong. If that
was not the position, I do not think the
situation I have disclosed would ever have
arisen. The ehairman was to bave paid a
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visit to Geraldton but did not do so. Had
he visited that centre he would have been
satisfied as to what should be done. 1In
this instance the board should have exer-
cised discretion and ealled for tenders,
Another point must not be lost sight of,
particularly when we are centinually being
told that there is & shortage of petrol. I
would like the House to know that there is
a good bitumen road from Geraldton to the
Air Force station, which is seven miles
distant. I wounld be pleased te know why
the Transport Board did not insist upon a
gas producer plant being installed on the
buses used on this route. Do you, Mr.
President, know what quantity of petrol
is used in connection with this partieular
service? Of course you do not, nor do I.

Hon. G. Fraser: Then why ask us?

Hon. E. H. H.  HALL: I am going to
convey to the House the information that
has been supplied to me. I have been told
that these vehicles are consuming and ob-
taining without any trouble at all, between
50¢ and 600 gallons of petrol monthly.
That quantity is provided for this particu-
lar service at a time when I and many
other members of Parliament are heing be-
sieged with requests from our constituents
to seenre for them enough petrol to enable
them to earn their living, That is a matter
concerning which inguiries might well be
made,

1 ask the House to approve of my mo-
tion, drastie though it may be. I am well
aware that the Government can treat it
with confempt. I did feel disposed to
move for the appointment of a select ecom-
mittee to investigate the matter, but I was
eonstrained to adopt another course in
order to save the expense and time that
would be needed for such an inquiry. I
have endeavoured faithfully to place before
members a summary of the contents of the
files, and I now leave the matter in the
hands of the House for determination.

On mofion of the Chief Secretary, de-
bate adjourned,

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Received from the Aszembly and read a
first time,
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BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2).

Recommittal.

On motion by Hon. H Tuckey, Bill re-
committed for the further consideration of
Clauses 3 and 8.

In Committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Honor-
ary Minister in charge of the Bill.

Clause 5—Amendment of Section 87:
Hon. H. TCCKEY: I move an amend-

ment
That in lines 11 and 12 of proposed new
Subsection 6 of Section 87 after the word
‘‘every’’ the words ‘“ballot paper issued dur-
ing any year'’ be struck out, and the word
‘“vounterfoil’’ inserted in lieu, and that after
the word ‘‘number?’ in lines 13 and 14 the
words ‘‘and its counterfoils shall bear the
same number’’ bhe struck out,
That provision in the Bill would do away
with the gecrecy of the ballot. I fail to see
any need for the proposal in the Bill which,
if enacted without my amendment, means
that practice will continue. Tnder the
present system it is easy to diseover
for whom a postal vote was given. The
baliot paper and ecounterfoil are placed
in separate envelopes, which are placed
in a third envelope addressed to the re-
turning officer; but it is easy for the num-
hers to be seen and ecompared with the num-
bers on the counterfoil, which bears the
name and address of the voter.

The HONORARY MINISTER: An Act
decling with this matter was passed in 1919.
The objeet of the eounterfoil is to give ready
aceess to ballot papars in the event of an
appeal. The clector goes to the returning
officer and makes a deelaration on the eoun-
terfoil. The counterfoil is placed in a sep-
arate envelope, It is checked with the roli
hefore the envelope coniaining the ballot
paper is opened. If the matter appears to
be in order, the ballot paper is iaken out of
the envelope and placed in the ordinary
ballot box in the booth. After the election
the hallot papers are sealed and sent on to
the Minister. The subject was debated in
both Chambers in 1919, and it was recog-
nised then that great cnre had to be exer-
cised in the taking of postal votes. It is
nseless to put a number on the counterfoil
unlezs a number is put on the ballot paper.
Therefore the proeess is not absolutely

{COUNCIL.]

seeret. A refurning officer could seec how
Jack Brown voted by opening the ballot
hox and sorting out all the ballot papers.
The need for extreme strictness is recognised.

Hon. H. TUCKEY: After the year 1914
the position became very different.  Pre-
viously almost anyone could take an absentee
vote. Since then, however, the Act has heen
amended; and there are now very few postal
vote officers, There are means of denling
with officers who may act as the Minister has
deseribed.  Why is not the absentee voter
granted the same protection as the ordinary

voter? Theve is no need to continune the
numbering, which should never have been
introdneed.

Hon. W. J. MAXNXN: 1 should very much
like to support Mr. Tnckey, but feel that 1
cannot reasonably do so. For at least 25 or
30 years voad boards were in the habit of
having their absentce ballot forms printed
in local offices. My office has printed many
of them. Some distinguishing mark is neces-
sary, because no matter how eaveful a
printer might be, it would be quite possible
for ballot papers to he printed over and
abova the number required; and frequently
the hallot papers are hand-numbered. Usu-
ally 10 or 20 more ballot papers than the
namber required are printed. If the people
concerned are careful, they will see that
the surplus ballot papers are destroyed; bni
it is quite possible for unsernpulous persons
to get hold of two or three ballot papers,
tear off portion, and drop the papers in the
hallot box.

One does not work in a printing office for
vears without learning what unserupulous
persons will do. T know of a ease in which
two boyvs were given money to go through
the rubbish hin of a printing office to see if
they could find a copy of a document. T
feel that the present system is the nearest to
being watertight. In a closely contested
election a man might easily forge another
man‘s signature on a ballot paper and drop»
the paper in the hox.

Hon. H. TUCKEY: T am quite unable to
agree with My, Mann. It 15 useless to say
that an unserupulous person could take a
ballot paper and write a name on it, hecause
that ballot paper would not eorrespond with
the official one. All hallot papers have to be
initiatled and stamped. It would be diffieult
to pass off such a hallot paper for an ord-
inary vote,

Hon. W. J. Mann: Not at ali!
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Hon. H. TUCKEY: What about the ord-
inary voter? He e¢an go into the booth and
write something on a paper behind the
sereen and place the paper in the ballot box.

The CHAIRMAN: This method follows
the example respeeting the Legislative
Assembly.

Hon. H. TUCKEY: But the Assembly's
ballot paper has no number on it.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, it has.

Hon. H. TUCKEY: I disagree with the
numbering system.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: What is
the practice in State elections? It is un-
donbted!ly objectionable that the secrecy of
the ballot should he violated in any way.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I cannot
ofthand answer that question. I hope the
Committee will not alter the existing pro-
cedure.  That which has happened in the
past has given rise to the inclusion in the
Act of the particular seetion with which we
are now dealing, All kinds of things ean
happen between the time of the taking of
the vote and election day. It has been found
on many ocecasions that although technically
this method does not constitute a secret
ballot, it is safer to follow that system fhan
to adopt another.

Hon. H. Tuckey: If a seerct number is
put on the halloti paper, that renders it in-
formal,

The CHATRMAN: In this insiance, the
voter signs the bhutt, and not necessarily the
counterfoil. He is given a ballot paper
initialled by the postal vote officer. The
paper is numbered. The counterfoil is put
into one envelope and the ballot paper into
another, and these envelopes are marked
“Counterfoil” and “Ballot paper.” Every-
thing is then put in another envelope and
sent to the returning offieer, or the presiding
officer at the counting plaee hefore the close
of the poll. The envelope is then opened
and the counterfoil compared with the roll.
If everything is in order, the hallof paper
is extraeted from the envelope and marked
“Ballot paper,” and the ballot paper goes
into the postal vote ballot box. -

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: There is nothing
to associate it with the counterfoil.

The CHAIRMAN: No. It is not looked
at. If the counterfoil is not in order, it and
the ballot paper are pinned together, laid
aside, and not allowed. The idea is that it
is possible fo trace frand. Unless numbers
are used, that eannot he done.
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Hon. H. TUCKEY: When these papers
are taken from the ballot box they are sepa-
rated and placed aecording to the candidates
in whose favour they are.

The Honorary Minister: That is net so.

Hon. H. TUCKEY: They have to be
examined at some time. It is not a secret
ballot, becanse the numbers can be traeced.
Several people may be in the booth.

The HONORARY MINISTER: The fact
that two or three people may be in the booth
makes the whole thing still more sceret.

Hon. H. Tuckey: What one man does not
see, the other will,

The HONORARY MINISTER: People
could not see the numbers if they wanted to.
When the counterfoil is in order and the
name i found to be on the roll, the ballot
paper is opened and, without examination,
is placed in the ballot box. The validity of
the vote is only questioned afterwards.

Hon, H. V. PIESSE: I have aseertained
from the secretary of a road board that the
procedure outlined by the Honorary Minis.
ter is followed. It should not be possible
for anyone to find out how I have voted.
My two votes, on one ocension, were placed
in the box, and went to the returning officer
in on envelope. When that officer received
the envelope, he opened it, put the votes
into the hallot box, and checked the eounter-
foil with the roll. Had my name not been
on the roll I do not suppose my vote would
have been admitted. A double cheek is made,
firstly by the man who accepts my vote, and
secondly by the returning officer who has
to sce that the vote is correetly lodged.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: My contention is that
My, Piesse’s vote could have been foreseen.
Postal votec papers are numbered.  That
number would appear on the counterfoil
and on the voting paper. The returning
officer eould look through the voles and
could have told how everyone had voted.
Some 50 persons might have been involved.
I find that people do not like to vote by
post, because they are afraid the road board
secvetary or the returning officer will know
how they have voted. Anything we can do
to allay that feeling should be done.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following resunlt:—

Ayes
Noes .. .. -

Majority for

l ol BE
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AvYES,

Hon. H. §, W. Parker
Hon. H, V. Piesse
Hop. H. L. Rachs
Hon. H, Tuckey

Hon, G. B. Wood
Hon. E. H. H. Hall

Hon. C. F. Baxter
Hon. Sir Ha! Colebatch
Hon. L. Cral R

Homn. J. A. Dimmitt
Hon. W. R. Hall

Hon., V. Hamersley

Hon. J. J. Holmes (Tellcr.)
Noes,

Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. W. J. Manns

Hon. G. Frager Hon. G, W, Miles

Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. T. Moore

Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon., F, R, Welsh

Hon. W, H. Kitson Hon. A. Thomso

Hon, J. M. Macfarlane
Amendment thus passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

The CHATRMAX : Before the Committee
passes on to the next amendment, I point
out that almost every member, in the amend-
ments he places upon the notice paper,
infringes the Standing Orders. Apparently
the desire is to strike out words, and put
them in again during the same Committee.

Clause 8—Amendment of Seetion 245:

Hon. G. B. WOOD: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following paragraph be added—

{e) If in any year the net income and the
proeceeds of the loan rate imposed under para-
graph (b) of this subsection are together insuf-
ficient to meet the commitments of the Board
in that year in respcet of any such under-
taking the Board may pay the deficiency out
of its gencral revenue,
This amendment is moved at the request
of the Road Boards Assoeiation. Members
will reeall the argument advaneed by the
Minister in another place, as well as by the
Honorary Minister in this Chamber, to the
effect that the Bill had been brought down
hecause certain road boards have asked for
it. The Wyalkatchem and Kondinin Road
Roards some time ago imposed a loan rate
out of which they paid for their town halls.
As the years went by they found that the
rent from the buildings and the loan rate
were not sufficient to meet their eommit-
ments. Aeccordingly, the deficiency was
made up out of general revenne. The oh-
jeet of the amendment is to legalise some-
thing that has already been done. In my
view, the Bill does not go far enough in
that direction, hence the new paragraph T
now bring before the Committee. I have
been asked by the Crown Law Department
to add these words, ‘“and in such case Sub-
section 4 of this section shall apply.”

R
(etler.)

Hon. A. Thomson: It is already provided
for.

(COUNCIL.]

The HONORARY MINISTER: I am ad-
vised by the Crown Solicitor that this
amendment is redundant, but will do no
harm if inserted.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: The amendment does
not provide for repayment.

The HONQORARY MINISTER: I am ad-
vised it is not necessary to insert those
words to ensure repayment, I have no ob-
jection to the amendment if the Committee
wishes to accept it.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: I have to differ from
the Honorary Minister and the Crown
Solicitor, and I am backed up by the audi-
tors. The road boards are continnally in
trouble with their auditors who say that Sub-
section 4 does not cover the position. T ask
the Committee to accept the amendment. It
will satisfy the auditors and do a lot of good.

The CHATRMAN: This Bill has been re-
commitied from the third veading, and this
proposed amendment is not on the notice
paper. It is questionable whether the Com-
mittee can go beyond that amendment, hut
I will relax a little I will ask the
Honorary Minister to add the words.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I move—

That the amendment be amended by adding
the words “‘and in such case Bubsection 4 of
this section shall apply.*’

Hon. L. Craig: It really brings the posi-
tion back to that of the original Aet.

Amendment on amendment put and
passed,

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : I draw the at-
tention of the Committee to the fact that
the wording of the amendment moved by
Mr. Wood is rather serious. If a road
board raises a loan to introduce a gystem
of deep drainage or something else which
only applies to one section in a scattered
district, the loan expenditure would be
borne by the whole community on behalt
of that one section,

Hon, G. B. WO0OD: My amendment has
nothing to do with that aspect. Subsection
4 deals with the objection raised by Mr.
Hamersley. In order to meet the posi-
tion he mentions he should move to delete
that subseetion. My amendment deals
with reproductive undertakings such as town
halls.

Hon. A. THOMSBON: Provision is made
in the Health Act for drainage, as sug-
gested by Mr. Hamersley, It lays down
that if a drainage system is adopted only
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those persons who derive benefit from it
are responsible for the payment of the
rates or levies necessary to meet the ex-
pense incurred. That has actually taken
place in Katanning. That town had, for
years, a most objectionable method by
which all the slop water was tipped into
underground tanks and later pumped ouf.
The stench was abominable, and it was
most expensive. Only those who benefited
by the introduetion of the new scheme were
responsible for meeting the expenses. Mr.
Hamersley need not worry about drainage,
and as pointed out by Mr. Wood, Subsce-
tions 4 and 5 eover all the other provisions.

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

Rill again reported with further amend-
ments,

BILL—INCOME TAX.

Read a third time and pussed.

BILL—WILL8 (SOLDIERS, SAILORS
AND AIRMEN).

Second Reading.

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) [6.12] in
meving the second reading said: This
measure is necessary because of the war,
The Wills Act of this State follows exactly
ihe English Wills Act of 1837, which made
speeial provisions for soldiers and sailors on
active service, and allowed them to make
wills. Tt provided that a soldier who was a
ninor, under 21 years of age, could make
a will. A soldier or sailor could make a
will which was not in writing; that is, if he
made an oral will it was lezgal. He could
make a written will and it need not be wit-
negsed. All these provisions now apply to
soldiers and sailors, but doubt has arisen as
to whether they apply to airmen. There
were no airmen when this legislation was
first passed 1o England. This Bill provides
that what applies to soldiers and sailors
shall also apply to airmen.

Hon. A. Thomson: Does
nurses?

Hon. L. CRAIG: No, this Bill does not
provide for nurses. It is nol considered
that nurses will he in such eircumstances
that they will be unable to make a written
will, or have it properly witnessed.

Hon. T. Moore: In the present days of
submarines they are in great danger.

it apply to
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Hon. L. CRAIG: No provision is made in
this Bill for nurses.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Is there any reason
why they should net be provided for?

Hon. L, CRAIG: It is considered dan-
gerous to render {vo easy the making of a
will.  Cases of fraud have oceurred
in such circumstances,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.an.

Hon. L. CRAIG: T was explaining that
the Bill provides that aivmen shall be classi-
fied as s=oldiers and provision is made fov
them, although they may bhe minors, to make
wills under the same conditions as do sol-
diers, The Bill also defines what is a soldier
and what is a saillor. Under the old Aect
adopted from the Fnglish statute, a soldier
was constitnted ns such for the purpose of
making a will only when lie was on the point
of going oversea from England. The Bill
provides that it shall apply to all members
of the Australian Military Forces. Later
on I hope to move an amendment. As the
vesult of a consultation with the mem-
ber for West Perth (Mr, McDonald)
it was considered inadvisable that the Bill
should apply te all soldiers becanse many
are enlisted for home serviee only and faeci-
lities arc available here for the making of
wills in the ordinary way before witnesses.

An amendment will be moved te con-
fine the Bill to soldiers and sailors who
have bcen accepted for active service
anywhere outside Australia. A sailor
was defined as a sailor who was at sca only.
This Bill provides for the ineclusion ot
marines who may bhe at sea or a sailor who
may be in port. The Biil also proposes to
cmpower a soldier to appoint a gnardian of
infant childven. That was not provided for
in the original Aet. After the 1914-18 war
the Wills Aet in England was amended to
hring in the provisions we are proposing
here. Last year in South Australia, New
South Wales and I think in Victoria, Acts
were amended to make provision such as is
proposed in this Bill.

As T have already explained, the Bill pro-
vides that soldiers, although minors, may
make wills, but no provision has been made
for a minor who has made a will, been to the
war, returned and heen diseharged, to revoke
the will.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Wonld not a subse-
quent will take its place?
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Hon. L. CRAIG: Being a civilian after
being discharged, he would not have the
right to make a will if he was a minor. On
his discharge he would become a ecivilian
and the right of making or revoking a will
would be taken from him, though, as a
goldier, he had made a will. An smend-
ment which will be put on the notice paper
tomorrow will provide that a civilian, who
is a minor, has been a soldier and has been
discharged, may revoke a will made by him
ag a minor and s soldier.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: A civilian who is a
minor ecannot make a will.

Hon. L, CRAIG: No, but a soldier who
is a minor may do so, and the Bill sets
forth how it can be done. Those are the
main features of the Bill. I do not think
it contains anything that is controversial.
After consultation with the member for
West Perth I bave given notice of three
amendments, and they are not controver-
sial, either. I hope the House will agree
to the Bill and the proposed amendments.
I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

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

BILL—WOREKERS' COMPENSATION
ACT AMENDMENT.

Recommittal.

On motion by Hon. C. F. Baxter, Bill
recommitted for the further consideration
of Clauses 2, 3, and 4.

In Committee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Honor-
ary Minister in charge of the Bill.

(Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 4:

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 4 of paragraph (a) the word
figix?’ he struck out with a view to inserting
the word ‘‘four.”?

If the amendment is passed, I propose to
move for the insertion after the word
“hundred” of the words “and ffty,”
which will make the qualifying wage for
compensation £450, We are fixing a maxi-
mum that will stand for all time, not
merely for the present when high eosts and
special conditions prevail. I have consid-

[COUNCIL.)

ered fully the varions branches of indusiry
and believe that an amount of £450 will
meet reguirements.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I hope
the amendment will not be accepted. The
question of increasing the amount has been
considered by {he Premiers of the Common-
wealth. The main reason for the increase
is the fact of skilled men being engaged
on munition contracts to meet the war situ-
ation. They are working overtime, not of
their own volition, but as part of the war
effort. They are called upon to work on
shifts and on Sunday. Even in those
States where the amount is higher than here
—the exception is Victoria—the present
position demands that these workers should
be protected. In my opinion no sound
argument can be advanced why these
workers should not be covered. This ap-
plies in Western Australia, in South Aus-
traila, more so in Victoria, and in New
South Wales.

Hon. V. Hamersley: Is the amount £600
in Vietoria?

The HONORARY MINISTER: S8killed
men are receiving high wages because they
are engaged on special work and are work-
ing long hours.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: We have not any-
thing like so many men working in muni-
tion factories here,

The HONORARY MINISTER: We have
men working on munitions at Midland
Junetion, and in a couple of months or
less the factory now being built should be
in full production.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Has it not been mau-
tually agreed with the workshops people
that £425 would eover them?

The HONORARY MINISTER: It will
not cover them. We should not leave these
men uncovered and exposed to the risk of
snffering through aceident. A sum of £450
i1s not sufficient.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: In Victgria £400
covers them.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: The pur-
pose of the Bill is to afford protection to
workers who are receiving greatiy inereased
wages hecause of the war. This is an en-
tirely wreng way of meeting a sitnation of
that sort. We have read the very com-
vineing speech of the new Prime Minister
in which he satd that every shilling wasted
was a gift to the enemy. To my mind
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there can be no argument whatever against
men who are required to work long hours
being paid adequately for the additional
work, but the only manner in which such
extra payment can be reeonciled with the
necessities of the country from s war
point of view is that it should be deferred
until after the war. What we should have
is not an amendment to increase the amount
from- £400 to £600, but an amendment to
constitute & man a worker even though his
pay and deferred pay may amount to £600.
The party responsible for the introduction
‘of the measure has pronounced its un-
shakeable hostility to the prineciple of de-
ferred pay.

Hon. G. Fraser:
profits,

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: We seem
to be going about things in a wrong way.
We are living in a fool’s paradise. Is there
a single wealth-produeing industry in the
State at present that can be said to be truly
solvent? 1 know of none. The wool-
grower's prospects are brighter, but we all
know the period of drought through which
he has passed and we know the uncertainty
of the future. The wheatgrower’s position
is stil more desperate; he is entirely de-
pendent on Government assistance. Skilled
labour is being taken from our secondary
industries for serviee in the Eastern States,
where industrial activity is greater. In face
of all this, it is proposed to cast an addi-
tional burden on industry, as increased
insurance premiums will make it still more
diffienlt for onr few struggling secondary
industries to earry on.

You would not defer

The proposal is not in the interests of
the workers on the bread-line; it is not for
the protection of the poor man’s family. It
is for the protection of the aristocrats of
industry, those whose wages are far in excess
of what it is at all possible for pcople who
are producing the real wealth of the country
to earn. I would have no objeetion to the
proposal if a system of deferred pay were
introduced. ~ Under such a systém, a man
who customarily earned £6 or £7 a week and
who is now earning £10 or £12 a week would
have his extra earnings taken away as de-
ferred pay. These workers should not be
allowed to have all their money for present
spending, for doing just those things that
the Prime Minister has so vigorously de-
nounced. I support the amendment.
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Hon, G. FRASER: The statement just
made by Sir Hal Colebaich is one of the
most startling I have heard. He suggests
that a worker should forge portion of his
wages, to be held for him like Kathleen
Mavourneen——

Hon. L. Craig: What shout our soldiers?

Hon. G. FRASER: But that is a definite
condition of their contract. o

Hon. L. Craig: You could make this a
condition also.

Hon, G. FRASER: But the position is
entirely different. If Sir Hal Colebatch's
suggestion were adopted, legislation wonld
be needed to implement the scheme. Further,
some definite provision should be made to
enable the worker to get his deferred pay
when it actually falls due. What protection
would the worker have otherwise?

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: Just the same
proteetion as investors in the Commonwealth
war loans have.

Hon, G, FRASER: The proposal would
affect not only Government workers, but all
the workers in the State. They would have
no guarantee that fhe deferred pay would
be fortheoming when it fell due.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh: They would have
the same guarantee as has the man who lends
money to the Government for war purposes.

Hon. G. FRASER: If Sir Ha! Colebatch
does not mind my telling him so, that is not
true.

Hon. L. Craig: It is.

Hon. G. FRASER: Why not pay the
money to the worker instead of to the Trea-
sury?

Hon. H. V. Piesse: Because in the latter
ease it would be used for war purposes.

Hon. G. FRASER: It would he used for
those purposes if the worker got it. I would
rather that the worker received his wages,
because the money would be circulated, Sir
Hal Colchateh assumes that the main in-
creases in the cost of industry are due to
burdens such g3 this insurance, but a large

-part of the inerease is dune-to tho higher cost

of living.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: But not up to
£12 a week!

Hon. G. FRASER: A large part is due
to the inereased eost of living. The basic
wage has risen ahout 20 per cent. in the last
couple of years.

Hon. L, Craig: No, 614 per cent.
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Hon. G. FRASER:
£3 11s. to £4 11s.
6% per cent?

Hon. C. F. Baxter: In two years?

Hon, G. FRASER: Yes. The increase
during recent years has been nearly 20 per
cent. If an increased burden will be cast
upon industry, the insurance companies—
not the workers—will be responsible. The
reason for the amendment is to have workers
covered who in the past have always been
insured. Insurance companies will not be
running any greater risks; the number of
men employed at present is not so great
and the benefits to be derived from
this insurance will not be increased. The
insurance companies are proposing to insure
practically the same number of men at
higher premium rates and this is what will
increase the burden on indunsiry.

Hon. T. MOORE: I am pleased the Com-
mittee ig giving this matter a thorough over-
haul. We have embarked on a discussion that
I think should have taken place at Canberra.
What deferred pay has to do with workers’
compensation is beyond my comprehension.
Sir Hal Colebatch has been off the track; he
evidently thonght he was back in the Fed-
eral Parliament.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh: T would be sorry
to be there.

Hon. T. MOORE : His contribution to the
debate would be an excellent addition to the
Federal “Hansard.” Why introduce the
question of deferred pay at all?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: He is throwing a
spanner into the works.

Hon. T. MOORE : He is throwing a whote
machine into the works. Sir Hal Colebateh
said that our industries were declining. I
venture to say that the goldmining industry
is flourishing,

Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh: It is deeaylng.
The output is dropping each month.

Hon. T. MOORE: It is showing a profit.
That is the point. We may find another
Boulder tomorrow. Workers engaged in the
goldmining industry and earning high wages
are covered by insurance. Why are they paid
high wages? Because the mining companies
wish to get their work done cheaply. The
industry is not carrying an extra load in
that respect. Men earning over £400 a year
receive the henefits of workers’ compensation
and it is right that they should. No one
could make out a ease that industry is earry-
ing a greater hurden in those eircumstanecs.

It has risen from
Is that an inerease of

[COUNGIL.]

In my young days workmen were treated
very badly indeed. No workers’ compensa-
tion payments were made in those old days.
If a horse became lame, it would receive
more attention than would a man who
met with an aceident. It would be cared for
until it was fit to work again, but the worker
had no protection at all. He was thrown
out on the world. As I have said before, hn
was carried on by the good old boarding
housekeeper, and the companies did not
worry abont him. We have (travelled far
sinece those days and witnessed great
advancement over the vears. I want to know
from those who say that things should be
better in this wortd of ours when a start is
going to he made to inaugurate the new or-
der of which we hear so much. I find that
many members of Parliament are quite pre-
pared to fight to hold all they have, and
give nothing to those who have worked hard
all through the years.

Hon. L. Craig:
too!

Hon. T. MOORE: 1 look after my men!
This does not affeet the farmer in the slight-
est degree. T am prepaved to stick to the
man who takes his coat off. The good okl
drones who live on interest—those who never
take their coats off-—are the ones who are a
berden on industry.

And yout are a farmer,

Hon. H, Tuckey: There are few of that
kingd.

Hon. T. MOORE: Industry is having its
work done by fewer men, and in that way
those who are working are earning over the
£400. I appeal to members to leave the
amount over £500 at any rate. Many a
time I bave had to take arvound a list for
unfortunate people who have nothing. Their
mates kept them until they were fit enough
for the companies to ve-engage them. As a
result of my experience, I am naturally
Liass2d in favour of the men. We need to
make this world better. Under this measnre,
no man will draw more than £3 10s. a week,
and he will stili be at a disadvantage if he
has a family. A lot of onr workers have
large families, thank Heaven! That is what
we want, but they are at a disadvantage
all the time. If miembers pick wp their
papers they wil see how many acci-
dents oceur, Of conrse, some members do not
get that good paper, “The Worker.” Some
of them are langhing. They are biassed! But
I read everything, the papers representing



[22 Ocroerr, 1941.]

their views, and other papers as well. We
can discover how many accidents oceur by
reading.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Motor accidents!

Hon. T. MOORE: The big fellows, doing
60 miles an hour, are concerned in those!
Workers receiving compensation will have
only £3 10s. a week. Men are working
hard under the system introduced in the
mining areas. The ecompanies want the
work done, and those who are paid for
extra work because of the shor{age of men
should receive fair treatment.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh: Make it £500!

Hon. L. CRAIG: I desire to coniradict
a statement by Mr. Fraser about the rise
in the basic wage. Last week Mr. Moore
spoke in rather different terms from the
Minister. One concentrated on war indus-
tries, and Mr, Moore spoke of the min-
ing industry, which hardly ecomes into the
picture. The mining industry is protected
all the time; not legally perhaps, but there
has never been any question raised. The
Committee has more or less agreed that
those who have been protected under the
Workers’ Compensation Aet in the past
owing to a rise in the basic wage should
still be protected. It is right that a man
should not lose protection through an in-
crease in the cost of living. The date of
the first fixation of the basic wage was the
1st July, 1926. The wage was £4 5s. on
that date. On the 28th July of this year
the basic wage had risen to £4 10s, 5d,
that is, 61 per cent.

Hon. G. Fraser: Youn are dealing with
15 years ago; I was dealing with the past
few years.

Hon. L. CRAIG: Since the basic wage
was first introedueed there has been a rise
of 63 per eent.

Hon. G. Fraser: We are arguing from
different angles.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker: Mr. Craig is giv-
ing facts and figures.

Hon. G. Fraser: So was 1! .

Hon. L. CRAIG: Multiply 6 per cent.
by four to bring it to the £400 mark, and
there is a rise of £25. The cost of living
from the time the basic wage was first
fixed has increased £25, so that the pro-
tection required would be £425, Mr, Bax-
ter’s amendment adds another £25 for con-
tingencies such as overtime and so on.
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The CHAIRMAN: The amendment is
only to strike out ‘six.”’

Hon. L. CRAIG: I presume it is Mr.
Baxter’s intention to bring the figure to
£450. :

The CHAIRMAN: T suggest to the Com-
mittee that if any member has a higher
figure to suggest, he should be permitted
to move it.

Hon. L. CRAIG: We cannot go on for
ever and say that whatever a man earns
he shall be protected. There must be
some limit, beyond whiech a man should
lock after himself. I am not tied to any
partienlar sum but I think it is desirable
we should not bring in people who have
not previously been covered, such as senior
clerks. There are many folk in the £500
to £600 category who would he affected,
and that would add to the cost of industry.
I want to be fair but not stupid, and I
consider that to suggest £600 is exireme,
The State is already badly handicapped in
the way of industrial costs. For three
yvears I emrried about with me figares
showing that eosts were 400, 500 and 600
per cent. greater in this State in some in-
dustries than in other States. With regard
to the timber industry, the insurance cost
was up to £30 per cent. a3 against 147s. in
Victoria. I think Mr. Baxter's suggestion
is a fair one, and £450 is the limit te which
we should protect a man.

Hon. A. THOMSON: I want to be quite
clear that the amendment is only to delete
the word ‘‘six.”’

The CHAIRMAN: That is so.

Hon. A. THOMSON: When that is de-
leted, anyone may subsequently move any
word to replace it?

The CHAIRMAN: I suggest that we
start at “five” and go downwards. That
is the simple way.

Hon. A, THOMSON: I supported Mr.
Baxter when this matter was before the
House previously and quoted extensively
from the Government Statistical Abstract.
At the time I was under the impression
that this was going to increase costs to
industry, but the position is that when an
employer takes out a comprehensive policy,
he pays a premium only on the actnal
wages paid in the 12 months, up to a cer-
tain amount. I intend to support the
amendment, and unless someone else does
s0, I propose to move for the insertion of
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‘‘five’’ in lien of *‘six.”’ That seems to
me to be a reasonahle compromise, and
should meet the wishes of those desiring
to have men in certain industries covered,
We hear a great deal about the new order
and what shounld and should not be done.

Hon. V. Hamersley: Then there will be
a lot more aecidents!

Hon. A. THOMSON: The Act provides
that a man will still receive only £3 10s.,
exactly as he does today. No increased
profits would be veceived even though the
amount were augmented.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: What is the objec-
tion te inereasing the amount?

Hon. A, THOMSOXN: Some members felt
that an additional burden would be imposed
upon industry. I repeat what I have
asgerted time and again without achieving
any degree of suceess, that the present sys-
tem is entirely wrong. We are disenssing
workers' compensation that is allegedly
compulsory whereas it is certainly not com-
pulsory respecting the man who has a stake
in the comntry. If the whole position were
reviewed, it would be found that many men
who have suffered accidents have received no
compensation at all hecause their employers
had failed to toke out the necessary cover
or were men of straw,

Hon, E. H, H. Hall: Instances such as
you mention wounld be exceptional.

Hon. A. THOMSON: There arc many
more instances that some members are in-
clined to believe. I am anxions ahout the
position of pieceworkers who, because of
action taken by an accountant or a secretary
of a concern, may not bhe regarded as
workers within the meaning of the Act and
may not therefore, be covered with an insur-
ance policy, That provides a loophole
respecting which I have endeavoured for a
long time to secure some redress. In my
opinion the Government should control the
whole of this form of insuranee, so that
workers wonld reeeive the compensation due
to them.

Hon. G. FRASER: Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN: This matter has been
discussed for two nights and if members
have not made up their minds by now, they
never will.

Hon. G. FRASER: I merely wish to
point out that many workers, particolarly
under existing eonditions, do not know when

[COUNCIL.]

they will be called upon to work overtime
or on Bundays and are therefore, not in a
position to know what they will actually re.
ceive in the course of a year.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: We had an amend-
ment to cover that position but you would
not agree to it!

Hon. G. FRASER: Because it was too
vague and rveferved to no specific amount.
From the insurance point of view it is quite
likely that, unless the Aet is amended, it
may be found that although a man may he
covered by means of a payment through his
wages hill, on account of his earnings by the
end of the year exceeding the amount pre-
seribed in the Act, he may find himself with-
out cover, Such instances have happened,

Hon. H, V, Piesse: Do you know of an
insurance company that has turned down a
claim under such circumstances?

Hon. G. FRASER: We are at present
investigating that matter.

Hon. H. V. Picsse: It would be a pecu-
liar company that did that.

Hon. G. FRASER: In the instance I have
in mind the man could have no knowledge

of what his wage would total for the year
because of the overtime he earned.

Amendment (to strike out word) put and
a division taken with the following result:—

Ayes . .. «o 15

Noes .. T

Majority for .. .. 8
AvER.

Hon, W. J. Mann
Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon, H, V, Plesse
Hon. A. Thomson
Hon. H. Tuckey

Han. O F. Baxter
Hon. 8ir Hal Colebalch
Hoa. L. Craig

Hon. J. A, Dimmitt
Hon. E. H. H. Hall

Hon, V, Hamersley Hon. F, R, Welsh

Hon. ). J. Holmes Hon. H. L. Roche

Hoo. J. M. Moctarlane (Teller.y
NoOES.

Hon J. M. Drew Hon. W, H. Kitson

Hon. G. Frager Hon. T, Moore

Hon. E. H. Aray Hon. W. R, Hall

Hon. E. M. Heenan fTeller.)
TAIR,

AYE. | No,
Hon. H. B. W, Parker Hon. C, B, Williams

Amendment thus passed.
Hon. A. THOMSOX : T move an amend-

ment—

That in licu of the word struek out the word
five’’ be inserted.

Amendment put and passed; the clanse,
as amended, agreed to. )
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Clause 3—New sections:

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I move an amend-
ment---

That in lire 2 of propesed new Section 20D

after the word ‘‘or’'’ where it appears the
gecond time the words ‘‘in the case where the
worker is unable for any reason deemed satis-
factory by the committee to make any com-
plaint himself’’ be inserted.
As the proposed new section stands, it will
he open to anyone to lodge a ecomplaint. It
should be left for the worker in the first
instance to make the application, and if it is
impossible for him to do so then someone
else counld act.

Hon. G. Fraser: The worker may have
died.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: In which event he
could hardly make the application!

The HONORARY MINISTER: I op-
pose the amendment, which would make the
provision cumbersome. The original word-
ing is quile satisfactory.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I agree with the Honor-
ary Minister that the amendment would
make the provision more ecumbersome; but
the more cumbersome we make it, the hetter
I shall like the provision. This is the clause
of which the doctors are secared. They say,
“We are liable to be shot at by anyone who
likes to shoot at us.” One doctor said to
me, “If that clause is passed, I shall not
send a patient back to work unless my
opinion is confirmed by that of a specialist
working in the same line. I shall wani
another opinion to protect myself.” If any
member can make the provision still more
cumbersome, I shall support him,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 do not
like the amendment at all. We should be
obliged to Mr. Craig for his very frank
statement. His attitude is remarkable.
Many cases may be dealt with by one medi-
cal man without anybody heing prepared to
make a ecomplaint.

Hon. L. Craig: The Minister can lodge a
complaint at any time on complaint heing
made to him.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Not if this
amendment is agreed to. The Minister ean-
not lodge a complaint unless the worker can
show pood reason why he has not com-
plained. The amendment virtnally says that
the Minister shall have no right to hold an
inquiry unless the worker can give a good
reason for not having made the complaint.
There are certain people who will endeavour
to take full advantage, up to the hilt, of
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every opportunity to wreck this measure.
That is why it is being amended. Is it not
possible that there might be collusion?

Hon. L, Craig: Relative to the worker,
yes.
The CHIEF SECRETARY:
wish to reflect on anybody.

Hon. G. FRASER: J can understand the
cutting-oot of the near relative for the pur-
pose of obtaining an inguiry, but not the
eutting-out of the worker himself. It is
possible for the worker and the doctor to be
in collusion, and Mr. Baxter’s amendment
cuts out the employer unless the worker
gives a satisfactory explanation. The amend-
ment makes the worker mainly responsible
for laying a complaint. The others cannot
come in unless the worker gives a valid ex-
cuse for not baving taken action.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: The clause should
be left as it is. The doctor who made cer-
tain remarks to Mr. Craig undoubtedly ex-
aggerated the position. Frivolous complaints
will of eourse be made, but they will not be
investigated. 1 am inclined to think the
amendment does not make much difference.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: I am not
entirely satisfied that Mr. Baxter’s amend-
ment is in the right place. It should be in-
serted affer the word “employer.” The
Honorary Minister shounld recognize that
there is some danger in the eclause as it
stands. Tt includes a dozen different people.
To my mirnd it is not right that any one of
those half dozen different people should be
entitled to make a eomplaint to the board,
even though the worker himself was en-
tirely satisfied with the attention he had re-
ceived. Of course if the worker was dying
or disabled, it would be perfectly right that
the relatives should intervene. He might,
however, have recovered, and the near re-
lative might not be satisfied. 1 can under-
stand the amendment resulting in cases
being brought hy near relatives, though not
too near.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: 1 fail to see how
the elause will be cumbersome. The person
to make the complaint first of all is the
worker himself if he is able. If not, all thesc
other people ecome in. The Chief Secretary
spoke of eoltusion. How many times do we
hear of unserupulous people in another pro-
fession taking eases without proper founda-
tion? This is a very serious matter and the
medical profession might be very harshly

I do not
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dealt with. This elause is at present too
stringent. The amendment will not reflect
on the worker.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I bave fur-
ther examined this amendment, and I think
Mr. Baxter will agree that to achieve his
object it will be necessary not to include the
word “or.”

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Tt is not necessary;
I have not done so.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The question
before the Chair is that the words shall eome
in after the word “employer.” To achieve
what Mr. Baxter desires the words should
be inserted after the word “or” and not after
the word “employer.”

Hon. C. F. Baxter: That is what I have
moved,

The CHIEF SECRETARY : That is a dif-
ferent proposition. I raise no objection to
this amendment if it is inserted after the
second word “or” in line 2 of the proposed
new section. There will not he a great num-
ber of inguiries.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 4 of proposed new Section 20D
after the word ‘¢ Minister’’ the following words
be inserted:—'‘made within twelve months
after the oceurrence giving rise to such com-
plaint, ™’

Some time should be specified in which to
make a eomplaint, and 12 months is quite
long enough.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I move an amend-
menf—

That the following paragraph be added to
proposed new Subseetion 20D:—

¢TI the Committee dismiss the complaint it
may order the person making the same (other
than a person authorised by the Minister) to
pay to the medieal practitioner whose conduct
or charge is complained of, the ¢osts of and in-
cidental thereto, to be taxed by the Master of
the SBupreme Court, for which costs the Master
shall give his allocatur, and such order may be
enforced and sueh costs reeovered by execution
or otherwige in the same manner as if the
Master’s allocatur were a judgment of the
Supreme Court for the payment of a liquidated
sum of the amount at which such costs are so
taxed and allowed.’!

Members ean see the reason for this; it is
to deal with frivolous cases. There must be
some provision to prevent people causing
unnecessary trouble and exzpense. The

[COUNC]L.]

punishment is not very grave; they have to
bear the costs. This is nothing new. If is
practically on all fonrs with tle timber mills
agreement with the doctors; and Section 26
of the Legal Practitioners Aet is almost word
for word with this amendment. If it is
neeessary to protect otie profession it is more
than necessary to protect this particular pro-
fession which deals with a peculiar set of
eirenmstances. Where a legal practitioner
operates in one avenue the medical profes-
sion deals with workers’ compensation ecases,
and very aggravating ones.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: I understand
this amendment deals with the case of a
complaint being dismissed with costs against
the complainant. T do not like the wording
of the new amendment. Tt is too cumber-
some.

Hon, C. F. Baxter: In what way?

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: For one
thing it states, “The Master shall give his
allocatur.” That is part and parcel of the
taxing costs and of the Master's job. It
states, “Such an order may be enforced and
such costs recovered by ezecution or other-
wise in the same manner as if the Master’s
allocatur were a judgment,” The Master of
the Supreme Court never gives an allocatur;
the Taxing Master does so,

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Section 26 of the
Legal Practitioners Aet contains similar
wording.

Hon. H. S. W. PARKER: Then it is
time we improved on the wording of these
statutes, Since that Aet was passed, the
Interpretation Act has come into force and
also other Acts. I suggest, in order that we
may make this amendment shorter, that
progress be reported and the amendment be
put on the notice paper.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Has there been any
difficulty with the Legal Practitioners Act?

Hon. H, 8. W. PARKER: I do not know.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Well, you ought to
know,

Hon, E. M. HEENAN: I do not like the
proposed amendment. The procedure be-
fore the committee will be that if a doctor
is charged he will be entitled to have conn-
sel to represent him. If a complaint is
considered frivolous, a doetor should have
some redress regarding the expense to
which he has been put. If a complaint was
made at Kalgoorlie, according to the amend-
ment, the proceedings would have to be
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removed to Perth and the costs taxed by
the Master of the Supreme Court.

The HONORARY MINISTER: This
proposal is ridiculous. It would apply not
merely to workers but also to insurance
companies. If a man thought he had just
cause for complaint and was liable to pay
expenses, the only effect of the amendment
would be to hamper the work of the eom-
mittee. Such a body should be given a free
hand to make its investigations,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I assume
that the committee might reecive com-
plaints that would be theught not worth
while investigating, but if the eommittee
thought that a prima facie case had heen
made out, and after hearing the evidence
decided to dismiss the complaint, it wounld
be most unfair if, in the case of a worker,
he was saddled with the expenses of the
hearing. This might not be a matter of
mueh concern to the insuranee companies
because they would not make a complaint
to the committee unless they had a sound
ease. It is not merely a matter of a frivi-
lous case being dismissed; there would he
borderline cmses. Possibly every justifiea-
tion might exist for making an inguiry,
though the eommittee might eventually cen-
clude that further action was not warranted.
If the committee decided that a ease should
be investigated, there should be ample
opportunity to hear it. If, after the hear-
ing, the case was dismissed, the penalty in-
volved in this amendment shonld not he
inflicted upon the person who made the eomn-
plaint.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: The speeches of
hoth Ministers have shown the nedessity for
the amendment. Without it people may
make eomplaints ag much as they like.
Apparently there must be no consideraticn
for the professional man. He wmust incur
the expense of legal representation, while
the person making the complaint would go
scot free, even though the charge was
groundless. What is good in the timber
workers’ agreement is apparently not good
What is right in the
Legal Practitioners Act is not right here.

Hon. II. S. W. Parker: Who said that?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Yon did, and the
amendment is a copy of Section 26.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 ask mem-
bers when replying to interjeetions not to
use the -word “vou,” but to refer-to “the
hon. member.”

-vided by the Aet.
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Hon. C. F. BAXTER: It is wrong to
amend the Aet in this way, but it is ap-
parently right for another profession to
proteet itself by a similar provision. Pro-
tection should be afforded to medical men
against frivolous complaints that entail ex-
pense, trouble and anxiety.

Amendment pat and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. ‘e - 15
Noes .. . ‘o - 10
Majority for .. .. 5
AYES,
Hon, C. F, Baxter Hon. G. W. Mil
Hon. Sir Hal Colebateh Hon. H. 8. W. Parker
Hon. L, Cralg Hon. H. V. Pi
Hon. J. A, Dimmitt Hon. A. Thomson
Hon, V. Hamersley Hon, H. Tuckey
Hon. J, J, Holmes Hon. F, R, Welsh
Hon. J. M. Mactarlane Hon. L. B. Bolten
Hon. W. J. Mana (Teller.)
NoEes,
Han. I. M. Drew Hon. E. M, Heenan
Hon. G. Fraser Hon, W. H. Kltaon
Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. T, Moore
Hon. E. H. H. Hall Hon., H. L. Roche
Hon. W. R. Hall Hon €. B. Williamna
{Teller. )

Amendment thus passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Clause 4—Amendment of First Schedule:

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I move an amend-
ment—

That paragraph (a) be struck out.

The intention is to take into aceount the
yearly or the weekly amount earned, which-
ever is the larger sum. Surely that is not
reasonable to industry! At present the
average for the 12 months or for the por-
tion of the year that a worker is employed
is taken, which is a reasomable provision.
A person might be earning £250 per year,
but on seasona! work sueh as shearing he
might earn £10 or £12 a week., The un-
reasonableness of the paragraph is obvious.

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: Mr. Baxter ap-
parently does not know what he iz talking
about. If a shearer earned £30 a week, his
earnings wounld be above the maximum pro-
Mr. Baxter also said
that civil servants should he brought under
the Aet. But the whole point is this: The
maximum compensation payable is £3 10s.
per week, inclusive of 7s. 6d. for each
child. Does an insaranee ecompany ask an
employer how many children his worker
has? Of course, the insurance companies do
not make any such inquiry.
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Hon. L. Craig: They presume the worker
has three or four children.

Hop. C. B. WILLIAMS: Yes. The
worker cannot get eompensation of a greater
amount than that provided by the Aect.
Why, then, should the cost of insurance
inerease? I speak of what I know, not
from a case prepared for me.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: If the
amendment were carried, would the effect
be to take away the provision of 7s. 6d.
for each child?

Hon. C. F. Baxter: No.
stand.

The HONORARY MINISTER: This pro-
vision is designed to rectify an acknow-
ledged injustice to men deserving of the
follest eonsideration. I refer to men who
live by casual labour, ‘'who go from house to
house doing gardening work and other jobs.
These persons refuse to apply to the Gov-
ernment for assistance; they battle along
and make a living somehow. They might
bave two dozen employers. The insnrance
companies admit it is diffienlt to assess the
incomes of these men. They might carn
155, a day for a couple of weeks and then
might be out of work for some time.

That would

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. .. .. . 5
Noes .. .. . - 19
Majority against .. “ 14

aseg
Hon. J, J. Holmes
Hon, H, Tuckey
(Teller)

Hon. C. F. Baxter
Hon. L, Cralg
Hon. V. Hameraley

Noesd.

Hon. W. J. Mann

Hon, T. Moore

Hon, H. 8, W, Parker

Hon. H. V. Piesse

Hon, H. L. Rache

Hon. A. Thomson

Hon. F, R. Welsh

Hon. C. B. Williama

Hon, 4, A. Dimmitt
{Teller.)

Hon. L. B. Bolton
Hon, 8ir Hal Colebatch
Hon, J. M. Drew

Hon. G. Frager

Hon, E., H. Gray

Hon. E. H. H. Hall
Hon. W, R. Hall

Hon, B. M. Heepan
Hon. W. H. Kltson
Hon, J. M. Mactarlane

Amendment thus negatived.

Bill again reported with further amend-
ments.

BILL—PUBLIC TRUSTEE.
Seccond Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. E. M. HEENAN (North-East)
[9.35]: My remarks in support of this
Bill will be brief, beeause I think the ma-

[COUNCIL.]

jority of members will applaud the Govern-
ment for having introduced it. It will
bring our State into line with all the other
States of Australia. The Bill, which is
comprehensive, will deserve much consider-
ation in the Committee stage. My inten-
tion is to confine my remarks to general
principles.

The Bill proposes to repeal the Curator
of Intestate Estates Aet and the Official
Trustee Act, and to amend the Lunacy
Act, the Mental Treatment Aet, the Ad-
ministration Aet and the Workers' Com-
pensation Act. If passed, it will abolish
the offices of Official Trustee and Curator
of Intestate Estates and will substitute
in lieu the publie trustee, who will appar-
ently carry out the duties of those officers,
in addition to controlling a big sphere of
other activities. I consider that a public
trustee is needed in Western Australia.
Apparently the other States econcluded that
sueh an official was required, and investi-
gations show that in those States the office
is justifying its existence.

One of the chief virtues of the measure
ig that it will awaken the publie conscience
to the necessity for paying attention to
making & will or giving consideration to
what will become of people’s property
after they die. It is true that at present
we have the Curator of Intestate Estates,
who is doing excellent work within his
limited sphere. It is also true that we have
two trustee eompanies with a long period
of honourable service. Apparently the
business of those companies is eondueted
in a manner with which no one can find
fanlt. Yet even those two companies, in
addition to the Curator of Intestate Es-
tates, do not ecover the full sphere of
aetivities proposed in the Bill.

The usual thing that happens when &
person dies intestate is that his wife or some
near relative makes an application for let-
ters of administration. That occurs when
no will is left. If such a person happens to
be in some remote part of the State there
are great difficulties in the way. Much ex-
pense is ineurred in engaging a solicitor in
Perth. On the other hand, if a person dies
in a country town where there is a solicitor,
the expense is greater than if the individual
had died in Perth. I suggest that that state
of affairs will be remedied to some extent
by this measure.
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Another provision that appeals very much
to me is that regarding estates of under
£300. Under the provisions of this Bill the
public trustee will not have te apply to the
court for a formal grani of administration.
He could take over the administration of the
estate within three months or after three
months have elapsed and in that way I
think the estate would he wound up more
expeditiously and much more cheaply. I
have in mind that the great majority of
people who die, leave something under £500
and also that their relatives are the ones
who are unable to incur legal costs. In
many instances they have not the faintest
idea of what is required in the way of wind-
ing up an estate. The public trustec will
have all the varions Government depart-
ments at his disposal. There is a clerk of
courts in almost every important ecentre
throughout the State and undoubtedly these
men will he agents for the public trustec.
Similar officers operate in every State of the
Commonwealth and they will undoubtedly
collaborate with the public trustee. In that
way the office should be able to function in
a manner that will give general satisfaction.

The proposal to establish this office has
been ecriticised on the ground that it will
constitute another State trading concern. 1
do not think that criticism is very sound.
TUndoubtedly the office will have to pay its
way. We do not want it to be a burden on
the gemeral taxpayers, but at present part
of the funetions it is proposed the public
trustee shall earry out are already being
undertaken by the Curator of Intestaie Es-
tates and by the Official Trustee and appav-
ently no complaint has been made. Addi-
tionsl publie servants will be engaged and
they will have to be men of high capacity,
but they will be carrying ont a duty that I
think is badly needed in every State. I am
sure that the office will vindicate itself.

Ag stated earlier, I also think it will
awaken the public conscience to an aspect
of business which at present is not given
much attention.  There is provision that
anyone ean make a will and deposit it with
the publie trustee. That is & very good pro-
vision. Many people make wills and they
are lost and later on when the person dies
his wishes are not carried out. Poor people
who have estates worth & few hundred
pounds are not the ones who band over
their business to the frustee companies. I
think that when the Government office is

[501]
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established and the public comes to realise
the value of it, it will be found to be of great
bénefit {0 the community. I expect the House
will agree to the general principles of the
Bill. It is of a fairly comprehensive charac-
ter and has apparently been drafted after
careful consideration of measures operating
in the other States. Probably some minor
amendments will be needed. I have pleasure
in commending the Bill to the House.

On motion by Hon. H. L. Roche, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.37 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly.

TWednesday, 22nd October, 1941.
PAGE
Qucstimmt ?uldﬂe]ds water hupp]y rale ot‘ smp 1381
Liquld Fruit Compnny 1382
cmd constructton, bitumen and eement 1382
Tramway employees, a8 to dismissals ... 1382
IE Industrial Arbltmtlon Act Amendment, 3R. 1832
’\Ione) f.endera Act Amendment, ZR., Com. Ie- 1390
Am’lculmral Jank Act Amendment, 2n, ruled
out . - 1396
Income [‘m:. returned 1404

Tnspection of Machinery Act Amendment, Zn.
Cam. report 1404
Marketing of Eggs Begu!atlon, oR.
1aw Reform (Miscellaneous Provistons), 2. ...
Clty of Perth Schems for Sugemmmauon (Amend-
ments Authorisation), Counctl’s amendments
Annual Estimates : f‘ommnbee of Supply. votes and
ltems discussed

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

QUESTION—GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY.

Sale of Scrap Sieel.

Mr, TRIAT asked the Minister for Works:
1, Who purchased band joints taken from
the Goldfields water pipeline on the section
from Meckering to Northam, for scrap iron§
2, What was the price paid by the purchas-
er? 3, Was the price inclusive of loading
and freight to Perth?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Hadfields W.A., Ltd. 2, The sale was
negotiated by the W.A. Government Tender
Board and covered all serap steel on the
Goldfields water supply system, of which
the band joints were only a portion. The
price paid by the purchaser was £2 per
ton. 3, Yes.



