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sion demands it ration orders are issued in
the meiropolitan nrea. Now, ope law for
the eity and another law for the country
should not exist.

Hon. A. Thomson: Unfortunately, it does
exist.

Hon. E. H, H. HALL: I ask for an ex-
planation hecause the matter has given rise
to much criticism and controversy in the
town of Geraldton. I am sorry to have de-
tained the House and to have added to the
labours of the “Hanzard” staff. I know the
desire i= to get the session finished, but I
have felt it my duty to say what I have
said,

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

House adjourned at 6.7 p.m.

Teqislative Hssembly,
Friday, 10th December, 1937.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2)—EDUCATION.
Perth Boys® School—Payment of
Sports Fees.

Mr. BOYLE asked the Minister for Edu-
cation: 1, Is it the practice at Perth Boys'
School, James-street, to demand & sports fee
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from certain scholars? 2, Was a reference
as o character refused one boy on account
of non-payment of this fee? 3, Is he aware
that a position for one boy in a financial
institution has been jeopardised by the non-
production of & school character reference,
which was alleged to have been refused a
boy on the above grounds? 4, Is he aware
that even the payment of this small sum of
3s. is beyond the means of many parents?
5, If true, will he take immediate steps to
put a stop te this reprehensible practice?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for the
Minister for Education) replied: 1, Na.
There is no ¢compulsion, and where the pay-
ment of such fee would infliet hardship on
parents it is not expected. 2, No. 3, No.
4, Yes, See answer to1 above. 5, The prac-
tice suggested does not occur,

Egxtension of School Age.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Edueation: 1, Does he propose to extend
the school-leaving age, and, if so, to what
extent? 2, Has consideration been given to
the best means whereby added school days
might be used by those concerned? 3, Im
the event of extension of school-leaving age
being impossible, will he endeavour to pro-
vide for scholarships whereby bright child-
ren of pror parents may be cnabled to eon-
tinue at school? 4, Is it possible, having in
view the necessity which would arise for
added teaching staff and school accommoda-
tion, to advise the approximate date from
which the raising of the school age may be
inauguratedf

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for the
Minister for Education) replied: 1 to 4,
The whole question is receiving considera-
tion.

QUESTION—RAILWAY INSTITUTE,
COLLIE.

Mr. WILSON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Is it the intention of the Rail-
way Department to proceed with the eree-
tion of an institute at the important rail-
way centre of Collie for the use of railway
employees in that area? 2, Will he name
an approximate date when the building of
the institute will be proceeded with?®

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Yes, when fonds are available. 2,
See answer to No. 1.
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MOTION--STATE FORESTS.
To Revoke Dedication,

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willock—
Geraldton) [4.33]): I move—

That the proposal for the partial revoecation

«f State Forests Nos. 4, 14, 22, 24, 27, 28, 20,
30, 36, 39, and 51, laid on the Table of the
Legislative Asscmbly by command of His Ex-
«¢ellercy the Licut.-Governor on the 9th Decem-
ber, 1937, be carried out.
This is the usual motion snbmitted towards
the cnd of the scssion, somewhat like the
Bills introduced about this time by the
Minister for Lands relating to reserves and
road closures. The motion deals with lands
-dedicated for forestry purposes by the
Governor-in-Council. Onee such lands have
been dedicated, they cannot be revoked ex-
cept by consent of Parliament. There are
hundreds of thousands of acres of forest
land, and in several parts of the State there
are small pieces here and there which are
not of much use from a forestry standpoint,
and are of more use, for settlement purposes,
to individuals who have adjoining blocks.
In such eases, when people desire small
areas of some of these reservations, the
Forests Department, in conjunction with
the Lands Departiment, deals with the appli-
cations and where it is considered reason-
able to grant small portions of this land,
such portions are revoked from the dedica-
tion. This eannot be done without the ap-
proval of Parliament, however, and it is for
that reason that this motion is brought down
each year. Sixteen areas are dealt with in
the motion and, as hon. members will have
secn from the plans laid upon the Table of
the House last night, they are not of great
importance. So that the Hounse may know
something about them. however, I will give
the following details in regard fo each
Aarea i—

Avea No. 1.—Adjoining Allanson townsite.
Ahout 170 acres, being chiefly a sandy flat, of
no value from a forestry viewpoint. Applied
for by a loeul resident.

Arca No. 2,—Two miles South-East of North
Daudalup. About 414 acres. Applied for by
the adjoining settler. Carries practieally mo
marketable timher.

Area No, 3.—~—Three miles North-East of
AMundijong. Ahout 110 acres of poor jarrah
country. Applied for by the adjoining settler

to consglidate his holdings.

Area No. +.—Five miles XNorth-East of
Buckingham’s 8iding. About 135 aeres of cut-
over gully land. Required by an adjoining
settler to make a self-supporting farm.

Area No. 5.—Four miles North-East of
Bowelling. Ahbout 90 acres of flat, carrying
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no marketable timber,
joining scttler.

Area No, 6.—Four miles XNorth-East of
Boweiling. About eight acres, carrying very
little timber, and applied for by the adjoining
land holder.

Area No. 7.~—Five miles South-West of
Argyle. About 530 acres of poor sandplain
country, which carries very little timber,

Area No. 8.—Three-quarter mile South-West
of Gwindinup. About 60 acres of poor jarrah
eountry applied for by a local settler.

Area No. 9,—ISight miles North of Nannup.
About 14 acres at the head of a creck, and
required by the adjoining land holder to im-
prove his waler supply. Only a few jarrah
trees on the area.

Ares No. 10.—Three miles North-West of
Wilga. About 560 acres of poor forest coun-
try. Required by the adjoining settler in ex-
change for areas of greater value for forestry
purposea.

Avea No. 11—Six miles South-East of Nog-
gerup. About 23 acres of gully land, carrying
very little timber, and applied for by the ad-
joining settler,

Area No. 12.—Eight miles North-East of
Hester. About 170 acres of heavily cut-over
forest country not required for forestry pur-
poses.  Applied for by the adjoining land
holder.

Arga No. 13.—One-and-a-half miles East of
Hester. About 11 acres of poor forest country
Required by the applicant for the adjoining
location to improve his water supply.

Area No. 14 —Twenty-four miles South-
West of Manjimup. Eighteen acres 3 roods 20
perches of river flat carrying no marketable
timber, ecomprised in two small surveyed loca-
tions, Applied for by the adjoining settler.

Area No. 15.—Quarter mile West of Collins
Siding, About 14 acres earrying very little
timber, and not required for forestry purposes.
Applied for hy the adjoining settler, who
wishes to extend his orchard.

Area No, 16.—Three miles East of Mooter-
dine. About 340 acres to be included by the
Lands Department with an adjoining locatien
to be made availahle for selection.

Applied for by the ad-

The Forests Department is extremely jea-
lous of the land dedicated for forestry pur-
poses and does not unnecessarily limit the
area available for such purposes. When,
however, these small areas are applied for
and it can be seen that in the interests of
the development of the couniry or for the
convenience of some settlers, it is not ine-
quitable to make a little of this land avail-
able for selection by settlers, the department,
although anxious to hold every acre of forest
land likely to contain marketable timber, is
prepared to agree to the revoeations. I do
not think the House is likely to raise amy
ohjection to the motion.
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HON. €. G. LATHAM (York) [4.40]:
As the Premier has informed the House, this
is a Bill that is brought down anunally.
The Premier has been good enough to allow
me to look at the plans of the areas it is
proposed to excise from State forests, and
I have gone through them very carefully.
The Conservator of Forests, Mr. Kessell, is
a eonsiderably more careful man than I, and
he has approved of the revoeations. I there-
fore see no reason to objeet. The total area
concerned is only 2,478 aeres, and, as the
Premier has pointed out, it consists of 16
lots, varying from 4% acres to 560 acres.
There has alwavs heen more or less of a
complaint by South-Western members that
there is insufficient of this 1and to lease. The
ox-member for Nelson was always complain-
ing about it. I think, however, that it is
wise to nse every precaution fo make sure
that we do nhot dispose of land suitable for
the production of our valuable timber.
While T am careful in this respect, I kmnow
that Mr. Kessell is even more eareful, and
would not reicase one acre of tand more suit-
nble for forestry than for agricultural pur-
poses. A grest improvement is taking place
in the develocpment of the country in the
South-West, but I often look at the land
that has been cleared, and wonder if it
would not have been more valuable for tim-
ber production than it has been for pasture
production. Again, with a lot of the land
not much e¢an be done, although it might be
possible to plant pines on it. A good deal
of developmental work has been done in
fhese arens, and it is desirable that if land
cannot be used for forestry purposes, it
should be used for agriculture. These revo-
cations will provide homes for ten or 12 new
settlers. Alrendy we have a good deal of
Crown land on which a lot of money has
heen spent. That land is in the hands of the
Government, and we should encourage its
use first. An area of 560 aeres is a fairly
big holding. To clear it and make a farm
of it would require a lot of money. How-
ever, this is the usual Bill brought down at
this time of the year, and 1 have no desire
to hold up this class of legislation. I sup-
port the motion.

Question put and passed.

On motion by the Premier, resclution
transmitted fo the Counecil and its concur-
rence desired therein.
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BILL—ELECTRICITY.
Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
H. Millington—Mi. Hawthorn) [4.32]: I
move—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MB. NOBTH (Claremont) [4.33]: I
desire to appeal to members of another

place——

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yon cannot do that
here.

Mr. NORTH: I desire to appeal to mem-
Lers of another place to examine the amend-
ments that have been made to the Bill,

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member cannot
discuss the Legislative Council here.

Question put and passed.

Bill vread o third time, and transmitted to
the Couneil.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Industrial Avbitration Aet Amendment
(No. 2).
2, Publie Service
Amendment.
Transmitted to the Council:

Appeal Board Act

BILL—WOREERS’ HOMES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resume¢ from the 8th December.

MR. STUBBS (Wagin) [4.45]: The
parent Aet was placed on the statute-pock
by the Scaddan Government in 1911, and
sinec then has been amended on several
occasions. We are now being asked to
grant the Workers’ Homes Board permis-
sion to extend operations by crecting small
houses varving in price from £300 to £500
for the sole purpose of letting them. I re-
call that when the original legislation wag
introduced, the policy of the Government
of the day was the abolition of all property
ownership with a view to nationalising
every aere of ground in the State. For a
few years that was a leading plank in
the Labour Party’s platform, but by 1915
experienee eonvineed the Lahour Party
that such a policy was of no use, and
consequently it was dropped. Under this
measure the land will remain the property
of the Crown in perpeinity and the people
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who vent the houses will, at the end of each
month or 12 months, find themselves no
better off. If the Bill contained a provision
fo cnable a tenant who paid his rent regu-
lavly for, say, 12 months and who found
himself in an improved financial position
to acquire the ownership of the home, and
if arrangements could be made for the
amount of vent paid to be eredited as pur-
chase money, I would be inclined to sup-
port the measure.

The Premier: That is provided for in
Part IV of the Aect.

Mr. STUBBS: If, under Part IV of the
Act, a tenant can do exactly what this Bill
proposes, where i5 the necessity for the
Bill?

The Premier: The parent Act contains no
provision for letting houses.

Mr. STUBBS: I am aware that under
Part IV of the Act a person who owns a
block of land and desires to erect & home
on it may secure assistance from the board
to the amount of £800, It is extraordinary
to find, according to the prices shown in
the annual report of the Dboard, that a
four-roomed house costs up to £500. Forty-
odd vears ago 1 erected a home for my fam-
ily in Claremont. It was built entirely of
Jjarrah; the land cost £45 and the four
rooms, which were larger than the rooms
specified here, did not cost more than £260
to build. That house is as good to-day as
when it was creeted 42 years ago. I can-
not understand the necessity for spending
£400, £500 or £600 for the erection of
wooden honses. I think two houses could
oasily be huilt for the price quoted for one.

Mr. Patrick: Costs have gone up since
that time,

Mr. STUBBS: I admit that the priee ot
timber has increased considerably.

Mr. Sampson: And labour, too.

Mr. STUBBS: My house was nof bult
by coniract.  About a dozen carpenters
worked on it for a month or six weeks, and
they were paid 25s. a day and 4s. an hour
overtime.  Therefore I cannet see where
the extra cost of erecting houses nowadays
comes in.  Are the carpenters not as active
as they were, or are they deficient in
strength as compared with the carpenters
of 42 vears ago?

Mr. Fox: Perhaps the race is deteriorat-
ing!

Mr. STUBBS: I have no desire to delay
the Bill. but T cannot see that it is neces-
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sary to provide land for the erection of
houses to be let to tenants. If the Premier
were sericus in his statement that £10,000
would be allotted for the erection of such
houses in the first year, how many houses
could be built ai the priees guoted? There
is a great demand in the country for houses.
Will the Premier ugree to the spending of
a fair proportion of the amount allotted in
the country, instead of spending all of it
in the mectropolitan area? I do not think
it is a funection of the Government to ask
parliamentary sanction for the building of
houses te let to people. Therefore I am re-
Iuctantly compelled to oppose the Bill.

MR. WABRNER (Mt. Marshall) [4.521:
1 shall support the second reading because
I consider that something should be done to
permit of homes being provided for lower-
paid workers. At the same time I am very
doubtful of the wisdom of building homes
for letting, and thus making landlords of the
Governmenf. Private enterprise will not
erect homes at present that can be let at a
rental within the means of a lower-paid
worker, and I am not sure whether private
enterprise 1s not right in the attitnde it has
adopted. Instances could be quoted of
tenants having occupied houses of low rental
and of having caused a good deal of damage,
neglected the place, and left it in a filthy
conditton. That, however, should not deter
us from exerting every effort to help the
workers to procure homes. My fear of
Government-owned houses let to tenants is
that we are abmost sure to get tenants of
that class, unless they are carefully selected.
I can imagine the roar that would be emitted
by the member for Canning (Mr. Cross) if
the occupants of such houses were evieted
for non-payment of rent.

The Premier: We do that with workers
homes at present.

Mr. WARNER.: People occupying work-
ers’ homes under the existing Aet have had
an opportunity te¢ put money of their own
into the house, and they reasonably believed
they would be able to complete the purchase
of the home. Misfortune arising from un-
cmployment, however, made it impossible for
them to maintain their payments, 1 believe
it would be wise to add 1s, or 2s. to thr
weekly payments so that the added portion
would enable the ocenpiers to build up an
equity in the home. If the Government did
that, there would he less likelihood of loss
than in letting homes to people whe would
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probibly allow the places fo go to rack and
ruin,

The Premier: I do not think you could
have listened when I moved the sccond read-
ing of the Bill.

Mr. WARNER: I did listen.

The Premier: Then you did not hear. It
seems fo me you have changed your mind be-
<cause of what was said in another place.

Hon, C. G. Latham: The Premier should
not say anything to antagonise another place.

My, WARNER: I favour wooden houses;
I do not think sufficient of them are built. I
do not believe in loeal authorities having the
right to declare brick areas. I see no reason
why there shounld be a brick area, If the
object is to prevent unsuitable places being
erected alongside homes on which large sums
of money have been expended, the end counld
be achieved by adopting some sovt of a value
area. A man might spend £800 or £500 on
the erection of a brick house with a tiled
roof, but just as niee a place could he butlt
of weatherboard for £600. From recent ex-
perience 1 am satisfied that a comfortahle
five-roomed weatherboard house can be built
for £450, and that would bhe equal in appear-
ance to a £900 brick house with a tiled roof.
The declaring of brick areas has the effeect
of forcing the worker to live further out and
incur an outlay of 1s. or more per day in
fares to gei to his work.

Mr, Sleeman: I am with you in opposing
brick areas,

Mr. WARNER: If a man has £500 with
which to erect a home, he should be able to
build it in any area where he ean afford to
buy a block of land. The local governing
bodies would prevent anything of the nature
of a humpy being erected in such an area,
but they should not be able to prevent a man
building a four or five-roomed house at a
cost of £500 in order to reserve the area for
homes costing £900. A building block at
present must have a frontege of 10 feet, and
it a weatherboard house is built on a block
having that frontage, there is no great
danger from fire to adjoining houses,

The Minister for Mines: Frontages of 40
feet are too small in a State like this.

Mr. WARNER: Forty feet is about the
average size and it is quite small cnongh. 1
do not agree with those people who contend
that weatherboard houses tend to make slum
areas. Brick and stone houses ean be very
damp and dirty inside, but those conditions
do not show from the ouiside, whereas a
neglected weatherboard house does look
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bad. The upkeep on a weatherboard
house is not very heavy. It needs oiling
every year and painting every three or
four years, and when it is kept in good
condition, it looks well. There is proof that
the wooden house is as cool as a brick
house in summer, and it is comfortably
warm in winter. So long as people do not
grow vines or creepers over weatherboard
houses, and so long as they are painted and
kept in repair, the deterioration is small.
T am doubtful about the tenant clause in
the Bill, but I favour any measure that will
enahle homes to be built for the poorer ciass
of workers. I should like the Government
to introdmece a scheme that would enable
more workers to secure the ownership of a
home by building np an equity in it after
a short period, so that if they remained in
the home and took eare of it, the property
would ultimately become theirs.

MR. CROSS (Canning) [5.1]: In sup-
porting the Bill T do not propose to repeat
what T said on the housing problem re-
cently.

Hon. C. (. Latham: It is worth repeat-
ing. Let us have it again!

Mr, CROSS: I sapport the Bill because
it vepresents a erumb.

Hon. C. G. Latham: A what?
Premier introducing a erumb? No!

Mr. CROSS: The Bill will not provide
anything like the accommodation required
by the poorver section of the community,
hut it is a step in the right direetion. There
will he no difficulty about securing fenants.
As I said the other evening by way of inter-
jection, the tenants will be got all right.
I will guarantee to find sufficient tenants,
and moreover tenants who will pay.

Hon. . G. Latham: Will they
union tickets?

Mr. CROSS: The demand for a cheaper
house is not confined to the metropoliran
area. In looking through the files of “he
Workers’ Homes Board one finds a greal
percentage of applications from places like
Katanning. Tn the board’s office one day
I saw a dozen applications from Katarning,
and in fact from practieallv every town in
the Great Southern distriet. Indeed, almost
every town in the State demands a cheap
tvpe of house. The Bill merely tinkers with
the problem. The Premier should have
been hold and submitted a definite policy
of providing, not 20 or 30 houses, but a

Yone

have
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thousand houses whieh eounld be let at a
low rent.

The Premier: We would not be ahle to
build that sehool you want if we spent all
the money in that way.

Mr. CROSS: I suggested to the Premier
a way by which he could =et funds to ex-
tend the powers of the Workers’ Homes
Board so as to make it a honsing trust.

Hon, C. G, Latham: What about that
schaol you want?

Mr. CROSS: Never mind that.
ancther problem.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There alwavs will be
problems for this Government.

Mr. CROSS: In Western Australia there
is always a hig demand for decent houses
within the means of the poorer people. All
over the State one finds people who cannot
pay the rents demanded to-day. Those
people want houses with a certain minimwn
of amenities and of a certain standard,
which they should be able to obtain for 7s.
or 8s. per week. If a country like Great
Britain ean in the eourse of 17 years pro-
vide £165,000,000 as an ahsolute donation
towards providing snitable houses for the
poor, Western Australia ean afford to intro-
duce a scheme on similar lines. If Great
Britain can pass a Housing Aet under which
the Government subsidises every new hounse
to the extent of £9 annually for 40 vears
and the local anthority ean pay an addi-
tional £4 10s. annually for 40 years, it
should be within the capacity of this State
to ostablish a housing scheme subsidised to
the extent of £5 per annum per house dur-
ing the currency of the contract of purchase.
Recently I placed before this Chamber a
seale of charges which, with a Government
subsidy of £5 per aonum, wozld enable a
decent house eosting £500 to be sold to the
people for 7s. 6d. per week. Thousands of
poor persons c¢annot pay a deposit. Tf we
do not care for the State to become a land-
Tord, let the houses be sold to the tenants.
That ¢an be done without much loss fo the
State. Why should not houses for the
poorer people be subsidised? That is a prin-
ciple which is recognised in manv European
country as rendering a soecial service. There-
fore, the prineciple shonld be recognised here.
We have the timber, the land, and the ten-
ants who renuire houses. The Premier shonld
have acted boldly and said, **We will intro-
duce a housing scheme and provide plenty
of good cheap houses for the poorer people.”
I snpport the measure, and I hope the Pre-

This is
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mier will look through what I stated the
other evening, and take some notice of it. 1
honestly believe that the Premier should ob-
tain authority from the YLoan Council to
borrow sufficient money to establish a hous-
ing trust which would enable decent houses
to be built for all the people requiring them.
T draw the Premier’s attention to the fact
that during the last two months in most of
the areas where houses are let the rents are
being pushed up. That is being done be-
canse of the improvement in economic con-
ditions. A house which could be obtained
for 12s. a week a few years ago now eosts
17s. or 18s. And the increase is not be-
canse of anv rise in costs, for those houses
were built some years ago. I know that
south of the river, partieularly in Victoria
Park and also in some portions of South
Perth, there hag bheen a palpable increase in
rents. If a deeent housing secheme were in-
troduced, it would have a tendency to keep
rents at a reasonable figure. This is one of
the most important problems facing the
eommunity, and I am disappointed at the
small amount the Premier bas allocated to-
wards ifs solution. As time goes along, I
shall seek to put pressure on the Govern-
ment in that conneetion; and I hope for the
co-operation of every member of the Cham-
ber who has the welfare of the people at
heart. I believe it is the duty of every mem-
ber to see that the poorer people get decent
houses to live in, and at a rent they are able
to pay.

MRS. CARDELL-OLIVER (Sunbiaco)
[3.10]: T sapport the Bill, heeanse if T
did not de so T would give many of my
friends oppusite the opportunmty to say
that the member for Subiaco did not sup-
port a measure which, in their opinion, was
in the hest interests of the people, At the
some time T helieve that the Bill is nneco-
nomical and wasteful and that it will not
aceomplish what the Premier wishes.

The Premier: Do not vote ngainst your
conseience!

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: I shall not
do so. Like the last speaker, T feel that
the Rill represents only a erumb of what the
Government mean to do. That is why I
support the measure, although it is not what
it should he. The Premier aught to have
@onc into heavy fizures. The amount of
money allocated, €10,000, will provide hous-
ing accommodation for only about 20 fami-
lies. The propo<al is ridiculons. In June,
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1927, it was estimated that applications for
freehold dwellings up to that date totalled
3,347, and applications for leasehold dwell-
ings 742, making a graond total of approxi-
mately 1100 houses. The totzi value of
those houses would be about £1,389,000.
Labour Governments have always been
against interference from capital ownersbip,
but in practice capital ownership has heen
upheld by them. I propose to read a short
extract from the “West Australian” which I
am sure the Premier will be glad to hear
Tt refers to workers’ homes, and states—

It is interesting to record in this connec-

tion that of the totul funds of £716,982, ap-
propriated by Parliament for the board’s use,
£672,817 wus made available by the Labour
Governments, That is an indication of the de-
sire of the Labour Governments to assist the
workers to obtain their own homes.
I am with the Government in this matter. I
hold that every worker should have his own
home, but 1 do wish this Labour Government
would say that it is out absolutely for people
to become capitalists as home-owners. 1
would like to see the Premier provide a
large amount of money for this partienlar
scheme. To ask for £10,000 is, as the mem-
ber for Camming has said, to ask for a
crumb.

The Premier: Where do you think we will
get all the money for all the things we have
to do?

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: I am not con-
cerned where the Premier will get the money.
last year he had £200,000 more from taxa-
tion than in the previous year. Why cannot
he put that additional money to some docent,
legitimate use? Small homes are not of any
use if they are to be let. If people are to
he allowed to become owners of them, yes;
but if the homes are to be let, no. In the
metropolitan area if one finds a house that
is let at a small rent, it is not well kept,
and the tenant takes littie care of it.

Myr. Hegnev: That is a reflection on the
poor people who rent those houses.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: No. It is a
reflection on the ceducation of those poor
people. T would like to see the Premier ar-
range that in every metropolitan electorate,
and in other places where secondary indus-
tries are established, large buildings should
he orected, buildings in which not ten fami-
lies could he accommodated but 100 or 200
or 300 families, or evem more, could he
aeccommodated. That would be an economi-
cal proceeding.
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Mr. Hegney: That would be Communism.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: The hon.
member always interjects with some sort of
silly stuff, trying to get me off the subject.
I am absolutely opposed to Communism;
but I have seen those large houses in Raussia,
which is Communistie, in Austria, England,
and various other countries, both Communis-
tic and Capitalistic; and I say absolutely
that if we are to accommodate the workers
of the State where they c¢an be near their
employment, such buildings are essential. In
Perth there ave neither the faecilities nor the
land available for the crection of multitudes
of small homes, We must erect, in the pro-
per  localities, large buildings capable
of accommodating even up to a thou-
sand people. In such buildings one
can have Iarge playgrounds for child-
ren, and even schools. In Vienna 1,200
people are accommodated in one bnilding.
Such a building eould have its own school
and shops on the ground floor, its own laun-
dries and a kindergarten and everything
else that was required, to make it an econ-
omic proposition. If it is desired to have
10 or 20 houses built in the vieinity of
Perth, where will the Government get the
iand to enable it be done profitably.

The Premier: Good gracious! In a State
with milliens of acres of vacant land?

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: Not in the
vieinity of Perth. I have been endeavouring
to secure land for the purpose of erecting
one house in Perth, but I wonld not spend
the money involved because it would not be
economieal. The price asked for land is
altogether too high. If I eannot do it, T do
not think the Government could do it
although it has the resources of the State
behind it. T{ is not economical to erect 10
or 20 houses in the vicinity of Perth and
to allow the occupiers to become merely
tenants. We should erveet a building to
accommodate a thousand or more people.

The Premier: God help them!

Mr. Fox: There are thousands of people
who are buying houses and will not be able
to pay them off during their lifetime. They
will not live long enough.

Mprs. CARDELL-QOLIVER: I am willing
that families should buy homes near Perth,
but the land is too dear for the Government
to purchase it and ereet bumildings in the
vicinity of the city. If they go far out for
the purpose, then the people who will eecupy
the homes will have to pay train or tram
fares in order to reach their places of em-
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ployment. I consider that the whole pro-
posal is unecomomie. What is required is a
large building such as T have outlined. I
do not think that any such building wonld
ultimately be converted into a slum centre,
because that development depends upon con-
ditions under which there is no superviston.
The member for Canning (Mr. Cross) has
instanced the puosition on the {‘ontiient. Has
he been to the Continent! | have been in
every city in the Continent, and have seen
the large dwellings that I have referred to.

Mr. Cross: We don't want any Russian
ideas here.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVELR: In every oue
of those lurge buildings there was 2 ecare-
taker or coneicrge in charge. Nearly all
have a centrul heating system and all
that is neeessary for poor families so that
they are able to enjoy all the comforts that
richer families possess. Therefore I say
the whole scheme submitted by the Premier
is unceonomic. For the same amount that
the Premier requires to build ten houses, he
eould ercet a larger building to accommo-
date 100 families.

Mr. Cross: Are you going to build a com-
pound? We do not want any of these Rus-
sian ideas here.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Thorn: We ought to build a cage in
the Zoo for the member for Canning.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: I have scen
the buildings that I have referred to, and I
know what I am talking about. We ecould
erect a beautiful building in which people
eould be well accommodated, having every
comfort that modern civilisation can pro-
vide, and the oceupants could, perhaps, pay
rent to the Government or to whoever chose
to erect the building. In my electorate and
in other suburbs sarrounding Perth, I can
asgure yon, Mr. Speaker, that people cannot
get accommodation. Only the other day I
had an experience emphasising the position.
A woman with eight children, all under 11
years of age, was evicted from her home be-
cause the Subiaco Council had condemned
the dwelling. The woman was told that she
must leave the premises by the 29th Novem-
ber. I endeavoured to find a home for her
within the vicinity of Perth.

Mr. Fox: Puat her in one of the houses
that are to be built!

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: I went all
round the suburhs and got other people to
do 0 as well. T did that becaunse this woman
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had eight children gll of tender age. Never-
theless, despite our search, no place
eould be found for her. Eventually

she went to Swanbourne, and the Subiace
Municipal Couneil paid the first week's rent
for her because they were glad to get rid of
her from Subiaco. I do not know how long
she will be abie to pay rent for the Swan.
bourne place, because her hushand i~ in re-
ceipt of £3 10s, a week only. A man in that
position cannot pay rent and maintain a wife
angd eight children. It cannot be done, and,
of course, no iandlord wants as a tenant a
family with eight voung children. Therefore
I say that is the type of family the Govern-
ment should protect. The other night the
Premier said that this type of house would
accommodate anyone in reecipt of approxi-
mately £1 g week. Why mention £1 a week?
We Bave people in receipt of the basic wage
of £3 15s., and even less than that.

The Premier: I said “Not more than £4.”

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: And what
rent would the Premier demand for the
homes he proposes to bnild? He would ask
15s. a week.

The Premier: No,

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: Well, 10s.
How can these people pay that amount? The-
member for Canning referred to what was
done in Great Britain where the Government
has erected 3,000,000 homes since the War.
Those homes have been made available at
rentals of from 7s. 6d. to 8s. 6d. a week, and
the dwellings contain five rooms,

My. Cross: That is what we want here.

Ars. CARDELL-OLIVER: But it is im-
possible to get that type of home in the
vicinity of London. In the eity the Govern-
ment had to erect large tenement buildings.
If an individual required one of the homes
referred to by the hon. member, he would
have to go 50 or 100 miles away from the
heart of the city; most decidedly he could
not get them in the vicinity of the city itself.

Mr, Hegney: But we have ample room
here.

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: There is not
ample room in the vicinity of Perth. If the
bhon. member says that it is possible to get
land at a price that would make it an eeon-
omi¢ proposition to build homes of the type
that the Premier wants to be let at the rental
he suggests, I know that it is not true.

Mr. Hegney: We can provide thousands
of acres for that purpose.
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Mr, Tonkin: Yes, there is plenty of vacant
land round abont Mosman Park and other
Areas,

Mrs. CARDELL-OLIVER: If a worker
were to live at Mosman Park he wounld have
to pay 6d. or 9d. to get to his work in the
<city. How many workers could afford to do
that? Of course it could not be done. To sug-
gest that a man should walk from his home
in Mosman Park to the nearest railway stu-
tion would be ridiculous. I support the Bill,
but do so only because of what the member
for Canning said when he mentioned that it
was just a crumb ecompared with what shonld
be effected. T would like the Premier to ask
for £100,000 and do the thing decently.

MR. HEGNEY (Middle Swan) [3.23]1: T
hope the Premier will not adopt the sugges-
tion of the member for Subiaco (Mrs. Car-
dell-Oliver). If he does he will be a com-
plete Communist. With her tongue in her
cheek, she spoke of Communism.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That 55 most dis-
eourteons!

Mr. HEGNEY: You keep out of this
argument for a moment!

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HEGNEY: On the other hand, the
member for Subiaco condemned the Premicr
for the conditions that exist.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: On a point of orde:r.
I object to the hon, member’s reference to
“her tongue in her cheek.’” YWhat does that
mean?

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I object to snch a
wtupid sort of remavk, and I ask that
it be withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! The member for
Subiaco objects to the statement, and the
member for Middle Swan will withdraw,

Mr. HEGNEY: I withdraw my assertion
that she spoke with her tongue in her chesk.
She had her tongue in her mouth.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Absolutely!
proper place!

Mr. HEGNEY: The Government is to bhe
commended on the provision of some moncy
for the erection of a cheap type of workers’
homes in the mefropolitan area. It is abso-
Jutely ridiculons to suggest that there is no
room within three miles of the city for the
erestion of such homes. The member for
Subiaco showed that she does not know any-
thing about the vacant areas surrounding
the metropolifan area, when she spoke as

In its
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she did. I can show any hon. member where
there is ample room within three miles of
the General Post Office for the purpese out-
lined by the Premier.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: At what price?

Mr. HEGNEY: Within three miles of
Parliament House, there is ample room for
the ercction of thousands of such homes.

Mr. Seward: Where?

Mr. HEGNEY : In the Rivervale and Bel-
mont districts; in Vietoria Park, Oshorne
Park, Carlisle, Queen’s Park, and elsewherec.
As T mentioned the other evening when
speaking on the Estimates, if a trolley bus
serviee were installed to serve the area adja-
cent to the Mt. Lawley golf links, it would
open up some heautiful land where hundreds
of thousands of working people could he
housed.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The Government
would not send trolley buses for workers,
only for the gentry!

Mr. HEGNEY: If that scheme were
taken in hand, I think it would be a payable
proposition and meet interest charges. There
is ample scope for the Government to ini-
tiate a plan for the erection of cheap
workers’ homes, but to suggest, as the mem-
ber for Subiaco did, the erection of large
buildings in the city is positively ridiculour.
Her confreres in another place are concerned
about the position and have denounced the
scheme altogether, but the member for Su-
biaco has indicated her support. I do not
believe that in her heart she does approve
of the proposition at ali.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I obhject to that.

Mr. SPEAKER: What is the hon. mem-
ber’s objection?

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: He said I did not be-
lieve in the secheme in my heari. What docs
he know of my heart?

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Middle
Swan will proceed.

Mr. HEGNEY': One judges the individual
by the company he or she keeps, and when
1 consider the attitude adopted by some of
her confreres, T am able to gauge the hon.
member’s alleged support of the proposition.
The Government is to be commended, rven
after this propesition has been advocated
for vears, long before the present member
for Subiaco entered the House, upon havinz
introduced legislation to enable something to
be done. The amount provided is quite in-
sufficient for the purpose, but nevertheless
the Premier has made some money available.
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When Mr. Scaddan was alive he, in his
capacity as Minister for Employment, pro-
vided snhout £70 for the purpose of building
gkeleton shelters for workers. They
were erected in the suburbs and they
were positively rushed, I think the
member for Fremautle (Mr, Sleeman) se-
eured the erection of most of the houses
built under the scheme, becanse he availed
himself of the opportunity at an early
stage. At any rate, the workers rushed
that cheaper type of house. The scheme
suggested by the Premier will represent an
improvement on the type of house spon-
sored by Mr. Seaddan. At the present time,
within three or four miles of Perth, people
are living in improvised houses that are not
satisfactory at all. The legislation under
discussion will initiate a schewe that every
member shonld be able to support. If it
proves successful, then presamably next
year a further sum can be provided, and
additional homes erected. This secheme will
apply not only to the metropolitan area,
hut will prove of assistance in ecountry
towns as well. It was suggested that work-
ers wonld have to pay train and tram fares
from the cuter suburbs in order to proceed
to and from their work in the ecity. All
waorkers do not go to the eity for employ-
mernt; some go to the country and some are
employed in Fremantle or Midland June-
tion. Those workers nsvally endeavour to
secure homes in the vicinity of their work.
Then again, there are casual workers who
are employed for two or three months only
at one eentre and then have to proceed
elsewhere for another brief period. They
have to be housed somekow. Workers have
to go where work is, and ofttimes thev are
compelled to leave one distriet to go to an-
other,

Mrs, Cardell-Oliver: And then they leave
the house unrented.

Mr. HEGNEY: T do not think that is
true. The workers, if they have the money
to pay the rent, are just as honest as any-
body else in the community. Tt is sogges-
ted that the Labour Party is opposed to a
scheme of capital ownership of honses. At
least the Labour Party of this State was
responsible for giving uns the Workers’
Homes Aet, thus giving the workers oppor-
tunity to secure their own homes. It is an
excellent prineiple, and hundreds of work-
ers have been able to take advantage of it.
We often hear Tandlords condemned, but
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in my experience some of their agents ought
to be ““put inside.’’ Let me give an illus.
tration. A firm in this eity induced a party
who had been working on a farm for vears
to come to the city and pay a deposit of
£280 on a house. There was a £400 moxt-
gage on the house, but the man who induced
those people to do that, arranged for an
old-age pensioner to go into the house,
knowing well that he could not pay for it.
Why should innocent people be gulled and
robbed by others who are quite indifferent
as to the result? So I say the State has
to provide this cheaper class of home for
workers. While the enemies of the workers
are opposed to the State becoming a land-
lord, why do not those people object to the
Workers' Homes Act? They do not dare
to do that, although they are opposed to
the State becoming the landlord of cheap
houses. We find the member for Subiaco
(Mrs. Cardell-Oliver) supporting the pro-
position. It is suggested that large build-
ings should be ereected in the city for the
purpose of bousing a hundred families
Sueh buildings, without proper supervision,
would become slams. Whe is going to
supervise the activities of people who have
a good deal of lLiberty? Yet it is snggested
that the supervision should be provided. In
this community we have had experience of
flats in Nedlands and Mt. Lawley, and
in the eity. Everyone is of opinion
that there is ample room for buildines
in the city, but that where flats are built the
locality eventually becomes a slam. T have
not had opportunity to visit other parts of
the world in order to see how things are done
in distant places, but I have seen slum areas
in Sydney and have had opportunity to listen
to town planning experts from various out-
side countries, showing the rotten tenement
system which obtains in Berlin, London, and
New York. Also I have seen houses in
closely packed sreas in Sydoey, and to 2
lesser degree in Melbourne. I hope those
conditions will not come to pass here. In
this State we have hut a small eommunity,
and plenty of land; vet it is snggested there
is no room in Perth for the building of
workers’ homes. In close proximity to the
city there are thousands of areas readily
available for the purpose, and there are no
restrictions either, even in my distriet, sop-
posed to be a brick area. In the street next
to my street, one is free to build a wooden
house. The loeality is adjaecent to all the
services, and whilst there may not be blocks
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available at £20, still they can be got quite
reasonably. Further out there are schools
in the vicinity, and exeellent roads, and elec-
tric light and gas. There is ample room be-
tween Osborne Park, Mt. Lawley and right
back into Maylands, and also in other parts
of the metropolitan area there is any amount
of land available. That being so, faney any
member suggesting that we should build up
in the air rather than give people opportu-
nity to build homes for themselves!
It is some years since Mr. William
Morris Hughes, who was at one time a
Labour leader, declared that the workers
ought to be housed on not less than one
acre of ground. There is ample room for
that in this State. It is nonsense to suggest
that we have to build up in the air for work-
ers” homes. I commend the Government on its
attitude. For years many members have
urged the Government to make a sum of
meney available in order to try out this
scheme, T am sore that there will be subse-
quent calls for additional amounts,

MR. TONEIN (North-Easi ¥remantle)
[5.37]: I welcome the Bill. The warrant
for it is the need for this elass of accommo-
dation for the lower-paid section of workers.
I have noticed for some time that there has
been a distinet shortage of houses at a rental
of from 12s. fo 15s. per week. I have
watched elosely, and this week I got into
touch with six leading land agents in the
Fremantle distriect. 1 asked each if he had
available for renting a house up to £1 per
week. There was not one land agent who
had a house available within that range. I
diseussed the whole position with one man,
and he told me he had not had sueh a house
available for rental during the past six
weeks, and that for the last two years the
position had been so acute that he was able
to let houses in advance, making arrange-
ments for the prospective tenant to go in on
the house becoming vacant., Any member
who takes the trouble to move about will
soon see that there is a definite shortage of
these cheaper houses. The reason is easily
found: many years ago landlords went in
more for building houses for letting pur-
poses and were able to find any number of
tenants. Some of those houses, which were
built 40 or 50 vears ago, are still being let
to tenants, and are fetching rentals far above
their true valoe, I know dozens of them in
North Fremantle, houses built over 40 years
ago and still being let at 155, a week. Those
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houses have not had any repairs made to
them for years. Gradually these old places
are being condemned by the local authorities
and are beinz demolished and not replaced,
with the result that each year there are
fewer and fewer houses of thix type for
renting purposes. During the last 15 years
or so, facilities for home bnilding have im-
proved considerably, with the result that
most people in regular work have been able
to make arrangements through building
societies or by getting into touch with pri-
vate hnilders, to have homes built for them
on satisfactory terms. It is possible for a
man now to et into an £800 or £900 house
on a £10 deposit, and payment of 25s or
27s, 6d. a weck. But that is far beyond the
means of the person for whom the Bill is
intended. Because of the facilities for home
building, men who previously invested their
money in fhe building of honses for letting
purposes do not now do so, except it be
houses of a dearer type. One man in Fast
Fremantle has made a profitable business of
investing his money in the building of houses
for that purpose, and probably he has more
than 50 houses so let. But he builds houses,
not at £300, but at £700 or £800, and he gets
from 30s. to 35s. a week remtal. So he is
catering for a different stratum of the
people, and would not consider it worth
while to build houses to be let for 12s. 6d.
per weck, The houses available to-day for
rental at 12s. 6d. per week are, in the
majority of instanees, very old houses which
bave come down in value and which will be
demolished within the next few years. Some-
body must provide houscs if there is a defi-
nite need for them. It has hbeen said that it
is all right for the Government to build this
type of house if it intends to sell the houses,
but it is not right for the Government to
build houses to rent. Members who make
that statement have not gone very deeply
into the matter. A person should not take
on the purchase of a house unless he can
reasonably assnme that he can continue to
live and find his employment in the
district in which he purchases a house.
If his employment is of anch a nature that
he is obliged to go far afield to find work,
if his experience has heen that year after
vear he has had to go to the country and re-
main there for a longer time than he has
heen able to remain at home, he would he
foolish to commence buying a house in the
metropolitan area. He is obliged, because
of the nature of his calling, to rent a house.
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1f private enterprise will not provide these
houses for renting—and they will not do so
—the Government must step into the breach,
or an acute position will arise. Indeed, the
position is already aente. We know that in
many houses more than one family is living.
The reason for that is that people have
found great difficulty in getting a house to
themselves, and have had to share one with
others. Recently, when I was canvassing in
connection with the Federal elections, T met
upwards of a dozen people who asked me if
I could find a reasonably decent house for
them at a fairly low rental. This will re-
fute a good deal of what the member for
Subiaco (Mrs, Cardell-Oliver) said about
the lack of cleanliness on the part of those
who occupy these houses. All the people
who spoke to me about renting a house told
me they could not find one that contained a
bathroom and a laundry. They said they
could find some places that were filthy dirfy,
that were old and ont of repair, but they
all lacked bathrooms, These prospective
tenants wanted both bathrooms and lann-
dries. This indicated that they were not en-
deavouring to get into places that were
filthy and had dirt lying about in them, but
that they wanted places that would be clean
and could be looked after. There is a de-
finite shortage of houses of this type. Mem-
bers must know that private enterprise will
not ‘build these houses.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Who is doing all the
building areund the ecity now?

Mr. TONKIN: Private enterprise is not
building houses of that type. The bnilding
that is going on now iz being carried ount
bv two classes of persons. Firstly, there is
the person who has been sable to finance the
building through a building society, or has
had sufficient eapital Lo enable him to put up
a deposit; and the second elass of person is
the specnlative builder who has been able to
make financial arrangements, build houses,
and find buyers afterwards, and allow the
buyers io come in on rensonable terms, often
as low as a deposit of £10.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Why do they do
that?

Mr. TONKIN: Because they can make a
profit out of the business.

Hon. C. G. Latham: It is not profitable to
build honses to rent,

Mr. TONKIN: No?

Hon. C. G, Latham: No, and that is why
vou are asking the Government to do it.
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Mr. TONKIN: It is profitable for
builders who are providing employment for
themselves to make these financial arrange-
ments. They provide themselves with a job,
and that is all they are concerned about. As
they finish cach dwelling they find a pur-
chaser who velieves them of their obligation
to find the money due to the mortgagee, and
they then make an investment in another
house, and again find employment for them.
selves through that avenue; and so the build-
ings are going on, Such houses are not suit-
able for men who ¢an pay only 12s. 6d. per
week rent. No speculative builder is pre-
pared to put up a house that he wants to
rent for 12s. 6d. a week.

Mr. Patrick: If the building of flats con-
tinues, there will soon be scores of empty
houses.

Mr. TONKIN: No.

The Minister for Mines: Where can you
get o flat as cheaply as yon ¢an get a house?

Mr, Patrick: If flat building goes on like
this, there will be plenty of cheap houses
availahble,

Mr. TONKIN: Tt will not continue. I
diseussed this matter only recently with land
agents in Fremantle.

Hon. ¢. G. Latham: They are not the last
word on the subject.

Mr. TONKIN: Their argument, which is
a sound one, is that in the community there
are only o certain number of people whe
like to live in fats.

Hon. C. G. Latham: They are increasing
in number,

Mr. TONKIN: I have been assured that
already saturation point has been reached
with respeet to those people who desire to
live in flats,

Hon. P. D, Fergnson: They are going up
every day.

The Minister for Mines: Some flais were
huilt in M¢t. Lawley and finished four manths
azo, and there is not a tenant in them yet.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member for
North-East Fremantle s addressing the
Chair.

My, TONKIN: T thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The argument of these land agents is an ex-
cellent one, So many flats have heen built,
and others are in course of constrnetion, that
very soon saturation point will have heen
reached. Not everyone desires to live in a
flat. When the demand for flatz bhas been
satisfied, the construction of that type of
building will cease. The persons about whom
T am eoncerned will not live in flats. It is
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impossible to rent a flat for 12s. 6d. a week.
This Bill will be the means of providing
houses for rent at between 123, 6d. and 15s.
a week. Private enterprise will nof build
such houses. It has not done so in the past
and is not doing so now, and very obviously
has no intention of doing so in the future.
The Government, therefore, must be per-
mitted to do this work. Whilst it is desirable,
if possible, that every person should be
enabled to own his home, there are some
people for whom it would be unwise that
they shouid undertake the obligation of buy-
ing a house. I refer to persons who follow
intermittent employment, such as can only
he had by travelling around the country.
They would be very foolish to attempt to
buy & home. What they want is a rented
house in which they can live two or three
months, and when they are obliged to move
with their families to some other place, they
want fo he in a position to get another house
there, I understand the proposal is that the
Government intends, as a commencement, to
build about 20 houses for renting purposes,
and to let them to people who can prove that
they are not in & position to buy a home, Tf
that is successful, I hope the Government
will expand the scheme. If it is not
snecessful, more houses of that type will not
he built. What will be lost to the State? It
is intended to invest £10,000 in the proposi-
tion. The houses will still be there. They
may deteriorate, but if they are properly
eared for by the department, and regmlarly
kept in repair and painted, they will not
deteriorate to any great extent. The value
of the properties will also be there in 10 or
15 years’ time. There is an additiona] attrae-
tion about the proposal. It is provided that
if, after a time, the tenant finds himself in a
position to purchase the home, there is power
to turn the property into a perpetual leage-
hold. The tenant ocan thus aequire an
interest in the house and purchase the
rights over it. The scheme is 2 very desirable
onec. The member for Subiaco (Mrs.
Cardell-Oliver) suggested that it would be
more economical for the Government, instead
of building single houses all about the place,
to put up large places that would house
hundreds of people.

Mrs.  Cardell-Oliver :
modern conditions.

Mr. TONKIN: The hon. member is incon-
sistent. She says she is not a Socialist. As
a matter of fact, the very idea of socialism
is abhorrent to her. She thinks it is wrong.

And all under
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Tn the next bremth she advocates a soecialist

prineiple.
Mrs, Cardell-Oliver: Not exactly.
Afr. TONKIN: The scheme that was

adopted at Vienna was a socialist scheme.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: And in England, too.

Mr. TONKIN: That only makes another
socialist scheme. Unfortunately, the Fascists
destroyed most of it. When the rumpus
pecurred in Vienna, the first thing the
Fascists did was to train their guns upon
Lhose particalar tenements,

Mr. Seward: What an argument!

Mr. TONKIN: The hon. member can
imagine what the result was.

Mr. Seward: You can generally see that
sort of thing in any war.

My. TONKIN: She can imagine what
slaughter took place. Here was a socialist
scheme, but because of that the first thing te
which the Fascists direeted their attention
was these tenements.

Mr. Hughes: That is absolute nonsense.
It was because the place was the headquacr-
ters of their opponents.

Mr. TONKIN: Tt is frue.

Mr. Seward: The same thing is happening
all over China.

Mr. TONKIN: It does not alter the argn-
ment.

Mr. Seward: 1t does.

Mr. Hughes: Have you read %Inside
Europe,” by Gunther? That will tell you
something.

Mr. TONKIN: What I am trying to prove
is that this was a socialist experiment.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I have been there
sinee; I know what happened,

Mr. TONKIN: Will the hon. member ad~
mit that it was a socialist experiment?

Mrys. Cardell-Oliver: It was.

Mr, TONKIN: The hon. member admits
that, but comes along here and advocales.
the adoption of a similar socialist scheme.
On the other hand, she tells members that
Socialists' ideas are the worst things in the
world, and are anathema to her.

Mr, Watts: Yon can own a hen withont
being a pouliry farmer.

Mr. TONKIN: Yes.

Mr. Watts: Why cannot you have Social-
ists’ ideas without being a socialist?

Mr. TONKIN : The member for Subiaeo is.
not advocating the erection of one house.
She told the Premier that to build single
houses in this country was most uneconomi-
cal, that it was foolish and wasteful to do
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s0, and that he should refrain from doing
it.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Twenty houses in-
deed, when we reguire a thousand!

Miss Holman: It is a start, at any rate.

Mr. TONKIN: Why should not the Gov-
ernment build 20 single houses?

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Because you have not
got the land.

The Minister for Mines: Have not got
the land, in a million square miles?

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Not in the vicinity of
Perth.
- Mr, TONKIN: By interjection [ told ths
hon. member we could find her a thousand
dcres in Mosman Park. Fer retort was,
“How far is that from Perth?”

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: And £450 for a block.

Mr. TONKIN: T say that the land is
available.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: You ecannot get it
for less. :

Mr. SPEAKER: Ovder! The hon. mem-
ber should address the Chair. If he did,
probably there would be fewer interjectious.

Mr. TONKIN: I have tried that but un-
sucecessfully so far., The hou. member says
there is no land available. I tell her we
could find a thousand acres at Mosman Park.
She asked how far that was from Perth.
What has that to do with it? All the work
is not done in Perth. We in Fremantle also
work. Workers’ need homes close to Fremantle
and close to Mosman Park and Cottesloe,
and therefore homes should be provided in
those districts. I can find an area of land
in North Fremantle and also another at
East Fremantle on which workers’ homes
could he built, and to sav that there is a
wzeareity of available land is rather foolish.
Morcover, we would not have to pay £300
a block for it.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: £450.

Mr. TONKIN: We would uot erect a
£350 house on a £600 bloek of land say
somewhere near ‘‘Mon Repos.’’ Of course
we can find expensive hlocks if the hon.
ntemhber wants them, blocks running into
£1,000 in parts of my eleetorate, but T am
not advocating the bnilding of workers’
homes on such expensive blocks.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: T want the people
to have space.

Mr, TOXKIN: Does the hon. member
want to put them all together in the one
huilding *
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Mrs, Cardell-Oliver: On the one block of
land.

Mr. TONKIN: I hope such a proposal
will not be adopted. I would rather see
whether it would be possible for every per-
son to own his own home. I say again deli-
nitely that there is a distinet need for a
number of cheap houses for renting for
those people for whom it would be unwise
to ask private enterprise to cater. NMore-
over, private enterprise has no intention to
provide such homes and therefore the Gov-
ernment should do so. No stronger arga-
ment is needed.

MR. SHEARN (Maylands) [6.2]: I find
myself in entire sympathy with the Govern-
ment's project and therefore T support the
second reading of the Bill. I think mem-
bers will know that if there is one matier
in respeet to which I can claim to have
some knowledge, it is this. I eould not
help being somewhat amnsed hy the re-
marks of some of the speakers who pre-
ceded me in relation to this matter. At
the outset T agree with the scheme as enun-
ciated by the Premier, hut the amount he
proposes to allocate for the building of
these homes is entirely inadequate. At the
same time, he pointed out correctly that
the scheme is in the nature of an experi-
ment. Tt will be remembered that last ses-
sion among the matters I submitted to the
House was a motion for the appointment of
a Roval Commission on the question of
housing, and at the time T had in mind this
particular aspect. I consider it is probably
in the best interests of the people of the
State that we shounld give effect to such a
proposal, partienlarly in view of the fact
that we have so much vacant land. Perhaps
that land may not be available around
Subiaco or at East Fremantle, but there
are arcas that could be utilised in other
localities adjacent to the city for the pur-
pose of carrying out the Covernment’s °
scheme. T am one of those who believe that
an area of land shonld long ago have heen
set aside for sub-division purposes, having
in mind a proposal sach as the (Government
now suggests should be earried out. Tt is
ridiculous in a State like Western Australia
where, notwithstanding what the member
for Subiaco said, there is any amount of
gond vacant land available, that it should be
said there would he anvthing in the
wav of a diffienlty to provide areas for
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workers’ homes. This, however, is a ques-
tion that ecan be considered at a later stage,
but it should always be possible to provide
means of transport. The installation of
trolley buses to some of the suburbs is pro-
ceeding and these in conrse of time could
be run to suitable localities adjacent to the
eity. So I believe that rather than bhave
flats, it would be an admirable idea to pro-
vide for each family, particularly the fam-
ily of a working man, the oppor-
tunity to occupy a home with some land
around it in which the children could
move about. This would be infinitely better
than having the spectacle of children roam-
ing the streets which is not good for their
health or for their morality. I admit, of
course, that parental eontrol comes im to
some extent, but if members tock the oppor-
tunity to move around some of the indus-
trial areas, they would find that in some of
the blocks in whick working men’s homes
were built, there was searcely room in the
yards in which to hang clothes. Certainly
there is no room for recreation purposes.

Hon. C. (. Latham: In Nedlands there
are homes built on quarter-acre blocks, and
there is no room for children,

Mr. SHEARN : I suggest that land values
and other conditions at Nedlands are such
that one would not expeet to find in a work-
ing man’s suburb. That argument, there-
fore, does not carry any weight. In Ned-
lands, perhaps, flats may be appropriate,
but they are entirely unsuitable in respect
to the conditions that we are seeking to
ameliorate. Flats may be suitable for a eer-
tain tvpe of family, but they are entirely
unsuitable for the working man, especially
the working man who has a family. It is
unfortunate that the Government has not
seen fit to make a larger sum available, but
on the other hand, seeing that this is purely
an experiment, it is probably wise that we
should have the opportunity to first gaunge
the suecess of the projeet by spending a
comparatively small amount of money. If
we find that the scheme works out satisfac-
torily, and I believe it will, then as time
progresses and as funds ean be made avail-
able, it can be extended. I am one of those
who believe that control should be given to
ioeal bodies. I agree that there are certain
areas such as those to which the Leader of
the Opposition referred that are somewhat
unsuitable for the purposes of this Bill,
where, for instance, high values obtain. I
suggest that we should use every oppor-
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tunity to make use of our own native timber,
One has only to move about the suburbs of
Melbourne to realise what wonderful houses
can be built with wood. In our metropolitan
area there are houses built of jarrah and
they compare favourably with those bnilt
of other materials. So I support the con-
tention that areas should be allotted in which
weatherboard houses of a suitable type could
be built. The member for North-East Fre-
mantle said that private enterprise had made
no attempt to cater for the working section
of the community. I may point out Lo him
something that he does not know. Dauring
the period of the depression, if not before,
it was left to private enterprise to carry
out what after all should be a social service.
To my knowledge scores of landlords realised
the bopeless position in which their tenants
found themselves, and those landlords were
foreed to carry the tenants on their backs.
It would be interesiing for the hon. member
to have a look at the returns. If he did I
am sure he would not have cared to be the
owner of any of those properties. At the end
of the year the landlords faced not only a
deficit, but found also that there were no
means by which they could carry out repairs.
I agree that private enterprise cannot cater
for this type of person under such condi-
tions. At the present time there is no op-
portunity whatever for people to rent from
private enterprise houses such as are con-
templated under this legislation. Private
enterprise has done a wonderful job in West- .
ern Australia, and we should not depreciate
their efforts in that regard. To disabuse the
minds of members I wish to refer to that
phase in view of the statement by the mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle (Mr, Tonkin).
If the eonditions he described -exist in his
electorate, I can assure him they are not
general. Parliament should embrace the op-
‘portunity to accept the Bill as outlined by
the Premier, and provide an opportunity for
the enjoyment of some measure of security
and lif¢ under more congenial conditions by
those who are otherwise forced to be cooped
up, as so many are, in one or two rooms.
Under such conditions families virtoally
have no place within which to move about.
Another phase to which I shall briefly refer
is that of ownership. T believe, if I under-
stand the position aright, that the provision
in regard to leaseholds will give that per-
manency of temancy and that interest that
one usually associates with ownership. I
believe that the Bill! from that standpoint
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will he perfeetly satisfactory. 1 hope the
House will agree to the measure whieh, after
all, is experimental, and that it will prove
very satisfactory. T trust it will fulfil a
need, provision for which has been too long
delayed in this State.

MR. McLARTY (Murray-Wellington)
[6.11]: I support the second reading of the
Bill. I am glad that the Premier has intro-
duced the legislation. Even though the
money provided, £10,000, is all too little, it
represents a start, and I have no doubt that
if the scheme should prove suecessful, as we
all hope it will, the Government will certainly
make more money available next session. 1
am quite satisfied there will be a tremendous
number of applieations for these houses,
far more than £10,000 will cater for. Onec
hon. member said thai the money provided
would be sufficient to huild 20 houses. I
think it should build more than that nmmnber.
I do not think it is ahsolutely necessary that
the houses should cost from £450 to €500
each. I express that opinion, because in my
clectorate there are group settlements, and
many of the houses that were ereeted thereon
were sold for £80 each. Some of those honses
were bought by workers. At any rate, the
premises were taken away from the group
holdings and re-erected elsewhere. Tn many
instances it was neeessary for a little extra
material to be provided, hut good comfort-
able homes were erected by this means, and
they were gradually improved.

Mr. Thorn: What was the original cost?

Mr. McLARTY: Nothing like £450 or
£500. Many of them would not cost £200 to
ereet, yet they were good comfortable homes,
Many of those houses ean be secen at Roek-
ingham and Mandurah where they have been
re-erected as seaside homes, and have proved
quite eomfortable. If plans are submitted
by people who desire to take advantage of
the opportunity to secure cheap houses, I
hope the Workers’ Homes Board will be em-
powered to provide them so long as the con-
ditions are satisfactory. I certainly do not
agree with the idea of putting a large num-
ber of people together in one big building.
That is the last thing we should desire in
Western Australia. I agree with the Min-
ister for Health who said that flat life was
not healthy and should not be encouraged.

Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. McLARTY : Anything that the Gov-
ermment ean do to prevent the building of
flat~ in the eity will bave my wholehearted

[ASSEMBLY.]

support. In a State like Western Australia
where we want population, we should de
nothing whatever to encourage flat life.
That is the last thing that we should permit
our people to resort to. [ support the
second reading of the Bill,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 te 7.36 p.m.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [7.36]: The
Bill is a challenge and an opportunity. It is
a challenge to our conditions and an oppor-
tunity to amend them. One contribution I
wish to make to the debate is to suggest
that some of the money should be sent to
America to import one of those mass-pro-
duced steel honses which are being sold
cheaply in America. This building could be
sen{ to the Midland Junection Workshops,
where it could be taken apart in order to
see how it is made, with a view, if possible,
to similar buildings being constructed here
by mass production. These houses are small
bungalows built entirely of metal. People
ring up for a house in the morning and it
arrives on a lorry in the afternoon, being
construeted on a site in one day. As a family
is enlarged, a room can be added. I agree
with the Premier that we are only experi-
menting by putting 2 small sum of money
into this project, and consider it would do
no harm to investigate the value of these
mass-produced buildings. They may prove
unsuitable here, but at least we can find out
whether there is any good in them. It is
said that they are a great challenge to the
building trade in America. 1 do mot sug-
gest that there should be any interference
with the building trade so far as the con-
struction of betier-type houses is coneerned,
but the idea in the Bill is to provide cheap
and efficient houses for those not catered
for at all. The other idea I want to sub-
mit is that we should encourage tenants
under this Bill to purchase houses by en-
abling them in their temancy to have an
option over the purchase. If that were done
there would be an incentive to the tenants
to care for their homes in the hope of win-
ning perhaps the meney to buy the house,
or to make other efforts to do so. The rent
should be fixed at sueh a rate as to include
depreciation. I assume that the Government
would so fix the rent, not merely to carry
interest but to provide a slight amount for
depreciation. Then, if the tenant decided
te purchase later on, he could have the



[10 DeceMeEr, 1937.]

money allotted for depreciation allowed to
him as part of his deposif.

ME. FOX (South Fremantle) [7.41]):
The Bill is in the nature of an experiment,
but I have no doubt of the success of the
experiment. It will be remembered that a
few years ago, when the late Mr, Scaddan
gave people an opportunity to acquire a
home for about £60, there was no dearth of
applicants, and a number of people who
are in those homes at the present time have
sinee improved them, With the member for
Murray-Wellington (Mr. MeLarty) I con-
sider the amount provided should build more
than 20 homes. I have seen a number of
wood and asbestos houses—half-s-dozen in
one loeality—which cost £500, but they were
very elaborately finished.

Mr. Stubbs: How many rooms$

Mr. FOX: There were about five rooms,
all well furnished, and the buildings were
perhaps as good as brick houses that eost
£700 or £800. Therefore I consider we could
get & fairly decent house for £350. This is
necessary in view of the number of people
who are on relief work at the present time
and have no hope of ever getting a home
under present conditions, and in view of
the fact that the number of such people for
whom the Government will have to provide
as the years go by will greatly increase.
We know that as machinery bscomes per-
fected it displaces men and that men getting
up in years have but little ehance of secur-
ing further jobs. Their opportunities for
re-employment are reduced and there is
nothing for them but to fall back on relief
work. I know numbers of men who, after
working for 25 or 30 years at g rather low
rate of wage, have found themselves out of
work with no possibility of getting another
permanent position. Consequently they be-
c¢ome n charge on the Government. It will
be hettering their position if they are given
a chance to possess a home. Many men,
partieularly since the war, have endeavoured
to possess homes of their own. Following
on demobilisation they had gratnities and
put those gratnities inte homes for them-
selvez. When the depression came quife a
number of them bad to get out, losing not
only their equity in their home, but losing
practically evervthing. T am pleased that
the Goverament has introduced the Bill, and
my only regret is that the amount provided
is not sufficient. There is any amonnt of
land within easy distance of the tramways
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in the district I represent, that could be ac-
quired by the Government. Also there are
hundreds of acres of University endowment
lands. I understand that in some distriets
the price for that land is as high as £400 per
acre, If the Government want to build
cheap homes, it would not be diffienlt to
bring down a Bill and take that land at a
reasonable price. It is wrong that so much
land should be held, particularly in the
metropolitan area, for University purposes
when there are so many people wanting land
on which to build homes. In view of the
speeding up of iransport, enabling one to
travel 30 or more miles in an hour, it shonld
not bhe very hard .to indnae people to build
a little way out of town, provided the frans-
port was there. One reason that convinces
me that this venture is bound to be success-
ful is that if you put a person in a home,
even on rental, but on some security of
tenure, he will take a personal pride in the
place. I have seen some rented homes, the
people in which have done nothing to im-
prove the properties. But if a person were
given one of these homes he would take a
pride in it and beantify it to the benefit of
the community generally. I am glad that
every member of the Chamber disagrees
with the suggestion of the member for Subi-
aco (Mrs. Cardell-Oliver) to ereet what I
might ecall compounds. I hope we shall
never see that class of building in Western
Anstralia, sinece we have so much land avail-
able. Tt might be right enough in congested
areas where land is excessively dear, but T
hope we shall never see it in Western Ans-
tralia. I remember that up in Boulder al
one time there were four houses built on a
quarter-acre block, built by a greedy land-
lord. Only half a mile from the spot there
was unoccupied land from Boulder City to
the South Australian border. Recently I
have seen in Fremantle, up near the Monu-
ment, a brick house erected on a tiny block
into which the house scarcely fits. There is
no backyard. I do not suppose there is three
feet of space between the back door and
the back fence, and absolutely no place in
which children might play. There should
he some regulation to prevent houses being
built on such small blocks. I am pleased
that the Government has brought down the
Bill and I hope that later an inereased
amount will have to be made available for
these homes,
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MR. WATTS (Katanning) [7.47]: I had
not intended to enter the debate on the
Bill, it being my purpose just quietly to
support it when the right time came. How-
cver, the interesting remarks of the mem-
ber for Canning (Mr. Cross) in regard to
necessities of the Katanuning distriet and
the experience he had of the Workers’
Homes Board files concerning that district;
those remarks, together with some idea of
reassuring the member for Middle Swan as
to the company we keep on this side of
the House, suggested to me that it wonld
he unwise to let the opportunity pass with-
ount expressing myself on the Bill, I intend
to support the Bill, and I do not pro-
pose to suggest that it be amended in any
particular whatever. Because, as the Pre-
mier said, it is in the nature of an experi-
ment and T hope it will be a successful ex-
periment, and I believe that if it be not a
successful experiment the Premier will
wisely realise that the law will have to be
altered. So far as I can see, the point
raised that the letting of houses to tenants
by a Government department may resuli in
cousiderable loss to the Government is,
I think, extremely unlikely. My experi-
ence of the Workers’ Homes Board is but
slight, but I understand care bas been taken
to collect the revenne due. Therefore I be-
lieve thai, under the provisions of the Bill,
it will be possible to obtain evidence to sat-
isty the board that the applicant is a fit and
proper person and so, following out the
policy that has heen adopted in the past, the
board will be able to collect the amounts ow-
ing by tenants. So far as I ean judge, it is of
no use saving that we do not want this
legislation, as T have heard it said in var-
ious parts of the city during the last counple
of days. The Bill expressly provides that
the privilezes are for persons who could
not otherwise afford to obtain a worker's
home. When we bear in mind the point
that the Bill is brought forward as an ex-
periment for the assistanee of those people
who could not otherwise afford a worker’s
home, we can look at it in a way somewhat
different from the view taken by some
pecple during the last few days. We are
told by those good folk that the man who
builds houses is a fool; it is the wise man
who gets in as fenant. They would have
us believe that the building of houses to
let to tenants—when one takes into consid-
eration the difficulty of colleeting rents, the
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temporary emptiness that oceurs from time
to time, and the faet that the stove is
smashed, or the verandah boards have been
pulled up, and other things of that kind—
is not a proposition for private enterprise.
As I have said, it is the fool that builds
houses and the wise man that rents them.
On the other band, those people would
have us believe that this is & trading con-
cern into which the Government should not
enter. If it is not a job for private enter-
prise, and if it is not a job for the Govern-
ment, what is going to happen to those
people ¢oncerning whom we have had ample
evidence at varions times during the session
that they are unable, in view of the fact
that they often have no fixed place of abode
for long periods, having to move from place
to place, and no very large income, to ob-
tain a satisfactory dwelling place because
of the shortage of homes? Plainly, if, for
the reasons suggested, it is not a job for
private enterprise, it must be in the natuve
of a social service, I previously expressed
the opinion in this House that if it is a
question bordering on social service, which
is nlmost entirely outside the seope of pri-
vate enterprise and is in ils essence a re-
form that should receive the attention of
the Government, it is the Government's
duty at least to introduce experimental
legislation for the purpose of affording some
relief. If that legislation is found to be
not sueeessful, T have no doubt that the
present or soma other Government will alter
it and bring it into proper align-
ment. Until we aseertain that there
is some other way to effect a remedy,
and wuntil we have established that it
is going to involve the Gavernment in
considerable loss or has Trevealed some
nther fanlt, I contend it is a ressonable
proposition to allow the Government to
try it ont. For those reasons I propose
ta snpport the Bill.

MR. BOYLE (Avon) [7.331: T alsn sup-
port the Bill. I am quite satisfied that in
this partienlar sphere private enterprise can-
not compete. The idea of the Bill is to pro-
vide a house at a rental of ahout 15z per
week on a capital cost of £390 to £450.

Mr. Doney: A big rent for a capitalisation
of that fipure.

Mr. BOYLE: No, it is based on about 10
per cent. gross, which would ine¢lude cost of
upkeep, rates and taxes, administration ex-
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penses, and 3 or 6 per cent. interest on the
capital. The idea 18 a most commendable
one, becanse the proposal is to use native
timbers and to provide comfortable and de-
cent aceommodation for a section of the
people whom one might well describe as par-
tially submerged. That particular section, as
pointed out by the member for South Fre-
mantle, has a tendency to increase, becanse
the introduction of machinery is one of the
factors that is keeping those people in their
present position, and must keep them there
until some fair system is devised to absorb
them. We have not that system at present.
The group settlement houses referred to by
the member for Murray-Wellington wero
erected at an averapge cost of about £265
cacli, but they were rather poor, the originuls
not having been lined. We had the melan-
eholy satisfaction of seeing those dwellings
on the Peel Estate ultimately disposed of
for about £80 each. A good many of them
went to the wheat belt. I have read about
the flats referred to by the member for Subi-
aco. Only last week I was reading in the
magazine edition of the “New York Times"
of a scheme along those lines, and I have
seen photographs of commungl flats in Lon-
don. Though they are very good to look at,
I had experience of living in a flat some
ten years sgo. I lived in Darlinghurst for
some few months, and it was estimated that
in Darlinghurst at that time 70,000 people
were housed in flats. The necessity for pro-
viding playgrounds for children did not arise
because there were very few children. Such

flats represent the finest effort in race suicide

that one conld imagine. To-day we have flats
in a small eity like Perth which might be de-
seribed as a village or a town as compared
with huge eities like London, with its 8,000,-
000 people, and New York, with its 8,000,000
people. We have 200,000 people in the
metropolitan area, and it is supgested that
we should erect flats, or & communal system
of dwellings.

Mis. Cardell-Oliver: I did suggest play-
grounds for the children.

Mr. BOYLE: But once people are housed
in flats, the cbild problem disappears. Duv-
ing the three months I resided in that Dar-
linghurst flat, I was never troubled by chil-
dren, and yet there were 70,000 adult in-
habitants living in flats in that distriet. As
to the question of there being plenty of
room for houses, I do not subseribe to the
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idea that there are thounsands of acres avail-
able.

Mr. Sleeman: Taousands of blocks.

Mr. BOYLE: Probably there arc thous-
ands of blocks in the areas mentioned. Qe
has only to go to Mi. Reabold and cast his
eye aronnd to appreciate the huge tract of
territery within the munieipal boundaries
that is still unoecupied. It makes one realise
that there is plenty of room for a schevie
such as that proposed by the Government.

The Minister for Works: There are about
3,000 acres.

Mr. BOYLE: A visit to tast hill would
be instructive as illustrating the great open
spaces still existing within six miles of the
Perth G.P.0. The area between the city
and the bheaches is practically untouched.
I know a little about Fremantle as well as
about other parts of the State. 1 remem-
ber when Fremantle was first being devel-
oped. What is now known as East Fre-
mantle, formerly known as Plympton, was
developed by means of the threepenny bus
which was drawn along by horses at between
five miles and six miles an hour. If the
horses were in goed condition the speed might
have exceeded six miles an hour. The people
soon began to move out in that direction.

Mr. Sleeman: It is part of the city now.

Mr. BOYLE: Yes. It has been developed
ag it is to-day by modern means of transport.
I hope the Government seheme will come to
fruition. I feel sure that transport proh-
lems will not offer any great diffienlty to its
being a success. All sueh problems are in
process of solution in other parts of the
world by means of Diesel buses and other
modern means of transport, all pointing to
the tramway system being obsolete. The
proposals of the Government are likely to
bring comfort and relief to many people
who are to-day suffering hardships owing to
the bad housing arrangements, even in a
small city like Perth.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly) [8.2]: This
Bill has been fully discussed. It is mot my
intention to vote in favour of it. I have no
desire to take away from the lower paid
workers the opportunity to get a home at
a reasonable rent. That objective in itself
is 8 commendable one. Such an arrangement
is, however, already provided for under the
Workers’ Homes scheme, whereby certain
weekly payments go towards the ultimate
redemption of the debt on the property.
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Mr. Cross: But workers cannot find the
deposit for that.

Mr. SEWARD: The trouble is that if the
Government embark upon the construction
of houses for letting purposes the tenants
will not take the same care of the property
as if it were likely to become their own.
Reference has heen made to the casual
worker, the man whe has ne permanent
domicile, and is likely to be moved from
place to place. I am not one of those who
believe that the number of such persons is
going to increase. I hope the day will come
when the country will have evolved a scheme
whereby the number of unemployed will be
reduced, and everybody will find employment
of a permanent nature. If people are per-
manently employed they have the oppor-
tunity to secure a home and eventually make
it their own. Of course I hope that the re-
marks that have fallen from members to-
night have been based on practieal experi-
ence. My own observations are not in
accord with the picture that has been painted
for us by the member for Canning (Mr.
Cross) and others. I have been brought
very little n contact with the Workers'
Homes Board, but every time I go home I
have“to pass a worker’s home that has re-
mained unoceupied for 18 months. At one
time the windows were left open to blow
about in the wind. T reporied this to the
Workers’ Homes Board and advised that
they should be fastened. When I next passed
the place the windows were closed. Now,
however, I notice there is not a whole win-
dowpane in the building. Every one of
them has been shattered. The place has been
vacant for 18 months. I do not know
whether that is what happens generally with
workers’ unoceupied homes in the country.
The difficulty I foresee is that there
would be mno authority <closely asso-
ciated with these homes to look after
them, The Premier said that Great
Britain had made available about
£240,000,000 over a perviod of years to be
spent through loeal authorities on housing
schemes.

The Premier: Some of it through local
authorities, housing trusts, and so forth.

Mr. SEWARD: If a scheme could be
evolved whereby local authorities were
responsible for the safekeeping of the houses
in their loealities, we would know that some
supervision was being exercised over the
dwellings. It is Qifficult for a board sitnated
in Perth to keep in touch with buildings all

[ASSEMBLY.]

over the State. Somcone requires to he
situated elose by to see that the property is
properly preserved and not allowed to go io
rein. It may be possible to do something in
that direction. Some members have spoken
about thousands of acres of land lying idle
near Perth on which these buildings eould be
erceted. I hope they will bear this discussion
in mind in the eowrse of a night or two when
we come to consider the Public Buildings
Bill. I s opposed to this policy of een-
tralisation, which is bringing practically
everyone and every building together be-
tween the central railway station and the
river frontage. If we could get the city
spread out we would soon bring these vacant
areas into touch with the main ecntres.
There may be thousands of aeres of unocen-
pied land, but people eannot be induced to
go there, At present people are all erowded
together in the one area. I suppose the next
suggestion made will be to constrnet an
underground railway. We have these open
spaces, hut the diffieulty is to indvee people
to live there away from the other centres of
population. It would be very much better
trom the point of view of health if pecple
could be persnaded to get away from smoke-
ridden areas. Some members have said that
the building of flats will soon cesse. One
would have to go about with one’s eves shut
not to see the rate at which the building of
flats is now going on. I do not know how
it is posstble that all these places can he
oceupied, but apparently no sooner has a
building of flats heen finished than peaple
are ready to go into it. The modern tendeney
is certainly in the direction of ovccupying
flats, and of congregating in small areas. I
am reluctantly compelled to oppose the Bill.
I do not think the Government should em-
bark upon a scheme of building houses for
renting purposes. There is a disinelination
on the part of a tenant to keep the house he
is oceupying in good condition, compared
with the inclination he has to do so if he
thinks the property is going to be his own.
It iz all very well to say that these particular
houses can be built for a small sum of
money. We do not see houses of that type
being built by anyone else to-day. 1 assure
members I would never undertake to build
such premises myself for letting purposes.
No doubt there would be a rush on the part
of people to oceupy them, but it would
be very difficult to get them out again,
espeeially if they were not paying any rent,
Depreciation on the property would he going
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on all the time. There is no rush in the
country districts on the part of anyone to
build houses of this type, because of the un-
fortunate experience they have already had.
When houses are built by the Government
not the same supervision is exercised over
them us it they had been built by private
individuals. I am afraid the scheme is not
likely to be an unqualified success, and I
must therefore vote against the second read-
ing of the Bill

MR, RAPHAEL (Victoria Park) [8.9]:
After listening to the speech of the member
for Pingelly (Mr. Seward) I am more than
ever persuaded that the Government is right
in bringing down the Bill. The hon. mem-
ber spoke of broad open spaces. Evidently
he contends they will be sufficient for the
people to sleep in, but that they shall have
no covering over their heads. Private en-
terprise eannot or will not provide the homes
that are necessary for the workers. Through
the generosity of a certain gentlemar of this
State, the Secretary of the Premier’s De-
partment has been enabled to provide a small
number of homes for people in urgent need
of cover. I refer to the MeNess homes, which
at a very small rental afford protection to
people who otherwise would suffer severce
hardships. We have the spectacle of the
Perth City Council and other municipalities
creating brick aress. The Leader of the
Opposition, living in a select and salubrious
suburb, declares that the common working
men must not contaminate that smburb hy
having a small home erceted there,

Hon. C. G. Latham: Get on to the Bill,
and don’t be childish!

Mr. RAPHAEL: The hon. gentleman in
days gone by was probably glad enough to
live in a small cottage, but now that pros-
perity has reached him he does not think it
good enourh for members of the working
class to have cottages erected near his resi-
dence. The Government is going to be foreed
into taking action against the Perth City
Couneil, and probably against other loeal
authorities, in the matter of creating brick
areas. The man who can afford only a
home e¢osting from £300 to £500 is gradu-
ally being driven further and further from
the city. The member for Pingelly (Mr.
Seward) suggests that the population of
Western Australia is clustering too closely
around the metropolitan area and should
be distributed through the country distriets.
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It must be realised that men om the hasic
wage, who often have large families and
are the backbone of the country, bave to pay
exira amounts for travelling to and from
their work. By what manner of means can
we agree that a man in a good job at £10
a week is entitled to priority over the mar
on the basic wage, because the former is ahle
to afford a big home and the latter ean only
afford a wooden structare4 The Government
should take action against the Perth City
Council and other local governing bodies with
a view to stopping the unceasing creation
of brick areas. It often happens that two
or three brick houses are put up in a dis-
triet and then that distriet is immediately
declared a brick area, Only recently
it was suggested at a meeting of the Perth
City Council that a certain area near Lake
Monger should be left open. The proposal
was not accepted. Even with the knowledge
of the Government’s intention to bring
down a Bill to authorise the construction
of weatherboard honses nearer the city, the
Perth City Council proceeded with the
creation of briek areas, The member for
Pingelly (Mr. Seward) suggests that the
working class people of this country, if
they rent houses, do not take the same in-
terest in them as when purchasing them.
Under Workers” Homes Board conditions it
generally {akes from 25 t{o 30 years to pur-
chase a property. Therefore we need not
have too mueh worry on that seore. Tt
has heen made clear that the people of
Western Australia will not use jarrah for
the construction of homes. That has heen
brought about by the action of many spe-
culative builders, who are generally known
by such names as ‘‘Three by one and a
half.”” It is the usumal procedure, in Vie-
toria Park, anyway, for such builders to zo
around the sawmills and buy second-class
timber—or third-class if they ean get it—
and with that timber construct a weather-
board house, and slap on a coat of paint
which does not last throngh the first 12
months. By that time the kouse as it really is
stands revealed in the light of day. Owing
to past jerrybuilding, Western Australia
has become so brick-minded. Many of these
weatherboard houses, as the member for
North-East Fremantle (Mr. Tonkin) has
said, are built purely and simply for wages.
When the builders have finished such a job
and have an equity of about £100 in fthe
house, they sell that equity for about £50, in
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order to get their wages. Merely to get their
wages they are prepared to cut their equity
in half. Thus it is clear that if the Govern-
ment did take control under this Bill and
construct homes for the workers, the cost or
those homes could be brought down by from
£50 to £100 as compared with the figures of
the speculative huilders. TUnder the saper-
vision of the Workers’ Homes Board proper
work and good materials would be put in,
and jarrah houses would he np to speecifica-
tion. The member for Subinco ({Mrs.
Cardeil-Oliver) has suggested the construc-
tion of communal houses. I do not under-
stand how a member of the Nationahist
Party, cven one who has travelled through-
out the world, including Russia, can partially
advorale Communism in Western Australia.
If she were desirous of improving the hous-
ing conditions of the people, she would give
whole-hearted snpport to legisiation, the ob-
jeet of which is the emancipation of the
working classes.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Then you eclaim you
are a Communist?

Mr. RAPHAEL: No. The hon. member's
advoeney was that of Communism, whereas
ours is Socialism, If she were to meet us
half-way, we might get somewhere. I do not
agree with her contentions regarding the
compounds that she said should be built. I
have not been able to afford a trip to Russia
and’ Continental countries, but I have dove
some reading.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I did not suggest
building “compounds” at all.

Mr. RAPHAEL: What the hon. member
suggested amounted to compounds, some-
thing like those in which the Kaffirs are
herded in South Afriea. :

Mrs. Cardell-Qliver: That is what is in
your mind, not mine.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yes, that is evidence
of a degenerate mind.

Mr. RAPHAEL: The mind of the Leader
of the Opposition has always been degene-
rate, and has never emerged from that state.

Mr. Hughes: Are vou in favour of the
Bill?

My. SPEAKER: Order!
her will address the Chair.

Mr. RAPHAEL: At any rate, the member
for Subizco suggested the erection of that
type of building. T have travelled through
the Eastern States and have noted the con-
ditions obtaining in flat life in Sydney. 1
join with the memher for Avon (Mr. Boyle)

The hon. mem-
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in his references to the scarcity of children
wherever flat life is indulged in.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: There is not one
building in Australia sueh as I portrayed.

Mr. RAPHAEL: I cannot visualise what
the hon. membeyr means, but I bave seen the
premises in Sydney and from whbat I have
noted, as we have not those couditions
here, all I can say is “Thank the Lord for
that! TIn a State lke Western Australia,
we can go to Carlisle, which is upwards of
8%, miles from Perth and buy land for £15
a bloek.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: T would not put the
workers there,

Mr. RAPHAYL: T resided {here 26 years
ago, and it was qnite good enough for me.

Mr. Hughes: You have more birds than
children!

Mr. North: And no storks.

Mr. RAPHARL: I was reared in Carlisle
and there are still hundrveds of aeres there
that are yet vacant. In Victoria Park proper
there is still a lot of land adjacent to the
tram terminug where the Government could
construet many of the homes that are sog-
gested. I am afraid that immediately the
Perih City Council vealises that the Govern-
ment intends to ereet wooden homes, it will
step in with a decree that the distriet is to
he a brick arer and that will put a peried to
the seheme. I support the Bill and I hope
that the projeet will prove suceessful. I
trust the measure will be passed by both
branches of the Legislature. If that should
be so, then I hope the Government will take
into consideration the tendency of the Perth
City Council to declare hrick areas. T hope
the Premier will, if if is not possible to alter
the position where areas have already been
classed as in the brick zone, endeavour defi-
nitely to stop any further declarations of
brick areas, at any rate in Victoria Park,

MR SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [8.25]: I
support the measure because of the searecity
of homes in the metropolitan avea. The
only small houses available at Fremantle are
those that have been built for many years
and have fallen into disrepair. It would eost
a good deal to put those buildings into order
before they could be rented. Day after day
people ask me where they can rent small
houses, but there are none available. Many
people prefer to rent houses rather than
own them, principally becanse of the nature
of their oceupation and also the necessity to
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travel from place to place in eonnestion with
their work. Many people, both poor and
comparafively wealthy, are in agreement
that it is better to rent their homes than own
them. T hope the Premier will not take any
notice of the suggestion by the member for
Subiaco (Mrs. Cardell-Oliver) for the eree-
tion of ecommunal tenemeni houses. I hope
never to see that in a State like Western
Australia. While I bave not had the oppor-
tunity to travel about the world as the hon.
member has had, I have received informa-
tion regarding the position clsewhere. I re-
member a doctor returning from a visit to
Vienna and explaining the position to us.
He spoke of the wonderful work that bad
heen earried out there, but he added that he
hoped that nothing of the sort would ever
be done in Australia. As to the claim that
it is difficult to secure land for building pur-
poses, if that condition obtains in the city
porfion of the metropelitan-suburban ares,
it eertainly does not apply to the Fremantle
districts. If the Premier is prepared to
eveet 200 or 300 of these homes in the Fre-
mantle aren, T ean get him plenty of bloeks
within three minutes walk of the various
tram services. In my opinion, no one
" should be allowed to build a house on less
than a quarter-acre block, and many of those
¢an he procured af reasonable prices within
comiortable walking distance of a tram ser-
vice in the Fremantle district. One matter
respecting which I have never been able to
satisfy my own mind is in connection with
the cost of houses. T do not think the prices
tharged are proper. In my opinion, the
Premier shonld be able to secure the build-
ing of many more houses than he suggests
will he possible with the expenditure of
£10.000. In Western Australia we have the
timber and all other necessary articles re-
quired for the erection of buildings. The
scheme the Premier has in mind will prove
reproduciive, and decidedly the homes to be
constructed should be erected cheaply. 1
have a catalogne that is issued by the State
Sawmills annnally for distribution at the
Roval Show at Claremont, and the dearest
house mentioned therein costs £179 14s. 64d.
net. The design shows that it is a nice-
looking dwelling.
Mr. North: How many rooms are pro-
vided for?
Mr. SLEEMAN : Three large rooms and
twn small ones,
Hon. C. G. Latham: But that price is for
material only at the mill.
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Mr. SLEEMAN: I was going on to ex-
plain that. The plan shows the largest liv-
tng room to be 16ft. x 14ft, the bedroom
L4ft. by 12ft., and the kiichen 10ft. Gin. by
LOft., in addition to which there are the
laundry and bathroom. When I discussed.
the plan with an officer of the State Saw-
mills, he told me that the prices were netf.
The timber is all cut out ready for the con--
struetion work and if a man were handy
with his tools, he should have no diffeulty
th putting the house together. If labonr
were required, the estimate for that was
given as £40. In those circumstances I
think such houses should be erected for eon-
siderably less than is usually charged. TUn-
doubtedly there is a feeling in the BState
against wooden houses, and I do not know
why that should be so.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I shall explain that
to you.

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 do not think the hon.
member can, because [ have always lived in
a wobdden house.

Hon. C. (. Latham: I will tell you what
the member for Victoria Park (Mr.
Raphael) said a year ago.

Mr, Marshall: Youn have found that, have
you?

Mr. Raphael: T lived in one for 18 years.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Tlived in a wooden
house when I first ¢ame here and T still live
in a wooden house. It is frue that I have
added to the home, but I do not think any-
ane eould be more comfortable than I am in
my modest little dwelling. We should en-
courage people to go in for wooden houses.
When T was in Brisbane I noticed that some
of the most palatial residences there were
constructed of wood., Queensland people do
not use imported timber, but utilise their
toeal produects. Some most beautiful build-
ings have resulted from the use of that tim-
ber. I hope the Premier will go on with the
scheme and that experience will show that
plenty of business will be done in the rent-
ing of the houses. I hope he will not con-
fine his attention to that phase alone, but
that he will extend the operations to homes
bought wunder ordinary Workers’ Homes
Board conditions. I hope that next year
the Premier will be able to say the scheme
has been g suecess and that a further amount
of money will be made available. ‘

HON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [8.31}:
There is no doubt I am going to be charged
by members on the Government side of the
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House with being inconsistent and with being
against the propesal to provide homes for
the workers; but I am independent enough
to let them think and say what they like.
I am opposing this Bill because it is not a
business proposition, and the Government
has no right to enter upon any scheme that
is not a business proposition. Private in-
dividuals would not embark upon an un-
businesslike enterprise, and members of this
House should conduct the business of the
country as they do their own business.

Mr. Tonkin: Are pensions business pro-
positions ¢

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Yes, of course
they are.

Mr. Tonkin: They are pretty bad ones,
then.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: After all, these
old people belong to us, and we must make
some provision for them. In this case it is
possible to assist the worker in a different
manner from that proposed in the Bill. I
listened patiently to all the speeches, and
I intend to make reference to that of the
member for Vietoria Park {Mr. Raphael).
It is very diffiecult when listening to him to
find out exactly what his views are. They
are very clouded, to say the least of it. I
am going to recall to his mind a speech he
made in December, 1930, on g Bill intro-
dueced by a Government of which I had Lhe
honour to be a member. That Bill was de-
signed to prevent the Perth City Couneil
and road boards from declaring brick areas.

Mr, Hegney: Yon introduced that?

Hon. C. G, LATHAM: Yes. I listened
to the hon. member making reference to the
MecNess homes. The building of those homos
was probably one of the most outstandiag
things done for the benefit of workers with
o limited amount of eapital. I am serry we
did not do more in that direction, but that
was done by the Government of which T was
a membher, and on behalf of which T intro-
duced the Bill to provide for the homos.
Reverting to the Rill which the late Attorney
General (Mr. Davy) introduced to amend
the Municipal Corporations Aet, along the
lines I have mentioned, when that matter
was being diseussed the member for Victoria
Park referred to the houses being built from
the McNess fund as slum houses, I am very
pleased to know that since then his ednea-
tion has improved somewhat.

Mr. Raphael: But not throngh assoeint-
ing with vou.
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Hon, C. G. LATHAM: In the debate in
December, 1930, to which I have referred,
Mr. Davy said that the Bill was a very use-
ful measure. He continued, “The present
cause of its being introduced was the desive
of the Government to ereet certain chzap
houses from the MeNess fund, but I do want
to see it given a general applieation” At
that stage the member for Vietorin Pavk
interjected, “Slum houses,” and horrified his
leader, the then Premier (Hon. P. Collier).

Mr. Raphael: How do you know?

Hon. C. . LATHAM: Mr. Collier said,
“Oh' by interjection, and we knew by that
that he must have been horrified. Let us
see what the member for Vietoria Park sail
in his speech on the Road Districts Act
Amendment Bill, introduced in the same
month. This is where we discover his incon-
sistency, and where we gather the extent to
which his education has improved since that
day. At page 2554 of “Hansard,” he is .e-
ported to have said:—

If this Bill is put throogh, if will represent
one of the biggest crimes aver committed by
Parliament.

That is from the member for Victoria Park.
On the same page appears the following
from the hon, member:—

If such buildings costing, say, a couple of
hundred pounds, are erected vp against a

£3,000 house, is it mot to he expected that
gome objeetion will be raised?

Of course, the £3,000 honse of the hon. mem-
ber in the salubrious suburb of Vietoria Park
upon the hill overlooking the ecity, was at
stake. I could pieture it to hon, members
in detail if time permitfed. The hon. mem-
ber, of course, was thinking of “slum
houses” being placed alongside his own Tesi-
dence. In his speech to-night he adopted
quite a different tone. I will proceed to give
hon, members something more of what he
had to say in 1930, He said:—

In Vietoria Park there are many blocks with
a frontage of only 33 feet, and if on those
bloeks we are to have a row of houses, then
when a fire comes along it will he bound to
make a decent job.

Mr. Raphael: What is wrong with that?

Hon. . G. LATHAM: The hon. member
continned—
The Attorncy General should reconsider the

Bill and confer with the City Council and road
hoards.
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He wanted the Attorney General to confer
with him and ¢he City Council. He went
on—

I suppose, lhowever, he regards himself as
above those bodies, and perhaps thinks that the
brains of the members of the local bodies are
not as mature as are those of Ministers. All
the same, he should ¢xtend a little courtesy to
them, and invite them to confer with him so
that they might explain their view. I have
never known a more ridiculous Bill presented
to this House thau the one we are considering.
Those were the views of the hon. member in
1930. Yet not long ago he eame to this
House and asked the House to hold an in-
quiry into the conduct of the Perth City
Council. I do not propose to deal any
further with the matter, but I thought it
worth wlile to say what I have said, because
of what I considered his impudence towards
me when he rose to speak.

Mr. Raphael: I will give you a bit more,
too.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: And I will give
you more back, and with interest.

Mr. Raphael: I have plenty for you, too.

Mr. Tonkin: Be generous, and draw the
veil.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I propose now to
deal with the Bill. The Bill provides for
the erection by the Workers’ Homes Board
of small dwelling houses and the letting of
them on a weekly tenancy basis to persens
whe could not otherwise afford to obtain
dwelling-houses under the provisions of the
Act. Every bit of the discussion which has
taken place tonight has indieated that there
is a dearth of houses for renting purposes
and the first thing a business man would ask
is, “Why?” The reason there is a shortage
of houses for renting purposes is that houses
are not a business proposition. If they were
a business proposition, people looking for
something in which to invest their money
would immediately build houses. But they
are not & business proposition and therefore
the Government proposes to earry out a pro-
jeet that is not profitable to anybody else.

Mr. Tonkin interjected.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Let me have my
say. The hon. member can have his later.
These young would-be Ministers are so im-
patient, Mr. Speaker, that they want me to
say all T have to say immediately T start to
speak. If the building of these homes is
not a business proposition it is a mistake
for the State to undertake it. I am going
{o submit a proposal to the Premier which
he may be prepared to accept and which will
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assist in providing cheap homes. The first
thing to do is to set aside a piece of land
which can be laid out attractively by the
Town Planning Commission. I saw wooden
houses in London in quite an attraciive little
garden suburb. I do not Imow whether
they were jarrah homes. I did see jarrah
homes there but I do not know whether
those were of jarrah, but they were attrae-
tively built. There were no long straight
rows like those in the district of the member
for Vietoria Park. They were decent build-
ings laid out to an aesthetic design. I know
that the diffieulty is that if the Government
wants to procure land, immediately it goes
on the market, it is expected to pay twice
as much as the market value of the land.
The Premier: We will not do that.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: At the present
time we have no power to resume but the
first thing to do is to secure some land. I
believe some arrangements could be made
with the TUniversity -for that piece of land
the University owns near to tramway faeili-
ties and at one end of which a school is be-
ing built,

The Premier: A school at both ends.

Hon. C. ¢. LATHAM: That seems an
ideal place. If we are to build hoases, it is
necessary to provide cheap transport. It is
no good taking men right out of the ecity to
a place to live in which would necessitate
their paying at the least £7 10s. per annum
in travelling expenses. I suppose it will
probably cost more than that, because they
will have to travel to work daily and, as has
been pointed out, most of the work is here
in the city. We have to pnt these people
where they will not have to pay high farcs
for travelling. The Premier has not poinfed
out what the rent will be.

The Premier: I said 12s. 6d. a week.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: For 125. 6d. per
week, with the proposal I have to submit,
I believe we shall be able to dispose of the
houses, and instead of thé Government he-
coming a mere landlerd it will just have to
collect interest and sinking fund. In the
fixing of the rent there will have to be some-
thing provided for depreciation, which is
always very high in a rented honse, May 1
suggest to the Premier that he brings down
an amendment of the Workers’ Homes Act
to the effect that any person who builds =a
weoden house in excess of the valne of £400
—it may require to bhe £500—will be aske@
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to pay only 23, per cent. or 3 per cent. Let
us thus make a contribution to the home.
The Premier: That is not good business.
Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is better busi-
ness than is proposed in the Bill. If the
Government acts as landlord it will lose much
more than 214 per cent. or 3 per cent. 1
want to repeat the words used by the Minis-
ter for Lands, who bas told us a dozen times
that because the Government advanced
money to the farmer it ereated a difficulty in
the Agricultural Bank. This will operate in
the same way. The difference between rent-
ing a house and losing money in the making
of a contribution to the worker is thut
the man in the house will take a pride in it
and will attend to ifs maintenance, But
immediately a man owns a house and rents
it to a tenant ihe tenant expeets the land-
iord to do everything for him. Howaever, as
the man in one of these houses is going to
own it himself, he will do his best to improve
the home. I could take the Premier along to
any residential avea and guarantee that in
nine houses out of ten I could tell him
whether the man oceupying the house was
the owner, or whether he was paying rent.
The Premier should provide something to-
ward the building of these houses. That is
done all over the world. It is the system in
New Zealand and the system in the Old
Country. I think the P'remier himself inves-
tigated the conditions in the Old Country.
I have here some figures on that point taken
from “Whittaker's Almanac.” According to
this, in 1934-35 the British Government
advanced to the loeal authorities £14,000,000
at 2% per ecat. Scotland provided
£1,250,000. In all 1,220,000 houses were
crected under this scheme. That is the sys-
tem I have in mind, I have previonsly ex-
plained that these houses in England are
sold, just as I propose they should be scld
here. I will not say that all the houses are
sold. What the member for South Fremantle
referred to as a communal house is in Eng-
land ecalled a tevement house. The people
like those honses. To-day such a building is
one to be admired. But I told the people
who are so proud of their work that in 30
or 40 yvears those houses will have become
the sloms of the c¢ity. And I am sure they
will. If the Premier wants to earry out his
objeet, just as he is earrying it out to-day,
he will always have a number of houses on
his hands for which he will not get ready
purchasers, and so he will bave to rent them.
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What is the position to-day? In this State
there are 54 properties on the hands of the
Workers' Homes Board, and 12 vacant. That
was at the 30th June last. Thirty of the 54
are houses in the eountry, and the valne of
those at the 30th June was £31,287. The
Premier has those liouses on his hands to-
day, and if he puts up a scheme of cheap
cottages, as I suggest, he will always have n
few on hand. But as soon as the Govern-
ment beecomes a landlord the same thing must
happen as that which the Minister for Lands
complains of, and it will place members of
Parliament in an invidious position. In the
Old Country, just as it is lere, there will be
men wnable to pay. I put nup a scheme be-
fore, and I put it np again tonight. In the
0ld Country the Government rnakes a con-
tribution, and the local authovities make a
contribution, which is paid into a special
fund. If a wan is ovt of employment or
falls sick and eannot work, his rent is paid
out of that fund; so, when he starts work
again, he has no arrcars of rent to meet, I
i= a Dbusinesslike proposition.

Mr. Fox: My word, you are changing!

Hon, C. G, LATHAM: In what way am
I changing? At a suitable time I will huat
up what I said two years ago; because, like
the Premier, I went away to see what was
happening.

Mr. Raphacl: You went away for a good
holiday.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Not at your ox-
pense,

Mr, Raphael: Yes, at my expense.

My, SPEAKER : Order! Members must
cease this interjecting. The member for Vie-
toria Park will have a spell of fresh air if
he does not take notice of what I say.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The difficulty heve
is the £5 deposit, but that ean be overcome.

The Premier: Yes, easily,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: A few years ago
1 Government built quite a number of houses
without any applications being made for
them. They were wooden cottages built in
the country, and sinee they were built not
one of them has been empty. The peopie
who went into them paid a deposit of £ or
of £10, I cannot remember which. T sug-
gest that the £5 deposit for suitable tenants
—the Premier does not propose to take othev
than suitable tenants under his Bill—be
spread over the first vear, so that it will not
add a great deal to the rent. To a certain
extent those payments would he reat, though



[10 DecexsER, 1937.]

they would include purchase money and
interest.

The Premier: Say bire purchase agree-
ment.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I feel sure that
a system of that kind would create no hard-
ship. There are some men on part-time em-
ployment whose wives and families are liv-
ing in the eity and such men cannoi get £5.
Now I make this suggestion: The Premier
will be rushed by applicants and he will
not have money enough to satisfy more than
a few. The men he satisfies should be given
enongh extra work to enable them to pay
the £5 deposit, and stoppages eould be made
out of their pay over a period until the
amount was lignidated. That should apply
to deserving cases. I have heard ecomplaints
about people living in flats, and I have
heard it said we should encourage them in
live in houses and under good conditioms in
the hope that the birth rate might be in-
creased, That sort of talk makes no appaal
at all to me. In this city the best people,
the people who should be breeding up the
vace for the future, are those who live in
flats, while the peuple who probably are aat
as high in type live in small houses and have
very large families. That condition of affairs
will not bring any improvementi to the race.
While it is diffieult to differentiate between
types of people, T think the general rule is
that where there are big families we find
people who are not above the normal stamd-
ard of type.

Mr. Hegney: That is all nonsense.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The hon. member
is not yet awake. An instance I will
never forget was brought under my noties
when I visited Liverpool. In some of the
houses there were families of seven, and I
couid only remark, ‘‘God help Britain if shz
is going to breed from that class of people.”

Mr. Fox: T can show yon a family of
thirteen.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: A few years ago
families were large. I was one of a family
of nine and I dare say some of the older
members of this House came from large
families.

Mr. Stubbs: I am one of fourteen.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Nowadays do
paople have large families? The falling
birth rate tells us that they do not. That is
the serious aspect. Let us pass a measure
stipulating that, in erder to build up a bet-
ter race, there shall be no more flats and no
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more flat-dwellers. If the Premier intro-
duced a Bill of that kind, he would have
everyone standing up and opposing it, be-
cause, like this Bill, it is a question of the
clectors and not of the welfare of the State.

The Premier: Oh, Oh!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : That is so. If the
Premier introduced such a Bill, members
would not support it and provide that there
should be no flats.

Mr. Tonkin: Who on this side advoeated
the building of flats?

Mr. Fox: No one at all.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: But if there was
a Bill to abolish flats, it would be possible to
ent the silence with a knife, Reeently in
New South Wales a comprehensive scheme
has been put up. I suppose the Premier has
seen a production entitled “The Co-operative
Building Societies’ Gazette” The first eopy
was issned on the 18th November. It con-
tains a reference to what the Premier said
about Queensland, but I shall not repeat
that. On page 6 the following appears:—

It remained for the Premier of New South

Wales to introduce the most comprehensive
housing scheme ever placed on the statute-
book of an Awngtralian State. This was done
by the relatively simple but statesmanlike
method of enabling building societies of ap-
proved types te obtain funds with the back-
ing of the Government Guarantee Aet with an
indemnity against loss in certain cases where
loans amounted to 90 per cent. of the value of
the home. At the same time the functions of
the Registrar of Co-operative Societies were
extended to enable him to assist and supervise
the funectioning of the Co-operative Building
Societies whiech the home-seekers were invited
to join.
I wish to see cheap houses built, and the
cheapest form of house that ean be built is
the wooden cottage. Members know that the
Government with which I was associated
built quite a number of wooden honses. I
think we were the first to use corrugated
asbestos sheeting for roofing. We did that
because we desired to help provide employ-
ment for people in this State, and the pre-
sent Government has followed that course
as far as possible.

Mr, Stubbs: In Queensland houses are
mostly of wood.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: There certainly
must be a reason for it. In Wellington,
until recently, 80 per cent. of the houses
were of wood, but that was on account of the
carthquakes. Even the New Zealand Houses
of Parliament were of woed and comprised
the largest woeden building in the world at
the time. Now they are built of reinforced
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concrete. We should endeavour to find some
method of providing cheap homes, but the
idea in this Bill is not the right one. T can-
not for the life of me see how it can be
suceessful. There is going to be imposition
and it will create trouble for us for which
we shall be sorry. If the Premier would
give consideration to the views I have ex-
pressed, he could fix a Limit of £400 or £450
to £500, which should be the highest. He
could say that a person who would have a
wooden honse at that priee should have the
interest rate reduced to 3 per cent. People
would be glad to get houses on those condi-
tions and would be able to pay for them.
If such a house reverted to the Government,
there would be very little loss and the Gov-
ernment would not be confronted with the
unsavoury position created by a tenant say-
ing, “I cannot pay my rent” or “I will not
pay my rent” In making my contribution
to the debate on-this Bill, I desired to put
up some concrete suggesiion. I preferred to
do that rather than indulge in merely de-
structive criticism. I am anxious to help the
Government in every way possible, but T
maintain that the working man in this State
who has to pay more than one day’s wages
as weekly rent has no hope of providing
decent conditions for his wife and family.
There is something radieally wrong with the
existing system. We fix the basic wage on a
eertain standard, but when I consider how
some of those people have to manage, I
realise that there is something wrong. If
we are going to fix the basic wage on the
standard of a man, his wife and two child-
ren, some assistance must be given to the
man who has a larger family.

Mr. Hegney: That is a matter for the
Commonwealth Government to aftend to
under a system of child endowment.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM : It is a matter not
only for the Commonwealth Government
but for the State Government, though we
may require financial assistance from the
Commonwealth. I am seriously eoncerned
about the population statistics of Australia
and of this State particularly. If we ae-
cept the Government Statistician’s figures
—and 1 think we ean—in 1932 there were
214.880 people in the metropolitan area, and
at the end of 1936 there were only 212,150,
Thus there was a falling off of 2,000 people
during that period.

Mr. Hezney: Where did they go?

Hon. ¢, (4. TATHAM: To the mining
areas. FEver since 1932—T helieve the te-
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vival in the building trade took place at the
end of 1933 or at the beginning of 1934—
homes have been built in large ommbers in
Mt. Hawthorn, Nedlands, Soutk Perth and
Vietoria Park, while flats have been erected
all over the place. In the Mt. Lawley dis-
triet, too, many new houses have gone up.
There is no question about there being n
shortage of homes, but there is a shortage
of the type of home for which the people
concerned can be expected to pay rent. I
certainly commend the Premier for bringing
down this Bill, if only for the discwnssion
that has arisen out of it. It has given
members the opportunitr to add something
to the debate in the hope of providing a
solution of the problem.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willcock—
Geraldton—in  reply) [9.0]: The House
scems to be in general agreement concerning
this Bill. Notwithstanding that the Workers'
Homes Board has done evervthing possible
to eneonrage the creetion of low-priced
liomes, it has been unahle to get applieants
for them.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You build them; the
applieants will soon e¢ome in.

The PREMIER : That is exaetly what this
Bill is for. This is not the commencement
of a big scheme,

Hon. C. G. Latham: You want to build the
houses to let them.

The PREMIER: We want to build them
in the hope that before people have ocenpied
them for very long they will make applica-
tion to acquire them.

My, Stubbs: The title of the Bill says that
these houses are to be built to let, not to sell.

The PREMIER: They will he for sale, I
have said to members of the board, “Why
can we not build houses that ave within the
means of people to buy”? The reply has
heen that the board gets no applieations for
such dwellings.

My, Fox: That is not eorrect.

The PREMTER: The board has not had
more than one or two such applieations. I
said when introducing the Bill that when
people saw workers’ homes of about the £800
type, they imagined that that was all the
hoard was doing.

Mr. Stubbs: What the bhoard can do may
not he known,

The PREMIER: It is not known. The
ohject of the Government is to build a dozen
or twenty houses in different places, and fo
say to the people. It vou want n house of
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this type vou can get it for about 13s, 6d. a
week; go to the board, and they will give
Your application preference if vou require o
house of this kind” The member for SBouth
Fremantle suggested that there were many
apphications for houses of this kind. ILf that
is so, they have not reached the hoard. I
have the assurance of members of the board
that there have been very few applications
for houses of this type.

Myr. Hegney : But many for the better type
of house,

The PREMIER : The hoard has a waiting
list that will take three or four veurs to
overtake, for houses costing between £700
and £900, the higher figare being due
to certain moneys having first been put up
by the applicant,

Hon, C. G. Latham: We ought to put up
two houses for the mouney we find for one.

The PREMIER: The board tetls me that
it has made known these cheaper homes and
has always been prepared to give preference
to the type of applicant who would take
them, but that it cannet get any applications.
1 said, if that was so, we would build a few
of these houses,

Mr. Stubbs: Does not £500 scem rather a
high price for & wooden hounse?

The PREMIER.: That wonld he for a five-
roomed house.

Mr. Stubbs: It seems a lot of money.

The PREMIER: If an applicant can get
a tender for the erection of a house at o
lower price, so long as the house is built in
nceordance with the specifications desived,
and everything is satisfactory to the hoard,
the board is all the more pleased that it
should be built for £200 or £300 less than
was anticipated. The board does not say to
an applicant, “This house will eost you £450
or £500.” It says, "Thisz is the type of
house on which we will advance you certain
moneys: get tenders for it, and if we think
they are satisfaetory we will advance you the
money for the building.” The board does
not require an applicant te spead so many
hundred pounds, for the lower the price at
which a house ean be erected, the better
pleased is the hoard. The fact is we eannot
get applicants for this type of house, and
that is the reason for the Bill. We said
“Tf that is so, and in order to popularise this
type of house, we will build 20 or 30 to begin
with, If we cannot sell them. we will let
them, but in order to let them we wmust
have this Bill passed.” Tt wounld be very
much hetter if we eould get purehasers for
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these houses instead of letting them, be-
cause if we went on selling them we eould
coutinue to build more and still more of
them., When people in the metropolitan
area come to see the type of house they can
get and purchase for about 13s. 6d. a week
I think we will receive hundreds of applica-
tions, where previously we have had none.
If that is so, the expenditure of £10,000
will be well justified.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ete.

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

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Returned from the Counecil with amend-
ments.

RESOLUTION—STATE FORESTS.
Council’s Message.
Message from the Council received and
read notifying that it had comcurred in
the Assernbly’s resolution.

BILL—WATER BOARDS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resnmed from the 2nd December.

HON. ¢. 6. LATHAM (York) [9.12]:
I do not smppose this Bili will eause nearly
as much discussion as the previous measure.
It gives power to the hoard to proceed
with reticulation works which the Govern-
ment proposes to exempt from the operation
of the prinecipal Act. The Act requires pre-
liminary investigations to be made, surveys
and plans to be prepared, and advertise-
ments to be inserted in the ‘‘Government
Gazette.’” Y agree that for many small
works those proceedings are cumbersome,
Howaerver, I have given a great deal of con--
sideration to the Bill from the aspeet that
it would he unwise to allow retienlations of
any magnitude to he earried out by procla-
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mation under the measure. I have checked
that aspect up with the Minister in the
light of the Metropolitan Water BSupply,
Sewerage aud Drainage Aet. As a
member of a previous Government I know
that frequently plans were submitted to
Exeeutive Council for approval

The Minister for Works: That is sfill
done. This refers merely to small jobs.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: So long as the
Bill has only small jobs in view, it is all
right. The water boards are not likely to
abuse the power. I presume there is a
real necessity for the Bill, though the last
amendment of the principal Act was made
in 1892. I offer no objection to the mea-
sure.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, eic.

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

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—MONEY LENDERS ACT
AMENDMENT.
In Committee, ele.
Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Read a third time, and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—-HOUSING TRUST ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 2nd December.

HON. ¢. G. LATHAM (York) [9.18]:
This is another simple Bil. Tt is only
natoral that in introducing legislation one
should not be able to anticipate all the eon-
tingencies liable to arise. When the prin-
cipal Act was introduced, the intention was
to provide homes for persons unable to pro-
vide them for themselves. The original Bill
* did not provide for cancellation of contrants
in case of financial improvement taking
place in the eircumstances of tenants, or for
such eancellation in ease of a tenant decid-
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ing to leave the building. This Bill pro-
vides for the cancellation of contracts in
those circumstances. There is good reason
for the amendments proposed. In faet, pro-
vision should have heen made for such cases
in the original measure, since they wure
bound to arise. However, it is well that
legislation should from time to time bhe
bronght up for review. The Premier has
explained alt about the scheme, how it has
been financed and how it has operated. 1
am pleased to note that it is proposed 1o
commemorate the name of Sir Charles
MeoNess who made the preatest contribution
towards the fund established to provide
these homes, Every member of the House
will agree that if we can indicate gratitude
to such a man during his lifeiime in recoz-
nition of his charitable-mindedness, that
opportunity should be embraced. And so I
am pleased that it is intended to take this
course in placing on record our apprecia-
tion of Sir Charles as a public benefactor.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Mr, Bleeman in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill.
Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Section 14 (e¢) principal Aet
repealed and new paragraph substituted:

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I move an amend-
ment—

That in lines 1 and 2 of paragraph (c¢) the

wotrds {‘for not less than five years’’ be struck
ont.
If a man desires to Jeave his house, there is
no justifiable reason for refusing to release
him from his agreement. Why should we
say that he must live in the house for five
years whether he desires to or not? That is
what the paragraph means.

The Premier: No,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It does. The Pre-
mier should read the paragraph.

The Minister for Mines: There is nothiag
to prevent the man from leaving the house
the day after he enters into the contract.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: He could walk
out; but if he had other property, he could
be sued for a breach of comtract.

The Minister for Mines: No.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: ©Of coprse he
could.
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Mr. Marshall: But if he had property, he
would not be able to get oune of these housas.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The man may
have aequired property after securing ome
of the homes. I know of oue instance in
which one of the occupiers won £1,000, and
naturally he vacated the premises. T think
the Premier should agree that the Trast
should have power to release a man from
his eontract at any time.

The PREMIER: The clanse provides that
the man who has not resided in a cottage
for five years can apply to seeure a return
of capital, and thus secure some return fo!
his equity in the home. It is not a question
of having to remain in the home for five
years before he can get any rveturn of capi-
ial; but if he wanted {o get out, he could
make application and eould secure such ic-
turn for his equity as the trustees thought
fair and just.

Mr, SAMPSON: The amendment shouid
be agreed to. No one would leave his home
because of some sudden disappointment re-
garding the house, but rather becanse of
some ¢ircumstances over which he would have
no control. Possibly during the year he has
occupied the home, he may have effected
snbstantial improvements to the homse and
have carried out all his obligations. For
that he should be paid a reasonable amouni
for his equity.

The Premier: There is no diseretion in the
parent Act.

My, SAMPSON: It is only fair that ke
should receive a reasonable return in the cir-
cumstances J have outlined.

The PREMIER: Paragraph (e} of See-
tion 14 of the principal Aect reads:—

If a purchaser has resided in a eottage for
not less than five vears, and is desirous of re-

tiring from his contract, he shall be entifled
..... to be repaid by the Trust . ...

Hon. €. G. Latham: And you are taking
away that right.

The PREMIER: Yes.

Mr. Watta: Why?

The PREMIER: Becanse he gets a cot-
tuge at a cheap rental and is not charged
interest.

Hon. C. G. Latham: T do not dispute that
point; I referred to the five-year period
only.

Ar. Watts: And what happens now?

The PREMIER : The trustees at their dis-
cretion will be able to do what they consid»r
is fair. The paragraph in Seetion 14 dnes
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nut admit of any diseretion but sets out that
the individual shall be entitled to get so
much of his money back.

Hon. C. G. Latham: And you are repeal-
ing that provision.

The PREMIER: Yes, and we now pro-
vide that the man shall be entitled fo a ve-
turn of his capital at the discretion of the
trustees,

Hon. C. G. Latham: Then you are not
carrying out your objeect.

The PREMIER: In the contract he makes
with the board, five years munst elapse before
lie gets any money back.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There is no provision
for money going back to him in this Bill.

The PREMIER: But in the coniract he
makes with the board there is provision that
he gets the money back. This provision
gays the contract may be terminated. That
i8, that the man shall be entitled to all those
payments. We are altering the provision
in the Act on which the contract was based,
and we will not make any more contraets in
that way.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: There is no need
to keep him for five years before yon releasc
him from the contract. I did not raise the
point of the return of his capital. Section
14C provides for repayment to the pur-
chaser who has resided in a cottage for not
less than five years and is desirous of retir-
ing from his agreement. Section 14C is be-
ing replaced by the section suggested in the
Bill, which does not provide for any return
of money. If the frust is not going to give
him anything, why should he be asked to Te-
main there five years before the agreement
ean he cancelled? The Premier has intro-
duced a question which I desired to leave
alone. The trust makes the individual pay
53, a week. We pay the rates and taxes and
insurance from that amount, so that the in-
dividual is contributing only 1s. a week and
has not much equity. The Premier pro-
poses to take that equity away. If a man
goes into one of these homes and desires to
get out of it at the end of six months, why
should he have to stay there five years?

The Premier: His equity is in the contract
he has.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: No, you have
taken it away. Let the Premier listen while
I read the words in the proposed new para-
graph, which states that the trust “may in its
diseretion after considering the cireum-
stanees grant the application and release the
purchaser from any further liability under
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the contract. The provisions of this para-
graph shall apply to all agreements whether
execuied before or after the commencement
of the Honsing Trust Act Amendment Act,
1937 So all agreements are cancelled if
the board desires to cancel them. If a man
wants to get out of a home, he should be
permitted to do so.

Mr, WATTS: I am in opposition to the
proviso at the end of the clause and agree
with the Leader of the Opposition that it is
desirable to strike out as a preliminary the
words “not less than five years.” I think I
am acquainted with the person to whom the
Premier referred in his second reading
speech. Reference has been made to me by
the Workers’ Homes Office in connection
with the man I have in mind and the circum-
stances are similar. The proposition was
put up to me tbat the man should not receive
the small equity he had in the property be-
eanse, since the time he entered info the con-
tract, he has become prosperous fo an extent.
The circumstances under which this person
took on the cottage I have in mind were that
just a year or so previously he left the farm
on which he had gone bankrupt. At one
time he had foliowed the trade of a plumber,
and he obtained employment in town for a
vear. The depression came and employ-
ment ceased. He became a relief worker.
He had a large family and when the Aet
came into operation he secured one of the
houses under the Trust. A couple of years
passed and he obtained various odd jobs.
Tultimately he went into partnership and
has made a decent living. It would be most
unfair in such cirecumstances to say to this
man, “Because you are a persen of initiative
and, by hard work and push, have succeeded
in getting ahead, you are to lose your equity
in this property.”

Ay, MeDONALD: The comments of the
Leader of the Opposition are correct. Seec-
tion 14 of the Act provides that if the pur-
ehaser has resided in a cottage for not less
than five vears and paid his instalments, he
may have his contract terminated and he
shali be refunded his equity in the bhouse.
The Bill, by amending that seetion, deletes
altogether th~ anthority to refund that man
his equity, and also the right of the man to
demand a refund.  The Bill goes on by
Clause 3 to amend Section 15. It says that
if the finaneial eircumstances of the pur-
chasor have altered. then on giving one
month’s notice in writing the Trust may re-
quire the purchaser to pay the whole of the
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outstanding balance. If he does not pay the
outstanding balance the Trust can determine
his contract, and if that is done, it may
not refund him his equity in the house. But
that provision applies only to a man in such
cirenmstances. If the Bill be passed, the
only power to make a refund to & purchaser
whose contract is terminated will be when
that purchaser bas come into money and so
is in a position to pay off all he owes, but
refuses to do so. What should be done would
be to amend Clause 3 by altering the obli-
gation te refund the equity.

The PREMIER: What would happen if
the amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition were agreed to would be to give
anybody the right fo terminate his contract
and get something out of the Trust if he
could.

Hon. C. G. Latham: No.

The PREMIER: But it would be. The
whole principle of the Bill is that anyone
who has heen there for less than five years
has no right to anything.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yon took that away
by repealing the seetion.

The PREMIER: But this gives a man who
has been five years in a cottage the right to
cancel the contract and get what he can out
of the Trust.

Mr. TONKIN: I do not like this. It
seems to me the Bill provides that in the
event of a person desiring to get out, he must
wait five years before he can do so and he
has no right whatever to a refund. But if
a man should come into money after he has
been there for five years there i3 dis-
eretionary power to give him a refund.
That seems to me very unfair and so I will
not vote for it.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. WATTS: I should like to amend the
concluding three lines of paragraph (¢). It
is there provided that this paragraph shall
apply to all agreements whether exeented
before or after the commencement of the
Housing Trust Act Amendment Aect 1937,
The reason why I propose fo move the
amendment is becanse Clause 2 repeals See-
tion 14 of the principal Act and so takes
away from the purchaser the right to obtain
a refund of the eqnity he has created by
payments over the pericd he has been in
possession. Since it has taken away that
right, it has taken it away, not only from
contracts made in the future, but also from
contracts made in the past, and I can see no
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Justification for taking it away from con-
tracts made in the past. So my desire is to
limit the operation of this clanse to contracts
made after the eommencement of the Bill.
To that end I move an amendment—

That in line 8 of paragraph (e} ‘‘whether’’
be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. WATTS: I move an amendment—

That in line 9 of paragraph (e¢) the words
‘‘befor: or atter’’ be struch out.

Mr. McDONALD: T really think that be-
fore this is agreed to it should have some
consideration from the Parliamentary drafis-
man,

The Premier: Exactly!

Mr. MecDONALD: The hon. member’s
amendment means that the clause is not to
apply to all the contracis already made. So
this provision wonld have no operation at
all except in regard to future contraets, of
which there may be none.

Progress reported.

BILL—PUBLIC BUILDINGS,
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 2nd December.

MR, McDONALD (West Perth) [9.60]:
I support the Bill, but I hope the Govern-
ment will not act under it without a great
deal of consideration. 1 believe there 15 a
general consensus of opinion thai it would
be advisable to centralise a number of Gov-
ernment offices, and that is the reason I
propose to support the Bill. But when we
come to centralise some of the offices, the
first consideration will be the site. The site
between Government Hounse and the Chris-
tian Brothers’ College has been mentioned,
and for some Government departments it
might be a very desirable site. For other
departments, towever, I think it would not
be desirable. There are some departments,
like the Titles Office, that require to be aeces-
sible to the public, and the business part of
the ¢ity is moving and will move west and
pnorth. T cannot see very mueh prospect of
its moving east, where its progress must be
stopped by the bend of the river. 1f we
establish offices like the Titles Office that
cater for considerable public demands down
towards the Christian Brothers’ College, it
will be an inconvenience to the business see-
tion nowadays, and that inconvenience
might be accentnated as time goes on and as
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the business part of the city extends west
and north.

The Premier: What sbout the Supreme
Court?

Mr. McDONALD : The Supreme Court 13
a very convenient place, but is already on
the eastern side of the commercial seetion of
the city, It is on the south-eastern boun-
dary, whereas the proposal really is to go
outside the boundary. So far as I can see,
there will be no extension of the city to any
degree in an easterly direction, and that
fact should be borne in mind. Then again,
I feel reluctant to see a sale possibly taking
place of a namber of sites mentioned in the
schedule to the Bill. After all, Pexth is the
western capital of a confinent. I remember
the General Manager of the Bank of New
South Wales, Mr. Davidson, saying not long
ago that Perth, like Sydney, must become
8 great city, just the same as are San Fran-
cisco and New York in the United States of
America. Although the increase of popula-
tion in this State is not yet very satisfac-
tory, the time may ¢ome when we might have,
over & period of years, a considerable inflnx
of population, not only from the Eastern
States, but alse from other parts of the
world. Thus we might part with properties
to-day at a very small fraction of the valne
they might have in a hundred vears' time.
I was speaking to a leading estate agent on
the matter, and he said he would be very re-
luetant to advise anybody to sell centrai
¢ity property in Perth unless he was com-
pelled to do so, because ke thought the pros-
peets of a considerable inerease in value as
time went on to those who could hold such
property were bright. The Government is
not like a private individnal who might have
a mortgage on his property and have to pay
interest on if, in addition to having to pay
rates and taxes. The Government is free
from those imposts and therefore is in &
position fo bold property in a way that a
private individual cannct do. For that rea-
son I suggest that we should increase the
period for which properties might be leased
from 50 years to 99 years. The building
lease scheme has received very little atten-
tion 1n Western Australiz. Here there is a
prejudice against leasehold of all kinds. But
the leasehold in other parts of the world, and
even in Melbourne, is & good deal used, and
it is possible over a period of 99 years to
let a block of land in the eentral part of the
city on a building lease, and the lessee is
able to secure a return of building costs, phus
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interest, over the period of the lease. I be-
lieve that was done in Melbourne decades
ago by people who owned ¢entral city blocks.

Mr. Hegney: Padbury’s Buildings, oppo-
site the G.P.O., are built on land leased for
99 years.

Mr. McDONALD: Yes. A year or two
ago I was told by a Melbourne man in-
terested in ground rent that his aneestor
had had the foresight not to sell
land in central Melbourne, but had leased
it on a 99 years’ lease. The land had
increased in value mainy times over during
the period of the lease. If such a scheme
were adopted here, the Government would
have the rent eoming in and at the end of
the 99 years the whole property, including
the building and the enhanced value of the
site, would revert to the Government. The
Government is peculiarly able to take =
long-sighted view, and this is a scheme it
might well adopt. In ten or 50 years' time,
it may be that the Government will be con-
ducting enterprises of a kind that we cannot
contemplate to-day, and they might require
blocks of land such as those on which the
Technical College and Observatory stand, or
the blocks in Murray-street. For such activi-
ties of the Government, blocks of land for
convenience sake might be required in arcas
such as St. George's-terrace and Murray-
street, and it would be unfortunate if, in 50
or 60 years’ time, the Government required
such blocks and was eompelled, in effect, to
buy at an enormously inereased value sites
that might be sold to-day when prices are
comparatively depressed. Therefore I nrge
very great caufion, The eommittee set up
should take the adviee of those people
conversant with the trend of values before
any specific plan is exercised. There are one
or two other aspects to which I wish to refer.
It will not be possible to centralise all the
Government departments in one bloek, That
would be not only impossible, but undesir-
ahle.

Mr. Rodoreda: It would be only tem-
porary.

Mr. McDONALD: Even when we con-
centrated the offices on one site, that
gite might turn ouf, under some foture
re-arrangement of Government  offices,
to be unsuitable for some Govern-
ment employees. There is the further aspect
that the building that will be involved, even
in a partial redistribution of Government
offices, will entail the expenditure of a eon-
siderable sum of money. Tt has been said of

[(ASSEMBLY.]

late by economists and, in faet, is recognised
throughout the world, that Governments
should, if possible, have a loan building pro-
gramme up their sleeves, so to speak, that
could be brought forward in a time of
shortage of work. This building programme,
which may not be described as large—it
might mean an expenditure of £200,000
or £300,000—is not violently pressing at
present, and any Government might feel that
there was no need for haste in putting the
scheme into operation Dbecause, in a time
when work was mneeded wurgently, this
is something that ecould be brought into
being, and might materially assist in keep-
ing people at work and civenlating money
that would be of advantage to business.
Especially just now is it desirable carefully
to scrutinise the direction in which public
moneys are used, even if it was taken from,
say, the State Insurance Reserve Fund, or
some other fund. I fully appreciate the
many ealls that are made upon the Premier.
Amongst other things he has to find £600,000
for a Government Hosgpital. When it comes
to the expenditure of money on varions
works, these must be taken in their order
of nrgency. I am not satisfied that the ex-
penditure of money on (Government offices,
wmerely for the sake of bringing them more
compactly together, is as urgent a matter as
others that eall for expenditure.

The Premier: Yon know that some of
the Govermmnent offices arve of a type that
make them impossible.

Mr. MeDONALD: I know that many of
them arve verv far from perfect. It may
be that a start in this direction is justi-
fied, but I shouvld like to hear an expres-
sion of opinion from others who are com-
petent to judge. For instance, many people
will not be pleased if they have to go down
as far as the Christian Brothers’ College
to visit the Titles Office.

The Premier; We would start at this
end.

Mr. MeDONALD: It would certainly be
a great inconvenience and mean consider-
able loss of time to commercial pecple and
others if they had to go down as far as
(iovernment House to attend the Titles
Office. This may outweigh the desirability
of providing better arcommodation for that
particular department. Something has to
be done concerning the re-housing of such
a department as that which deals with
agrienlture. T should be very reluctant to
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see some of the sites enumerated in the
Schedule of the Bill disposed of. I shouid
be particularly sorry te see the Observa-
tory site, one of the most remarkable sites
in or around the city, fall into the hands
of private people.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Such as speculators.

My, McDONALD: Once it fell into the
hands of private people, except as to such
control as the Town Planning Commis-
sioner or the Perth City Council would
exercise, the blocks there might be turned
to any use.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: I weuld be fu}l of
flats in five years.

Mr. McDONALD: It is one of the finesi
sites in Perth, and should remain the pro-
perty of the people for all time. Another
sitc such as that om which the Technieal
School stands in 3t. George’s-terrace is a
magnifieent one, although the building upon
it should be replaced. I shonld be sorry
{0 sec that pass from the ownership of the
State. With these remarks I support the
second reading. In Committee I propose
to suggest that the Government be allowed
to lease these lands for 99 years or 50
years, if it should desire to take advantage
of this building scheme.

HON. P. D. FERGUSON (Irwin-Moore)
[10.5]: I oppose the second reading. 1 do
not wish to be regarded as ineonsistent.
Ever since I have been in the House I have
advocated the erection of more suitable
offices for one or two departments, particu-
larly the Agricultural Department. I
understand there is equal negessity for the
erection of more suitable officos also for the
Titles Department. In the case of the Agri-
cultural Department, there can be no donbt
that the cireumstances under which the
officers have had to discharge their duties re-
presents a disgraee and a blot upon the
State. Becanse T helieve that is so, I am un-
able to see the neeessity for giving this par-
ticular power to the Government, to sell the
land owned by the Government within the
city proper. It is altogether an unnecessary
power for the Government to seek, either to
sell or to lease this Jand. Tt would be crimi-
nal folly for the Government to sell the
land on which the central offices stand, I
refer to the Treasory block, the site of the
0ld Post Office. No vote of mine would
ever give it power to dispose of that site. I
think that view is held by most members of
Parliament and by the people of the State.
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I ean see no necessity for giving the Govern-
ment this power. Is it the intention of the
Premier to dispose of that site?

The Premier: If we could build more com-
modious offices and more convenient publie
buildings and get sufficient out of thet, pos-
sibly, yes.

Hon. P. D. FERGUSOXN : There is no site
in the city upon which more commodious or
convenient buildings eould be erected than
upon that particular block. There is no site
in the ¢ity comparable to it. Much the same
remarks apply to the Observatory site, and
to the site on which the old Perth Boys’
Sehool was first established, now the Techni-
cal School. This latter site is the only one
the Government has in the main thorough-
fare of the e¢ity, with the exception of the
Government House site. I would have no
objection to the disposal of the old cottages
in Wellington-street, the State trading con-
cerns offices, and the old school guerters in
Carr-street, or to the money being used on
the erection of buildings upon a more central
stte, but I ¢an see no wisdom in allowing the
Government to dispose of valuable land in
the main part of the eity. If Western Aus-
fralia is to progress and Perth is to become
a city like Melbourne or Sydney, as I have
no doubt will be the case in years to come,
it will be a sorry day for the people that
these sites should have been disposed of.
There is no justification for leasing the land
for a period of years. No great benefit
would aecrue to Western Australia by giv-
ing the powers sought in the Bill. If the
money can be provided from some other
gource there is no reason why the Govern-
ment should not erect suitable buildings upon
the present Treasury site. I oppose the Bill.

MR, SHEARN (Maylapnds) ({10.10]: I
chall support the second reading of the Bill,
mainly for the reasons expressed by the
member for West Perth {(Mr. McDonald);
but, like that hon. member, T feel that the
measure should be subject to certain amend-
ments in the Committee stage. As expressed
by previous speakers, a ceriain amount of
sentiment attaches to the sites with which
the Bill deals; but we must take a practieal
view of the matter. As the member for
West Perth has expressed it, the potential-
ities of the eity tend towards the west, and
therefore we have to take into aceount the
practieability of any scheme suggested.
It is generally agreed that the time
has arrived when at least a commencement
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should be made with the proper housing of
the various departments of State. Refer-
ence has been made to the Titles Office, of
which I can speak with some personal know-
ledge. I agree with the member for West
Perth that that building not only improperly
houses the officers but is most unsuitable for
the conduct of its business, which has in-
creased enormously of recent yesrs. How-
ever, if it were suggesied that that office
should be moved to n site eastward, I should
say that the change would not meet the con-
venience of the commereial section of the
community. I shall not suggest what is in
my mind, because that wounld be merely ex-
pressing an individual opinion. I prefer to
leave the matter to those whose job it is to
decide the question. I do say definitely, how-
ever, that any site which might be found in
the eastward direction would not provide the
requisite convenience for those using the
office, nor would it be generally desirable.
I agrep with the member for West Perth thut
the Government should seriously consider
before parting with these very valuable sites.
I agree also that the Government should
rather consider the leasing of them for a
period of years. which would retain to the
State the bencfit of inereased values. Omne
is faced with the fact that here we have the
most valuable sites situated in close proxim-
ity to the river front. Those of us who
have not even gone past Australia will real-
ise what the actlivities in the way of dredg-
ing will be in the future. For that reazon
it is impossible at this stage to realise what
the potential value of these lands will be,
Therefore I support the contention of the
member for West Perth, that the Govern-
ment, rather than eontemplate the sale of
the lands, should have in view some system
of leasing them for a period up to 99 years,
thus retaining fo the State the inereased
values that must assuredly acerue. T think,
like the member for West Perth, that the
building scheme should be embarked upon
most cautiously, in view of the funds that
will be involved. Another matter is the
appointment of the proposed committee. I
respectfully suggest—possibly the Premier
has it in mind—that notwithstanding the
broad fact that the personmel of the com-
mittee is laid down, before any extended
scheme is embarked upon, the Government
should seek the advice of the Lands Resnmp-
Hon Officers, who are in close contact with
the probability of extension of the city
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The Minister for Mines: We have done
that.

Mr. SHEARN: There is also the Town
Planning Commissioner. If the adviee of
those officers and other competent author-
ities were sought, the Government would Lo
acting in a manner which would protect us
against the possibility of properties being
selected that would subsequently not prove
snitable. For those reasons, and subject to
the amendments which I imagine will pos-
sibly be moved by the member for West
Perth, I have pleasure in supporting the
second reading.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [10.15]: I do
not desire to trespass on the remarks made
by the previous speaker aud the member for
West Perth, whieh cover the ground fully as
to the points raised. I would like to utter a
warning that if the Bill is passed we should
have no further dogs-cared half-haked
schernes of building in Perth. The scundal
of the Forrest-place sitnation to-day is =
warning of what may happen in the future.
Issuing from the railway station, what does
onc see? A great big post office with a
prison-roof top, and a big bank building,
and on the other side a sort of hotel palace
and a weather-beaten one-storey building.
I never saw such a place in my life, and it
has been so for years and years. There is
no attempt at co-ordination. Now, here in
this Bill is the suggestion of a grveat build-
ing scheme which we arc to complete when
the next depression comes along. Does that
mean that we are to have years of
such a state of things as we have seen in
Parliament House itself for nearly 40 years?
‘We have the power fo construet a bnilding
of any kind we desire. We certainly should
not embark on a secheme of this sort if there
is a lot of private work going on; but to
say that we cannof in 1937 design a scheme
to be completed and made a job of, seems to
me a monstrous suggestion. It was a most
short-sighted thing for Western Australia to
allow the Federal Government to come here
and lay down a plan on paper, saying, “We
will have the post office here, and on the
other side, 35 years later, we will put up &
bank.” That is a warning of what iz likely
to happen in eonnection with a big building
scheme to be initiated in the next depression.
If we are luecky, the financiers and economists
will design a system under which there will
be ne more depressions: and so it is possible
that the scheme will never he carried out.
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OQur commercialism is likely to become so
perfect that we shall not be able to afford
any building at all except for commerce. I
suppoert the measure, nevertheless.

HON. O. . LATHEAM (York) [10.18]:
I have listened to three speeches made by
city members on the Bill. While I do not
often disagree with these hon, members, vet
I find myself unable to e¢ndorse even one
particle of those speeches. This Bill, when
‘snbmitted, gave me a cold shudder down the
spine. It put me in mind of a man abso-
Iutely on the verge of bankruptey going to
a pawnbroker with all his assets and saying,
“T want to put up a home; give me a loan.”
In point of faet, the Bill 15 an admission
that the Government has ecome to the end of
its resources,

The Premier: Not at all.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I say definitely
that is so. Just read the Bill itself. In it
we are gathering up all our city properties
for the purpese of putting them into an Aect
of Parliament, and Parliament is asked to
give the Premier or Treasurer the right to
sell them, The money so obtained it is pro-
posed {o use in potting up a block of build-
ings. T wonder the Perth Railway Station is
not ineluded in the Bill. Lei me examine
what has iaken place during the last four
Fyears in this connection. The Premier knows
the State is not so bankrupt that he must
sell or lease these properties in order to get
some money. He found £75,000 to pay
for trolley buses. There was no need for
him to pay for ibose trolley buses. If
he could find £75,000 for that purpose,
he could find £75,000 to pay for a block
of buildings that would house hoth the Ag-
rieultural Department and the Titles Office.
The Government paid £82,000 for a girld
school at East Perth that could have been
erected for £25,000.

The Minister for ITealth: Some sort of a
Duilding.

Hon. C. G, LATBAM: A better huilding.
T read of an instanee in another ecountry
where £33,000 was spent on the erection of
a school to accommodate 1,500 pupils, and
at East Perth the Government spent £82,000
to aceommodate 600 girvls. I do not say that
the Government should not have provided the
school, but for £20,000 or £25,000 the Govern-
ment could have made available all the neees-
sary aceommodation, without the wonderful
architeeture that is seen at the East Perth
school, The building I have in mind would
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have been just as suitable and as convenient.
Not one word of this Bill will be passed with
my approval. It would be an insult to the
people of this State to let it go forth that
the Government of Western Australia has
had to gather together all the ity properties
available and offer them for sale, in order
to finance the evection of a block of Govern-
ment offices, I wish the member for Boulder
{Hon. P. Collier) were present this even-
ing. I would like to hear him deal with this
«uestion,

The Premicr: lie views this propesition
very favourably.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Tlen 1 would like
to know what the condition of his health was
when he said so. I remember when it
was suggested that the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment should take over the Observatory,
he made quite a noise about it in his oppesi-
tion, and quite rightly ssid that not one bit
of that land would be sold to the Common-
wealth Government., Yet here in this Bill
the Government seeks the right to sell State
property to the highest bidder. I am afraid
the Government has not given very serious
consideration to the issues involved. The
Government ought not to sell one bit of the
Iand affected. It would he preferable to
lease the properties and if neeessary—I de
not think it is—the Government could pass
the required legislation to enable that to
be done. Every vear we introduee Bills for
the leasing of Class A and Class B reserves.
It is not necessary to de so in conneetion
with Class B reserves, aithough it is with
regard to Class A reserves. All that is
wanted in the former instance is to table the
necessary papers. There is no reason for us
to do what is suggested at this stage. I am
sorry the Premier has seen fit to introduce
this legislation. Nothing has upset me so
much as this particnlar Bill. I will assist
him to get not less than £600,000 for the
erection of the public offices. Western Aus-
tralia is not bankrupt to the cxtent that it
cannot get the money regnired for the eree-
tion of public buildiugs. With the enhanced
value that must attach to Government pro-
perties in the city, there would bhe no diffi-
culty in finding the interest required on
money that could be borrowed.

Mr. Lambert: It was a Nationalist Premier
who gave away the Hale Sechool site.

Hon, C. G, LATHAM: If that was done,
it was not for speeulstive purposes. That
site was not given away any more than was
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the site for the girls’ school at East Perth.
It was made available for educationsl pur-
poses, and from that standpoint I bave neo
objection to raise. Although the Premier
put up a good case in support of the Bill
from his point of view, its presentation made
me think, “My goodness, we have got pretty
low down when we have to do this sort of
ibing 1"

The Minister for Health: I wish you
would tell us where we ecould get that
£600,000, It is useless just criticising.

Hon. C. . LATHAM: 1 will tell the
Premier privately fo-morrow where he can
get £600,000 in order to erect the Govemn-
ment bwldings. Western Australia is not
bankrupt.

The Premicr: Of eourse not.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : The State can bor-
row money just as easily as New South
Wales, Queensland, South Australia, Tas-
mania

Mr. Lambert: Your obligation is to the
House, not to the Premier.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Probably the hon.
member does not realise it at the present
mgoment, but we do not negotiate such loans;
the Premicr does. When he is satisfied with
the terms, he approaches Parliament and
asks for authority to raise the money. If
he requires it, he can get power to raise
£600,00¢, and the money would be available
under certain conditions. Naturally it wonld
not be given to him for nothing. I want to
emphasise the point that there is no neeces-
sity to sell any of these properfies. What is
the first responsibility of the Government?
The first is, if I am any judgze aud if the
articles that I read in the I’ress indicate the
true state of affairs at the Perth Hospital,
to make available any money that is af its
disposal for the provision of additional
hospital accommodation for the eity.

The Premier: Do you say that the Gov-
crnment should find all that money?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is the Govern-
ment’s first responsibility.

The Premier: The Government will not
take all the responsibility for that.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not say that
it should. There is no reason why the city
should pot do what the conniry towns do.

The Premier: No reason at all

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: For every hospital
in my electorate, the local people have had te
find at least one-third of the money neces-
sary.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Mr. Seward: Most of Lhe country fowns-
people have had to provide half the funds.

The Minister for Health: No.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: What about Collie
aund Narrogin?

The Minister for Health:
your electorate.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: What about Bruee
Rock, Narcmbeen, Quairading, in connection
with which 50 per cent. of the money had to
be found?

The Minister for Health: Those ecentres
are in Your electorate, but they did not have
to find that propertion. .

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It was on the
pound for pound basis.

Mr. Mann: Yes, )

Hou. C. G. LATHAM: Certainly, after
the Lotteries Comnission beecame established
country people were asked to find one-third
while the Lotteries Commission found one-
third and the Government made one-third
available from the hespital fax. All the
woney could have been found if economically
handled. Surely the Premier is not going to
foree this Bill through.

The Premier: Yes.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Surely the member
for West Perth (Mr. McDonald) and the
member for Maylands (Mr. Shearn) will not
support the Bill.

The Premicr: Then 1 do not know the
etfect of what they said about the Bill.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : I heard what they
said, but I am sure that thev have not given
the consideration to it that I have.

Mr. Cross: Dreadful!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is absolulely
dreadful. To think that we have to gather
up every bit of land that we have in the city
mmd pledge it for the purpose of putting up
public buildings is dreadful in the extreme,

Mr. Lambert: That has been done for
years past.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Not many such
properties have been sold in this State and
no oné has been more jealous in c¢onserving
State property in the city toan past Labonr
Governments. They have preserved the
rights of the people. If we dispose of the
Crown lands in the city, it means that in the
future we shall be foreed to buy land. Why
sell those propertics and then later on ask
the people to pay high prices for the pur-
chase of properties that will be necessary in
the future?

The Premier: But
aequired under the——

Neither is in

what about Jland
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Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Of course, the
Labour Governments of the past have bought
<ity property. For instance, land was bought
for the metropolitan markets,

Mr, Cross: Bometimes it pays to sell.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: At any rate, I
hope the Government will not go on with the
Bill. Tt will indieate to the outside world
that we are absolutely at the end of our
resources.

The Minister
Kamchatka say?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It will indicate
that we have not a shilling left and it is
necessary to pledge all our securities in
order to erect o building, I wish the mem-
ber for Boulder were here. Knowing him
as 1 have done for the last 18 years, I am
convineed that he would not permit one
piece of land to be sold, and I appeal to
members not to agree to that course being
pursued. If we want money let us borrow
it and erect the huilding. The properties
we have could be used for providing the
interest that would he payahle. Take the
Treasury Buildings. With very liftle al-
teration——

The Premier: What?
tion?

Hon. C, ¢, LATHAM: With little altera-
tion suites of offices could be made avail-
able there at very high rentals. I know
that the foundations are not sufficient o
allow ef another storey being built. A
relative of mine put the last storey on and
he told me about it when I was in Sydney
not long ago; so T happen to know that it
would be impossible, with the present foan-
dations, to add any more storeys. But it
is an ideal site, and the property could be
converted into valuable leasehold property
for a litile expenditure, and that would
provide interest on the money we conld
Yorrow.

The Premier: That is part of the seheme.

Hon. . G. LATHAM: XNo.

The Premier: It is. Rend the Bill again.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Al right, T will
read it.

Mr. Cross: He does not understand it.

Hon. C. . LATHAM: Don’t you chip
in. You have had voor say. This is not a
malter to he treated lichtly: it is & serions
matter. T have a great deal of respect for
the Premier, and T am sorrv that he has
introduced this measure during his term of
office. He is not justified in introdueine it.

for Lands: What will

With little altera-
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We bave not reached the stage when if is
necessary to pledge the secnrities of the
State,

The Premier: Nobody said we had,

MR. SAMPSON (8wan) [160.33]: I re-
gvet that the Biil was brought forward, and
hope it will be withdrawn, It savours of a
very desperate move that n proposition
should be put forward to secure statutory
approval for the disposal of this land.
Actnally the Government need not have the
fear in respect of lusing land that a private
person has. The Government may hold land
indefinitely, whereas a private person hes to
pay heavy rates to local authorities in order
to hold it. If we sell this property, we
sell our birthright. I was surprised to hear
that the Treasury building is not capable
of carrying another storey. That indicates
that the construction of Glovernment build-
ings is frequently badly carried out. In the
Treasury building, as hon. members know
there ave steps at most unexpected places.
There are menns of egress and ingress at
peculiar places. Some of the exits are
locked up to-day so that it is not possible
to leave the huilding that way. It is not a
very old building.

The Minister for Health: It is an absolate
rabbit warren.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: The Minister was a man
well on in years when that place was built.
The huilding cannot he regarded as very old,

The Premier: Tt 1s ohsolete now.

My, SBAMPSON: T should say that if an
architect went carefully over if, he could pui
up a scheme whereby, as the result of rea-
sonable alterations, we wounld have a satis-
factory public building. I should like the
matter to he referred to an architect to as-
certain what is necessary to be done. Surely
it is a sad eommentary on the architects of
the past if a bunilding erected in the present
century, since 1900, I believe, is already so
much ont of date. 1 have ofien thought
that the old Post Office is a very fine build-
ing; and possibly the other buildings could
be altered.

Mr, Crose: What would it cost?

Mr. SAMPSON: If the Bill is passed, we
might have the spectacle—and the Premier
might live to see it—of some prodigal Gov-
ernment disposing of thiz land.

The Premier: All Governments are com-
posed of responsible poople.
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Mr, SAMPSON: I recall the building of
the Point Heathcote Reception Home. In-
stead of erecting s building on cottage lines,
like the Enfield Reception Home in South
Australia, we erested a great institutional
building, with a tremendous tower. Money
was ahsolutely thrown into the air. Again,
go into some of our State hotels, and you
will find in operation this wretehed principle
of unexpected steps here and there. I do
not know why they should be put in.

The Minister for Health: It depends upon
the brand and the quantity you drink, as to
how inconvenient yon find them.

Mr, Lambert interjected.

Myr. SAMPSON: It 15 all very well for the
member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie to talk, but
I tell him that he at any rate needs to be
careful in moving about a State hotel.
Unexpected steps abonnd in more than
one State hotel.

The Premier: This Bill has nothing to do
with State hotels; get on with the job!

Mr. SAMPSON: I am speaking about
some of the Stale buildings. I would wel-
come a huilding for the Department of Agri-
culture, althongh I sometimes wonder if the
department deserves a bwilding.

The Premier: Oh!

Mr. SAMPSON: Considering the way it
has been playing with the fruit-fly trouble
for a quarter of a eentury.

Mr. Cross: That is your pet hobby.

Mr. SAMPSON : That building is old and
ramshackle, but it is on a very fine site, and
a suitable building could be erected there.

The Premier: You will make me vote for
the Redistribution of Seats Bill if you go
on like this.

Mr. SAMPSON: Well, I would rather the
Government should go on with its fell pur-
pose than that I should stand for a Bill such
as this. T cannot do it, and I will not do it.
1 hope the Premier will withdraw the Bill
Here we have a list of our freenold asseis
which are to be taken along fo the pawn-
broFer to have as much money raised on
themn ns possible.

Hon. P. D, Ferguson: The best sites in
the capital eity.

Mr. SAMPSQN: The land around the
Metropolitan Markets could be used for
some purpose, but it is allowed fo remain
idle vear after year. The Bill provides its
own indietment, and I shall vote against
the second reading.

On motion hy Mr. Sleeman, debate ad-
jearned,

[ASSEMBLY.)

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resnmed from the 2nd Decomber.

HON. C. &. LATHAM (York) [10.40]:
The Bill deals with iwg subjeets. I propose
to deal only with that portion at the end of
the Bill, which is an innovation in the Health
Act. T desire to give the Minister ercilit
for his intention to have some kind of n-
formation regarding the number of deaths
that occur at childbirth, I do not kmow
whether the Minister gave a great deal of
thought to it, or whether the paper with
which he has presented the House had loanx
been in his possession, but I have had oppor-
tunity to read it, and it conveys a great deal
to my mind which should be put into opera-
tion by an amendment of the Health Act.
After all, I think the purpose of the Minister
is to reduce maternal mortality. I do not de-
sire that the idea should get abroad that we
have a very high rate of deaths at child-
birth, our rate here being only 3.8 per thoa-
sand. Britain’s rate is higher than ours by
1.5, and Ameriea’s rate is double that. The
Minister can do something on the lines he
desires by an amendment of the Health Act.
I am not aware whether he has power under
the Health Aet to enforce regulations along
the lines he spoke of.

The Minister for Health: Not without an
amendment.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Well, we oagkt
to amend the Health Act to permit of it. A
good deal of this mortality could be removed
if certain regulations were put through re-
garding the accommodation and equipmenf,
the personal equipment particularly, in the
hospitals., It does not seem to me any great
difficulty that masks and gloves should be
worn by the doctors. They are very im-
portant. T am pleased to know that the
Minister was able to get the local branch
of the British Medical Association to sup-
port him in his ideas, beecause without that
support I am afraid the Minister conld not
get very far. The Bill will serve Lo place
on record the number of deaths that oceur
ab childbirth. In the second place, it will
enable the Minister to have an inquiry so
that he will know what the cause was and
whether the death could have been prevented.
But there are no penalties provided, and
nothing could be done after the inquiry., So
all that the Bill does is {o provide for an
inquisitorial examination. To me it appears
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to be nothing else. Yet I will support the
second reading bceause I am anxious that
every death at childbirth should be reported.
I hope that the MMinister in setting up the
board will make it a central board, for I
eannot see how he could have such a board
in country districts. But he could set up
the board in the city here, and it could then
report to the magistrate or to the Minister.
I have some amendments on the notice paper
making this a little clearer. The board would
have to be here in the city, where its mem-
bers would be under the eonirol of the Min-
ister. As I pointed out, our mortality raie
in Western Australia is only 3.8 per thon-
sand.

The Minister for Health: Where did youn
get those figurest

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: From the “Year
Book.”

The Minister for Health: Well the figuris
are wrong.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Those are the
figures given in the “Year Book,” which gives
also the figures for England and those for
Ameriea. Y hope the Minister will agree
to the amendments I have on the nofise
paper.

The Minister for Health: With some ex-
ceptions,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: The amendments
of the Healthk Act which affect the septie
side of the problem, T will support. I have
tried to find out why I introduced the amend-
ment in 1932,

The Minister for Health: You had to
drafi if.

Hon. C. G, LATHAM : That was in 1932,
I rang up Mr. Huelin and asked him whether
he had the notes, but he said the mice had

eaten them. So the Minister and I will
share the blame between us. I will support
the Bill.

MR. BOYLE (Avon) [10.47]: T will sup-
port the second reading. I wish to thank
the Minister for Health for having broanght
down thai portion of the Riil which refers
particularly to the request by the Merredin
Road Board for a special rafing system in
the Health Act to enable it to proceed
with its sewerage works. The position, I
understand, applies to Kalgoorlie as well.
The idea is to apply a flat rate to about
300 shops and dwellings in Merredin, in-
stead of the position that would arise now
of the shops being over-rated and the dwel-
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ling houses under-rated. The most import-
ant part of the Bill has reference to the
notifieation of deaths in childbirth. I have
diseussed this matter with several medical
men, and it is surprising the information
that one gets in discussing sueh things
with them. Some of the details, of course,
are not fit for recital in a public assembly,
but I hope the Bill will not be too severely
mutitlated. There is a necessity, particu-
larly in the country distriets, for inguiry
into deaths arising from caildbirth. There
are instanees, as those medieal men ex-
plained to me, where a good deal of odium
attaches to medieal men, and they have to
bear it through inability to make their
position clear. Many cases are taken to
eountry doctors at a stage when all hope
of saving life is past, and the measure will
therefore be of assistance to them. (n
the other hand, I have been informed that
if there is to be anything in the natwre
of an open inquiry, which I am glad to see
is not proposed, medieal men would decline
to take 50 per cent. of the cases. I eom-
mend the Minister for having introdueed
the Bill, not only becanse the inguiries will
be held, but becaunse it will lead to an in-
erease of pre-natal eare and attention.

MR. McDONALD (West Perth) [10.517:
T support the Bill. I propose to say ounlv
a few words regarding that portion which
relates to ingmiry into matermal mortality.
I have examined the amendments placed on
the notice paper by the Leader of the Opno-
sition and I intend to support those which
are fair and which will tend to make the Bill
more satisfactory. T have read with great
interest the report of the British Medieal
Association quoted by the Minister when
moving the second reading of the Bill, and
I connot help thinking that although this
legislation may accomplish a certain amount
of good, it involves starting at the wrong
end. I hope the Minister will early consider
introducing legislation on the lines recom-
mended in the report, so that preventive
steps will be taken to obviate maternal
mortality.

The Minister for Health: The B.M.A.
admit that this will have certain benefits.

Mr. McDONALD: Yes, but althouch it
mayv have certain benefits, it should consti-
tute the latter part of the legislation instead
of the first part. T hope that as soon as
possible the Minister will get to work on the
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first part, which deals with the prevention of
causcs of maternal wortality, and thus par-
tially obviate the holding of inquiries into
deaths, We need tov give the earliest possible
attention to precautions to prevent maternal
mortality arising at all.

MRS. CARDELL-OLIVER (Subiaco)
[10.53]: I suppori the Bill. I am afraid
that investigation will not lend us very far
because, in my opinion, a great deal of the
maternal mortality is traceable to want of
suffieient care and to insufficient food and
assistance for women bhefore their time ar-
rives. I know of iustanees where such
women have lacked the necessaries owing to
economic conditions, and I am afraid that
this measure of itself will not have the effect
of reducing the number of deaths.

Question put and passed.

Bilt read a second time.

In Committec.

Mr. Sleewan in the Chair; the Minister
for Health in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 8—-agreed to.

Clause 9—Death of a woman as the result
of pregnaney or childbirth to be reported
to a magistrate:

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I move an amend-
menf-——

That in the proposed new Subscetion 2 the
words ‘‘If the report received by the magis-
trate indiecates that the cause of death was
puerperal sepais, then subject to subsection (4)
of this section’! be struck out and the words
““Upon receipt of the report’’ ingerted in lien.
This refers to cases where a report is re-
ccived Dby a magistrate indicating that
puerperal sepsis was the cause of death. We
should not restrict inquiries to cases of
puerperal sepsis.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I have
no objection to the amendment, but even
without it the provision was not restrieted
to those cases.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. C. (i, LATHAM: I move an amend-
ment—

That after ‘“sball’? in line 7 of the proposed
new Subsection 2 the words ‘‘if they shall
consider same neecssary, or may if they shall
onsider same advisable and expedient’’ be
inserted,

The magistrate will preside and will be the
determining factor. He can report to the
Minister if anvthing is done that should not
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be done. The amendment will enable =
magistrate to hold an jnguiry into such eases
#s baemhorrage, if he thinks it is neccssary.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do .
not propose to agree to this amendment s
it is worded. There is no necessity for the
word “shall” I do not agrec to anything
further than the word “necessary.”

Hon. C. G. Latham: The Crown Law De-
partment put in those words.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I had
a long diseussion with the doctors to-day.
They say there is no necessity for the latter
portion of the amendment, and they do nnt
want it.

Hon. ¢, G. Latham: Then strike it out.

The MINISTER TFOR HEALTH: |
nmove—

That the amendment Le amended by sbriking
out the word **shall?? and striking out also all
the words after *‘neeessary.”’

Anmendment oo amendment put and
pas<ed ; the amendment, as amended, agreed
to.

Hon. C. G. LATIIAM: 1 now propose to
mave to strike out proposed Subsection 3.

The Minister for Health: I agree.

Mr. MIARSHALL: 1 would point out, My,
Chairman, ¢hat the Leader of the Opposition
moved an amendment, and that the Minister
moved an amendment on  the amendment,
both heing carried. The whole amendment,
as amended, has not vet heen passed.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment, as
amended, was agreed to.

Mr., MARSHALL: Yes, but the amend-
ment moved by the Leader of the Opposition
and amended was not put and passed. We
agreed to the amendment on the amendment
as moved by the Minister and things weve
left there, You did mot put the amended
amendment into the elanse,

The CHAIRMAN: The question was,
“that the words proposed to he inserted he
inserted.” The Minister then moved an
amendment on the amendment. This was
carried, and the amendment, as amended, was
agreed to.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: If we
left proposed Subsection 2 as amended, will
the words after the word “shall” he inserted?
They have not yet been put in.

The CHATRMAN: T will put the question
again, “‘That the words proposed to be in-
serted, be inserted.”

Proposed Subsection 2, as amended, put
and passed.
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Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I move an amend-
ment—
That proposed Subsection 3 be siruck out,

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I move an amend-
ment—
That in proposed Subsection 4 the words

‘feither Subsection 2 or Subsection 3 of’? be
struck out.

Amendiment put and passed.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : T move an amend-
ment-—

That proposed Subsection 5 be struck out.

The Minister for Health: This is not now
necessary.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: I propose to ask
the Minister to agree that the magistrate and
those acting with him shall have the power
of a coroner whilst holding these inquiries.
I move an amendment—

That in propose@ Subsection 6 all the words
down to and including the word ‘‘hold’’ be
struek out and ‘‘the magistrate and the per-
;lpns aeting with him holding’?! be inserted in
1eu.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
Leader of the Opposition is now going too
far. If we carry this amendment, we eannot
insert the words he wishes to insert. We
cannof strike out the word “magistrate” and
insert it again.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: I will withdraw
my amendment in the meantime,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I move
an amendment—

That in proposed Subsection § all the words
from ‘‘magistrate’’ in line 1 down to ‘‘hold”’
in line ¢ be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

On motion by Hon. C. G. Latham, the
words “and the persons aefing with him
hold” inserted in lieu of the words struck
out.

Oon motion by Hon. C. G. Latham, in pro-
posed Suhsection 7 the words “either Sub-
section 2 or Subsection 3 of” struck out;
and the words “when acting alone, or a
majority when the magistrate acts with other
persons as aforesaid, is or” struck out, and
“and the persoms acting with him"” inserted
in lien; and the words “when acting alompe,
or which a majority when the magistrate aets
with other persons as aforesaid, deems”
struek out, and “and the persons acting with
him deem® inserted in lien.
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The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do
not know the source from which the Leader
of the Opposition obtained his figures as to
deaths per thousand from sall canses during
childbirth in Western Australia, Last year
they were 5.07 per thousand. Never in any
vear have they been 3.82. However, in a
State like this 42 deaths from maternity in
a year represents a mortality which shows
taat there is something wrong somewhere. I
am pleased that the medical profession has
agreed to go even so far as an inquiry held
not solely by professional people but includ-
ing a magistrate.

Clauses 10, 11, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments, and the
report adopted.

Houss adjourned at 11.16 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Tuesday, 14th Decrmber, 1937,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—BOAT LICENSING BOARD.

Hon. W. J, MANN asked the Chief Sec-
retary: 1, What are the names of the chair-
man and members of the Boat Licensing



